
ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 

REGULAR MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL 
 

MONDAY, JANUARY 16, 2012 AT 6:00 P.M. 
 
 
1. Approval of Minutes of meeting held on December 19, 2011. 
 
 
 
2. Public Acknowledgements 
 
 
 
3. Hearings (6:00 p.m.) 
 
a) Proposed Rezoning from RM4 to RM3 
 3718 – 8th Street East – Wildwood Neighbourhood 
 Applicant:  J.A.R. & Sons Enterprises Ltd. 
 Proposed Bylaw No. 9000 
 (File No. CK. 4351-011-11)      
 
The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Bylaw No. 9000. 
 
Attached is a copy of the following material: 
 

 Proposed Bylaw No. 9000; 
 

 Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 21, 
2011, recommending that the proposal to rezone Block AA, Plan No. 101317485 (3718 8th 
Street) from an RM4 District to an RM3 District be approved; 
 

 Letter dated December 12, 2011, from the Secretary of the Municipal Planning 
Commission advising that the Commission supports the above-noted recommendation; 
 

 Notice that appeared in the local press on December 17, 2011. 
 

 
b) Cost Recovery for Development and Sign Applications 
 Planning and Development Branch 
 Proposed Bylaw No. 9001 
 (File No. CK. 4350-1 x1720-1)     
 
The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Bylaw No. 9001. 
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Attached is a copy of the following material: 
 

 Proposed Bylaw No. 9001; 
 

 Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 21, 
2011, recommending that the proposed fee changes, as outlined in the attached October 31, 
2011 report of the General Manager, Community Services Department, be approved; 
 

 Letter dated December 12, 2011, from the Secretary of the Municipal Planning 
Commission advising the Commission supports the above noted recommendation; 
 

 Notice that appeared in the local press on December 31, 2011. 
 

 
c) Proposed Changes to the Subdivision Application Fees 
 Planning and Development Branch 
 Proposed Bylaw No. 9002 
 (File No. CK. 4350-13 x1720-1)     

 
The purpose of this hearing is to consider proposed Bylaw No. 9002. 
 
Attached is a copy of the following material: 
 

 Proposed Bylaw No. 9002; 
 

 Report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 21, 
2011, recommending that the proposed fee changes, as outlined in the attached October 31, 
2011 report of the General Manager, Community Services Department, be approved (See 
Attachment 3b); 
 

 Letter dated December 12, 2011, from the Secretary of the Municipal Planning 
Commission advising the Commission supports the above noted recommendation (See 
Attachment 3b); 
 

 Notice that appeared in the local press on December 31, 2011. 
 
 
 
4. Matters Requiring Public Notice 
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5. Unfinished Business 
 
 
 
6. Reports of Administration and Committees: 
 
a) Report No. 1-2012 of the Municipal Planning Commission; 
 
b) Administrative Report No. 1-2012; 
 
c) Legislative Report No. 1-2012; and 
 
d) Report No. 1-2011 of the Planning and Operations Committee. 
 
 
 
7. Communications to Council – (Requests to speak to Council regarding reports of 

Administration and Committees) 
 
 
 
8. Communications to Council (Sections B, C, and D only) 
 
 
 
9. Question and Answer Period 
 
 
 
10. Matters of Particular Interest 
 
 
 
11. Enquiries 
 
 
 
12. Motions 
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13. Giving Notice 
 
 
 
14. Introduction and Consideration of Bylaws 
 
Bylaw No. 8995 - The Underground Encroachment and Sidewalk Safety Bylaw, 2012 
 
Bylaw No. 9000 - The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 
 
Bylaw No. 9001 - The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 (No. 2) 
 
Bylaw No. 9002 - The Subdivision Amendment Bylaw, 2012  
 
 
 
15. Communications to Council – (Section A - Requests to Speak to Council on new 

issues) 
 
 







































































BYLAW NO. 9000 

The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012 

The Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Zoning Amendment Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is to amend the Zoning Bylaw to rezone the lands described in 
the Bylaw from an RM4 District to an RM3 District. 

Zoning Bylaw Amended 

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

Zoning Map Amended 

4. The Zoning Map, which fonns part of Bylaw No. 8770, is amended by rezoning the lands 
described in this Section and shown as ~:>7':;;;a on Appendix "A" to this Bylaw 
from an RM4 District to an RM3 District: 

(a) Civic address: 3718 - 8th Street East 
Surface Parcel No. 147204491 
Reference Land Description: BlkIPar AA, Plan 101317485 Ext O. 

Coming into Force 

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

Read a first time this day of 

Read a second time this day of 

Read a third time and passed this day of 

Mayor City Clerk 

,2012. 

,2012. 

,2012. 
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LEGAL DESCRIPTION NOV 2 4 2011 
, 

CIVIC ADDRESS 
BlockAA, Plan 101317485 3718 8th Street East 

CITY CLERf<'S OFFICE NEIGHBOURHOOD 
. $ASl<ptrOON Wildwood 

DATE APPLICANT OWNER 
November 21,2011 J.A.R. & Sons Enterprises Ltd. Elim Pentecostal 

2402 Millar Avenue Tabernacle Inc. 
Saskatoon SK S7K 3V2 
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- 2- Z5111 
3718 8th Street East 
November 21,2011 

A. COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

that a report be forwarded to City Council recommending that at the time of the public 
hearing, City Council consider the Administration's recommendation that the proposal to 
rezone Block AA, Plan No. 101317485 (3718 8th Street) from an RM4 District to an RM3 
District be approved. 

B. PROPOSAL 

An aPRlication has been submitted by J.A.R. & Sons Enterprises Ltd. requesting that 
37188t Street East be rezoned from an RM4 District to an RM3 District. The applicant 
proposes to remove the existing church building and replace it with 4 three-storey 
condominium buildings, with a total of approximately 240 dwelling units. 

C. REASON FOR PROPOSAL (Submitted by Applicant) 

RM3 zoning facilitates the development of three-storey apartment condominium buildings 
overtop underground parkades. The lower building height maximum of the RM3 zoning 
district, compared to RM4, would provide greater compatibility with the existing residential 
developments to the south and east of the property. 

D. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

An application has been submitted to redevelop a 20,842 m2 (5.15 acre) site at the comer of 
8th Street East and Moss Avenue for multi-unit condominium dwellings. The existing Elim 
Tabernacle Church will be removed to allow for redevelopment of this site. 

The property is currently zoned RM4, which does permit multi-unit dwelling groups; 
however, the developer is proposing to rezone to RM3 to benefit from the higher Gross Floor 
Space Ratio pennitted in that district. A Gross Floor Space Ratio of 1.5:1 is pennitted in the 
RM3 zone, compared to a Gross Floor Space Ratio of 1: 1 in the RM4 zone. 

E. JUSTIFICATION 

1. Community Services Department Comments 

a) Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 
The proposed development is consistent with the objectives and policies in the 
Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 related to infill housing 
development. 
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"5.2.1 - Objective: 

Z5111 
3718 8th Street East 
November 21,2011 

To encourage infill residential development that: 
1. helps to. meet the housing needs of a diverse 

population; . 
ii. makes efficient use of civic and community 

infrastructure; and 
iii. recognizes the interests of local residents and the 

impact of development on neighbourhood character 
and infrastructure." 

b) Development Review Section Comments 

The purpose of the RM3 zone is to provide for a variety of residential 
developments in a medium density form, as well as related community uses. 
The current RM4 zoning on the property similarly provides for medium density 
residential housing development; variations in development standards 
accommodate slightly different housing forms. In this· case, the development is 
seeking rezoning to RM3, to take advantage of the provision of a higher Gross 
Floor Space Ratio of 1.5:1. 

The RM3 District has more restrictive development standards with respect to 
building height, side, and rear yard setbacks requirements, as outlined in the 
table below. 

Development RM4 RM3 
Standard (current zoning) (proposed zoning) 

Front yard setback 6m 6m 
Side yard setback 1.5m 3m 
Rear yard setback 4.5m 6m 
Building height 15m 12m 

The Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 also specifies landscaping requirements. A 
landscaped strip of 1.5 m must be maintained where an RM3 site abuts any 
R District, which would include, in this case, the rear yard abutting the 
Wildwood Village Condominium Corporation, and the side yard abutting Elim 
Lodge. In addition, landscaping of a 4.5 m strip along the front site line, and 
the whole of the side yard abutting 8th Street East is required. 

As noted above the RM4 District has a maximum building height of 15 m (four 
storeys) while the RM3 District has a maximum building height of 12 m (three 
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storeys). This reduction in building height should ininimize potential impacts 
related to shading and privacy. All development standards will be confirmed 
for conformity with the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 as part of the development 
permit process. 

It is the Administration's view that the subject site is well suited for this 
proposed development. It is located at the comer of a major arterial and minor 
collector roadway with good transit access. It is consistent in scale and height 
to surrounding residential development and can accommodate required 
landscaping as well as onsite amenities, including underground parking. 
Access to the site is provided from Moss Avenue, with a right-inlright-out 
access also provided to 8th Street East. . 

c) Compatibility with Adjacent Land Uses 

The subject property is located in an area developed with multi-unit residential 
dwellings to the north, south and east. A shopping centre (The Centre Mall) is 
located directly to the west, across Moss Avenue. It is felt that the proposed 
development is compatible with the surrounding land uses. 

d) Neighbourhood Planning Section Comments 

The Neighbourhood Plauning Section has reviewed the information provided 
respecting the rezoning application for 3718 8th Street East and has no 
objections. 

e) Building Standards Branch Comments 

The Building Standards Branch of the Community Services Department has no 
objection to the proposed rezoning application. The site plans submitted have' 
not been reviewed for code compliance. Building permits are required to be 
obtained before the demolition of the existing building occurs and proposed 
new construction begins on this parcel. 

4. Comments by Others 

a) Infrastructure Services Department 

The proposed Zoning. Bylaw No. 9770 amendment is acceptable to the 
Infrastructure Services Department with the following comments: 

i. Any new driveways will require a crossing application and permit. 
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II: The driveway at 8th Street East will not receive a median opening 
because it is within the left tum bay of an existing opening. 

iii. The. developer will be required to notify the Transportation Branch in 
writing regarding whether a Traffic Impact Study (TIS) is necessary for 
this development. If a TIS is not required, an explanation must be 
included. 

A TIS is generally required under the following conditions: 
i) the development will generate over 100 vehicles per hour in the 

peak direction of travel; 
ii) the development results in safety, operational, or design issues 

that required mitigation through study; and 
iii) the development results in a change in land use designation or is 

infill into an existing neighbourhood 

In cases where the anticipated impact will be less than 100 vph in the peak 
direction of travel. A letter addressed to the Transportation Branch stating the 
anticipated trip generation will typically be sufficient; however, please provide 
the following: 

i) trip generation category; 
ii) predictor variable and value; and 
iii) peak hour trip rate used. 

Comment - In follow-up to the request for further information regarding 
requirements for a TIS, an e-mail from the Infrastructure Services Branch 
dated August 9, 2011, indicates the following: 

"the developer has submitted information to us regarding 
the TIS which has been accepted. Therefore, we will not 
require a TIS be completed for this development." 

Confirmation has also been received from the Transportation Branch 
confirming that the access/egress points, which include a single access point 
onto Moss Avenue, and a right-inlright-out .onto 8th Street East is acceptable. 

b) Transit Services Branch 

At present Saskatoon Transit's closest bus stop is adjacent to the property on 
the south side of Moss Avenue, east of 8th Street. This falls within Transit's 
450 m walking distance service standard for one-unit dwellings and town 
homes. Bus services is at 30 minute intervals Monday through Saturday, and 
at 60 minute intervals during evenings, early Saturday mornings, Sundays and 
statutory holidays. 
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F. COMMUNICATION PLAN 

Z5111 
3718 8th Street East 
November 21,2011 

The Planning and Development Branch, Community Services Department, sent notification 
letters to assessed property owners within 150 m radius of the site, to inform residents of the 
proposal and to request feedback regarding the proposed development. A total of 340 notices 
were circulated. 

A public meeting was held on Wednesday, September 14, 2011, at Good Shepherd Lutheran 
Church. Approximately 35 people attended the meeting. Questions and concerns were 
expressed regarding the proximity of the proposed buildings to the property line, restriction of 
view and additional light into yards, build out time, noise and dust over the construction 
period: There was acknowledgement that the current zoning would permit development of 
multi-unit residential development to a height of 15 m, and people appeared to be supportive 
of the concept of a development with the lower (12 m) bnilding height that would be 
prescribed by the RM3 zoning. 

In addition it was noted that 8th Street East has become much busier and noisier, and a request 
was made that this area be considered for a sound attenuation wall. 

Much of the discussion at the meeting centred around the closure of an access/egress onto 
Moss Avenue which is used currently by both residents of Elim Lodge and the church. 
Concerns were expressed that parking and vehicle access within the Elim Lodge site would 
become more restricted. Closure ofthis access, which is located almost entirely on the site on 
which the church is located, is necessary to allow development of the site, and does not 
impact the designated access point for the Elim Lodge property which is located further south 
on Moss Avenue. It was noted that this issue was being addressed by the administrative staff 
~~Lo~ , 

To date one written comment has been received bye-mail, indicating support for the proposal, 
but identifying the need to accommodate pedestrian traffic going to the mall. 

Once this application has been considered by the Municipal Planning Commission, a date for 
a public hearing will be set and it will be advertised in accordance with Public Notice Policy 
No. COI-021. A notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the date of the 
public hearing. Notice of the public hearing will also be sent to all assessed property owners 
,within 150 m radius of the site, to any other people who signed the attendance sheet at the 
Public Information Meeting, and to the Wildwood Community Association. 
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G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications, 

H. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Fact Summary Sheet 
2. Community Engagement Summary 

Written by: e Richter Senior Planner 

Reviewed by: 

J... 

Approved by: 

Approved by: 

R y Grauer, Manager 
P anning and Development Branch 

Paul Gauthler, General Manager 
Community Serv' c s Department 
Dated: 07) 

~ / 
S:\Reports\DS\2011\Committee 2011\MPC Z5-11 - Proposed Rezoning - 3718 8th Street East.doc\1m 

Z51I 1 
3718 8th Street East 
November 21,2011 



Site Characteristics 

C. Development Plan Policy 

ATTACHMENT 1 

Street East - major arterial with access 
Moss Avenue - minor collector 
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Project Name: PublicInformation Meeting for Rezoning-

Applicant: 

Proposed Multi-Unit Residential Development in Wildwood 
3718 - 8th Street East (former Elim Tabernace Site) 

J.A.R. & Sons Enterprises Ltd. 

Community Engagement Project Summary 

Project Description 
A public infonnation meeting regarding a proposed rezoning of the property on which the Elim 
Tabernacle Church is currently located. The developer has requested rezoning from RM4 
(MediumlHigh Density Multiple Unit Dwelling) to an RM3 (Medium Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling) 
District, to accommodate a proposed development comprising four 3-storey condominium buildings, with 
a total of approximately 230 dwelling units. The meeting provided residents of Wildwood the opportunity 
to comment on the proposal and ask any questions that they may have. 

Meeting held at Good Shepherd Lutheran Church (1215 McKercher Drive), on Wednesday, 
September 14,2011, starting at 7 p.m. 

Community Engagement Strategy 
• Purpose: To infonn and consult. Developer gave overview of development proposal and provided 

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

• What fonn of community engagement was used: Public Infonnation meeting, with opportunity to 
view display panels and speak directly with the proponents and/or City staff prior to and following a 
more fonnal presentation by the Developer. City staff also provided overview of the rezoning 
process, noting further opportunities to provide comments and input. Proposed zoning will limit 
height of buildings to 12 metres, although it does allow for a greater floor space ratio (1.5: 1 rather 
thanl:l). -

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

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

Departments were contacted for comments: BUilding Standards Branch, Neighbourhood 
Planning Section, Transit Services, Infrastmcture Services Department, and Infrastmcture 
Services - Land Development Section. Councillor Paulsen and Community Consultant 
contacted. 

o External stakeholders: Wildwood Community Association contacted in addition to mailouts 
to residents in proximity to the site. 340 Notices mailed. 



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

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

• Timing of notification to the public including dates of mail outs , psa's, newspaper advertisements, 
number of flyers delivered, who was targeted!invited. 

Notification Processes 
Notification Method! Details Target Audience/Attendance Attendance 
Date Issued 
Public Information 340 Notices delivered Wildwood and College Park 35 people attended 
Meeting Notice by direct mail residents in proximity to the in addition to the 

proposed developments Developer, City 
August 23, 2011 staff and Councillor 

Paulsen 

• Analysis of the feedback received; provide a brief summary of the comments to capture the flavour of 
the feedback received. 
Many of the people attending the meeting indicated they lived at ElimLodge (located directly south 
ofthe subject property) or at the Wildwood Village (located directly east of the subject property). 
Questions regarding proximity of the proposed buildings to the property lines, with concerns noted 
that the buildings may restrict view/light to backyards located directly east of the property. 
Landscaping and other buffers may assist in minimizing this impact. Much discussion regarding the 
proposed closure of the access point currently shared by Elim Lodge and the Elim Tabernacle 
property; with concerns noted that parking and vehicle access within the Elim Lodge property would 
become more restricted. It was noted that this was as issue being addressed by the Elim Lodge 
administration, and not directly impacted by the proposed development. Closure of the access point 
is necessary to facilitate development of the site. Pedestrian access to mall identified as important. 
Questions regarding build out time, and concern noted that construction may extend over a number of 
years, with resultant noise/dust. There was recognition that the current zoning would allow for a 
multi-unit residential development, to a height of IS metres. Residents noted that 8th Street has 
become much busier and noisier in the past few years, and requested reconsideration of timing for 
construction of a sound wall. 

• hnpact of community engagement on the project/issue 
Input received from the community will be evaluated and incorporated as appropriate within the 
development proposal. It is noted that under the current zoning, multi-unit residential dwelling groups 
are a pennitted use on this site, with less restrictive deVelopment standards with respect to building 
setback distances from side and rear property lines, and height. 



• How will input be used to infonn the project/issue 
As a result of the public infonnation meeting the Developer gained additional awareness of the 
concerns of neighbouring property owners, and can take this input into consideration in site planning 
and landscaping considerations. 

• Any follow up or reporting back to the public/stakeholders 
Participants at the meeting were advised that they will receive direct notice of future meetings, 
including the Public Hearing, if they signed in and provided their name and mailing address. All 
property owners within a 150 metre radius will be provided notice of Public Hearing. 

Next Steps 

Action 
Internal Review to be completed with municipal departments 

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

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

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

Council Decision - may approve or deny bylaw. 

Attachments 
Notice of Public Infonnation Meeting 
Attendance Sheet 

Completed by: Jo-Anne Richter, Senior Planner, 975-7621 
Date: Sept. 20, 2011 

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

Anticipated Timing 
October 2011 

December 2011 

December 2011 

January 2012 

January 2012 



PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING 
A meeting will be held: 

Wednesday, September 14th, 2011 
Location: Good Shepherd Lutheran Church 

(1215 McKercher Drive) 
starting at 7:00 p.m. 

Residents are invited to review a rezoning proposal in the Wildwood Neighbourhood. JAR. 
& Sons Enterprises. has applied to the City to amend the zoning at 3718 8th Street East 
(former Elim Tabernacle Church) as shown below from RM4 - Medium/High Density 
Multiple-Unit Dwelling District to an RM3 - Medium Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling District. 
Their proposal is to build four 3-storey apartment style condominiums consisting of 
approximately 230 dwelling units. 

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

The Centre 

Mall 

Zellers EHm lodge 

PROPOSED REZONING 

From RM4 to RM3 -. ---

For more information, please contact: 
Planning and Development Branch 

B4 

Wildwood Village 
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. Public Information Meeting 
Proposed Rezoning 8th Street and Moss Avenue 

Wildwood Neighbourhood 

ATTENDANCE SHEET 

Please provide your name and address if you wish to be contacted with more information about tonight's Public 
Information Meeting. Any information you provide is voluntary and will not be disclosed to outside organizations. 
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· Public Information Meeting 
Proposed Rezoning 8th Street and Moss Avenue 

Wildwood Neighbourhood 

ATTENDANCE SHEET 
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Please provide your name and address if you wish to be contacted with more infonnation about tonight's Public 
Information Meeting. Any infonnation you provide is voluntary and will not be disclosed to outside organizations. 
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City Clerk 

City of 

Saskatoon 
Office of the City Clerk 

Dear City Clerk: 

222 - 3rd Avenue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

Re: Municipal Planning Commission Report for Public Hearing 
Proposed Rezoning from RM4 to RM3 
3718 8th Street East - Wildwood Neighbourhood 
Applicant: J.A.R. & Sons Enterprises Ltd. 
(File No. CK. 4351-011-11) 

ph 306·975·3240 
fx 306·975 ·2784 

December 12,2011 

The Municipal Planning Commission, at its meeting held on December 6, 2011, considered a 
report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated November 21, 2011, with 
respect to the above proposed rezoning. 

The Commission has reviewed the report with the Administration and Mr. Barry Remai, the 
Applicant's representative. The following is a summary of further clarification provided and 
issues reviewed: 

• Both underground and surface parking are being provided. The parking areas have been 
designed to meet the requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, with 1.5 spaces per unit plus 
visitors parking. 390 parking spaces have been provided for 240 units. 

• Access to the site is provided from Moss Avenue, with right-inlright-out access also 
provided to 8th Street East. . . 

• 8th Street westbound traffic would use the exit on Moss Avenue. There are traffic lights 
at the intersection of Moss Avenue and 8th Street. There is no left-hand tum signal but 
there is very little southbound traffic from Chaben Place. 

• Based on information provided by the developer on anticipated traffic, which included a 
projection of not more than 100 vehicles per hour at peak times, the Infrastructure 
Services Department is not requiring a traffic impact study. 

• Access/egress for residents of Elim Lodge is located on Moss St, south of the subject 
property. Another access point, also used by Elim Lodge residents, is mainly located on 
the property owned by Remai. This access needs to be closed. The property manager of 
Elim Lodge is working to address any issues with respect to this. 

• Access to Wildwood Village is not impacted by the proposed development as access 
points are located along 8th Street and McKercher Drive. 

• With respect to whether this development is intended for seniors, it is being developed as 
condominiums and the Condominium Act does not pennit age restrictions. It is expected 
though that seniors would be interested in this location. 

www.saskatoon.ca 
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• The applicant noted that while the RM4 District would have allowed four-storeys above 
the underground parking, their application for RM3 limits development to three storeys. 
Although the building height is reduced, with the increase in the gross floor ratio, they 
are able to achieve the same density. This was proposed with respect to consideration for 
neighbouring residential properties and suits their purposes as well. There are limitations 
within the RM4 zoning district and they would prefer RM3. 

• With respect to whether zoning that would allow increased building heights was 
considered, the Applicant noted that they did not consider other rezoning options. 

• There was discussion with respect to opportunities for increased building heights in 
general along 8th Street. 

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

"that the proposal to rezone Block AA, Plan No. 101317485 (3718 8th Street) from an 
RM4 District to an RM3 District be approved." 

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

Yours truly, 

~~ 
Diane Kanak 
Deputy City Clerk 

DK:sj 
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His Worslup the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saslcatoo~l 

REPORT 

of the 

MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION 

Composition of Comn~ission 

Mr. I(ua Soucy, Chair 
Mr. Leanne DeLong, Vice Chair 
Councillor Charlie Clarlc 
Ms. Carole Beitel 
Mr. Lauier Langlois 
Mr. Aditya Garg 
Mr. A1 Dourna 
Mr. Stan Laba 
Ms. Debbie Marcoux 
Mr. Bruce Waldron 
Ms. Kathy Weber 
Mr. James Yachyshen 
Ms. Janice Braden 

1. Application for Direct Control District Approval - 
Remai Art Gallery of Saslcatchewnn 
102 Spadina Crescent East - Central Business District 
Applicant: Grant Van Iderstine, Smith Carter Architects Sr Engineers Incorporated 
(File No. CI<. 4129-15) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the overall developme~lt plan for the proposed building 
at 102 Spadina Crescent East, as outlined in Attaclment 2 
to the report of the General Manager, Cormn~uity Services 
Department dated December 7,201 1, be approved; and 

2) that the General Manager, Community Services 
Department be authorized to issue Development Permits, 
which are in substantial conformance with the approved 
plans, including the approval, with conditions under the 
Architectural Control District. 
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Attached is a copy of a report of the General Manager, Co~mnunity Services Department, dated 
December 7,201 1, with respect to the above application. 

Your Commission has reviewed the application with the Administration, including issues 
relating to the overhangs and measures talcen to mitigate the impact of snow and ice melting on 
the outdoor spaces below; construction of the parlcade and factors talcen into consideration with 
respect to shoring and constn~ction of the walls to acconunodate this structure; co~lstruction 
timeline; green roof structural requirements; and environmental efficiency aspects, including 
LEED certification. 

Following review of this matter, the Conlmission is supporting the above recommendations. 

2. Proposed Rezoning from RIA to RMTN 
615 Rosewood Boulevard West and Parcel H 
Rosewood Neighbourhood 
Applicant: City of Sasltatoon, Land Branch 
(File No. CIC. 4351-011-12) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the required advertising to 
anend Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone 615 Rosewood 
Boulevard West and Parcel H from RIA - One-Unit 
Residential District to RMTN - Townhouse Residential 
District, as outlined in the report of the General Manager, 
Community Services dated December 7,201 1; 

2) that the General Manager, Comlnunity Services 
Department, be requested to prepare the required notice for 
advertising the proposed amendment; 

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

4) that at the time of the Public Hearing, City Council 
consider the Municipal Planning Conlmission's 
recommendation that the above proposed amendment to 
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 be approved. 
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Your Commission, at its meeting held on December 20, 201 1, considered the attached report of 
the General Manager, Community Services Department dated December 7,201 1, with respect to 
the above proposed rezoning. 

Your Comnlission has reviewed the matter with the Administration, as stunn~arized below: 
s The proposed density is estimated to be 15 unitslacre. 615 Rosewood Boulevard West is 

2.09 ha (5.16 acres) and Parcel H is 1.94 ha (4.79 acres). 
o The area to the west of615 Rosewood Boulevard has not yet been subdivided. 

The areas to the north of 615 Rosewood Boulevard and west of Parcel H are part of the 
City's Phase I1 development area, and have not been sold. Some lots in Phase I have 
been sold but have not been constructed. These lots are not immediately adjacent to 
either site. 
The concept plan of the area would have identified the proposed uses for these parcels. 
The proposals are consistent with what was proposed in the concept plan. 

Following review of this matter, your Commission is supporting the above recommendatio~ls of 
the Community Services Depa-hnent: 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mr. I k t  Soucy, Chair 
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A. COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

1) that Ule overall development plan for the proposed building at 102 Spadina Crescent East, 
as outlined in Attachment 2, be approved; and 

2) that the General Manager, Community Services Department, be authorized to issue 
Development Permits, which are in substantial conformance with the approved plans, 
including tlie approval, with conditions under the Architectural Control District. 

B. PROPOSAL 

An application has been submitted by Smith Carter Architects and Engineers Incorporated on 
behalf of the City of Saskatoon (City) to construct an art gallery on part of the lands 
commonly referred to as "River Landing" (see Attachment 2 - Application for Development 
Permit in River Landing - 102 Spadina Crescent East, and the Location Plan on the cover 
page). 

This proposal also involves a small addition and linkage to the Remai Arts Centre, located on 
the adjacent site. A consequential subdivision application will be undertaken, in due course, 
to realign the property boundaries. 

C. REASON FOR PROPOSAL 

Please refer to Attachment 2 - Application for Development Permit in River Landing - 
102 Spadina Crescent East. 

D. BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

In 2004, City Council approved the South Downtown Concept Plan, wluch provides a 
framework for the redevelopment of the South Downtown Area and sets out key aspects that 
will influence improvements in the area. One of the aspects indentified was the development 
of the subject property. 

This property is designated as a Direct Control District in the Official Community Plan Bylaw 
No. 8769 and is regulated by the Direct Control District 1 (DCD1) provisions contained in 
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. 

E. JUSTIFICATION 

1. Community Services Department Comments 
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a) Objectives of the DCDl 

The subject property is zoned DCDl in Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. 
Section 13.1.2 of Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 outlines the specific objectives of 
the DCD1: 

i) offer a dynamic blend of diverse and complementary land uses which 
will attract people to the South Downtown Area for year round, daily, 
and evening activity; 

ii) provide complementary year-round indoor and outdoor public 
activities; 

iii) provide for publicly accessible physical linltages such as wallnvays, 
above-ground linltages, and corridors to allow for the greatest 
opportunity for barrier-free access to the river, and allow public 
circulation between adjacent developments; 

iv) support and enhance existing and new commercial activities in the 
Downtown and Riversdale by encouraging both public and private 
investment; 

v) highlight the waterfront as a special feature in the context of an urban 
environment and provide strong linkages from the Downtown, South 
East Riversdale, the Gathercole Site, and the Riverbank; 

vi) produce nuxed-use developments that will result in an urban 
environment which is integrated with public activities conducted on or 
near the riverbank; and 

vii) create a distinct identity and a sense of place in Saskatoon and 
encourage the recognition of the historical richness of the area. 

It is the view within the Community Services Department that this proposal is 
consistent with the overall intent of these policies. 

b) Land Use 

The DCDl guidelines provide a list of uses that are appropriate for the South 
Downtown. Specifically, art galleries are listed as a permitted use. The 
proposal conforms to this requirement. 

c) Linkage 

Developments are encouraged to integrate and link development features to 
adjacent developments. In this respect, the proposed art gallery is located 
directly adjacent to the Remai Arts Centre. The two buildings are linked with 
an indoor, at-grade connection, and share an indoor access to the underground 
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parking facility. The design and orientation of the art gallery's main entrance 
onto 2nd Avenue has views of both Downtown and the River. The cafe and 
outdoor patio, located on the south side of the building, integrates very well 
with the existing landscaped area at River Landing. 

d) Safety and Security 

The DCDl guidelines note that sites should be designed to be safe and secure 
for all pedestrians. Open site lines for pathways, lanes, and building access 
points are encouraged, as well as the provision of good street and building 
lighting. A satisfactory review has been done by the CPTED Review 
Committee. 

e) Building Form and Massing 

The DCDl guidelines specify requirements for building form and massing. In 
this location, a maximum building height of 27 metres and a maximum floor 
area ratio of 4: 1 is specified. The art gallery has a maximum building height of 
24.6 metres and a floor space ratio of 2:46:1. 

The development will be four storeys in height, and building setbacks are in 
compliance with the DCDl requirements. 

f) Landscaping and Signage 

The DCDl guidelines provide that landscape treatment shall be used to 
improve the appearance of the area, unify development sites with consistent 
landscaping, screen facilities, such as utilities or outdoor storage areas, buffer 
or separate uses, and beautify open spaces. Detailed landscaping plans will be 
submitted at the time of the Building Permit Application, and will be reviewed 
by your Administration to ensure that both the above noted goal and detailed 
Zoning Bvlaw No. 8770 standards are met. It should be noted that the 
applicant i as  been working with your Administration and the Meewasin Valley 
Authority to ensure that tlie landscaping and vegetation selected complements - 
the existing hard and soft landscaping which haslbeen done at River Landing. 

The DCDl guidelines specify that Signage Group No. 5 shall apply to this area 
with the exception that portable signs and third party advertising (billboards) 
shall be prohibited. Signage Group No. 5 also applied to the nearby 
B6 Commercial areas. Specific sign applications will be evaluated by your 
Administration to ensure compliance with both these requirements and the 
Architectural Control District requirements. 



PL4129- 11 
102 Spadina Crescent East 

December 7,201 1 

g) Parking and Off-Street Loading 

The DCDl guidelines do not specifically require the provision of on-site 
parlung for this use. However, this building will contain 166 underground 
parking spaces, which will be quite satisfactory to serve the needs of both the 
gallery and the Remai Arts Centre. Access to the underground parking is off 
Saunders Place. 

h) Approval Process 

City Council is the approving authority for overall developments in the DCDl 
District. Your Administration is recommending approval of this project and 
the delegated approval of Development Permits, provided such applications are 
in substantial confom~ance with the approved plans. 

This property is also subject to an Architectural Control District overlay known 
as the DCDl -Architectural Control Overlay District (AC1). An Architectural 
Control District is intended to regulate building form and architectural detail of 
buildings within a specified area. In this respect, City Council has adopted the 
South Downtown Local Area Design Plan, which is intended to guide 
developers in creating a strong sense of identity and place. The review and 
approval of proposals for compliance wit11 the ACl District has been delegated 
to the Administration following a review by the Design Review Committee 
(Committee), which is compromised of design professionals such as architects, 
landscape architects, and community planners. 

Although the review of a proposal for compliance with an Architectural 
Control District is not strictly within the mandate of the Municipal Planning 
Commission, the following information is provided to assist in an overall 
understanding of this project. 

The Committee reviewed this project on December 1, 2011, and advised as 
follows: 

The Committee is of the opinion that this development is well designed. 
It was noted by the Committee that this site is challenging due to the 
shape of the site and the limited frontage onto 2" Avenue South. On 
this basis, the Committee recommends approval of the Concept Plan for 
the Art Gallery of Saskatchewan subject the following conditions: 
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1. The submission of a wind study and plans for landscaping, 
architectural, or other features, which may be required to 
mitigate any wind effects. 

2. Amendments to the design of the building to eliminate the grade 
level encroachment onto the znd Avenue South right-of-way. 

3. The submission of details regarding roofing materials, including 
the green roof and wooden decking, and roof drainage. 

4. The submission of renderings, which accurately represent the 
sample materials, as they were provided on the material board 
and clarification of the materials to be used on the north 
building elevation. 

5 .  The submission, in due course, of an appropriate application and 
detailed drawings for building signage. 

6 .  The submission of additional information regarding the impact 
and possible mitigation measures related to headlights from 
vehicles exiting the parking structure or services vehicles 
parked at the open-air loading dock on residential units in 
Clinkslcill Manor. 

7. The submission of additional information and possible 
mitigation measures related to the impact of noise generated by 
the rooftop mechanical systems on nearby residential and hotel 
developments. 

The Committee also had a number of suggestions that they feel will 
improve the development: 

1. The landscape plan shows distinctive (new) paving on the east 
frontage of the building along the edge of the roundabout at the 
termination of 2" Avenue South. Distinctive pavers could be 
restricted to the area leading to the fiont entrance, directing 
pedestrians to the entrance to the art gallery. 

2. There is no glazing facing Saunders Avenue. The lack of 
glazing limits "eyes on the street" on Saunders Avenue. It is 
recognized that this is the back house of the gallery and the 
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loading area, so there may be limited opportunities for glazing 
on this facade of the building. 

3. The landscaping plan proposes tlie use of perennials. These 
plants require significant maintenance. Consideration should be 
given to using hardy, drought tolerant shrubs as they require 
little maintenance beyond the establishment phase. 
Consideration should also be given to installing an automated 
sprinkler system at least during the establishment of the 
plantings. 

The Planning and Development Branch has approved this proposal under the 
above noted terms of the Architectural Control District. 

2. Comments by Others 

a) Infrastructure Services Department 

Any future driveway crossings will require a separate application and permit. 
Prior to construction, meetings with the Transportation Branch, Infrastructure 
Services Department, will need to take place to discuss right-of-way usage and 
preservation during site development. A right-of-way permit will be required 
for any aspect of the project that is to take place on a City right-of-way. 

h) Transit Services Branch - Utility Services Department 

Transit Services Branch (Transit) has no easement requirements at this 
location. 

At resent the closest bus stop is adjacent to this property on the south side of P 19' Street, west of 2nd Avenue. This falls within Transit's 150 metre walking 
distance service standard for high usage areas such as shopping malls and 
schools. 

Bus service is at 30 minute intervals Monday through Saturday, and at 60 
minute intervals evenings, early Saturday mornings, Sundays, and statutory 
holidays. 

3. Conclusion 

It is the opinion within the Community Services Department that this proposal fully 
conforms with the Development Guidelines contained in the DCDl District. 
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F. PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of the Public Notice Policy No. C10-021 is not required. 

G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

It is the intention of the developer to have this building officially LEED standard certified. 

H. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Location Facts 
2. Application for Development Permit in River Landing- 102 Spadina Crescent East 
3. East View and Site Plan 

Written by: Paula Kotasek, MCIP, Heritage and Design Coordinator 
Development Review Section 

Reviewed by: e. 
Randy Grauer, Manager 
Planning and Development Branch 

Approved by: 
Paul Gauthier, General Manager 

Approved by: 

S:\RepoN\DS\ZOI I\Cornrninee201 I\- MPC - OCDl - 102 Spvdina Crescent Eust.doc\jn 



ATTACHMENT 1 

I *- Location Facts 

B. Site Characteristics 

1. Municipal Address 
2. Legal Description 
3. Neighbourhood 
4. Ward 

C. Development Plan Policy 

102 Spadina Crescent East 
Parcel X, Plan No. 101856427 
Central Business District 
1 

1. Existing Official Community Plan 
Designation 
2. Proposed Official Community Designation 
3. Existing Zoning District 
4. Pro~osed Zonine District 

Direct Control District 1 

DCDl (ACI) 



Smith Carter I KPMB 

SMITH CARTER ARCHITECTS AND ENGINEERS INCORPORATED 
1600 Buiialo Place Winnipeg. MB Rl i6BB 

7I1204.~i77.1260 it1201.477.6346 

KUWABARA PAYNE MCKENNA BLUMBERG ARCHITECTS 
312 Kin11 irreel  \Yea 3rd Floor Toronto. OF1 hlSV 112 

iLL416.9775104 111116.598.9340 

Project No. 10060 
Date October 17,201 1 

Mr. Tim Steuart, MCIP 
Manager, Development Review Section 
Planning and Development Branch 
Community Services Department 
City of Saslcatoon 
222-3fd Avenue North 
Saslcatoon, SK S7IC-OJ5 
Tel. (306)975-8103 
Fax. (306)975-7712 

Application for Development Permit in River Landing 

Project: 
Remai Art Gallery of Saskatchewan 

Contact Information: 

Applicant 

Smith Carter Architects and Engineers Incorporated 
1600 Buffalo Place 
Winnipeg, MI3 R3T 6B8 
Phone (204) 477-1260 
Attention Grant Van Iderstine 

waniderstine@.smithcarter.com 

Owner: 
City of Saslcatoon 
c/o Bruce Wilson, P. Eng. 
ProjectMechanical Engineer 
Mastructure Services Department, Facilities Branch 
1101 Ave. P North, City of Saslcatoon, S7K-0J5 
tel : 306-975-3188, cell : 222-7046 
fax: 306-975-3034 

Bruce.Wilson@,Saslcatoon.ca 
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Legal Description of Property: 
Parcel X 
Plan No. 101856427 

Municipal Address 
102 Spadina Crescent West 
Saslcatoon, Saslcatchewan 

Project Location in DCD1: 

Proposed Use: 

4 Storey Art Gallery, including related expansion to the Persephone Theatre, and 2 levels of 
underground parking. Total gross floor area above grade will be approximately 11,985 sq m 



Smith Carter I KPMB 

Specific Response to DCDl Objectives: 

The City of Saskntoorz is corrzrlzitted to tlze re-deijelopnzent oftlze South D O M J I ~ ~ O Y V I I  Area irz 
a nzarzrzer- tl~ot will: 

i) offer a dynamic blerzd of diverse arzd conzplenzerltary larzd zrses which will attractpeople 
to the Sozltl~ Dovvntowr~ Ar-ea for- year--1-ozrrzd, daily and evening activity; 

The Remai Art Gallery of Saslcatchewan is a public art gallery open 364 days a year in the same 
manner as the existing Mendel Art Gallery, which it will replace. It will be connected to the 
existing Persephone Theatre, providing underground parking to both facilities and to the general 
area, as well as a range of complementary public activities. There is a mixed use of functions that 
includes galleries to house traveling art exhibitions, galleries to display the permanent collection 
to the public, outreach art programs to the community, art gallery retail store, and cafi, in 
addition to a lecture theatre and multi-purpose room. The ground floor is envisaged as a 
gathering place for the community and is directly accessible £rom River Landing 

ii) proi~ide corrzplenzentaiy year--round indoor- and ozrtdoo~-pzrblic octii~ities, 

As noted above, the gallery will provide a mixture of year round indoor activities. It also features 
an outdoor sculpture court accessible to the public, with possible outdoor education directly 
accessible f?om the community activity room. 

iii) provideforp~rblicly-accessiblepl~ysical lirzlcclges s~rch as ~~nlhways, above gr-ozrnd 
linkcages aizd con-idors to alloiv for tlze Fentest opportt1rzity for barrier-fi-ee access to 
the river aitd allowpzlblic circzrlation between a$acerzt deijelopnzents; 

Major building entries are located on the east and west ends of the building, connected by an 
interior spine that gives access to public activities. Notwithstanding a significant grade change at 
the west end, both entries are fully handicapped accessible. In addition, there is an exterior declc 
across the river front of the building, itself connected by sliding doors to the cafi, by ramp to the 
River Landing area to the immediate south and by at-grade access on the east end. The building 
interior has an interior link to the Persephone Theatre, which features a handicapped stair lift to 
negotiate the elevation change. 

iv) strpport arzd eilhnnce en'stirzg and rzew corrzrzzercial actii~ities bz tlze Dowrltowrz and 
Riversdale by erzcour-aging both ptlblic m~dprivate irzvest~izent; 

The building is a publicly funded project supported by substantial private donations. The yea  
round character of the building and its complementary relationship to the Persephone Theatre 



Smith Carter I KPMB 

will activate both the River Landing area and the surrounding areas. It will enhance the 
commercial retail and restaurant potential of adjacent properties by virtue of the traffic flow it 
generates, in addition to providing a significant new destination in itself. 

11) higlzliglzt tlze wate~fi.ont as a special feature in tlie colztest of arz urbaiz ern~i~-onnle~lt and 
provide s&ong li~zlinges fi-om the Downto~v~~,  Sozrth East Riversdnle, the Gntliel-cole 
site, and tlze rii~erba~~lc; 

The building is strongly oriented to the river through location of entries, organization of internal 
circulation constantly oriented to river views, location of lcey public functions, and through its 
massing that reaches out to embrace the river. The building's main entry on 2"* Avenue has a 
large cantilevered overhang that provides a covered drop-off, but also affords views to 
downtown and the rover from the multi-purpose room it houses. The building takes advantage of 
its prominent site to announce itself on every level, providing spectacular views &om ahium, 
gallery corridors, public lounges, and private offices. 

The strong ground floor relationship to the river side extends around the west side where the 
sculpture court helps to engage pedestrians approaching from the northwest and from the 
activities of Riversdale beyond. It is expected that buses bringing large groups will drop off to 
the building from this side, helping to reduce congestion and create dispersed access points. 

vi) pr-odzrce nzixed-use develop~~zeiits which will I-eszrlt in a11 urban environment which is 
i~itegr-ated wit11 pzlblic activities conducted on or- near tlie i-iverba~zk; mzd, 

In addition to the amenities previously noted, riverbanlc activities will benefit from the 
promenade deck, covered by an overhang that will afford shade in summer and cover in 
inclement weather. It will be possible for casual visitors to the River Landing site to shortcut 
through the building in their journey along the river, pick up a coffee or snack at the cafk, and 
continue on their way. 

The declc features a cascading set of steps on the southwest comer that will allow 
complementary use as casual seating to view River Landing activities and afford easy an 
immediate access to the deck area in an integrated fashion 

vii) create a distinct identity n~zd a sense ofplace in Saslintoo~z, a~zd encorrrnge the 
recogzition of the historical rich12ess of the area 

In response to the above we quote from the architects' design statement that speaks to the ideas of 
identity and historical legacy : 

The architecture of the new Art Gallery of Saskatchewan (AGS) responds to the powerful 
landscape of the Prairies, the South Saskatchewan River, and the evolving identity of the City of 
Saskatoon. The design is directly influenced by the strong tradition of landscape painting in 
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Saskatchewan that so eloquently captures the unique geography and quality of light of the 
Prairies. 

At the same time the architects are inspired by the legacy of the Mendel Gallery, the quality of 
their collection, by the art itself, and by the people who work in many different capacities to make 
the institution a great experience for the community. 

The site, on the bank of the Saskatchewan River, also called for an outward response. The design 
is a dynamic four-storey composition of stacked and projecting horizontal volumes. These long 
horizontal bars provide flexible loft space are organized as strata vertically and horizontally to 
create a strong, iconic presence on the River. The layering of space also focuses on connecting 
the City to the River and the gallery and its social programs. 

In the simplicity and restraint of its expression and geometry, i t  consciously contradicts the 
Bilbao Effect. The design is highly responsive to its community, context, resources and program. 
Its focus is on how i t  makes people feel, and how it  invites engagement with art and community. It 
focuses equally on the gallery spaces and the spaces between the program, form and mass to 
catalyse communal gathering and an active public realm for a winter city. It celebrates the power 
of purity of form and geometry, and prioritizes quality of materials and construction to build for 
the long term. Ultimately i t  is about creating balance between the fundamental experience of art 
and community, two elements which have poor returns under commercial metrics but which 
enable civilizations to endure. 
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Linlcage and Land Use 
Use of Land 

According to  Table 1, Art Galleries are a permitted use (see excerpt below) 

Table 1 (Excerpt): 
Category 

Culture & 
Tourism 

Guidelines Intent 

To build on the 
Downtown's role as 
the cultural heart of 
the city by the 
development of 
cultural facilities 
which can improve 
economic prospects 
and encourage 
tourism. 

Provision for People with Disabilities 
All uses and developn~el~t of land shollld nialieprovision for tlze ease ofaccess arzd 
circulation forpeople with disabilities. 

Example Uses 

Interpretive 
Centres, 
Theatres, 
Heritage 
Facilities, 
Museums, Art 
Galleries, 
Amphitheatres, 
Display Space. 
Events 
Programming, 
Tour Offices, Box 
Office, Public 
Institutional 
Offices. 

See response to Objective (iii) above 

Linlcage with Adjacent Developments 
Developn~ent shall, in so far aspossible, integrate and linli cle~~elopnzent features s~lch as 
wnlliwnys and aii~el~ity spaces to na'jacei~t developnzents and the I-iverbnr~lc, Featui-es 
sltch as liglzti~~g, landscaping, fencing, walhway n~aterials and t l~e  like should 
conlplement and be consistei~t with adjaceizt developn~erzts in tlze Sozlth D o l l i ~ ~ t o ~ i ~ ~ .  

See response to Objective (v), and (vi) above and landscape plans 

Safety and Security 
T71e Soutli Downtouv~~ should be designed to be safe arzd seczll-e for allpedestrians. llie 
follou~~ing nleasures are encozlraged to acltieve tliis objective: 

1) ensure good open sight lines for a l lp~~bl icpa t l~~vr~ys ,  rear lmies, and building 
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access points; and 
2) eerzsl~re good street and building ligltting incl~rding buildi~~g access, setvice ar-ens, 
garbage disposal, parlii~tg areas, and Ianes. 

The site landscaping on the west side is designed with low level planting to ensure good 
visibility. Windows from the building have been introduced in the ground floor activity room on 
the west side and in the cqen t ry  workshop to improve casual sumeillance of this space. 

The south face of the building is entirely glazed and affords clear views to the declc area and 
River Landing area beyond. 

The loading area on Saunders Place is integrated with the existin Persephone Theatre loading 5 area, and will be well lit. It can be seen from large windows in 2" and 3'* floor work rooms, 
@eriodically occupied), and will have security camera surveillance. 

Garbage handling is from an indoor storage area access via the loading dock. 

The access to the parlcing garage is a short distance from the street and will have its own 
illumination. 

Building Form and Massing 
Maximum Building Height 

The rttaxinzuttt heigi~t of ally building, orportion titereof; nztlst coi$ofit to tlte DCDI 
Mmitit~lm Building Heigi~t Map No. 2. 

Excerpted from the Maximum Building Height Map 

Building Height 
No of Storeys 
Floor Space Ratio 
(FSR) 

Gross Floor 
Area 
Site Area 
FSR 

Permitted 
27m 
4 

4: 1 

Proposed 
24.6m (top of screen) 
4 

11,985 sqm 

4869.89 sq m 

2.46 
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Building Setbaclcs 

i. All building ele~~atiolls nztrstprovide a j v e  (5) metre mininztrnz setbacli above four 
(4) storejis. 

Not applicable (building is 4 storeys) 

ii. AN building elei~ations along 3rdA11elzue nzzrst be set back three (3) metres at 
grade. 

Not applicable (not located along 3rd Avenue) 

iii. All buildirlgs constructed alolzg Spadilza Crescerzt and wlzich are greater tlznn 8 
stories in heiglzt nztlstprovide tlze building setback I-eqnired in 5) above, alld a 
jirrtl?erfive (5) n1eb.e setbncli above 8 stories. 

Not applicable (building is 4 storeys) 

Landscaping and Signage 
Landscaping 

Landsccrpe h-eatnient shall be used to inzposove tlze appearance of the area, ttlzifL the 
developnzerzt sites in the Sozrth Downtown witlz co~lsistelzt lalldscaping, screen facilities 
such as utilities or otttdoor storage areas, blrfer oos separate diffei-ent uses, mld beazrtifi 
open spaces. 

See Landscape Plan and Planting Types proposed 

Open Space Between Buildings 

Open Space between bztildirzgs shollld be liept zozobstrncted to promote mmimztnl 
cbculation olz site by the General Plrblic. 

Not applicable within the site 

Signage 
Signage Grozlp No. 5 in the Zo~lilzg Byla~l No. 7800 of Tlze Cify of Saskcrtoon, vviN goi~enz 
tlte use of signs in the DCDI, with tlze followilzg exceptions: 
i. No portable signs will be permitted; and, 
ii. No thirdpal-fy crdi~ertising (billboards) ~vill bepernzitted. 
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Signage is under development 
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Parlcing and Off Street Loading 

Parlcing Standard 

For eveiy hotel and higlz deizsity i-esideiztial use ofthe laizd, tl~ere nzttst be space for 
vehictrlar off-streetparkiizg aizd loadiizg foi- tlze use and benefit ofpah-oils, residents, 
cttstoiizers, enzploj/ees, visitors, tottrists, or guests in coizi~ectioil wit11 tlze iizteizded use of 
Iaitd and building. Tlze inliizbel- of spacespi-ovided nuwt approxinzate to the lesel of 
porlciizg reqtrii-ed by tlze City ofSaslintooiz Zoiziizg Bylaw 7800 of Tlze City of Soslatooiz. 

There are approximately 166 parking stalls 

Proposed Parldng Location 
The nzajorportioiz of i-eqttired off-street pal-lcii~g spaces for hotels and high deizsity 
reside~~tial developiize~zts mz~st be ei~closed, covered, ttizdergrotrizd, witlziiz 01- ttpoil 
permitted bt~ildii~gs. Notwitlzstai~dii~g tlze obove, soizze off-slreetpai-Icing spaces at grade 
level may bepenizitted aizd nztlst be screened fi-om adjczceizt street level view. 

Not applicable - no at grade parlcing provided 

Parlcing Access 
Parlcing Gal-age eizti.aizces will not be pel-n~itted directly oilto ZizdAveizue or aloizg tlze 
r i~~ei f io i~ t  - Spadinn Exterzsioil. 

Complies 

Service Areas 
i) Garbage collectioi~ areas and seivice loading entroizces will izot beperiizitted 
aloizg 2nd Aveiztre or aloizg the riverfi-ont - Spadiiza Exteizsioiz. 

Complies 

ii) AN gar-bage biizs/ar-ens i i l~~st  be screeized wit11 split-fnced concrete bloclc or 
siiililar dto-able izzater-ial. 

Not applicable - interior garbage storage proposed 

Temporary Parlung 
Wlzere no buildiiings are located oiz a site, teii~poraiy or iiztei-iiiz grade levelpm-Icing 17zay 
be pennitfed wit11 screeiziizg. 

Not applicable 

Subdivision 
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All applications for- s~tbdiiiision shall inzplemelzt and conrplement tlze grideliltes 
colztailled in this plan for the Sozrtlz Do~irtto~m alzd tlze City of Saslcatoon S~rbdivision 
Regrlatiolzs Bylaw No. 653 7. 

Not applicable 

Environmental Constraints 
Developltzelzt shall not cause or- conh.iblrte to illstability of tlze valley slope d~rri~tg or 
after co~zst~~lctio~z. 

Will comply - see recommendations in geotechnical report 







COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
11 APPLICATION NO. I PROPOSAL I EXISTING ZONING 1 

Proposed Rezoning From RIA to RMTN RIA 

I 
LEGAL DESCRIPTION 

N/A 

LOCATION PLAN 

C M C  ADDRESS 
615 Rosewood Boulevard West 
and Parcel H 
NEIGHBOURHOOD 

- - - - - - - 

From R IA  to RMTN ----- 

Rosewood 
OWNER 
City of Saslcatoon 
201 3rd Avenue North 
Saslcatoon SIC S7IC 2H7 

DATE 
December 7,201 1 

APPLICANT 
City of Sasltatoon, Land Branch 
20 1 31d Avenue North 
Saslcatoon SK S7IC 2H7 
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615 Rosewood Boulevard West and Parcel H 

December 7,201 1 

A. COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDATION: 

that at the time of the public hearing City Council consider the Administration's 
recommendation fi~at the proposed amendment to the Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone 
615 Rosewood Boulevard West and Parcel H from RIA - One-Unit Residential District 
to RMTN - Townhouse Residential District be approved based on the reasons outlined in 
this report. 

B. PROPOSAL 

The Planning and Development Branch has received an application hom the City of 
Saslcatoon, Land Branch requesting that 615 Rosewood Boulevard West and Parcel H be 
rezoned from an RIA - One-Unit Residential District to an RMTN - Townhouse 
Residential District. The rezoning of these lands would accommodate future residential 
development. 

C. REASON FOR PROPOSAL (Bv Applicant) 

The proposed rezoning of the aforementioned lands would ensure the land uses are 
consistent with the Rosewood Neighborhood Concept Plan (Concept Plan). 

D. BACICGROUND INFORMATION 

The Concept Plan was approved by City Council on May 20,2008. These subject sites 
are currently zoned RIA District (One-Unit Residential District). The Concept Plan 
provides a wide range of housing options, as well as neighbourhood commercial 
services. In order to accommodate future development, the proposed Zoning Bylaw 
No. 8770 amendments will change the zoning designations for the specified areas of the 
neighbourhood. 

E. JUSTIFICATION 

1. Community Services Department Comments 

a) Development Review Section Comments 

The proposed rezoning is in compliance with the approved Concept Plan and 
will accommodate a diversity of housing types in the Rosewood 
neighbourhood. Future development on these sites will comply with the 
development standards identified in the RMTN Zoning District. 
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December 7,201 1 

b) Future Growth Section Comments 

We have no concerns regarding the application to rezone the parcels of 
land shown on the revised plan. We understand that this rezoning would 
remove the RIA blanket zoning for the selected parcels and replace it with 
a zoning district that is consistent with the approved Concept Plan. 

c) Building Standards Branch Comments 

The Building Standards Branch has no objection to the proposed rezoning 
application. The site plan submitted has not been reviewed for code 
compliance. 

A building pernut is required to be obtained before any construction on 
this parcel begins. 

2. Comments by Others 

a) Infrastructure Services Department 

The proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendment is acceptable to the 
Infrastructure Services Department. 

b) Utility Services. Transit Services Branch 

The Transit Services Branch has no service within 450 metres and has no 
short-term plans to service this development. 

However, if service was introduced in the long term, Rosewood Boulevard 
would be utilized and may include stops close to the vicinity of this 
development. 

P. COMMUNICATION PLAN 

Once this application has been considered by the Municipal Planning Commission, it will 
be advertised in accordance with the Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, and a date for a 
public hearing will be set. The Planning and Development Branch will notify the 
Community Consdtant of the public hearing date by letter. A notice will be placed in 
The StarPhoenix once three weeks prior to the public hearing. Notice boards will also be 
placed on the site. The property owners affected by this rezoning will also be notified in 
writing. 
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G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental andor greenhouse gas implications. 

H. ATTACHMENTS 

1. Fact Summary Sheet 

Written by: Daniel Gray, Planner 16 
Planning and Development Branch 

Reviewed by: "Randy Grauer" 
Randy Grauer, MCIP, Manager 
Planning and Development Branch 

Approved by: "Paul Gauthier" 
Paul Gauthier, General Manager 
Community Sewices Department 
Dated: "December 8,201 1" 

Approved by: "Murray Totland" 
Murray Totland, City Manager 
Dated: "December 9.201 1" 

S:\Rcpoa\DSUOl l\Committee 201 I\- MPC 210-11 Proposed Rezoning liom RIA to RMTN-615 Rosewood Blvd und Parcel II.docijn 



ATTACHMENT 1 

A. Location Facts 

C. Official Community Plan Policy 



REPORT NO. 1-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, January 16,2012 

His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

ADMINISTRATIVE REPORTS 

Section A - COMMUNITY SERVICES 

Al) Land-Use Applications Received by the Community Services Department 
For the Period Behveen December 8,2011 and January 4,2012 
(For Information Only) 
{Files CK. 4000-5, PL. 4132, PL. 4115, and PL. 4300) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

The following applications have been received and are being processed: 

Condominium 
Application No. 811 1: 1022 Hampton Circle (84 New Units) 
Applicant: Webb Surveys for Canaax Developments Inc. 
Legal Description: Parcel C, Plan 101893721 
Current Zoning: RMTN 
Neighbourhood: Hampton Village 
Date Received: December 16,201 1 

Official Community Plan 
Amendment No. OCP 1511 1 : 915 and 923 Kristjanson Road 
Applicant: Northridge Development Corp. 
Legal Description: Surface Parcels 153894752 and 153894741 
Current Land Use Designation: District Commercial 
Proposed Land Use Designation: Residential 
Neighbourhood: Silverspring 
Date Received: October 4,201 1 

Subdivision 
Application No. 7811 1 : Glenwood ~venue137'~ Street 
Applicant: Meridian Sutvcys for the City of Saskatoon 
Legal Description: Lot L, Block 664, Plan 69S08033; Part of 

Glenwood Avenue and all of the intersection of 
Glenwood Avenue and 371h Street, Plan 61S13617 

Cuixent Zoning: R2 
Neighbourhood: Westview 
Date Received: December 7,201 1 
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Subdivision 
Application No. 7911 1 : 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Application No. 8011 1 : 
Applicant: 

Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Application No. 8111 1 : 
Applicant: 

Legal Description: 

Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Application No. 8211 1 : 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

Application No. 8311 1 : 
Applicant: 
Legal Description: 
Current Zoning: 
Neighbourhood: 
Date Received: 

406 I1 l th  Street 
Larson Surveys for Gerard Ackeiman 
Lot 4, Block 21, Plan GI04 
R2 
Sutherland 
December 13,201 1 

3035 Preston Avenue 
George, Nicholson, Franko Surveys 
for Circle Drive Alliance Church 
Part of Parcel F, Plan 78S27733 
RIA 
Stonebridge 
December 9,201 1 

City of Saskatoon Landfill Land Exchange 
Meridian Surveys for the City of Saskatoon and 
SaskPower Corporation 
Parcel Y, Plan 101833848 and 
Parcel XX, Plan 101903813 
AG 
Sask. Management Area 
December 12,201 1 

303 Gladstone Crescent 
Webb Surveys for Pippin Holdings Inc. 
Part of Lot 4, Block 273, Plan 10203 1186 
IL2 
Marquis Industrial 
December 13,201 1 

820 60"' Street East 
Webb Surveys for 60 Street Saskatoon Holdings 
Part Parcel G, Plan 101646659 
IH 
Marquis Industrial 
December 15,201 1 



Administrative Repost No. 1-2012 
Section A - COMMUNITY SERVICES 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 3 

Subdivision 
Application No. 84/11 : 11 1 Robin Crescent, 310 and 322 Robin Way 
Applicant: Meridian Surveys for Deca Investments Ltd. 
Legal Description: Past Parcel G, Plan 101646659 
Current Zoning: IL1 
Neighbourhood: Airport Business Area 
Date Received: December 16,201 1 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental andfor greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENTS 

Plan of Proposed Condominium No. 811 1 
Plan of Proposed Official Community Plan No. OCP 15/11 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 7811 1 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 7911 1 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 80/11 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 8111 1 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 820 1 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 83/11 
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 84/11 

A2) Enquiry - Councillor P. Lorje pecember 5,2011) 
Zoning- Land North of lltt' Street Adjacent to Montgomery PIace 
JFiles CK. 4110-1 and PL. 4110-33) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the following report be received as information; 

2) that the Administration be itlstructed to advertise and 
convene a public hearing for the Official Community Plan 
Phase Two to Phase One amendment for proposed Parcels 
F and MR4 as soon as reasonably possible, leaving the 
existing RM4 zoning in place; 
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3) that the Administration be instructed to work with the 
owners on a revised subdivision and zoning pattern for 
proposed Parcel E, reflective of the general development 
concept set out in Attachment 3; 

4) that the Administration be instructed to advertise and 
convene coordinated public hearings for any revised zoning 
pattern and the Oficial Community Plan Phase Two to 
Phase One amendments for proposed Parcel E; and 

5) that the local community be kept up to date as the above- 
noted process unfolds, with at least one further public 
infoimation meeting prior to any public hearings 
concerning proposed Parcel E. 

BACKGROUND 

The following enquity was made by Councillor Lorje at the meeting of City Council held on 
December 5,201 1: 

"At a public infoimation held on December 1, 2011, attended by over 175 
Montgomery and area residents, members of the public ovenvhelmingly disagreed 
with the developers' proposal for dense multi-residential development for the area 
north of 11" Street between Circle Drive and Crerar Drive. Several people advanced 
significant and reasonable concerns about the impact such a development would 
have on the neighbourhood, and the infsastmctuxe including servicing issues, impact 
on schools, and traffic. 

Therefore, would the Administration please report on the appropriateness of the 
RM4 zoning on the land north of i l l h  Street adjacent to Montgomeiy Place? 
Further, would the Administration please report back on this matter prior to 
Council's consideration of at1 Official Community Plan application to change the 
development phasing of this property?" 
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REPORT 

Zoning and Development Historv of the Property 

Montgomery Place was originally developed following the Second World War as part of the 
Veterans' Land Act settlement plan. This neighbourhood has a population of approximately 2,600 
persons and one of the lowest development densities in the City at 2.8 dwelling units per hectare 
(1.1 dwelling units per acre). Housing stock in the neighbourhood consists of 670 one-unit 
dwellings and 40 two-unit dwellings. Currently, there are no multiple-unit dwellings in 
Montgome~y Place. For comparison pulposes, of the 90,000 plus dwelling units in Saskatoon, 
about 60% are one and two unit dwellings, and 40% are multiple unit dwellings. 

In May, 1979 this property was rezoned from R2 District to R4 District. At that time, the applicant, 
F. Mendel Holdings Ltd., advised that the rezoning "would allow the development of the property 
for multi-family pulposes such as townhouses and condominiums". It should be noted that in 1979 
the Zoning Bylaw contained a limited range of multiple-unit residential zoning distiicts. At that 
time, the R4 District was used for virtually all multiple unit residential developments, including a 
range from two stoly townhouses up to three and four story apartments and condominiums. Based 
on the information available, it is reasonable to assume that the City Council of the day 
contemplated a range of multiple-unit housing types being developed on the land from townhouses 
up to four story apartment-style buildings. Between 1979 and 1999, a number of development 
inquiries and preliminary proposals were brought forward for the subject lands, but no development 
took place. Refer to Attachment 1 -Proposed Location Plan. 

As part of a comprehensive review of the Official Community Plan (OCP) and Zoning Bylaw in the 
late 1990's, numerous "underdeveloped" properties in Saskatoon were examined for their potential 
impact on nearby land uses, as if they were to be built out to their potential. As a consequence of 
this review, several commercial and heavy industrial properties were ultimately rezoned to lessen 
potential land use impacts. 

Several underdeveloped residential properties with significant development potential were also 
reviewed to ensure that the local infrastructure was reasonably capable of accommodating the 
development densities permitted by the present zoning. The subject property on 11" Street was one 
such example. 

While it was likely contemplated in 1979 that a mix of densities would be developed on the land, it1 
1999 the R4 zoning permitted a potential of up to approximately 800 dwelling units if a series of 
four stoly buildings were to be constructed. Based on that potential, and the amount of 
development in the general area over the preceding 20 years, the Administration at the time was 
unsure if the area infrastructure was capable of accommodating that many dwelling units on the 
subject site. It was decided to place an OCP Phase 11 development designation on the property. 
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Essentially, this left the existing zoning in place, but required the developer to demonstrate that any 
prospective residential development fo~ms and densities could be reasonably serviced. 

The former R4 zoning district was also replaced by the RM4 zoning district in 1999, reflecting a 
new range of residential zoning categories. In the case of the former R4 and the cursent RM4, the 
regulations are essentially the same. 

The Cursent Situation 

The subject property was originally 11.79 hectares (29.13 acres) in area. Road requirements for the 
Circle Drive South project and Municipal Reserve dedication have taken 3.92 hectares (9.67 acres). 
This results in two development parcels; Parcel E, lying west Lancaster Boulevard, being 5.38 
hectares (13.29 acres) and Parcel F, lying east of Lancaster Boulevard, being 2.09 hectares (5.18 
acres). Refer to Attachment 2 - Proposed Subdivision Plan. 

The owner of the subject property, Northsidge Development Corporation, has applied to amend the 
OCP phasing designation of this property from Phase Two to Phase One. Northridge has advised - - 

your Administration that they have an agreement for sale for proposed Parcel F to accommodate 
multiple-unit housing in a four storey format, accommodating about 190 units. 

Under the provisions of the RM4 District there is potential to construct 50 to 100 dwelling units per 
hectare (20 to 40 dwelling units per acre). This could result in the construction of as many as 370 to 
750 dwelling units on the combined area of Parcels E and F. 

Policy Framework 

The Official Community Plan contains a number of specific provisions with respect to the location 
and form of multiple-unit residential development in and near existing residential neighbourhoods: 

A variety of housing folms, densities and lot sizes, necessaiy to meet the needs of a range of 
household types and household incomes, shall be encouraged within each neighbourhood. 
(Section 5.1.2.h) 

Medium and low density multiple unit dwellings are appropsiate in neighbourhood 
locations, provided they are: 

o located with satisfactoly access to neighbourhood entry points and collector or 
arterial streets; 

o located with satisfactory access to public transit, parks and other public amenities; 
o situated such that residential zoning districts of varying density provide a compatible 

gradation within the neighbourhood; and 
o in the case of medium density multiple-unit dwellings, they shall be clustered in a 

limited number of areas (Section 5.1.2.m). 
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The City of Saskatoon will continue to promote the long-term supply of supportive and 
affordable housing through the implementation of the City's Affordable Housing Business 
Plan (Section 5.3.2s). 

In addition, the City's Housing Business Plan has a goal of creating 500 affordable housing units 
per year. As part of this, the City provides financial support toward the creation of additional rental 
housing. 

Engineering reports, submitted by the property developer as part of their OCP application, note that 
servicing issues related to the development of this property, such as water, sanita~y and storm sewer 
and transportation, can be adequately accommodated. A detailed analysis will be provided to City 
Council at such time as the application to amend the OCP is considered by City Council. 

Conclusion 

In light of all of the above noted considerations, your Administration is of the opinion that the 
zoning of the subject property is generally appropriate, however, given the maximum potential 
build-out under the RM4 zoning and impact this development may have if development was 
completed over the entire area, it is recommended that the following course of action be taken with 
respect to the zoning of the subject property: 

Parcel F & MR4 - That the Administration advertise and convene a public hearing for the 
Official Community Plan Phase Two to Phase One amendment for proposed Parcels P and 
MR4 as soon as reasonably possible, leaving the RM4 zoning in place. This property has 
been zoned RM4 for over 30 years and the owner, Northridge Development Corporation, has an 
agreement to sell Parcel F to accommodate a multiple-unit housing project consisting of 
approximately 190 units in three buildings, in a four storey apartment-style format. Within the limits 
of the nolmal building permit process, your Administration will endeavour to work with the 
developers of Parcel F on a site, parking, landscaping and access plan that will minimize impacts on 
adjacent residents on the south side of 1lth Street. Preliminary discussions with the proposed 
developers of Parcel F have already begun. 

Parcel E - That the Administration work with the owners on a revised subdivision and 
zoning pattern for proposed Parcel E, reflective of the general development pattern set out 
in Attachment 3. Nolthridge Development Corporation has provided a conceptual plan which 
provides for two storey development adjacent to illh Stseet and four storey development on the 
northerly portion of the property. It is anticipated that a revised zoning pattern can be achieved, that 
will reasonably reflect the interests of the developer and the community. The local community will 
be kept up to date as the above noted process unfolds, with at least one further public information 
meeting prior to any public hearings concerning Parcel E. 
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OPTIONS 

1. That the Administration be instructed to advertise and convene a public hearing for the 
Official Community Plan Phase Two to Phase One for Parcels F and MR4, as soon as 
reasonably possible, leaving the existing RM4 zoning in place, and that the 
Administration work with the owners on a revised subdivision and zoning pattern for 
proposed Parcel E, reflective of the general development pattern set out in Attachment 3. 
(recommended) 

2. Alternatively, City Council has the option of directing the Administration to advertise and 
convene an Official Community Plan Phase Two to Phase One hearing for both Parcels E 
and F, leaving the RM4 zoning in place over the entire area, or ask the Administration to 
report back on options to rezone all of the subject property to a lower density residential 
zoning district. (These options are not recommended given the long histosy of the RM4 
zoning in the area, the pending sale of Parcel F, and the opportunity to pursue a strategy for 
Parcel E that appears to reasonably represent the interests of numerous stakeholders, being 
option 1.) 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no fmancial implications, 

COMMUNICATION PLAN 

A public infomation meeting was held on December 1,201 1, attended by about 175 local residents. 
The predominant view of those in attendance was that RM4 development potential was not a 
preferred option for Parcels E and F. 

If the recommendations of this report are adopted by City Council, a phasing hearing for Parcels F 
and MR4 would be advertised as follows: the local community association executive would be 
advised of the hearing date, all residents who "signed in" at the December 1, 2011 public 
infoimation meeting would be advised of the hearing, as well as any property owners within a 
reasonable distance of the subject propelty. The hearing would also be advertised in the Stas 
Phoenix in accordance with the Public Notice Policy. 

If the recommendations of this report are adopted by City Council, a further public information 
meeting will be held prior to any zoning or phasing hearings for Parcel E. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

While there are no immediate environmental andlor greenhouse gas implications, the eventual 
development of the subject lands for some form of multiple unit dwellings will contribute to a more 
compact and efficient uhan form and make effective use of existing community infrastructure. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Location Plan 
2. Proposed Subdivision Plan 
3. Proposed Concept Plan Submitted by Northridge Development Corporation 



Section B - CORPORATE SERVICES 

B1) Maple Leaf Foods Inc. 
Tax Abatement 
{Files CK. 3500-13 and CS.3500-11 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve a five-year tax abatement for 
Maple Leaf Foods Inc. on the incremental portion of taxes at 
100 McLeod Avenue as a result of their expansion as 
follows: 

100% in Year 1 
80% in Year 2 
70% in Year 3 
60% in Year 4 
50% in Year 5: and 

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the appropriate 
agreement. 

REPORT 

Maple Leaf Foods is expanding at their Saskatoon location in two stages. The first stage will 
support a 27,000 square foot food expansion. The second phase involves upgrades to various 
production and packaging activities. Construction on the second phase will start later in 2012, to be 
completed in early 2013. 

Following both expansion phases, the plant is expected to employ approximately 400 hourly and 65 
salaried employees. 

Maple Leaf Foods approached your Administration with a request for a property tax abatement. 
This request qualifies under Policy No. C09-014 (Business Development Incentives) and is, 
therefore, recommended for approval. 

ENVIRONMENT& IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications as a result of this report. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
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B2) Property Realized Reserve Withdrawal 
piles CK. 1815-1 and CS. 1815-31 

RECOMMENDATION: that $1,092,415.48 be withdrawn fiom the Property Realized Reserve 
to fund miscellaneous land development/sales costs incurred during 
the period December 1,2010, to November 30,201 1. 

REPORT 

The Land Manager is authorized to make certain expenditures pertaining to lands held by the City 
for resale. On an annual basis, the Finance Branch of Cosporate Services provides City Council with 
a summasy of the costs incurred requesting that it approve the withdrawal of a like amount from the 
Property Realized Reserve. The following summarizes those expenditures for the period 
December 1,2010, to November 30,201 1. 

Commissions 
New Police Building (environmental remediation) 
Circle Dtive South River Crossing (appraisal, legal 

and other land-related costs) 
Sutvey Costs 
Property Agent Fees 
Appraisal Costs 
Land Title Fees 
Miscellaneous 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

B3) Enquiry - Councillor P. Lorje (October 24,2011) 
Proposed New Off-Leash Recreation Area - Pleasant HilUWest Industrial Area 
JFiles CK. 4205-1 and CS. 151-6-1') 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 
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BACKGROUND 

At the City Council meeting of October 24,201 1, the following enquiry was made by Councillor 
Lorje: 

"Will the Administration please report on the possibility of designating the land 
assembled for the 17th Street con-idor adjacent to the CPR tracks and the SunCor 
oil storage facility between Avenues P and W South as an off-leash recreation 
area (OLRA)? All that would be required would be signs at either end plus a 
garbage can. There is an urgent need to find a replacement for the OLRA north of 
1 lth Street that was closed for the Circle Drive project." 

REPORT 

Your Administration has reviewed the open space situated between the end of 1 7 ' ~  Street West 
and Avenue W as a possible site for an OLRA. This site appears to have potential to serve this 
purpose, but there are a number of issues, some unique to this site, which must be addressed: 

The area is made up of a number of separate, independently-owned parcels of land. 
Appendix 1 is a map of the area that shows City and private land ownership. The private 
land owners must be contacted to determine their willingness to allow their land to be past of 
an OLRA. Any privately-owned land not incorporated into an OLRA must be fenced off 
from the OLRA. Contact has been initiated to begin exploration of this opportunity. 
Prior to any recommendations to City Council, public meetings would have to be held. 
Certain physical standard amenitiesmust be added to the site before use. These include 
fencing on all three currently unfenced sides, emergency person gates at required distances 
along the perimeter of the site, a parking lot with an emergency and service vehicle entrance, 
garbage cans and signage. Installation of these items would be most cost effective if they 
were installed in spring rather than winter. An OLRA development plan will also require a 
Crime Prevention through Environmental Design (CPTED) Committee review. 

Animal Setvices has initiated the steps necessary to address the above points and other 
considerations that are part of the normal due diligence process in establishing an OLRA. The 
objective is to bring recommendations to City Council in late spring of 2012 with construction 
following immediately thereafter if the site is deemed appropriate for an OLRA. 

Animal Services has been actively working to develop additional OLRA sites throughout the 
City, with a particular focus on the Montgomery/Fairhaven/Park1-idge, RiversdaleIPleasant 
HilL'Meadow Green and Westmount/Hudson Bay ParkIMount Royal areas to address the noted 
shortage of such facilities. A number of locations have been identified and are being 
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investigated as part of a larger enhanced OLRA development project. Currently, a public survey 
is being conducted to ensure your Administration understands the expectations of the public with 
regard to off-leash recreation areas. The results of this survey are expected in February of this 
year and will be factored into the recommendations brought forward regarding the proposed 
Pleasant Hill -West Industrial Area OLRA site. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

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

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENT 

1.  Map indicating proposed OLRA-Pleasant HiillWest Industrial Area. 

B4) City of Saskatoon Business Development Incentives Policy 
Statistics Report to December 31,2011 
JFiles CK. 3500-13 and CS. 3500-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

REPORT 

Attached are a letter and a report received from Tim LeClair, CEO, Saskatoon Regional 
Economic Development Authority (SREDA). The report provides statistics on SREDA 
Administered Incentives for the years 2004 to 201 1. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

1 .  Letter dated December 2,201 1, and Statistics Report fkom Tim LeClair, Chief Executive 
Officer, SREDA. 



Section E - INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 

El )  Transfer of Funding 
Snow and Ice Management Equipment Acquisition Reserve to 
Capital Project 1356 -Vehicles and Equipment 
Files CK. 1390-1, CK. 1702-1 and IS. 1395-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that $615,000 be transferred from the Snow and Ice Management 
Equipment Acquisition Reserve to Capital Project 1356 - Vehicles 
and Equipment, for the purchase of equipment as outlined in the 
following report. 

REPORT 

In September 2009, Council approved the creation of the Snow and Ice Management Equipment 
Acquisition Reserve in order to provide a funding source for the purchase of additional 
equipment required by the Public Works Branch, Roadways Section, to ensure that service levels 
are met in delivering the Snow and Ice Management Program. 

In order to meet additional operational requirements as a result of the new South Circle Drive, the 
Administration is recommending that $615,000 ($150,000 currently in the reserve and $465,000 
from the approved 2012 allocation) be transferred from the Snow and Ice Management 
Equipment Acquisition Reserve to Capital Project 1356 - Vehicles and Equipment. This, 
combined with approved funding within Capital Project 1356 in the amount of $290,000, will 
allow for the purchase of two tandem axel front plow trucks with slip in sanders; one tandem axel 
truck with slip in sander; and two trackless sidewalk plows, for a total estimated cost of 
$905,000. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The Snow and Ice Management Equipment Acquisition Reserve currently has funding in the 
amount of $150,000. The 2012 allocation to the reserve was approved at $465,000. This, together 
with the $290,000 previously approved in Capital Project 1356 - Vehicles and Equipment, will 
provide sufficient funding for these snow related equipment purchases. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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



Administrative Report No. 1-2012 
Section E - INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 2 

E2) Request for Sole Source 
Purchase of SPH-OJ Premix Heaters (pothole patching units) 
(Files CK. 1390-1 and IS. 1000-9) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the sole source quotation for the fabrication and supply 
of four SPH-OJ Asphalt Pothole Patching units from Stepp 
Manufacturing, at a cost of $205,462 US funds plus 
exchange, plus applicable PST, plus applicable GST, plus 
applicable customs brokerage, and less applicable GST 
rebate be approved; and, 

2) that Purchasing Services be instructed to issue the 
appropriate Purchase Order(s). 

REPORT 

Cussently, the Public Works Branch utilizes a fleet of four Thennolay asphalt patching units for 
repairing potholes and smaller utility cuts. These are self-contained units mounted on a truck 
chassis which transport temperature controlled heated asphalt from the plant to the required 
repair location. The existing fleet is coming to the end of its useful life cycle. This results in 
increased down time and maintenance costs which directly impact the pothole maintenance 
program. Budgeted replacement is at one unit per year, with $280,000 included for one unit in the 
2012 Capital Budget. 

Your Administration has looked at innovative methods to be more flexible, effective and efficient in 
delivering the pothole patching program and optimizing the use of our equipment. The result of this 
is that we looked at different equipment manufacturers regarding asphalt delivery systems. The two 
key manufactures were Marathon Manufacturing and Stepp Manufacturing. Both manufacturers 
offer a tow behind trailer unit similar in design that requires a heavy duty (HD) 1-ton tmck for 
transport. These combined truck trailer units offer a greater operations flexibility as well as 
seasonal flexibility than the self-contained units which can't be used during the winter months. The 
cost of the combined tmck and trailer units is $113,000 for one working set, versus $280,000 for 
one tmck mounted unit. In addition these 'pull type' units allow greater versatility in that the HD 1- 
ton trucks can also be utilized as sanders during winter operations. 

Marathon Manufacturing offers a unit that is propane powered while Stepp Manufacturing offers a 
unit that is diesel powered. The diesel powered patching unit is the preferred choice due to our 
climate, the ease of storage and uncomplicated maintenance. A picture of the preferred unit is 
shown on Attachment 1. 
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Your Administration is recommending purchasing four SPH-OJ Premix Patching units from Stepp 
Manufacturing to augment our pothole patching fleet. We will continue to utilize the four self- 
contained units we currently have and operate them to the end of their life cycle. Subject to the 
approval of the Administration's companion report on the sole-source purchase of Four (4) Heavy 
Duty I-Ton Trucks, this will permit Infrastructure Services to double our pothole patching fleet for 
at least the next two years. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

All prices in US funds: 
4 each Stepp Premix Heater Oil Jacketed 3cy (4 ton) $203,156.00 
Less 3 % multi unit discount $ 6.094.00 
Sub Total $197,062.00 
Shipping and Handling (Freight) $ 8,400.00 
Total $205,462.00 plus taxes & brokerage 

Applicable taxes and brokerage are estimated between $20,000 and $25,000, and are in addition to 
the amount shown. The GST portion of the purchase will most likely be rebated similar to all City 
purchases. 

There are sufficient funds within the Public Works Capital Replacement Budget 19-1575-543, 
Project 1357. 

OPTIONS 

If the additional budget item submitted by your Administration to double the pothole patching 
effort for a minimum of 2 years is not approved, your Administration is still recommending 
purchase of these 4 pull-type units to replace the four self-contained units presently owned that 
are very near the end of their useful life. All four pull types and one HD truck can be purchased 
for the same price as a self-contained unit. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

The requested Sole Source is in accordance with Policy A02-027-Corporate Purchasing 
Procedures. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. CO1-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 

ATTACHMENT 

1. Picture of preferred unit 

E3) Capital Project 1357 - Replacement Vehicles and Equipment 
Request for Sole Source 
Four (4) Heavy Duty 1-Ton Patching Trucks 
Files CK. 1390-1: IS. 1295-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the sale agreements submitted by Merlin Ford Lincoln, 
for the sole source purchase of (4) Heavy Duty 1-Ton Cab 
and Chassis, at a total cost of $143,577.57 (including 
G.S.T. and P.S.T.), be approved; and 

2) that the Corporate Services Department, Purchasing 
Services Branch be requested to issue the appropriate 
purchase order. 

REPORT 

As per the companion report to City Council for the purchase of SPH-OJ Premix Heaters, your 
Administration is recommending the sole source purchase of four (4) thermolay trailers for use in 
the pothole maintenance program. Each of these units will require a heavy duty (HD) 1-ton 
tmck for transport of these trailer units. In addition, these 'pull type' units allow greater versatility 
in that the HD 1-ton trucks can also beutilized as sanders during winter operations. 

In November 201 1, V&E had tendered two (2) similar HD 1-ton cabs and chassis. Merlin Ford 
Lincoln was awarded the tender based on their low bid meeting specifications. V&E has 
contacted Merlin Ford Lincoln for the supply of the four (4) additional units required to transport 
the thermolay trailers and they have agreed to provide these additional units at the same lowest 
price. These four HD 1-ton units must be ready for the installation of up-fitting equipment by 
early March 2012 in order to be available, in combination with the thermolay units, for the 
Spring pothole maintenance program. 
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In order to manage the delivery dates of these cab and chassis in a timely manner to be available 
for the pending pothole maintenance program, a sole source purchase from Merlin Ford Lincoln 
is recommended. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The net cost to City of Saskatoon for the sole source purchase of (4) Heavy Duty 1-Ton Cab and 
Chassis from Merlin Ford Lincoln, is as follows: 

Merlin Ford Lincoln 
Equipment Type 
16,000 lbs GVW Cab & Chassis 
Tire Recycling Fee 
GST 
PST 

Contract Price 

GST Rebate 

Net Cost to City of Sasltatoon 

Make and Model Price ( Qty 4) 
Ford F450 $130,410.52 

$ 120.00 
$ 6,526.53 
$ 6,520.53 

$143,577.57 

($ 6,526.53) 

$137,051.05 

Sufficient funds exists within the 2012 Project P1357, GL# 19-1575-555, as these units are 
effectively replacing the cab and chassis of the existing Tl~elmo Lay units. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy C01-021, Public Notice Policy, is not required. 
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E4) Post Budget Approval - Nevv Capital Project 
Roadway Spot Repair 
2012 Pothole Plan 
JFiles CK. 6315-1 and IS. 1295-5) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve a post budget capital project 
titled 'Roadway Spot Repair' with a scope and intent as 
detailed in the following report; 

2) that $1,595,301.09 be reallocated from the existing funding 
currently held in Infrastructure Services deficiency and 
warranty suspense accounts as detailed in the following 
report; and 

3) that a post budget approval for 6 temporary FTE's be 
approved for each of calendar year 2012 and 2013 hnded 
by this capital project. 

BACKGROUND 

As previously reported, the overall condition of Saskatoon's roadway network is deteriorating, 
and the overall condition of Saskatoon's roadways has been getting worse since 2003. The 
Saskatoon roadway network has a replacement value in excess of $1 billion, and your 
Administration has previously reported that annual funding and investment in rehabilitation of 
$18.5 million is required to maintain the current condition of these networks. Without this 
investment, the asset will further deteriorate. 

In the 2012 budget process, the following was budgeted to roadway rehabilitation: 

Infrastructure Surface Reserve funding: $8.564 million 
(including a one-time provision of $500,000). 
Capital projects not directly Roadwork Related: ($2.171 million) 
(ie. lane rehab, signal upgrade, sign replacement, 
sidewalks, pavement markings etc.) 
One-time Neighborhood Land Development Funding: $3.471 million 

Total 2012 Investment in Road~~ay  Rehabilitation: $9.864 nzillion 

Compared to the recommended $18.5 million of annual work recommended to maintain the 
existing network in its cuwent condition, the $9.864 million planned investment in the paved 
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roadway network in 2012 still results in a deficit of $8.636 million of deferred work. Since 
2003, the contributions to the Infrastructure Surface reserve have gone from $6.55 million to 
$8.564 million in 2012, an increase of 31%. In that same time, input costs of road construction 
have increased 216%, and the size of the network has also grown. 

One consequence of a deteriorating roadway network is that there are additional pressures and 
demands put on the maintenance operations of roadways, namely 'roadway spot repair' of 
localized failures, potholes and deteriorations. As our City's roadway network deteriorates in 
overall condition, there are more potholes, more localized failures and more spot repairs needed. 

REPORT 

On all capital work that is roadway related, in the execution of Contracts there is a provision for 
deduction of amounts relating to roadwork that did not meet specification. These amounts are 
currently held in warranty or deficiency accounts to fund repair or restoration of work caused by 
this condition. Although the funding is fiom various sources, all of the amounts are specifically 
related to roadwork, whether it is fsom the repaving component of a water and sewer job, or fsom 
a streetscaping project. For example, there are amounts retained if the thickness of the asphalt is 
not within tolerance or the engineering properties are not within tolerance. The amounts are 
specifically related to the roadway and its performance and held to effect additional works or 
maintenance directly related to these factors, which may include localized failures (potholes) or 
other roadway issues. 

Since 2000, approximately $1.6 million has accumulated in these accounts. Your Administration 
is recommending that the amounts be redirected to a new capital project to deal with the overall 
roadway condition deficiency problem. . 

Table 1 outlines the amounts in the roadway warranty or deficiency accounts, and their original 
funding source: 
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Table 1 
Roadwuv Deficiencv Amounts to Redirect 

Aiterial Road Reseilre 
General Prepaid Engineering 
Operating Fund Contribution 
Reserve for Capital Expenditures 
Streetscape Reserve 
Trunk Sewer Reserve 
Infrastructure Surface Reserve 
Infrastructure Water & Sanitary Sewer Reserve 
Transpoitation Infrastructure Expansion 
Infrastmcture Reserve - Parks 
Traffic Noise Sound Attenuation Reserve 
Infrastructure Stosm Sewer Reserve 
Tennis Court Resurfacing - Reallocation 

Total 

Currently, in the Public Works operating budget, roughly $1.09 million of the $2.180 million 
budget in paved street maintenance is dedicated to 'roadway spot repair'. 

The cost to run one pothole crew is roughly $200 per hour, or $2000 per ten-hour day, made up 
of a three-person crew, material and an Asphalt Hot Box Truck. One crew and truck on a six- 
month pothole season on this shift on straight time amounts to 96 shifts, at a cost of $192,000 per 
pothole crew. Currently, we run 4 crews on potholes on one shift, and two spray patchers on one 
shift which expends nearly our complete budget for pothole repair. 

To double our efforts on pothole repair for a two-year period, to deal with the increasing 
deterioration of our roadway network, and more proactively repair failures, your Administration 
is recommending usage of the funding from the deficiency and warranty accounts. 

The $1.6 million allocated to the new capital project would fund the labour, material and 
equipment for a 2-year augmented 'roadway spot repair' program. Over the course of 2012 and 
2013, $800,000 per year would add 400 shifts, or 4 additional pothole crews to our existing 
complement for 6 months for 2012 and 2013. This would include the approval of 6 temporary 
capital FTE's per year (four, 3-person crews working for 6 months). 
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FINANCIAL IMPACT 

There is no financial impact to the corporation, as the fnnds are already booked as expenses and 
intended for repair of roadways, and the use of the funds on the overall roadway condition is 
consistent with the intent of the funding. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

E5) Enquiry - Councillor M. Loewen (October 11,2011) 
Adaptation Strategy - Climate Change 
AND 
Request for Sole Source 
Award of Engineering Services 
Assessing the Impact of Climate Change on Storm Water Design Parameters 
Capital Projects 1619,1620,1621 
{Files CK. 7550-1 and IS. 7820-01) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the sole source proposal submitted by the University of 
Saskatchewan to conduct a research project entitled, 
"Analyzing the Variation in Intensity-Duration-Frequency 
(IDF) Curves in the City of Saskatoon under Non- 
Stationary Climatic Conditions", at an estimated total cost 
of $106,000, be accepted; and 

2) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the necessary 
Agreement for execution by His Worship the Mayor and 
the City Clerk, under the corporate seal. 

BACKGROUND 

The following enquiry was made by Councillor M. Loewen at the meeting of City Council held 
on October 11,2011: 

"Would the Administration please report back to Council with options for an adaptation 
strategy that ensure Saskatoon's infrastructure and budget can respond adequately to the 
challenges of climate change? The City of Toronto's 2008 report, "Ahead of the Stolm: 
Preparing Toronto for Climate Change," may be used as a guide and the Administration's 
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report should consider options like risk assessment of vulnerable infrastructure, reduction 
of possible flooding risks, increased parks naturalization and the possible establishment 
of an extreme weather reserve." 

In municipalities across Canada and internationally, Climate Adaptation Plans are being adopted 
as strategies for responding to observed changing climate patterns. These plans work together 
with Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plans to mitigate for economic and quality of life impacts that 
result from the increased variability and intensity of weather events caused by climate change. 
While a Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plan attempts to lessen the potential degree to which climate 
change is a reality for a community, a Climate Adaptation Plan ensures the hard and soft 
infrastructure of the community can respond to climate change effects. 
Climate Adaptation Planning is based on an assessment of the community's vulnerability to 
climate impacts. This includes gaining a clearer understanding of infrastructure capacity based 
on projected climate models and weather events, understanding the potential of 'green , 

infrastructure' and other land-use considerations, and studying the vulnerabilities of utilities to 
ensure critical services are resilient. These assessments form the basis for strategic investments 
and initiatives that protect vital community assets. 

An assessment of existing stoim water design parameters is an important first step toward 
enumerating infrastructure capacity issues. The City of Saskatoon has experienced an increase in 
occurrences of extreme rainfall events. 

REPORT 

The City of Saskatoon has experienced an increase in occurrences of extreme rainfall events over 
the past six years. While extreme rain events can exceed our stotm water management systems 
design capacity, leading to flooding, their frequency calls into question the previously assumed 
return periods of such events. It is important to ensure that the system is designed and managed 
at a level of service that reflects the cutlent climate. Infrastructure Services has, therefore, 
initiated a research collaboration with the University of Saskatchewan to analyze the effects of 
climate change on our current storm water design parameters. 

A research team, through the College of Civil and Geological Engineering at the University of 
Saskatchewan, has been assembled to analyze the variation in intensity-duration-frequency (IDF) 
curves in the City of Saskatoon as a result of climate change trends. IDF curves are the main 
tool used in designing stotm wafer management systems. 

The University of Saskatchewan was chosen because of their ongoing research work in this area 
and their local presence in Saskatoon. It is the Administration's opinion that they would be able 
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to provide the best service for this initiative, and therefore, is requesting that this initiative be 
sole sourced. 

This two-year research project will involve analyzing historic rainfall and global climate data in 
order to predict and project the changes in the City of Saskatoon IDF curve. The results of the 
project will seek to provide not only updated storm water management design parameters but 
also future projected design values and uncertainties around those values as climate changes 
continue. A feature of the analysis involves assessing the projected climate assuming one of 
three potential societal developments: carbon emissions increasing, leveling off, or decreasing. 

The key deliverables from this project to the City of Saskatoon will be the recommendation of 
new storm water design parameters to adequately reflect current and future climate trends. The 
output of the research will also include analysis software that will enable Infrastructure Services 
to keep design parameters current as new rainfall data is made available. 

The Administration has reviewed and discussed this project with the University of 
Saskatchewan. It is felt that the proposal adequately reflects our needs and will be delivered in a 
cost effective and efficient manner. The results of this project to the City of Saskatoon will be to 
ensure our s tom water assets are being designed, operated and managed effectively, now and 
into the future. 

The project is proposed to commence in January 2012, and be completed by December 2014. 
However, new IDF curves should be available in time for 2013. The project will be managed by 
the Strategic Services Branch, Storm Water Management Group. 

This project will address some of Councillor Loewen's enquiry of October 11, 2011, including 
risk assessment of the storm water management system and reduction of flooding risks. Further 
report(s) will be submitted to Council from the Utility Services Department, which will address 
other aspects of Councillor Loewen's enquiry. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The estimated net cost to the City of Saskatoon for the proposal from the University of 
Saskatchewan is $106,000. There is sufficient funding available within approved Capital 
Projects 1619 - Storm Sewer Trunk; 1620 - Storm Sewer Collection; and 1621 - Storm Sewer 
Ponds to fund this project. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 
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PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

E6) Parks Features and Design Standards in New Parks 
AND 
Request for Post Budget Approval 
Landscape Design and Development Standards 
Files CK. 4205-land IS. 1390-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that a repoit be submitted to City Council recommending: 

1) that $100,000 be transfened from Capital Project 1627 - IS 
- City Entrance Landscaping to the Reserve for Capital 
Expenditures; 

2) that post budget approval be given, in the amount of 
$100,000, to investigate and compile new Landscape 
Design and Development Standards, to be funded from the 
Reserve for Capital Expenditures; and 

3) that the Administration repoit in 2013 with 
recommendations regarding any cost savings which may be 
realized as a result of the new Landscape Design and 
Development Standards. 

BACKGROUND 

The Executive Committee, at its special service review meeting held on August 16, 2011, 
considered the attached report regarding parks features and design standards in parks 
(Attachment 1) and resolved that the park design standards (eg. trees, shrub beds) and installation 
of park amenities (eg. clocks, fountains) be reviewed with respect to the impact on maintenance 
requirements. 

REPORT 

In 2000, the Parks Branch maintained approximately 900 hectares of parks and open spaces. 
With the development of new neighbourhoods including Willowgrove, Hampton Village, 
Lakewood Suburban Centre, Stonebridge, Evergreen, Rosewood, the Blairmore Suburban Centre 



Administrative Report No. 1-2012 
Section E - INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 13 

and the completion of the Lakewood Suburban Centre, parks and open spaces have increased, 
and will continue to increase to an estimated 1,900 hectares by 2012. This includes various 
landscaped buffers, roadway ditches, road rights-of-way, etc. 

As outlined in the report which was submitted to the special service review meeting in August 
2011, a review of the existing Landscape Design and Development Standards could identify 
amenities which could be reduced or deleted. It could also reduce future maintenance costs; 
define minimum development standards and provide consistency when upgrading existing parks 
and developing new parks; and set the basis for public consultation. It would also provide 
standards for city entrances, buffers, roadways and other public open spaces. The Community 
Services Department, including the Leisure Services and Community Development Branches, 
will be consulted during the investigation and compilation of the new Landscape Design and 
Development Standards. 

The Administration will report further in 2013, with recommendations regarding any cost 
savings which may be realized as a result of the new Landscape Design and Development 
Standards. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

It is estimated that the cost to investigate and compile new Landscape Design and Development 
Standards will be approximately $100,000. 

Staging of the projects included within Capital Project 1627 - City Entrance Landscaping is 
based on recommendations as outlined in the City Entrance Development Master Plan and is 
dependent upon funding. In 2010, funding in the amount of $602,000 was received. Work 
completed in 2010 included shelterbelt landscaping of Idylwyld Drive North and the College 
DriveMcKercher Drive interchanges, which totaled $300,000, leaving a balance of $302,000. 
This amount was carried over to 201 1 to continue with the work planned according to the Master 
Plan, however, due to staff shortages and weather delays, no work was done in 201 1. 

The Administration is requesting that funding in the amount of $100,000 be transferred from 
Capital Project 1627 - IS - City Entrance Landscaping to the Resellre for Capital Expenditures, 
and that these funds be used to investigate and compile new Landscape Development Standards. 
It is the Administration's opinion that the redirection of funding from Capital Project 1627 to 
redefine the standards is consistent with the project's mandate, which includes the design, 
installation and maintenance of appropriate landscaping along the roadways into the city. 



Administrative Report No. 1-2012 
Section E - INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 14 

The remaining funding in Capital Project 1627, in the amount of $202,000, will be utilized in 
2012 to continue the landscaping projects based on the Master Plan, with 22nd Street, from 
Confederation Drive to Diefenbaker Drive, being the priority. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENT 

1. 2012 Business Plan and Budget Decision Item - Park Features and Design Standards in 
New Parks. 



Section F - UTILITY SERVICES 

F1) Tall Wind Turbine Project 
Project Development Proposal Evaluation and Final Assessment Reports 
Saskatoon Light & Power Capital Project #2306: 
Electrical Supply Options -Wind Turbine 
Files CK. 2000-5 and WT. 2000-10-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the Request for Proposal No. 11-0950 for the Tall 
Wind Turbine Project be cancelled, as the single proposal 
received exceeded the project budget and was non- 
compliant; 

2) that the Administration be directed to monitor advances in 
wind turbine technology and report to the Administration 
and Finance Committee no later than mid-2014 regarding 
possible applications within the City of Saskatoon fsanchise 
boundary; and 

3) that, if Council directs the Administration to cancel this 
request for proposal, any remaining funds available within 
this project will be returned to their original funding source. 

BACKGROUND 

The Tall Wind Turbine project was identified as an Action in the City's Energy and Greenhouse 
Gas Management Plan adopted by City Council in June 2009 to achieve a diverse and 
environmentally-sustainable energy system using local renewable energy supplies. 

At its meeting of December 14, 2009, City Council approved the hiring of a consultant to 
conduct wind resource and environmental assessments for a tall wind turbine to be developed at 
the Saskatoon Landfill. Saskatoon Light & Power awarded the Wind and Environmental 
Assessment Study to Stantec Consulting in partnership with the Saskatchewan Research Council. 
A 60-metre meteorological tower was installed on the site in September 2010 and recording of 
wind data was completed on October 8,201 1. The environmental assessment included bird and 
bat studies, as well as sound and shadow flicker assessments. Bird surveys have been on-going 
since the summer of 2010, and site specific sound and shadow flicker assessments have been 
completed. A bat acoustical sullrey was conducted over a two-month period in July through 
September 201 1. 

At its meeting of October 12, 2010, City Council approved the hiring of experts fsom the 
University of Saskatchewan to perfoim a Waste Mechanics Study and preliminary design for the 
tall wind turbine foundation at the landfill site. 

A Financial Analysis for the Tall Wind Turbine Project was completed by the Administration, 
the results repoited to Council, and the model has since been validated by Deloitte. 
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Based on the positive results of the various studies commissioned, City Council approved issuing 
a Request for Proposal for development of the Tall Wind Turbine Project at the Saskatoon 
Landfill at its meeting of October 11,201 1. 

REPORT 

The puspose of this report is to present the results of the Request for Proposal for development of 
the Tall Wind Turbine Project, and provide a summary of the technical assessments that have 
now been completed. Final copies of the following reports are available on the City's website 
(www.saskatoon.ca under "W" for Wind Turbine): 

1. Sound and Shadow Flicker Studies - conducted by the Saskatchewan Research Council. 
2. Bird and Bat Assessments - conducted by Stantec Consulting. 
3. Wind Resource Assessment - conducted by the Saskatchewan Research Council. 
4. Waste Mechanics Study - conducted by the University of Saskatchewan, Department of 

Civil & Geological Engineering. 

As expected, there were no substantive changes identified in the final reports. All pertinent 
findings had been identified in the final-draft reports. The report results, in summary, are as 
follows: 

The wind turbine specified in the RFP would have a maximum sound energy level of 
36.6 dB(A), which represents a sound energy level over 32 times less than the existing 
background noise level as measured at 12:OO midnight for the home nearest the proposed 
turbine. 

The simulated maximum shadow flicker at the nearest residence is less than 19 hours per 
year, assuming unintermptible sunshine from sunrise to sunset. There are no guidelines 
currently in place in Saskatchewan regarding shadow flicker from wind turbines; 
however, guidelines in Gelmany limit shadow flicker for residential areas to 30 hours per 
year. 

Bird and bat impact assessments were completed as requested by Environment Canada. 
Based on the assessment results, certain species of birds and bats were identified as being at 
risk. Two years of post-construction monitoring would need to take place, and would be 
designed and conducted in accordance with established protocols. Any implementation of 
mitigation measures would be based on post-consttuction monitoring and consultations with 
the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment and Environment Canada. 
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An assessment of the wind resource was completed for the tall wind turbine. A 60-metre 
tall meteorological tower was installed at the landfill in September 2010, and recording of 
wind data was conducted for a full twelve-month period. One year of site-specific wind 
data is required by wind turbine manufacturers to match an appropriate wind turbine model 
for the site. Results of the wind assessment indicate that based on a conceptual 2 MW 
wind turbine on an 80 metre tall tower would have an annual energy production of 
approximately 4.9 gigawatt-hours (GWh), or enough to power approximately 500 homes. 
Annual energy production estimates from wind turbines are commonly expressed in 
terms of 'Net Capacity Factor (%)'. As an example, a wind turbine with a net capacity 
factor of 30% means that, on average, the wind turbine will produce 30% of its rated 
power capacity at all times throughout the year. In this example, a turbine with a rated 
power capacity of 2 MW (2,000 kilowatts (KW)) will have a power output on average of 
600 KW at all times throughout the year (i.e. 0.30 x 2,000 = 600 I W ) .  In other words, 
the higher the net capacity factor, the more energy a turbine will produce throughout the 
year. Several successful wind power projects are in operation with realized net capacity 
factors in the 28 - 30% range. By comparison, the net capacity factor for the conceptual 
tall wind turbine at the Saskatoon Landfill is 28%, as based on the wind resource 
assessment. 

A waste mechanics study was completed for the tall wind turbine foundation. Waste 
mechanics is similar to soil mechanics, which describes the behaviour of soils and their 
ability to support static and dynamic loads. Extensive field and laboratoly testing was 
conducted and data used to complete a preliminary design for the foundation system. 
The conceptual foundation system is a gravity base foundation (GBF) consisting of a 
large ring footing and concrete deck with a diameter of 24 metres. With a successful 
program of deep compaction, it is expected that the diameter of the sing footing could be 
reduced. Based on the testing completed, the report concludes that a gravity base 
foundation of sufficient size would represent a suitable foundation for the conceptual tall 
wind turbine. 

These various studies were completed to determine whether or not the project was financially 
feasible, and to establish the design parameters that would ensure that there would be no adverse 
human health or environmental impacts due to the project. 

A Request for Proposal (RFP) for design, supply, and construction of the Tall Wind Turbine was 
issued to potential project developers on November 8, 2011. Only one proposal was received 
pursuant to this RFP. That proposal was received from Hatch for a total proposal piice of $6.35 
million. The budget for the RFP was $4.4 million. In addition, the proposal was non-compliant 
with the RFP as no bonding was submitted by Hatch, who stated in their submission that their 
proposal was an expression of interest that required fusther negotiation of terms. Hatch is 



Administrative Report No. 1-2012 
Section F - UTILITY SERVICES 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 4 

proposing the Enercon E82 2.0 megawatt wind turbine on an 80-metre tall tower. This is the 
same model of turbine on which the sound and shadow flicker assessments were based, and is 
well suited for the particular site conditions and climate. 

A financial analysis was completed for the project using the cost as submitted in the Hatch 
proposal, and considering any expenditures to date. Under the most likely scenario, the 20-year 
net profit is estimated at $4.5 million, and due to the higher capital investment, the payback 
period is 12.5 years and the Internal Rate of Return (IRR) would be 6.25%. Projects such as this 
are considered viable only at or above an 11% IRR, which is where the Administration expected 
to be at a total project cost of $5 million. Although the cash flow for this project would still be 
positive for the City, the project is no longer considered to be a good financial investment given 
the higher than expected construction cost. 

The single proposal received is significantly over the budget for this project. It is the 
recommendation of the Administration that the current project be cancelled and that written 
notice of this cancellation be provided to Hatch. 

The Administration will continue to monitor advancements in wind turbine technology and 
report further to Council by mid-2014. 

OPTIONS 

1. The Administration could enter into negotiations with Hatch, the only bidder on this project, 
to detesmine if their proposal could be altered in such a way as to meet the City's budget 
expectations. The Administration has met with Hatch to obtain clarification on the Proposal, 
and the capital cost outlined above is the expected City of Saskatoon capital cost for 
construction of the turbine proposed by Hatch. 

2. The Administration could reject the Hatch proposal, and then meet with all consultants and 
contractors who had expressed interest in the RFP to detesmine if any changes could be made 
to the RFP that might bring the project in on budget. If it appeared reasonable changes could 
be made, the RFP would then be modified and re-issued. 

The Administration is not recommending either of these options. All proponents had adequate 
time to bid the work, to provide feedback on the RFP, and knew or ought to have known the 
budget expectations of the project. 
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FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The total expenditures on the project to date are approximately $600,000. This includes the wind 
and environmental assessments, a waste mechanics study and preliminary foundation system 
design, other professional services and internal charges. 

This project was partially funded through the Canada-Saskatchewan Provincial-Territorial Base 
Fund, in the amount of $2.35 million toward an overall project budget of $5 million. To meet 
the requirements of the Contribution Agreement, the project must be fully completed no later 
than March 31,2013. The earliest operational date for the tall wind turbine would be January of 
2013. 

If Council directs the Administration to cancel this request for proposal, any remaining funds 
available within this project will be returned to their original funding source. 

COMMUNICATION PLAN 

The Administration's recommendation and some background information from this report were 
provided to the public via a News Release on January 6. Social media, and the City of Saskatoon 
website, were also used to advise the public of the Administration's report recommendations. In 
addition, key stakeholders, including residents of the Montgomery Place neighbourhood, will 
receive a flyerlnewsletter within two weeks of the decision by City Council regarding the 
proposal submitted for the project. The public will be informed that City Council's decision will 
not impact other aspects of the new Green Energy Park, to be located at the Saskatoon Landfill. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

An Environmental Screening has been completed for the project by the Environmental 
Assessment Branch of the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment. The Ministry does not 
require any further assessment of environmental impacts for the project, but had requested that 
an assessment of the impacts of the turbine on birds and bats be completed, as well as two years 
of post operational avian and bat mortality surveys. 

This project is expected to result in an offset of Greenhouse Gas Emissions of 3,000 tonnes 
annually (equivalent to removing over 600 vehicles from om roadways). 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

Public Notice pursuant to Section 3 of Policy No. C01-21, Public Notice Policy, is not required, 
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F2) Discounted Monthly Bus Passes - Provincial Pilot Project 
JFiles CK. 1905-7 and WT. 1905-5-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the City Clerk and His Worship the Mayor be authorized to 
execute the Letter of Understanding between the City of Saskatoon 
and the Ministry of Social Services (Attachment 2) for a 
Discounted Bus Pass Program for the period commencing 
October 1,2011 to March 31,2012. 

BACKGROUND 

At the Special Executive Committee meeting held on Tuesday, July 12,201 1 a motion regarding 
item 2.1 Discounted Bus Pass Program was resolved as follows: 

"1) that the customer cost of a monthly discounted bus pass be increased by 
$5.00 to $25.00; and 

2) that the Administration hold discussions with the appropriate provincial 
officials regarding increasing the Province's contribution to subsidized bus 
passes and report on the results." 

REPORT 

Administration met with representatives from the Ministiy of Social Services on September 2, 
201 1. In this regard, Transit and the Ministry of Social Services have prepared an agreeable set 
of terms as follows: 

For the period October 1,2010 to March 31,201 1 the Province will contribute $18/pass, 
For the period April 1,201 1 to September 30,201 1 the Province will contribute $2l/pass, 
For the period October 1, 2011 to March 31, 2012 the Province will contribute $24/pass 
with an understanding that both parties are prepared to explore the possibility of a multi- 
year funding agreement beginning April 1, 2012 which will establish funding 
expectations and service delivery requirements. 

A Letter of Understanding for the period October 1, 2010 to March 31, 2011 with a Provincial 
contribution of $18/pass and for the period April 1, 2011 to September 30, 2011 with a 
Provincial contribution of $2l/pass was executed on September 30, 2011. Attachment 1 is a 
copy of the Letter of Understanding that was executed in September on an emergency basis. The 
Province notified the Administration that they may not be able to honour the tentative agreement 
if it were not signed before the end of September, 201 1. 
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Enclosed with the December 12, 2011 letter from The Ministry of Social Services (Attachment 
2), is the Letter of Understanding for the period October 1, 2011 to March 31, 2012 for the 
Provincial contribution of $24/pass. The Letter of Understanding indicates an additional 
quarterly reporting option is available in order to receive quarterly payments from the Ministry. 
The Administration will utilize this option in order to address the difference of fiscal periods 
between the two parties. 

Table 1 outlines the proposal and the cost share of the program. 

The Administration's position is that the full subsidy should be covered by the Ministry, and this 
agreement represents a significant increase to their contribution. 

Table 1 -Proposed Agreement 

OPTIONS 

Client Cost 
Provincial subsidy 
City Subsidy 
Cost of Monthly Fare 

1. Reduce or eliminate the City's portion of the Discounted Bus Pass Program. 

2. Pursue an alteinate arrangement with the Province. 

Oct 1, 2011 - 
March31,2011 

$20.00 
18.00 
33.00 

$71.00 

The Administration is not recommending either of these options. The Province and the City 
continue to partner on this program, and the Province continues to increase their portion of the 
subsidy. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

April 1, 2011 - 
Sept.30,2011 

$20.00 
21.00 
30.00 

$71.00 

Table 2 shows the revenue based on the new proposed agreement recognizing that 2010 has 
already been accounted for at the proposed price. The number of passes used in the table is 
based on actual sales in 2010 and 2011, and estimated sales in 2012. These changes have been 
built into the City's budget for 2012. . 

Oct. 1,2011 - 
Dec.31,2011 
$20.00 
24.00 
27.00 

$71.00 

Jan. 1, 2012 - 
Mar.31,2012 

$25.00 
24.00 
26.00 

$75.00 
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The number of passes sold under this program has increased substantially, and in 2012 Transit 
expects to realize an increase in sales volume of 18.35% over 2010. This is due in past to the 
implementation of Transit's new fare collection system. The new system enables all Fare 
vendors to sell passes under the program once the client is registered, thus making it more 
convenient for the client. 

Table 2 -Revenue based on new proposed agreement 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

Time frame 
Jan-Dec 2010 
Jan-Dec 201 1 
Jan-Dec 201 2 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Letter of Understanding for period commencing October 1,2010. 
2. Letter dated December 12,201 1 from the Ministty of Social Services. 

# Passes Sold 
30,727 
35,270 
36,366 

F3) Saskatoon Transit 
Sole Source Purchase Over $100,000 
New Flyer Industries - Used Artici~latillg Buses 
{File No. CK. 1402-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that Administration be granted approval to purchase six (6) 
used articulating buses from New Flyer Industries at a cost 
of $39,166.66 per bus for a cost of $234,999.96 plus 
applicable taxes; and, 

Provincial Funding 
$553,086.00 
$736,851.00 

, $872,784.00 

2) that the Corporate Services Department, Purchasing 
Services Branch, issue the appropriate Purchase Order to 
New Flyer Industries. 

BACKGROUND 

Client 
$614,540.00 
$705,400.00 
$909,150.00 

On November 7, 201 1, City Council authorized the Administration to over-spend Capital Project 
#0583 - Transit ReplaceBefUrb Buses by $105,000 in order to purchase six used low-floor 40' 

City of Saskatoon 
$1,013,991.00 
$1,061,919.00 
$ 945,516.00 , 
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diesel buses fsom the City of Ottawa. The Administration also reported to Council that it had 
negotiated the 2012 purchase of six (6)  used diesel asticulating buses from New Flyer Industries 
(2002 - 2005 vintage). 

During its 2012 Operating and Capital Budget review meeting on December 7, 2011, City 
Council approved Capital Project #0583 - Transit - ReplaceIRefurb Buses which includes 
purchasing six (6) used articulating buses. 

REPORT 

Your Administration has met with representatives of New Flyer Industries and specifically 
selected six (6) units that are in good mechanical and structural condition and which have been 
safety inspected. New Flyer Industries has agreed to sell the six (6)  articulating buses to the City 
of Saskatoon at a cost of $39,166.66 per unit for a cost of $234,999.96 plus applicable taxes. 

OPTIONS 

As an alte~native, Transit could develop tender specifications or a Request for Proposal for this 
purchase. Your Administration is not aware of other bus companies that currently have available 
used buses of this nature and condition. It is highly likely this tentative agreement will expire if 
Transit pursues a public tender course of action. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The cost to sole-source purchase six (6) used articulating buses from New Flyer Industries is 
approximately $235,000 plus applicable taxes. Additional costs to ship and road-ready these 
buses are estimated between $10,000 and $15,000 per unit. There is adequate funding for these 
costs in Capital Project #0583 -Transit - ReplaceIRefurb Buses. 

PUBLIC COMMUNICATION PLAN 

The Administration is not required to undertake any initiatives to communicate this purchase to 
the general public. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

F4) 2011 Capital Budget 
Capital Project #2221-01 -Wastewater Treatment 
Long-Term Capital Development and Expansion Plan 
Engineering Services - Contract Approval 
Files CK. 7920-1 and WWT. 7990-80-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the proposal for providing engineering services for the 
Long-Tern Capital Development and Expansion Plan for 
the City of Saskatoon Wastewater Treatment Plant, from 
Stantec Consulting Limited, for a total upset fee of 
$441,000.00 (including G.S.T.) be accepted; and 

2) that the City Solicitor be instructed to prepare the necessary 
Engineering Services Agreement for execution by His 
Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk under the Corporate 
Seal. 

BACKGROUND 

All aspects of the capital development and expansion of the City of Saskatoon, Wastewater 
Treatment Plant (WWTP) located at 470 Whiteswan Drive are the responsibility of the Water 
and Wastewater Treatment Branch of the Utility Services Department. The primary treatment 
facility was constructed in 1971 and the Biological Nutrient Removal (BNR) facility was added 
in 1996. The WWTP is presently designed to treat an average daily effluent flow of 120 ML/d 
and has a hydraulic capacity of 300 MLId. 

A long-term capital plan has not been conducted since the mid 1990s. Due to the pending 
changes in the effluent regulations, the availability of new technologies, and the changing flow 
demand of our growing city, a comprehensive Long-Term Capital Development and Expansion 
Plan is required. 
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REPORT 

The overall objective of this project is to develop an innovative 30-year Long-Term Capital 
Development and Expansion Plan (LTCDEP) to provide clear direction regarding the future of 
the City of Saskatoon WWTP, the 26 sanitary sewer lift stations, and the bio-solids facility. This 
study will be based on ensuring the effluent discharge characteristics to the South Saskatchewan 
River comply with Canadian Council of Ministers of Environment (CCME) and Wastewater 
System Effluent (WSE) Regulations. The selection of infrastructure alternatives in the plan will 
be based on a solid technical analysis, an appropriate cost estimate, and a valid decision-making 
process. The plan will maximize the value of future expenditures and ensure ongoing 
environmental stewardship. A similar type of study was conducted for the Water Treatment 
Plant and has been used to guide the preparation of the five-year Capital Budgets which are 
updated annually. 

Due to the complexity of this project, the Administration utilized a Qualification Based Selection 
process in selecting the successful proponent. The Qualification Based Selection process is a 
competitive process for the procurement of professional engineering services that is based on 
professional/technical qualifications including technical and managerial capabilities of the firm, 
key personnel, suggested methodology, references, and availability. 

On November 16,201 1, an RFPITOR was sent to six consulting firms inviting them to submit a 
Letter of Interest. Five letters of interest were received, of which, the following three consultants 
were selected to submit a proposal: 

Stantec Consulting Ltd. (Calgary, AB) 
CH2M HILL Canada Limited (Calgary, AB) 
Associated Engineering Ltd. (Saskatoon, SK) 

On December 15,201 1, the detailed proposals including project delivery, task list, work plan and 
fee schedule were received. Based on a systematic aualification-based evaluation of the 
pi.oposals, it was determined that Stantec consilting Ltd, is the most suitable proponent for this 
project. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT 

The upset fee for Engineering Services for the project, and the net cost to the City would be as 
follows: 
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Basic Upset Fee $403,393.00 
Contingency (4%) 16.607.00 
Subtotal $420,000.00 
G.S.T. @ 5% 21.000.00 
Contract Amount $441,000.00 
G S T .  Rebate @ 5% (21,000.00) 
Net Cost to the City $420.000.00 

Capital Project #2221-01 - WWT - Long-Term Capital Development and Expansion Plan has 
sufficient funding to cover the costs for the engineering services to develop the Long-Term 
Capital Development and Expansion Plan for the WWTP. 

OPTIONS 

The Administration has not identified any options. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no direct environmental implications associated with completion of the study, although 
the results of the work will lead to continual stewardship of the South Saskatchewan River. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

Randy Grauer, General Manager Marlys Bilanski, General Manager 
Community Services Department Corporate Services Department 

Mike Gutek, General Manager Jeff Jorgenson, General Manager 
Infrastructure Services Department Utility Services Department 



PLAN OF SURVEY SHOWING SURPACE 
BUILDING CONDOMINIUM FOR 
PARCEL C 
Plan No. 101893721 
N.W. 1/4 OF SECTION 6 
TWP. 37, RGE. 5, W. 3rd MER. 
SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN 
BY T.R. WEBB, S.L.S. 
SCALE AS SHOWN 
SEPTEMBER - NOVEMBER 201 1 



Proposed Official Community 
Plan No. OCP 1 5// 1 

C.S.C. 
Regioool 

Ps~h io l r i c  
Cenlre 

Special Use Area 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE 
OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN- LAND USE MAP 

From District Commercial to 
to Residential 

d 
N 

Ae No. OCPl5-2011 
0 $;%ioon P l l * l & D e . ~ l ~ p m ~ ~ L B n o l b  

r 



1
 

Pr
op

os
ed

 S
ub

di
vi

si
on

 N
o.

 7
81

1 1
 



LUrSOfl Surueys Ltd., Saskatoon, so& 

d: 
Saskatoon 
Plan of Proposed Subdiuision 
of pan' o f ~ o t  4, ~ l o e k  21, 
Reg'd Plan No. GI 04, 

20.117 in the N.E. 1/4 See. 35, 
w q TWp . 36, RQe. 5, W.3 Mer. 

TWO storey duplex 1.22 112th Street ~ a s t  Saskatchewan 
under construction 8 

20.117 
1.22 1.22 - 

a 
a6 " , Detail 

Scale 1: 1000 

7.62 7.62 

406 
Measurements ore in metres 

11 I fh Street East Area to be subdivided is outlined thus --- 

QJ October 77, 2017 
5 2 1 15,24 

s 
s 
4 

20.117 
15.24 

C: - See Detail 
I 1 l fh Street East C: 

8 - 
d N Community Services Department 

20 r 

27 10 

Reg 'd. 

9 

No. 

7.62 7.62 

Plon 

h h 

8 7 6 5 :28 4 :  3 2 1 

Gl04 Approved under the provisions of Bylow 
number 6537 of the City of Soskatoon. 

7.62 7.62 20.117 



:vision No. 80/11 



rision No. 8 111 1 



PLAN OF PROPOSED 
SUBDIVISION OF 
PART OF LOT 4 
BLOCK 273 
PLAN NO 102031186 
303 GLADSTONE CRESCENT 
SEC 22-37-5-3 
SASKATOON, SASK. 
SCALE 1:1000 

Dimensions shown ore in metres ond decimals 
thereof. 
Portion of this plan to be approved is outlined in 
red with o bold. dashed line and contains 0.71+ ha 
11.76f oc). 
Dimensions shown are approximote and moy differ 
from the final plon of survey by O.IOf, metres. 

Approved under the provisions of 
Bylaw No. 6537 of the 
City of Saskatoon 

Community Services Department 

Preoared I 



Proposed Subdivision No. 8311 1 

B9or No. 6537 of the 
City vf S~rkotoon 

Communlly S=m'scs Oep~rtrntnl 

PLAN OF PROPOSED 
SUBDIVISION OF 
PART OF PARCEL G, 
PLAN NO 101646659 
I N  S E  1/4 SEC 21- 
TWP 37-RGE 5-W 3rd MER 
820 GOTH STREET EAST 
SASKATOON, SASK. 
BY T.R. WEBB, S.L.S. 
SCALE 1<2000 

Seal 

Dlrnenslons shown ore in metres and decimals 
thereof and moy wry from the fino1 plon of 
Survey by 0.5i metres. 
~ o i t l i n  of this plon to be registered lo outlined in 
red wlth a bold. doshed lhe ond contalns 2.43* ho 
(6.0i oc.) 





Attachment 1 

File No. OCP 35/10: Proposed Amendment to the Official Community Plan - Land Use Map 

FFICIAL COMMUNITY P U N =  LAND USE MAP 

From Phase II to Phase I - 



Circle Drive South 
Plan Showing 

Proposed Subdivision 
of  aNof 

Parcel C, PIan No. 101428657; 
Parcel C, Reg'd. PIan No. 69518530; 
and pati o f  

Parcel B,' Reg'd. PIan No. 69518530; 
S. 1/2 Sec. 25 Twp. 36 Rge. 5 W3Mer.; 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan. 
By: D.V. Frank0 S.L.S. 
February 2011 Scale 1:4000 

ulncu mm, Wy by W)50 m 
h a  b ba rumdea is nNiMd in . bld dorhrd fins 
h m  b bc suwm'dd (Ncx mod) d n r  %91 he (ii4.68 m ~ )  
!no b b8 svwvidcd (Poml W,) mnteh il.51 ha. ( s 7 4  ma) 
h a  b b~ avMvidcd ( P o d  Do) mnb?nr =99 ha. (1739 aria) 
M o  b ba auMvUad (Pam1 O mdgina 5.38 0. (1329 a-8) 

h a  b b~ r!Adi*cd ( P m l  F) mnbm a 0 9  he (%.I8 o-) 
MO b be rv~ivaad (unr) ~ n s  * o s ~  h. (%or -) 

Owner / Agent 

City of Saskatoon 
APPIOVE~ under the pmvisions of B9.w 
No. 6657 of the City of Sarkntoon. 

8 
Grnsml or Dodgnoto. Mon~gar of Community Servlca. 



k 
PLAN OF PROPOSED 
SUBDIVISION OF 
PARCEL C. 
PLAN NO 101428657 
SE 1/4 SEC 25-36-6-3 
SASKATOON. SASK. 

weee DWIW m sow 
c-pnYU USE C*LI - NO7 K*1 

2 J. C. Akin 
C O M I W C I M  a, 
w4L W MS. W R  -55 

,o-AL,,w-,, UAvi.s mlSDlmICW 
Architect ..us-=.W. Ltd 

OS, m. ,@ll e.."-e..ula" *xu( 
R.,." .m,a, w* 1.- 

~ I . . . ) X I . . . 1 2 1 1 4 1 . 1 1 1 0  $ 
rD z 





Saskatoon 

December 2,2011 

PH: 306.664.0720 TT: 1.800.706.1577 

Ms. Marlys Bilanski 
General Manager, Corporate Services Department 
City o f  Saskatoon 
222 3'"venue North 
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5 

Dear Ms. Bilanski: 

RE: Statistics Reoort - SREDA Administrated Incentives up t o  December 31. 2011 

in  2007, the Saskatoon Regional Economic Development Authority (SREDA) began providing an annual 
statistics report regarding our activities and monitoring o f  the City o f  Saskatoon's Business Development 
Incentives Policy. 

Please find attached a copy o f  the statistics report submitted by SREDA regarding the administered 
incentives for the period ending December 31,2011. This report is submitted to City Council as 
information only. 

Regards, 

Tim LeClair 
Chief Executive Officer 



Statistics Report - SREDA Administered Incentives Business Development Incentive Policy C09-014 

1 Number declined 

Policy Objective 

Encourage businesses to  locate or 
expand their operations in 
Saskatoon in order t o  create long 

Number of approved applications related to: 

r of jobs created: I I I I 

term, skilled or semi-skilled jobs 

Measure 

Proposed at time of application 

Actually created 

2004 

I I I I I I I 4 N/A 
companies creating new jobs 

Number of applications: 

Number received 

I I I I I I I I 
Place Saskatoon in a competitive I GDPgrowth in Saskatoon (Conference Board of Canada) 

2005 

4 

' Alstom Power, BHP Billiton, InfraReady Products, and Standard Machine were recommended for approval by SREDA's Incentive Sub-Review Committee in February, 2010 
*One of the two declined is due fa an assessment that was done on expansion improvements and these resulted in no new incremental increase in property taxvaluer. 

2006 

position in attracting businesses 
that it would not otherwise occupy - 

0 

2007 

7 

. Annual 

Ranking in Canada 

2008 

2 
-0.8% 

6 o f 2 0  

2009 

3.8% 

13o f20  

3.9% 

4 o f 2 0  

3.9% 

2 o f 2 0  

4.9% 

1 o f 2 0  

2010 

4.4% 

--------- 
3 o f 2 0  

5.4% 

l o f 2 O  

2011 

3.8% 

3 o f 2 0  



project 

Proposed at time of application S26.9M $18.11 S10.3M $53.5M N/A $255M 
estimate estimate estimate estimate 

Actually invested 

I I I I I I 
/ Number of businesses 1 1 I 

Demonstrate the Qty's 

commitment to a busmess or 
andustry 

22 

2 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

- 
.. 
.. 

. Complied wcth ongolng cond~ttons 

Old not comply wlth ongoing cond~tions 

--- 
19 

1 

0 

0 

NinN/A-----"- 0 

0 

0 

--- .. 
- 
.. 

13 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

- 
0 

0 

2 

12 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

.. 

.. 

.. 

1 

15 

1 

Number of approved applicattonr related to. 

NlA  

N/A 

N/A 

.. 
* 

.. 

0 

---- 
0 

0 

0 

---- .. 
w 

,. 

P 

. Manufacturing 

--- 
1 

0 

0 

0 

- 
., 
.. 

18 

1 

N/A 

- 

5 

- Technalok/ 

Telecommun~cations 

Data processing 

4 7 

- 

0 

0 

0 

.. 

20 

1 

5 

------- 
Energy 

. O~l&Gas  

Transportation & Logtstrcs 

21 

1 

* 

- 
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BUSINESS PLAN AND BUDGET DECISION ITEM 

BusinesslService Line: Recreational & Cultural Services 

EfficiencieslSavingsIRedistribution: Park Features and Design Standards in New Parks 

1. Recommendation 

That the park design standards (e.g. trees, shrub beds) and installation of park amenities 
(e.g. clocks, fountains) be reviewed with respect to the impact on maintenance 
requirements. 

2. Problem or Opportunity (Issue Statement) 

During Saskatoon Speaks, the community identified its vision for a green city to include 
having green space for natural features, forestation, recreation and growing food. There 
is an opport~~nity to extend the Saskatoon Speaks discussions to further define more 
naturalized areas and community garden plots with respect to the park design 
standards. 

With the increases in maintenance costs, this would provide an opportunity to review the 
amenities included in parks. There is also an opportunity to introduce more naturalized 
areas in parks that require less ongoing maintenance as compared to landscaped areas. 

3. Background 

The park design standards currently provide for landscaped areas (trees and shrubs) 
and park amenities such as clocks and fountains, as well as sports fields, pathways and 
lighting. 

4. Rationale and Implications of the Recommendation 

There is a growing appreciation for naturalized areas and different uses in o i~ r  parks, 
such as community gardens. By extending the Saskatoon Speaks discussion regarding 
park space, there may be a shift in park development guidelines to incorporate different 
program space, such as naturalized areas and community gardens, thereby reducing 
overall maintenance costs. 

5. Alternatives to the Recommendation 

Maintain the status quo. 

6. Communications Approach 

To be determined. 



LETTER OF UNDERSTANDING 

between 

THE CITY OF SASICATOON 

and 

THE MINISTRY OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
OF THE GOVERNMENT OF SASKATCHEWAN 

This Letter of Understanding sets forth the agreement between the City of Saskatoon and the 
Minist~y of Social Services (MSS) of the Government of Saskatchewan regarding the 
Discounted Bus Pass Program for individuals currently participating in MSS programs. 

The terms of the agreement are as follows: 

1. The Program will be in place for a pcriod of twelve (12) MONTHS 
commencing on October I ,  2010. 

2. Under the Program, eligible clients and their immediate families will be able 
to purchase monthly bus passes at a reduced rate. Eligible clients must be 
participating in one of the following programs: 

(a) Saskatchewan Assistance Program (SAP) 
(b) Saskatchewan Assured Income for Disability (SAID) 
(c) Transitional Employment Allowance (TEA) 
(d) Provincial Training Allowance (PTA) 
(e) Saskatchewan Employment Supplement (SES) 

3. At the time of the discounted bus pass purchase, the client must provide proof 
they are eligible clients, either through a cheque stub from one of the above 
mentioned programs and one piece of identification or a letter from a 
government employee stating the individual is eligible. Only approved 
individuals will be able to purchase the discounted mollthly bus passes. 

4. Eligible clients will be eligible to purchase one bus pass per month per family 
member. Clicnts must first register with the Saskatoon Transit Customer Service 
Centre in the downtown bus terminal for their new Go-Pass card. Once registered, 
discounted pass users will be able to reload their Go-Pass at any participating 
vendor. 

5. The City of Saskatoon agrees to provide MSS with copies of all records 
pertaining to the sale of discounted bus passes to MSS clients. 



6 .  MSS agrees to pay the City of Saskatoon the amount stated below per monthly bus 
pass sold to eligible clients and their immediate family. 

October 1,2010-March 31,2011 - $18.00 
April 1,2011 -September 30,201 1 - $21.00 

7. The City of Saskatoon will submit a report to MSS as the financial 
reconciliation process outlining the number of monthly passes sold upon 
completion of the program year. 

8. The City of Saskatoon reserves the right to set the discounted bus pass rate, 
notwithstanding the established discounted individual rate shall, at a minimum be, 
$18.00 (October 1,2010 -Mar  31,201 I), and $21.00 (April 1,201 1 - September 31, 
201 1) below the established public Transit System rates. 

9. The City of Saskatoon will provide the Ministry with evidence that the program is 
sufficiently promoted in the City. Evidence may include pamphlets, bus signage, 
posters, website promotion or public announcements. 

10. MSS and the City of Saskatoon retain the right to terminate this Letter of 
Understanding by providing one month's written notice. 

11. All notices or other communications under this Letter of Understanding shall 
be in writing and will be provided to the: 

City of Saskatoon 
222 3 1 ~  Avenue North 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
S7K OJ5 
Attention: Mitch Riabko 

Minis t~y of Social Services 
1920 Broad Street 
Regina, Saskatchewan 
S4P 3V6 
Attention: Len Frohlick 

ON BEI-IALF OF THE ON BEHALF OF THE 
CITY OF SASKATOON MINISTRY OF SOCIAL SERVICES 

4 &AA- 
Lynn Tulloch, Executive Director 
Income Assistance Service Delivery 

Date 

SEP 3 0 ?ou 
Date 



Ministry of income Assistance and Disability 1920 Broad Street 
Services Division Regina, Saskatchewan 

Services S4P 3V6 

December 12,201 1 

Phone: (306) 787-1967 
Fax: (306) 787-2134 

Mitch Riabko 
Transit Manager 
City of Saskatoon 
222 31d Avenue North 
SASKATOON SK S7K OJ5 

Dear Mr. Riabko: 

Re: Discounted Bus Pass Program -Letter of Understanding 

Thank you for your continued support of the Discounted Bus Pass Program in the City 
of Saskatoon. Since imvlementation in 2003, this vro~ram has successfullv vrovided a 

A a - . A 
financially viable transit program to support people with low incomes. The Ministry 
appreciates your commitment to the Discounted Bus Pass Program and to individuals 
in your community requiring affordable transportation. 

- 

Government approved an increase of $3.00 per pass sold effective October 1,201 1. 
As part of this latest funding renewal, the province will boost its contribution per bus 
pass to $24.00 from $21.00, an increase of more than 14 percent. 

Enclosed, you will find three signed copies of the proposed Letter of Understanding 
for the period October 1,201 1 to March 31,2012. If your administration is in 
agreement, please arrange for signing by officials and return one original copy to my 
attention. 

In addition to the rate increase, the Letter of Understanding indicates an additional 
reporting option available to your administration. A clause in the enclosed documents 
indicates that quarterly reporting options are now available if you prefer to receive 
quarterly payments from the Ministry. 

Upon completion of the term of this arrangement, an official from our Ministry will 
contact your office to gather sales details in order to complete the financial 
reconciliation. 



Mitch Riabko 
December 12,201 1 
Page 2 

Early in the New Year, the Ministry will meet with your administration to discuss the 
12-month April 1,2012 -March 31,2013 Letter of Understanding. 

Sincerely, 

Attachment 

cc: Linda Gaudet, Income Assistance Manager, Saskatoon 
Alan Jones, Director, Income Assistance Service Delivery North 
Gord Tweed, Executive Director, Income Assistance and Disability Services 



LETTER OF UNDERSTANDING 

between 

THE CITY OF SASKATOON 

and 

THX MINISTRY OF SOCIAL SERVICES 
OF THE GOVERNMENT OF SASKATCHEWAN 

This Letter of Understanding sets forth the agreement between the City of Saskatoon and 
the Ministry of Social Services (MSS) of the Government of Saskatchewan regarding the 
Discounted Bus Pass Program for individuals currently participating in MSS programs. 

The terms of the agreement are as follows: 

1. The Program will be in place for a period of six (6) MONTHS 
commencing on October 1,201 1. 

2. Under the Program, eligible clients and their immediate families will be able 
to purchase monthly bus passes at a reduced rate. Eligible clients must be 
participating in one of the following programs: 

(a) Saskatchewan Assistance Program (SAP) 
@) Saskatchewan Assured Income for Disability (SAID) 
(b) Transitional Employment Allowance (TEA) 
(c) Provincial Training Allowance (F'TA) 
(d) Saskatchewan Employment Supplement (SES) 

3.  At the time of the discounted bus pass purchase, the client must provide proof 
they are eligible clients, either through a cheque stub from one of the above 
mentioned ororrrams and one niece of identification or a letter from a . v . 
government employee stating the individual is eligible. Only approved 
individuals will be able to purchase the discounted monthly bus passes. 

4. Eligible cliellts will be eligible to purchase one bus pass per month per family 
member. Clients must first register with the Saskatoon Transit Customer Service 
Centre in the downtown bus te~minal for their new Go-Pass card. Once registered, 
discounted pass users will be able to reload their Go-Pass at any participating 
vendor. 

5. The City of Saskatoon agrees to provide MSS with copies of all records 
pertaining to the sale of discounted bus passes to MSS clients. 



6. MSS agrees to pay the City of Saskatoon $24.00 per monthly bus pass sold to 
eligible clients and their immediate family. 

7. The City of Saskatoon  ill submit a report to MSS as the financial reconciliation 
process outlining the number of monthly passes sold upon completion of the 
program year. Altenlatively, the City may submit quarterly sales reports, in 
which case the Ministry will make quarterly sales payments. 

8. The City of Saskatoonreserves the right to set the discounted bus pass rate, 
notwithstanding the established discounted individual rate shall, at a minimum, be 
$24.00 below the established public Transit System rates. 

9. MSS and the City of Saskatoon retain the right to terminate this Letter of 
Understanding by providing one month's mitten notice. 

10. All notices or other communications under this Letter of Understanding shall 
be in writing and will be provided: 

To the City of Saskatoon at: To the Minist~y of Social Seivices: 
222 3rd Avenue North 1920 Broad Street 
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan Regina, Saskatchewan 
S7K OJ5 S4P 3V6 
Attention: Mitch Riabko Attention: Jeff,Redekop 

ON BEHALF OF THE 
CITY OF SASKATOON 

Donald Atchinson 
Mayor 

City Clerk 

ON BEHALF OF THE 
MINISTRY OF SOCIAL 

Teff ~ e d e k ~ ~ ~ ~ d t i v e ~ ' r ~ ~ t o ~  
Service Del VBIY: Income Assistance 
and Disability ~eivices 

; - p c  ?h 
Date 

Date 



REPORT NO. 1-2012 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, January 16,2012 

His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

LEGISLATIVE REPORTS 

Section A - OFFICE OF THE CITY CLERK 

Al) Ward Three Municipal By-Election 
Disclosure of Campaign Contributions and Expenses 
lFile No. CK. 255-5-1) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

Bylaw No. 8491, Tlze Campaign Disclosure and Spending Limits Bylaw, 2006, requires that all 
candidates in a by-election must file a Statement of Election Expenses/Contributioas with the 
Returning Officer within two months following the day of the by-election. The Ward Three by- 
election was held on October 19,201 1; accordingly the last day for filing the required Statements 
of Election Expenses and Contributions was Monday, December 19,201 1. 

The Statement of Election ExpenseslContributions for candidates for Councillor consists of a 
Statutory Declaration (Schedule A) indicating the total campaign contributions .and the total 
campaign expenses of the candidate, and a list (Schedule B) of the contributor names and amount 
for all contributions exceeding $250.00. 

Section 10 of the Bylaw provides that all documents filed with the Returning Officer are public 
documents and, at any time after the filing deadline, may be inspected at the office of the City 
Clerk during regular office hours. The Bylaw further states that the Returning Officer shall 
forward to Council and also post in a conspicuous place a report summarizing the campaign 
contributions and campaign expenses of each candidate, with a notation for any candidate who 
has exceeded the limit on campaign expenses (i.e. $15,290.00 for Councillor candidates) and the 
names of any candidates who fail to file the required disclosure statements. 

Attached is a summary of the disclosures filed to date. It has been posted in the lobby of City 
Hall and on the City's website. 

The following candidates failed to file the required disclosures by the December 19, 2011 
deadline: 

Salah-Ud-Din Tippu 
Rik Steernberg (filed January 6,2012) 



Legislative Report No. 1-2012 
Section A - Office of the City Clerk 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 2 

The following are the penalty provisions of Bylaw 8491: 

24(1) Every person who contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is 
guilty of an offence and liable on summaly conviction to a fine of not 
more than $5,000 and, in the case of a continuing offence, to a further fine 
of not more than $5,000 for each day during which the offence continues. 

(2) A conviction for an offence under this Bylaw does not relieve the 
person convicted fiom complying with the Bylaw and the convicting judge 
may, in addition to any fine imposed, order the person to do any act or 
work, within the time specified by the judge in the order, to comply with 
the provisions of this Bylaw. 

(3) A person to whom an order is directed pursuant to subsection (2), 
who fails to comply with that order within the time specified by the judge, 
is guilty of any offence and liable on summary conviction to a fine of not 
more than $5,000 for each day during which the non-compliance 
continues. 

In accordance with City Council's piior direction, the candidates who were in breach of the 
Bylaw will be prosecuted. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENT 

1. Ward 3 Municipal By-Election Disclosure Chart. 



Section B - OFNICE OF THE CITY SOLICITOR 

B1) Underground Encroachments and Side~valk Safety 
Fi le  No. CK. 4090-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council consider Bylaw No. 8995; and 

2) that the General Manager of Infrastructure Services be 
authorized to make payments to encroachment owners, who 
repairlrebuild or remove encroachments in accordance with 
the report of the City Solicitor dated November 23,201 1. 

Executive Committee, at its meeting of November 28, 2011, considered a report of the City 
Solicitor dated November 23, 2011, a copy of which is attached, and passed the following 
resolutions: 

"1) that the Administration be instructed to prepare the appropriate report and 
bylaw for Council, to implement an underground encroachment program 
as set out in the report of the City Solicitor dated November 23,201 1; and 

2) that the question of funding contributions to encroachment owners, be 
forwarded to City Council's budget deliberations." 

Attached please find Bylaw No. 8995 being The Underground Encroachment and Sidewalk 
Safety Bylaw, 2012. Bylaw No. 8995 provides the Fire Department with the same or similar 
powers of inspection and enforcement as exist in the City's Property Maintenance and Nuisance 
Abatement Bylaw. 

As regards Resolution No. 2, City Council as part of the 2012 budget, allocated $100,000 
towards monetary contributions to encroachment owners who repairlrebuild or remove an 
encroachment (as described in the November 23,2011 report attached). We are proposing that 
the General Manager of Infrastructure Services be responsible for the distribution of these finds. 

The Risk Manager, on January 6, 2012, sent all of the encroachment owners of which we are 
aware, a copy of the November 23, 2011 report. They were also advised that the matter would 
be before City Council on January 16,2@12. 

The General Managers of Fire and Protective Services and Infrastructure Services have approved 
this report. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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



Legislative Report No. 1-2012 
Section B -Office of the City Solicitor 
Monday, January 16,2012 
Page 2 

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Report of the City Solicitor to Executive Committee dated November 23,201 1. 
2. Bylaw No. 8995, The Underground Encroachment and Sidewalk Safety Bylaw, 2012. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Janice Mann, City Clerk 

Theresa Dust, City Solicitor 



DISCLOSURE - CAMPAIGN CONTRIBUTIONS AND EXPENSES 

NAME I 
Tad Cherkewich 

Salah-Ud-Din Tippu 

Rik Steernberg 

Eric Olauson 

Ann Iwanchuk 

Derek Rope I 
I Mike San Miguel 

CONTRIBUTIONS EXPENSES 
LIMIT NOT I FILE 

Late 
Jan. 6/12 
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T O :  City Clerk, Executive Corninittee 
FROM: Thct.esa Dust, Q.C., City Solicitor 
DATE: Novernber 23,201 1 
SUBJECT: Underground Encroacl~ments and Sidenfalk Safety 
FILE NO: 4090-2 

RECOIMIMENDATION: 1) tlrat the Administration be instructed to prepare the 
appropriate report and bylaw for Council. to implement a n  
underground encroacllment PI-ogt-am as set out in this repoll; 
and 

2) that the question of funding contributions to enc~.oachment 
ownet-s, be forwarded to City Cottncil's budget deliberatio~ls. 

In March of 201 1, City Council approved a repol-t from our Office \vhicll outlined a proposed 
program to check the safety of the t~ndergroul~d encroachments which exist in Saskatoon. 'l'hc 
essence of  the program was that the owners of the underground encroachment would provide the 
City with an engineer's report certifying that the underground structure was safe. The estimated cost 
of the certification was $2,000-$5,000, with the owner paying a maximum of $2,000 and the City 
(through Risk Management funds) paying the rest. 

Also, based on the certification, the City was to assume liability for the top surface of the  
encroachment, which forms the sidewalk. 

R E P O R T  -- 

Proposed  Program of  Enforcement 

Since then, there have been a number of discussions with structtiral engineers. It  is now our 
understanding that it is both difficult and expensive for an engineer to "certify" that the underground 
strt~ctui-e is safe. This is because no drawings exist for these structures. and no records have been 
retained as to how they were built - what kind of cement, llow mtlcli rebat-. what kind of supports, 
etc. An engineer may or may not be able to determine this thl.ougli drilling COI-e samples, ctc. 
14owever; i t  will be difficult and expensive. 

As a result, we are proposing a different approach to the encroachment issue. The ownel- will 
continue to be liable for the encroaclunent. However, the City will not ask every owner to certify 
the safety of their encroachment. Instead, the Fire Depa~-tment will deal cvitll undel-ground 
encroach~nents through The Propel-ty Ivlaintenance Bylaw, in the same way tliat it  enforces above- 
ground building structures. 

The proposal is tliat the Fil-e Depat-tment will inspect nndel.g~-ound encroachnlcnrs \\,it11 rile assistance 
of a st]-i~ctural engineer retained hp the Fire Depa~-tlne~lt. whei-e necess:~~-! . 11-llis is \vliat is done for 



buildings ~~Ii icl t  are suspected of being structurally unsound.) 7'he Fire Depart~ncnt's engineer will 
be paid fi.oni Risk Management funds. 

If the Fire Department is of the opinion that there is a safety concern with the underground 
encroachment. i t  will issue an Order. The Order cot~ld result in tlie owner of the underground 
cncl.oachnient being required to repairlrebuild tlie structure to City standards or remove the 
encroachment. Renioval oftlte undcrgl.ound encroaclinient involves building a retaining wall where 
the "outside" basement wall would normally be, and filling in the space under tlie sidewalk. a s  \\re11 
as building a new sidewalk. 

l'he above possible outcolnes are expensive. I-lowever, tlie sidewalk riiust be safe. Underground 
encroachments al-e the responsibility ofthe owner. They provide no benefit to the City or tlie general 
public. 

Monetary Contributions to Encroachment Owners 

There had been some informal ntention of offering some monetary contribution to encroaclment 
owners who require major work on their encroachments. If this is of interest to City Council, w e  
would recommend the following: 

For owners who repairlrebuild the structure, we would recommend that the City contribute a 
maxim~tm amount of $5,500. This is the average amount which the City would spend on 
constructirig a normal sidewalk, which would be of equal length and size to the top of the 
ertcroaclunent. We believe that such a contribution can be justified becatise a fully rebuilt 
encroaclment will, in fact, produce a new sidewalk. 

For owners who remove the encroachment, we would recommend that the City contribute toward 
the cost of  filling in the space under the sidewalk to a maxiniuni amount of $5,000. In addition to 
the above, the City would assume tlie cost of constructing a new sidewalk over the fill. This would 
amount to a potential total of $10,500, which is a significant sum of money. However, it can be 
argued that there is a benefit to tlie City when encroachments are filled in. The issues of safety of 
the sidewalk. tlie need for inspections, etc., all disappear. 

?'he Infrastructure Services Departinent has no funding for the co~ltributions to owners set out above. 
The Administration has included in the draft 201 2 budget, a proposal to allocate $1 00,000 from the 
Reserve for Capital Expenditures to underground encroachments. If approved: this funding would 
be used as set out above. 

Ifthe fu~iding is not approved, the intent is that the enforcement program with tlie Fire Depal-t~nent 
would still proceed. There \\~ould be no financial contribution for owners who received an Order. 



Glass Blocks 

City Council had also enquired about the cost of preserving glass blocks i n  t l ~ e  top of the  
cncroachmcnt when i t  is repairedlrebuilt or filled in. We obtained rough estimates as follows: 

(a) to salvage old glass blocks arid build then1 into a new sidewalk over a filled-in 
encroachment costs $26:000-$30.000; 

(b) to build new glass block into a new sidewalk over a filled-in encroaclunent costs 
$20,000-$100,000 depending on the type of block, whether a cast iron grid is used. 
etc.; and 

(c) building ar>ewceilingor"top"to an encroachment and incorporatingglass block into 
the resulting sidewalk, costs two to three times the above. 

The Administration is not recommending that the City contribute to these costs. Heritage grants may 
be available. 

This report has been reviewed and approved by the General Managers of the Fire and infrastructure 
Sexvices Del~artments. 

- 
'l'heresabust, Q.C., City Solicitor 
Dated: November 23,201 1 

cc: His Worship the Mayor 
City Manager 
General lvlanager, Fire and Protection Services Department 
General Manager, Infrastructure Services Department 
SolicitorIRisk Manager 



BYLAW NO. 8995 

The Underground Encroachment and Sidewalk Safety Bylaw, 2012 

Whereas the City has the power under The Cities Act to make bylaws for the safety, 
hcalth and welfare of the citizens of the City; 

And Whereas the City has the power under The Ciries Act to ~nakc bylaws respecting the 
enforcement of its byla\\ls, including providing for inspections to determine if bylaws are being 
coinplied with, and to issuc orders to remedy any contraventions; 

And Whereas the City has the power undcr The Cities Ac/ to permit Encroachments 
under the sidewalks and streets of the City for the benefit of abutting property Owners, and to 
determine the terms and conditions of the use, maintenance, repair and replacement of such 
Encroachments; 

And Whereas such Encroachments currently exist in the City, and these Encroacliments 
are typically attached to and form part of the basements of abutting properties and are only 
accessible tlnough the abutting properties; 

And Whereas the structure associated with these Encroaclunents creates a void under the 
Sidewalk and forms the supporting structure for the Sidewalk and street above and abutting the 
Encroachment; 

Now Therefore the Council of The City of Saskatoon enacts: 

Short Title 

1. This Bylaw may be cited as The Underground Encroaclunent and Sidewalk Safety 
Bylaw, 2012. 

Purpose 

2. The purpose of this Bylaw is: 

(a) to ensure that Encroachments are safe and properly maintained so  as to 
provide safe passage for pedestrians and vehicles in areas over or abutting 
an Encroachment; and 

(b) to prescribe the terms and conditions of the use, maintenance, inspection, 
repair and replacement of such Encroacl~ments. 



3.  In this Bylaw: 

(a) "City" means 'The City of Saskatooti; 

(b) "Council" means the Cou~icil of The City of Saskatoon; 

(c) "E11croacIi111~1it" liieatis an area, opening or structure located in or under a 
street that is attached to the abutling property i~lcluding the top or covering 
of the area, opening or structure if the top or covering is a Sidewalk; 

(d) "General Manager" means the ivlanager of  the Fire Protective Services 
Department for Tile City of Saskatoon, or his delegate; 

(e) "Designated Officer" rneans ail employee or agent of the City appointed, 
pursuant to Section 2(l)(e) of The Cities Act, by the General Manager to 
act as a designated officer for the purposes of this Bylaw; 

(f) "Owner" means the Owner of the property immediately abutting the 
Encroachment: 

(g) "Property" means land or improvements or both; 

(11) "Sidewalk" means that part of an encroachment that forms the top or cover 
of the Encroachment, and which is designed and intended for the use o f  
pedestrians; and 

(i) "Street" means a street as defined in Section 2 of The Cities Act. 

Adrninistratiort of the Bylaw 

4. (1) Except as otherwise provided, Coulicil liereby delegates the adlniliistration and 
enforcement of this Bylaw to the General Manager. 

(2) Ttie General ivlanager ]nay further delegate the administration and enforcentent of  
this Bylaw to any employee or agent of the City. 



Responsibility 

5.  The Owner shall, pursuant to Section 281 of The Cities Act, retain responsibility for all 
costs and damages arising out of the existence of the Encroachment and Sidewalk, 
including those arising out of the condition of the Sidewalk that are caused or contributed 
to by the Owner's failure to maintain the Encroachment. 

Maintenance of Encroachment, Sidelvallc and Street 

6. The Owner shall maintain, repair or replace the Encroaclunent it1 accordance with the 
standards and specifications set O L I ~  by thc General Manager, and shall pay all costs 
associated with the maintenance, repair or replacement of the Encroachment, including 
the costs to repair any damage to the Street caused by the repair. 

7.  If, in the opinion of the Gencral Manager, the Sidewalk is not safe, the Owner shall repair 
the Sidewalk in accordance with the standards and specifications set out by the General 
Manager, and shall pay all costs associated with the maintenance, rcpair or replacement 
of the Sidewalk. 

8.  If the Street that abuts the Encroachment or Sidewalk requires repair due to any reason 
contributed to or caused by the presence or condition of the Encroachment or Sidewalk, 
the Owner shall pay to the City its reasonable costs to repair the Street. 

Special Features of the Sidewalk 

9. (1) If the Owner wishes to retain or provide special features for the Sidewalk, 
including heritage features such as prismatic glass blocks, and if such special 
features are approved by the General Manager, the Owner shall be responsible for 
all costs associated with the construction, maintenance and repair of the Sidewalk 
and special features. 

(2) Any special features shall co~nply with all standards, terms and conditions that the 
General Manager may impose. 

(3) The General Manager shall not approve the installation of any special features 
unless the Owner enters into an agreement with the City that rcflects the terms 
and conditions imposed for the construction, repair and maintenance of the special 
features and thc Encroaclunent. The agreement shall provide that the agreement 
shall bc registered against title to the Property i~n~nediately abutting the 
Encroachment for as long as the special features exist. 



Page 4 

I len~o\~al  of Encroachment 

10. Tlie General Manager nlay at any time order the removal of thc Encroachment and the 
filling in of the area or opening and tlie replacemerit of the pavement or the sidewalk 
upon such terms and conditiolis as the General Manager may impose, whether or not the 
encroachnlent constitutes a safety concern or involves a contravention of this Bylaw. 

No \'ested Right 

1 I. The existence of an Encroachment or its proximity or attachment to any Property sliall 
not create a vested right in any property. 

Fees 

12. (1) Council may, in accordance with Section 281 of The Cities Act, charge tlie Owner 
an anlinal or other fee for the privilege or use of the Encroachnient. 

(2) In accordance with Section 281 of The Cities /let, ally fees or other charges 
imposed pursuant to (1) hereof may be added to the tax roll of the Property 
abutting the Encroachment as a special assessment. 

Reports 

13. The Owner sliall, at its expense, provide such reports on the condition of the 
Encroachnlent as the General Manager in his or her sole discretion may require. 

14. (1) 'She inspection of Property by the City to determine if this Bylaw is being 
complied with is hereby authorized. 

(2) Inspections under this Bylaw shall be carried out in accordance with Section 324 
of The Cities Act. 

(3) No person shall obstruct a Designated Officer who is authorized to conduct an 
i~lspcction under this section, or a person who is assisting a Designated Officer. 

(4) Tlic Owner shall, upon reasonable notice, provide access to the City to the 
Elicroachment through the property abutting the Encroaclinient so the City may 
inspect the Elicroachnient and Sidewalk. 
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Warrants 

15. If the Owner refuses or for any reason fails to provide access to the Encroaclunent 
pursuant to Subsection 12(4), the City may, pursuant to Sections 325 and 326 of The 
Cities Act, apply for a warrant to gain access. 

Order  to Rernedy Contraventions 

16. (1) If a Designated Officer finds a contravention of this Bylaw, the Designated 
Officer may, by written older, require the O~vner or occupant of the Property 
abutting the Encroachn~ent to which the contravention relates to remedy the 
contravention. 

(2) 1\11 Ordel- given under this Bylaw shall comply with Section 328 of The Cities 
Act. 

(3) An Order given under this Bylaw shall be served in accordance with Section 347 
of The Cities Act. 

Registration of Notice of Order 

17. If an order is issued pursuant to Section 16, the City may, in accordance with Section 328 
of The Cities Act, give notice of the existence of the order by registering an interest 
against the title to the Property abutting the Encroachment that is the subject of the order. 

Appeal of Order to Rernedy 

18. (1) A person may appeal an order made pursuant to Section 16 in accordance with 
Section 329 of The Citiesslct. 

(2) Appeals shall be made to the Saskatoon Property Maintenance Appeal Board, 
wliicll Board is hereby designated to hear appeals under this Bylaw. 

(3) The Board shall consist of five members a1)pointed by Council. A quorum shall 
consist of tlxee meinbers. 

City liemedyi~lg Contraventions 

19. The City may, in accordance with Section 330 of The Cities Act, take whatever actions or 
nleasnres are necessary to remedy a contravention of this Bylaw, or to prevent a re- 
occurrence of the contravention. 



Addirig Amounts to Tax Roll 

20. The City may, in accordance with Section 333 of The Cities Act, add any unpaid 
expenses and costs incurred by the City in remedying a contravention of this Bylaw to the 
taxes on the Property abutting the Encroachment on which the work was done. 

Civil Action to Recover Costs 

. . 
2 1. Ihe  City may, in addition to or instead of its rights under Section 19 hereof, in 

accordance with Section 332 of 1 ' 1 ~  Ciiies Acr, collect any unpaid expenses and costs 
incurred in remedying a contravention of this Bylaw by civil action for debt in a court of  
competent jurisdiction against the Owner of the Property abutting the Encroachment on 
which the work was done. 

Emergencies 

22. In an emergency, the City may, in accordance with Section 331 of The Cities Act, take 
whatever actions or measures are necessary to eliminate the emergency, whether or not 
the emergency involves a contravention of this Bylaw. 

23. (1)  No person shall: 

(a) fail to comply with an order made pursuant to this Bylaw; 

(b) obstruct or hinder any Designated Officer or any other pcrson acting under 
the authority of this Bylaw; or 

(c) fail to co~nply with any other provision of this Bylaw. 

(2) Every person who contravenes any provision of Subsection (1) is guilty of an 
offence and liable on summary conviction: 

(a) in the case of an intlivictual, to a fine of not more than $10,000; 

(b) in the case of a corporation, to a fine of not inore than $25,000; and 

(c) in the case of a continuing offence, to a ~naximum daily fine of not Inore 
than $2,500 per day. 



(3) If a person is convicted of an offence pursuant to this sectioi~, and if the individual 
Sails to pay the fine with respcct to the conviction within the prescribed time, the 
individual convicted may be imprisoned Sol. a tern, of not Inore than one year, 
unless the fine is paid sooner. 

(4) If a person is convicted of an offence pursuant to this section, the person is not 
relieved of the obligations to comply with tlie bylaw or order, and the Court may, 
in accordance with Section 344 of The Cities Acl, in addition to any other penalty 
imposed, order the person to comply with this Bylaw or an order issued pursuant 
to this Bylaw. 

Coming ln to  Force 

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

Read a first time this day of 

Read a second time this day of 

Read a third time and passed this day of 



REPORT NO. 1-20 12 Saskatoon, Saskatchewan 
Monday, Janusuy 16,2012 

His Worship the Mayor and City Council 
The City of Saskatoon 

REPORT 

of the 

PLANNING AND OPERATIONS COMMITTEE 

Composition of Committee 

Councillor C. Clark, Chair 
Councillor R. Donauer 
Councillor B. Dubois 
Councillor M. Loewen 
Councillor P. Lorje 

1. Innovative Housing Incentives Application Mortgage Flexibilities Support 
Program - Innovative Residential Inc. - 1022 Hampton Circle Resolution 
Grant, Pricing, and Affordability 
Files CK. 750-4, PL. 951-68 and PL. 1870-2) 

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received. 

Attached is a repolt of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated 
December 19,201 1, with respect to the above matter. 

Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Administration and is forwarding the report to 
City Council as information. 

2. Innovative Housing Incentives Application 
Habitat for Humanity Sasltatoon Inc. - 602 Avenue G South 
/Files CIC. 750-4 and PL. 951-98) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that additional funding in the amount of $7,000 be 
approved from the Affordable Housing Reserve to fund an 
additional unit proposed for Habitat for Humanity 
Saskatoon Inc.'s project at 602 Avenue G South; and 

2) that a five-year incremental property tax abatement be 
approved for this additional unit. 
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Attached is a report of the General Managel; Community Services Department dated 
December 19,201 1, with respect to the above application from Habitat for Humanity Saskatoon 
Inc. regarding their project at 602 Avenue G South. 

Your Committee has reviewed the above report with the Administration and supports the above 
recommendations. 

3. New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program 
University of Saslzntchewan, Student Housing 
College Quarter Project, Phase 11,100 Block Cumberland Avenue Soutll 
Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 952-6-11) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that the application for additional funding of $50,000 
received from the University of Saskatchewan for tlie 
creation of ten additional new purpose-built rental units on 
University of Saskatchewan land, east of Cumberland 
Avenue, be approved; 

2) that the City Solicitor's Office be instructed to prepare the 
necessary Incentive Agreement; and 

3) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 
authorized to execute the Agreement on behalf of tlie City 
of Saskatoon. 

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Departnient dated 
December 14,201 1, with respect to the above application. 

Your Committee has reviewed the report with tlie Administration and supports the above 
recommendations. 

4. Saslzatooll Goldfins Swim Club and City of Saskatoon Lease Agreement 
Files CK. 606-2, LS. 290-84 and LS. 29070) 

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that a five-year Lease Agreement at Shaw Civic Centre 
between Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club and the City of 
Saskatoon from March 1, 2012, to February 28, 2017, 
totalling $18,687 be approved; 
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2) that the rental rate for each of the years (plus G.S.T.) of the 
term be charged to the Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club as 
follows: 

i) year one $3,450; 
ii) year two $3,588; 
iii) year three $3,732; 
iv) year four $3,881; 
v) year five $4,036; and 

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the 
appropriate Contract Agreement and that His Worship the 
Mayor and The City Clerk be authorized to execute the 
Agreement under the Corporate Seal. 

Attached is a report of the General Manager, Community Services Department dated 
December 19,201 1, with respect to the above proposed lease agreement. 

Your Committee has reviewed the report with the Administration and is supporting the above 
recommendation. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Councillor C. Clark, Chair 



TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: December 19,2011 
SUBJECT: Innovative Housing Incentives Application Mortgage Flexibilities Support 

Program - Innovative Residential Inc. - 1022 Hampton Circle Resolution 
Grant, Pricing, and Affordability 

FILE NO: PL 951-68 and PL 1870-2 

RECOMMENDATION: that a copy of this report be forwarded to City Council for 
information. 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program (MFSP) has been operational for over two years. 
Recently, City Council requested more information concerning the pricing of affordable housing 
and the use of City of Saskatoon (City) grants and incentives for affordable homeownership as it 
affects competition in the marketplace. 

The administration of the Affordable Housing Program includes many requirements to ensure 
that affordable housing has the following characteristics: 

1) modest in size with basic amenities; 
2)  energy efficient with low operating costs; 
3) dispersed in a variety of locations; and 
4) priced within reach of people with low and modest incomes. 

Your Administration is of the opinion that the City is supporting housing developments which 
otheiwise would not be built in sufficient numbers to meet demand. It is the opinion within the 
Community Services Department that the City is also receiving good value for its incentives. 
For example, many builders have staited providing incentives beyond the value of the City's 
grant either in the form of reduced price points well below appraised value or monthly incentive 
programs. 

As the MFSP has evolved, it has become apparent that the purchase price is not the only relevant 
factor in determining the affordability of a home. Builder-sponsored incentives that are applied 
directly to the property tax or mortgage account, as well as energy saving features, are common 
in projects supported by the MFSP. These initiatives have reduced monthly costs and made the 
homes more affordable even though the result has sometimes been higher price points for homes 
sold under the MFSP. 

The City provides assistance to builders who are willing to restrict sales to only those households 
who are within the Maximum Income Limits (MIL) (up to $60,000 per year). Furthermore, in 
the last year, private builders have begun offering their own partial down payment programs 
equal to 3 percent of the purchase price. However, many low-income buyers cannot access these 
private programs because they lack the 2 percent down payment and closing costs required to 
participate. While these private programs are filling an important need in our city, they aren't 



meeting the needs of those households who simply can't save $7,000 to $8,000 before 
purchasing a home. The City's 5 percent down payment grant is targeting households who do 
not have the resources to access the private programs. 

In summary, the support programs offered by the City has attracted builders who are willing to 
make a trade-off between market housing with no income restrictions, and non-market housing 
restricted to those with limited incomes. 

BACKGROUND 

During its June 22,2009 meeting, City Council approved the MFSP. It has proven to be one of 
the most successful municipally sponsored affordable homeownership programs in Canada. 

To date, City Council has approved eight projects under the MFSP, which together include over 
400 affordable ownership units. Five of these projects are now complete and the other three 
projects will come on the market in 2012 and 2013. All projects have been approved for capital 
grants of up to 10 percent to the builder and low-income homebuyers receive down payment 
grants equal to 5 percent of the purchase price. All homebuyers must have their incomes 
screened to ensure that they are below the MIL set by City Council for this program. 

It has been noted that the price points for homes sold under the MFSP have risen since the 
program was implemented two and a half years ago. The homes in the first few projects were all 
priced below $200,000 with some units selling for as low as $169,000. Recent projects approved 
under the MFSP have been notably higher with the last two projects having some units selling 
for around $260,000. 

During its October 24, 2011 meeting, City Council passed a resolution requesting the 
Administration to submit a report to the Planning and Operations Committee providing an 
overview of grants and sales for the MFSP since its launch in 2009. The issues raised include 
price points of homes sold under the MFSP, the effectiveness of capital grants on prices and 
affordability, the features and modesty of affordable housing, and whether the MFSP is giving 
some builders an unfair competitive advantage in the affordable housing market. 

REPORT 

Sales Prices and Affordability 

Attachment 1 includes a table listing the average selling prices and market values for all projects 
approved to date under the MFSP. The table also includes the effective sale p~ices which 
accounts for the value of monthly assistance programs that builders are now using to make their 
homes more affordable. The effective selling prices in all cases are below the fair market values 
of the homes and significantly below the average market price of a townhouse in Saskatoon. 

While the cost of building homes has increased since 2009, the table in Attachment 1 shows that 
builders are continuing to bring some units to the market with prices below $200,000. Projects 
approved for 2012 include units with actual sales prices as low as $172,500 and effective prices 



as low as $155,239. The effective price for three bedroom family-sized units in 2012 will be as 
low as $183,140. 

Efficient Use of Capital Grants 

In 2010, builders began suggesting that not all homes sold under the MFSP require a capital 
grant of 10 percent, and that if smaller capital grants were made, the capacity of the MFSP could 
be increased from an estimated 30 units per year. City Council approved a recommendation in 
the Status Report on the 2010 Housing Business Plan that states: 

"the financial assistance provided by the City of Saskatoon for affordable housing 
projects shall be in the form of a grant of 10 percent of the total capital cost 
of the residential portion." 

The result of this change is that builders are no longer approved for an automatic 10 percent 
grant, but rather need to justify the percentage grant needed to offer homes that are affordable to 
households with incomes below the MILS. The Status Report on the 2010 Housing Business 
Plan indicated that this policy change could raise the target for the MFSP to as high as 70 units 
per year. 

The builders have been quick to take up the challenge and the City has received a number of 
creative proposals for the MFSP all requesting a capital grant of significantly less than 10 
percent. The average capital grant per unit received from the City has declined from $18,574 per 
unit in 2010 to $4,722 per unit in projects approved for 2012. The table in Attachment 1 
includes a column with the average capital grant per unit approved for each project approved 
since the beginning of the MFSP. 

Builder-Sponsored Incentives and Effective Sale Price 

On recent projects, rather than discount the sale price, home builders have started offering 
monthly assistance programs where a lump sum payment is deposited in trust from which 
monthly payments are made directly to the homebuyer's mortgage or tax account. 

The builder-sponsored monthly assistance programs are much more effective at making a home 
affordable than simply discounting the price. The federal rules governing mortgages restrict the 
percentage of household income that can be used on housing costs. Under the MFSP, 
households can only spend 35 percent of their gross income on housing costs. A reduction in the 
price of a home is, therefore, only 35 percent effective in making the home more affordable (see 
Attachment 2 for detailed calculations and comparisons). 

Home builders have recognized this and have created programs that have allowed them to apply 
the value of a discount offered directly to the housing costs. The mortgage insurers (Canada 
Housing and Mortgage Corporation and Genworth Financial Canada) have been allowing 
approximately 75 percent of the value of these programs when qualifying homehuyers for 
mortgages, which is more than twice as effective as a discounted price (35 percent effective) in 
making the home affordable. 



Under these programs, the builder makes a lump sum payment that is held in trust and applied 
either to the homebuyer's property tax or mortgage each month on a declining basis over a 7 to 
12 year period. These builder-sponsored programs may result in higher home prices; however, 
the homes are more affordable due to lower monthly payments for several years (see 
Attachment 2 for detailed calculations). 

The higher price points that have been seen recently under the MFSP have been the result of 
builder-sponsored monthly assistance programs. Rather than using capital grants to offer price 
discounts, builders have directed funds into these programs and effectively reduced the monthly 
housing costs and incomes required to qualifL for an affordable home. 

Additionally, the builders can apply their incentives on an as-needed basis so that these 
incentives are only provided to those households who could not qualify for a mortgage without 
the monthly assistance. This greatly increases the number of households who can purchase 
homes under the MFSP. When builders put the capital grants towards monthly assistance 
programs, the limited City funding can be used more efficiently. 

It needs to be noted that beyond the amount of the capital grant received, the builders have been 
committing significant additional funds to these monthly assistance programs. 

Energv Efficiency and Affordability 

An important factor in the affordability of a home is the monthly energy costs. The City has 
been requiring Energy Star@, or equivalent standards, on all predesignated sites for affordable 
and entry-level housing. 

The Energy Star@ Saskatchewan program estimates annual utility cost saving of $800 to $1,000 
for a typical home over conventional construction. It has been estimated that while these 
upgrades can add $12,000 to the price of a home, the monthly cost (higher mortgage payments to 
pay for Energy Star@ features) is less than the savings. Additionally, the savings will increase 
over time with increased utility costs. 

Modest Features and Amenities 

Homes purchased under the MFSP are intended to be of modest size with basic features and 
amenities. Your Administration has developed criteria for evaluating proposals received under 
the MFSP program to ensure that the homes are modest and do not include luxury or unnecessary 
items which increase cost. 

Recently, a proposal was turned down by the Administration for an affordable housing project 
that included two and a half bathrooms, double garages, and other expensive amenities and 
finishes. The proposed selling price was $275,000 and the builder was requesting capital grants 
for a h l l  10 percent of the project cost, which would have exceeded the City's yearly allocation 
for this program. This project clearly did not meet the criteria for modest features and amenities. 



The criteria used to ensure that the homes are modest are listed in Attachment 3. 

Project Selection Criteria 

Home building is a competitive business, and there are a number of builders interested in 
building homes for the MFSP. As a result, the proposals received are becoming increasingly 
competitive with builders offering their own incentives, requesting partial capital grants, and 
designing architecturally attractive and energy-efficient projects. 

Your Administration has been evaluating competing proposals based on a number of criteria 
taken from the City's Housing Business Plan. Priority is given to proposals that: 

include financial support from other levels of government; 
meet a clearly identified housing need in the community; 
offer builder-sponsored incentives; 
provide some accessible units; 
have energy-efficient features that lower operating costs; 
meet or exceed the City's architectural guidelines; 
provide capital cost efficiencies (low cost per unit or less than 10 percent grant 
requested); 
utilize innovation that increases affordability (e.g. creative design, construction 
methods, or financing); and 
further the deconcentration of affordable housing by building in areas that lack 
affordable housing. 

Competition Between the MFSP and Unsubsidized Builders 

The largest banier to homeownership for low-income households is the inability to save for a 
down payment. A minimum down payment (5 percent) for an affordable home is approximately 
$12,000. On top of this, homebuyers are required to have at least $2,500 to cover closing costs 
from their own resources. Saving this amount of money would take years for low-income 
earners, especially for those who are raising a family. 

Therefore, most low-income homebuyers are unable to purchase a home without the down 
payment grant offered through the MFSP. Federal regulation prohibits private builders from 
granting more than 3 percent in down payment assistance. The best privately funded homebuyer 
assistance programs require buyers to contribute $7,000 to $8,000 (down payment and closing 
costs) from their own resources. Lenders strictly monitor applicants to ensure that this money 
has not been borrowed, or in the case of closing costs, has not been received as a gift. 

There are currently three known builders offering a 3 percent down payment grant in Saskatoon. 
These builders are filling a very important need in the ently-level housing market. While they 
are selling some homes to households with incomes below the limits of the MFSP, their buyers 
all have a partial down payment to contribute. 



The MFSP serves the needs of those low-income earners who lack the resources to make even a 
partial (2 percent) down payment. Your Administration considers the MFSP to be serving a 
market segment (low-income households without a down payment) that the private sector is 
unable to serve without the City's incentives. 

OPTIONS 

No options have been proposed. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no financial implications. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

Most of the affordable housing projects supported by the MFSP are built to an Energy Star@ or 
equivalent standard. This results in the reduced use of water, electricity, and natural gas as well 
as a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program: Projects and Sale Prices 2009 to 2012 
2. Affordability Comparison: Lower Price Versus Builder-Sponsored Incentives 
3. Guidelines for Affordable Housing Projects Sold Under the Mortgage Flexibilities 

Suppolt Program 

Written by: Daryl Sexsmith, Housing Analyst 
Neighbourhood Planning Section 

Reviewed by: 7- 
Randy Grauer, Manager 
Planning and Development Branch 

Approved by: 
Paul Gauthier, General Manager 
Community Services Department 
Dated: &@++L&., / 9 ,  b )I 
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Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program: Proiects and Sale Prices 2009 to 2012 

Proiect Name 
or Address 

* Projected average sale price for Saskatoon townhouse in 201 1 and 2013 

Camponi 1 
2-3 Bedroom 
Camponi 2 
4 Bedroom 
Ave and 22nd St. 
3 Bedroom 

Builder 

Innovative 
Residential 
Innovative 
Residential 

Realistic Homes 

- Year 

2009 

2010 

2010 

55 Borden Cr. 
2 Bedroom $298,000 

Average Price 
of 

 ownh house in 
Saskatoon 

$224,000 

$247,000 

$242,500 

$245,000 

$255,000 

$187,500 

$252,500 

Hartford Greens 
3 Bedroom 
1015 Patrick Cr. 
2 Bedroom 
125 Willis Cr. 
2 Bedroom 
125 Willis Cr. 
3 Bedroom 

$235,000 

$298,000 

$298,000 

- Fair 
Market 

Value Per 
Unit - 

$198,000 

$232,300 

$212,000 

$244,000 

$254,000 

$172,500 

$252,500 

Innovative 
Residential 

Jastek 

Classic 
Communities 

Classic 
Communities 

$198,000 

$250,000 

$210,000 

Avera e & 

$17,000 ------ 
$16,544 

$1,730 

$14,800 

$14,800 ------- 
$6,845 

$6,845 

$322,316* 

$322,316* 

2011 

2012 

2012 

2012 

Bella Vista 
2 Bedroom 
Bella Vista 
3 Bedroom 

$186,000 

$224,900 

$188,500 

$309,920* 

$322,316* 

$322,316* 

$322,316* 

Citv's Capital 
Grant - 

(average Per unit) 

0 

$3,255 

0 

$70,860 

$70,860 

$17,261 

$17,261 

Innovative 
Residential 
Innovative 
Residential 

$13,333 

$20,776 

$20,100 

$198,000 

$229,045 

$212,000 

$173,140 

$183,140 

$155,239 

$235,239 

2012 

2012 

Monthlv 
Assistance 
Programs 

(average value per 
unit) 

Effective Sale 
Price - 

(Price less 
month1 

a&e 
programs) 

0 

$2,928 

0 

$1 86,000 

$221,972 

$188,500 



ATTACHMENT 2 

Affordabilitv Comparison: Lower Price Versus Builder-Sponsored Incentives 

The following example is for a home selling for $240,000. Column A shows the payments and 
income needed to qualify with just the down payment assistance program (no capital grant). 

The home can be made more affordable by providing the builder with a capital grant of 10 percent 
of the cost ($21,600). If the builder uses the grant as a discount on the price, the household income 
needed to qualify for a mortgage is reduced by $3,531, as shown, or if the builder invests the capital 
grant in a monthly assistance program, then the income needed to qualify can be reduced by $9,017, 
as shown in column C. 

Column A Column B Column C 

Price 
Discount 
Down Payment 
Mortgage Insurance 
Amount Borrowed 

Monthly Mortgage 
Payment (30 year 4 percent) 
Taxes, Utilities, and 
And One Half Condo fees 
*Monthly Assist 
Total Monthly Payment 

h o m e  to Qualify With 
35 Percent of Income 
Spent on Housing: 

* Monthly assistance subsidy is applied directly to property taxes andfor mortgage. In this example, 
the monthly assistance starts at $350 per month and declines by $50 per year over eight years. The - - 
mortgage insurance companies allow-75 percent of the first subsidy to be used in qualifying 
for the mortgage. The total amount of the subsidy is $21,600, the same as the capital grant. 



ATTACHMENT 3 

Guidelines for Affordable Housing Protects Sold under the Mortgage Flexibilities Support 
Program 

Housing projects approved under the Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program are to be modest 
housing with basic features, amenities, and finishes. Builders should follow the following 
guidelines when preparing a proposal for the Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program. 

1. Family-oriented: a mix of two- and three-bedroom units is ideal. 

2. This should be a multi-unit development. 

3. Townhouse or ground access is preferred. 

4. Modest features: less features than what the market is providing. This is somewhat 
subjective. The development should not include things such as: fire places, central air 
conditioning, hot tubs, expensive finishes, etc. We wouldn't say none of these features, 
but it would be less of these features than the norm in the area; 

5. Modest Size: 1,200 square foot maximum for three bedrooms or 1,100 square foot 
maximum for two bedrooms. This is a finished area. A finished basement would need to 
be within these limits. Utility, laundry, and storage rooms above grade, when there is no 
basement would not be considered finished area. 

6. Modest number of bathrooms: one full bathroom, and a half bath on the main floor is 
fine on a two-storey unit. 

7. Parking and storage: Parking stalls should not exceed zoning requirement of 1.5 per unit 
plus one visitor stall per eight units. This will mean some units have one stall and some 
have two stalls in a development. 

8. A single-car garage can be justified in affordable housing if required for the area by 
development or architectural controls. In cases where there is no basement or storage 
room, a single-car garage is certainly justifiable in affordable housing as families need 
storage for bikes, outdoor furniture, etc. A two-car garage would be considered excessive 
for affordable housing. 

9. Land cost per unit should be below $30,000. This requires a density of over 20 units per 
acre. 

10. Price should be below $250,000 for three-bedroom units and below $225,000 for two- 
bedroom units. Price can be above this if offset by developer-sponsored incentives. 
Three-bedroom units should be affordable by households with incomes $50,000 to 
$60,000 (not just aimed at $59,999). Two bedrooms should be affordable to those 
without dependents with incomes in the $45,000 to $52,500 range. 



11. Developer-sponsored incentives should be to make the units more affordable, not to 
allow home buyers to purchase a larger house or a house with more features. 

12. The income limits were raised because people within these limits need help in finding 
housing. Income limits were not raised to raise the features and amenities found in an 
affordable home. 

13. Energy-savibg features and low-maintenance products are encouraged and not considered 
luxury items if they reduce operating costs. 

14. Provision of some accessible units is encouraged. 



TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: December 19,2011 
SUBJECT: Innovative Housing Incentives Application 

Habitat for Humanity Saskatoon Inc. - 602 Avenue G South 
FILE NO: PL 951-98 

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

1) that additional funding in the amount of $7,000 be 
approved from the Affordable Housing Reserve to fund an 
additional unit proposed for Habitat for Humanity 
Saskatoon Inc.'s project at 602 Avenue G South; and 

2) that a five-year incremental property tax abatement be 
approved for this additional unit. 

BACKGROUND 

During its August 17, 201 1 meeting, City Council approved an application from Habitat for 
Humanity Saskatoon Inc. (Habitat for Humanity) for fhnding assistance under the Innovative 
Housing Incentives Program for the construction of two affordable housing units, located 
at 602 Avenue G South in the King George neighbourhood. The total estimated cost for the 
project in August 2010 was $290,000. The City of Saskatoon's (City) contribution of 10 percent 
of the total capital cost was estimated to be $29,000. City Council also approved a five-year 
incremental tax abatement for the units to be built on this site. 

Habitat for Humanity recently informed the Planning and Development Branch that an additional 
affordable housing unit was to be constructed, changing the initial construction from two to three 
affordable housing units. Due to the additional unit added to the project, the total estimated cost 
of the project is $360,000. 

REPORT 

Based on the total estimated cost of $360,000, a contribution from the City of 10 percent of the 
total project cost would be $36,000. This would be an additional $7,000 from the amount 
previously approved by City Council for this project. This amount is below the maximum 
contribution limits per unit as outlined in the City's 201 1 Housing Business Plan. 

In addition to the additional $7,000 in funding, the Administration is also recommending a five 
year incremental tax abatement for the additional unit. Habitat for Humanity finances the homes 
with an interest free mortgage to low-income families with incomes below $52,000 who 
contribute 500 hours in sweat equity (volunteer labour). The Habitat for Humanity program 
meets an important housing need in our community serving families with incomes that may be 
too low to access the Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program. 



Section 3.4ii of the Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 restricts the granting of 
incremental property tax abatements to rental or cooperative housing projects. Habitat for 
Humanity intends to sell the units built on this site; therefore, granting an incremental property 
tax abatement for this project is outside of the policy requirements. 

The Administration recommends that an exception to this policy be made for Habitat for 
Humanity because the homes are sold to families withvery low incomes that would not be able 
to purchase a home without Habitat for Humanity's program. City Council's practice has been 
to approve five-year incremental tax abatements on previous Habitat for Humanity projects 
approved since 2009. Habitat for Humanity projects are not able to take advantage of the 
City's 5 percent down payment grant; therefore, a five-year tax abatement is. recommended 
instead. 

OPTIONS 

1. Approve an increase of $7,000 for the City's contribution of 10 percent of the total 
capital costs to Habitat for Humanity for the provision of an additional housing unit 
proposed for its project located at 602 Avenue G South and approve a five-year 
incremental property tax abatement for this additional unit. 

2. Decline to approve the $7,000 to cover the City's share under the Innovative Housing 
Incentives Program and decline to approve a five-year incremental tax abatement. This 
option will mean that Habitat for Humanity will likely have to seek additional funding 
from another source in order to proceed with the project. 

Your Administration is recommending Option 1. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

The funding source for the additional capital grant of $7,000 is the Affordable Housing Reserve. 
This project will be funded from the 2012 allocation of $1.2 million for affordable housing 
initiatives. If this project is approved, there will be approximately $60,000 remaining for 
additional affordable housing projects to be completed in 2012. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

There are no environmental and/or greenhouse gas implications. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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



Written by: Ian Williamson, Planner 
Neighbourhood Planning Section 

Reviewed by: 
Randy Grauer, Manager 
Planning and Development Branch 

Approved by: ,. 
&- Paul Gauthier, GeneratManager 

Approved by: 

S:\Repotis\CPUOI2W & O- Innovative Housing incentives ~ p p l .  -  adi it at for ~umanily ~askatoon Inc. -602 Avenue G SouthUm 



TO: Secretary, Planning and Operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: December 14,2011 
SUBJECT: New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program 

University of Saskatchewan, Student Housing 
College Quarter Project, Phase 11,100 Block Cumberland Avenue South 

FILE NO: PL 952-6-11 

RECOMMENDATION: that a repolt be submitted to City Council recommending: 

1) that the application for additional funding of $50,000 
received from the Unive~sity of Saskatchewan for the 
creation of ten additional new purpose-built rental units on 
University of Saskatchewan land, east of Cumberland 
Avenue, be approved; 

2) that the City Solicitor's office be instructed to prepare the 
necessary Incentive Agreement; and 

3) that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be 
authorized to execute the Agreement on behalf of the City 
of Saskatoon. 

BACICGROUND 

During its June 23, 2008 meeting, City Council approved an amendment to the Innovative 
Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 creating the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate 
Program. The program provides a cash grant of $5,000 per unit, as well as five-year property tax 
abatement on the incremental increase in taxes resulting from the construction. These incentives 
are subject to the project remaining as rental housing for a period of 15 years. 

During its November 22, 2010 meeting, City Council approved an application for funding of 
$575,000 from the University of Saskatchewan (U of S) for Phase IS of the College Quarter 
Undergraduate Residence Project to construct 11 5 new purpose-built rental units. 

During its September 26,201 1 meeting, City Council approved a Cost Sharing Agreement with 
the Province of Saskatchewan to help fund the New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate 
Program. Under this agreement, the provincial government now covers the cost of the cash grant 
by matching the value of the municipal tax abatement with a cash grant of up to $5,000 per unit. 
The Agreement includes funding for a total of 1,874 units from 201 1 to 2015. 

On December 7, 201 1, the U of S informed the Community Services Department that the plans 
for Phase I1 of the College Quarter undergraduate residence had been modified to include an 
additional ten units and requested City funding for these additional ten units. 



REPORT 

This project is the second phase of the U of S' College Quarter Undergraduate Residence 
Project. The first phase opened in September 201 1 and construction is under way for Phase I1 
with completion estimated for August 2012. The U of S revised the mix and sizes of units to 
better meet the needs of students requiring housing. The result is that Phase I1 now includes ten 
studio units that will be in addition to the 115 larger units that were previously approved. 

There continues to be a great need for rental housing in the City of Saskatoon (City). The 
current vacancy rate in Saskatoon is 2.6 percent and 0.8 percent in neighbourhoods near the 
university (statistics received from Canada Mortgage and Housing Corporation). Generally 
speaking, a vacancy rate below 3 percent indicates a shortage of rental housing. The demand for 
these additional ten units is expected to be high. 

Your Administration has concluded that this project will qualify for a rental capital contribution 
under Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002. Based on the provision of ten 
purpose-built rental units, the City's additional contribution will be $50,000. The U of S is 
exempt fiom paying property tax; therefore, are not eligible for the five-year incremental tax 
abatement. 

In order to ensure that the units remain as rental stock for 15 years, as per the Innovative Housing 
Incentives Policy No. C09-002, the applicant will be required to enter into an Incentive Agreement. 
Further ensuring that the units remain rental, City Council will deny approval of any Condominium 
Conversion Application for these units while the Incentive Agreement is in effect. Funding will 
only be provided upon completion of the project and closure of all Building Permits. 

OPTIONS 

1.  Provide a capital contribution of $50,000 to the U of S for the creation of ten purpose- 
built rental housing units, located on U of S land east of Cumberland Avenue, payable 
upon completion of construction and subject to the signing of an Incentive Agreement. 

2. Decline to fund this project. Choosing this option would represent a departure from 
Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 and create a funding shortfall for the 
project. 

Your Administration is recommending Option 1. 

POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

The Province of Saskatchewan has agreed to match the City's contribution of up to $5,000 per 



unit for a total of 1,874 new purpose-built rental units constructed between 201 1 and 2015. The 
City's share of this $50,000 grant will be $25,000. The Affordable Housing Reserve has 
sufficient funds to cover this contribution. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

Beside the fact that this is an infill development, the U of S has paid special attention to 
sustainable design practices and incorporated a number of environmentally sustainable features 
into the buildings. These include: solar water heating system, energy efficient windows, faucets, 
bathroom fixtures, appliances, motion sensor lights in common areas, recycling stations on each 
floor, and pedestrian/cyclist paths (the Greenway) linking residence buildings to the main 
campus. Furthermore, the students are located within walking distance to the U of S, which 
reduces their dependence on an automobile to attend classes. With the potential of more than 
800 students living in the new College Quarter Undergraduate Residence, it was important that 
sustainable design and environmentally sustainable features be included. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

Written by: Daryl Sexsmith, Housing Analyst 
Neighbourhood Planning Section 

Reviewed by: 
Randy Grauer, Manager 
planning and ~eveloiment Branch 

Approved by: 
Paul Gauthier, General Manager 
Community Services Department 

Approved by: 

S:\Reparfs\CP'OOI I\Comn,itlee 201 I\P&O - New Rent. Const. Land Cost Reb. Pmg. - UofS - Shldent Hour. Coll. Qtr. Proj. - Phase 11, 100 
Btk. Cumberland A\,e S.doc/lm 



TO: Secretary, Planning and operations Committee 
FROM: General Manager, Community Services Department 
DATE: December 19,2011 
SUBJECT: Saskatoon Goldfiis Swim Club and City of Saskatoon Lease Agreement 
FILE NO: LS 290-84 and LS 290-70 

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

1) that a five-year Lease Agreement at Shaw Civic Centre 
between Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club and the City of 
Saskatoon fiom March 1, 2012, to February 28, 2017, 
totalling $18,687 be approved; 

2)  that the rental rate for each of the years (plus G.S.T.) of the 
term be charged to the Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club as 
follows: 

i) year one $3,450; 
ii) year two $3,588; 
iii) year three $3,732; 
iv) year four $3,881; 
v) year five $4,036; and 

3) that the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the 
appropriate Contract Agreement and that His Worship the 
Mayor and The City Clerk be authorized to execute the 
Agreement under the Corporate Seal. 

BACKGROUND 

During the design of the Shaw Civic Centre (Shaw Centre), your Administration took into 
consideration that the aquatic user groups may wish to have office space within the facility. 
Consequently, potential office space was identified in the Shaw Centre design. In 2009, the 
Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club (Goldfins) moved their competitive swim program from Harry 
Bailey Aquatic Centre (HBAC) to the Shaw Centre. Now that the Goldfins have been at the 
Shaw Centre for two years, they have come fonvard with a request to lease office space at the 
Shaw Centre. 

In the spring of 201 1, the Goldfins contacted your Administration requesting to lease office 
space at the Shaw Centre (see Attachment 1). Your Administration held several meetings with 
the Goldfins to discuss their space requirements and the terms and conditions for leasing space at 
the Shaw Centre. 



The City of Saskatoon (City) has similar Lease Agreements with other user groups for office 
space in other civic facilities, such as the Saskatchewan Track and Field Association and the 
Saskatchewan Baseball Association at the Saskatoon Field House. 

This report summarizes the Lease Agreement negotiated by your Administration. 

REPORT 

The Goldfins cui~ently rent space in the competitive pool at the Shaw Centre to deliver 
programming. To support the delivery of this program, the Goldfins have requested to lease 
approximately 252 square feet of space. This will require the City to renovate this space at a cost 
of approximately $18,500. 

The office space is a non-programmable space located on the second floor of the Shaw Centre 
(see Attachment 2). There are stairs that lead directly to the new office space; therefore, any 
visitors to the office will not have an impact on existing or potential programming areas. The 
area will be renovated as per the City's building codes, and this project will be managed by 
Infrastructure Services. The Goldfins lease will repay the construction costs of the office space 
over the five-year term of this agreement. 

Your Administration has concluded negotiations with the Goldfins and both parties have agreed 
to the following terms and conditions that will form the basis of the Agreement: 

Rental Space 
The City will convert an existing storage area at the Shaw Centre to an office space for 
lease by the Goldfins. The Goldfms are permitted use of the leased 252 square feet 
during hours that the Shaw Centre is open to the public. 

Term of Areement 
The term of this Agreement is for five years commencing on March 1, 2012, and ending 
on February 28, 2017, with the option to extend the lease for an additional three years, 
with the lease fee to be negotiated at that time. 

Lease Fee 
The capital cost of improvements (approximately $18,500) will be paid by the City and 
recovered from the Goldfins fees in lieu of lease payments in the first five years of this 
lease. 



The Goldfins shall pay an annual lease fee to the City as follows: 

1) a yearly fee of $ 3,450 for 2012 to 2013; 
2) a yearly fee of $3,588 for 2013 to 2014; 
3) a yearly fee of $3,732 for 2014 to 2015; 
4) a yearly fee of $3,881 for 2015 to 2016; and 
5) a yearly fee of $4,036 for 2016 to 2017 

The above rates are adjusted by 4 percent to reflect annual inflationary cost increases. 

Cleaning, Utilities. and Parking 
The City shall fu~nish janitorial supplies for Occupational Health and Safety compliance, 
as well as be responsible for all utility charges except for telephone and internet. The 
Goldfins shall have access to Shaw Centre public parking for delivery of programs. 

Termination 
The City may terminate the Lease Agreement if any instalment of the licence fee or past 
thereof is in a~i-ears. Either party may terminate the Lease Agreement with 60 days 
written notice. 

Modifications 
Any modifications or renovations to this space must be approved by the City in writing 
prior to being undertaken and shall be at the cost of the Goldfins. 

Waiver. Indemnity, and Insurance 
The Goldfins assumes all risks associated with its use of this space. The Licensee shall 
purchase and maintain insurance in the amount of $2,000,000-and name the City as an 
additional insured. 

Temporary Closure 
If the Goldfins are unable to use this space for more than two days due to a closure of the 
Shaw Centre, Goldfins shall be entitled to a reduction of rent. 

The proposed Lease Agreement provides an opportunity for the Goldfins to expand its 
programming and provide new opportunities for its users. The Goldfins have been 
reliable renters throughout the years, and their programming has a presence at the Shaw 
Centre. 

OPTIONS 

The only other option would be for City Council not to approve this proposed Lease Agreement 
with the Goldfins. 



POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

There are no policy implications. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

At the end of the five-year repayment period, the Shaw Centre will receive additional lease 
revenue of $4,036, and will be increased annually by 4 percent beginning on March 1, 2017, to 
reflect inflationary cost increases. This revenue will be applied to the overall operating costs for 
the Shaw Centre. 

PUBLIC NOTICE 

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

ATTACHMENTS 

1. Letter from Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club requesting office space at the Shaw Centre. 
2. Proposed lease space to the Goldfins 

Written by: Roxane Melnyk, Facility Supervisor 

Reviewed by: 
- ~ 

~eisure  Services g ranch 

0 - 7 
C. < 

Approved by: , - 
Randy Grauer, NGeneral Manager 

Approved by: 
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Attachment 1 

Saskatoon Goldfins Swim Club 

can grow thiinumber towards $15 

Since moving to the Shaw center our program continues to grow and we would appreciate if the City of 

Saskatoon could find our club office space at the Shaw Center. 
, . 

; .  . . ~~ ..,~ . 

Clu ead Coach, Goldfins Swim Club 





COMMUNICATIONS TO COUNCIL

MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL - MONDAY, JANUARY 16,2012

A. REQUESTS TO SPEAK TO COUNCIL

1) Janice Braden, Partnership and Strategy Development Coordinator, Saskatoon
Regional Intersectoral Committee, dated November 29

Requesting permission for Sherry Benson, Executive Director, United Way Saskatoon, and
Dr. Cory Neudorf, Chief Medical Health Officer of Saskatoon, to present Saskatoon POVeIty
Reduction Program report, (File No. CK. 5000-1) (Bookletji-om poverty to possibility '" and
prosperity has been distributed previously and is available for viewing in the City Clerk's Office.)

RECOMMENDATION: that Sherry Benson and Cory Neudorf'be heard.

2) Chris Fossenier, dated December 20

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK.2000-5)

3) Logan Fossenier, dated December 21

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK.2000-5)

4) John Laforet, dated December 21

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK. 2000-5)

5) Denis Grimard, dated December 21

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK. 2000-5)

6) Donna Dent, dated December 22

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK. 2000-5)



Requests to Speak to Council
Monday, January 16, 2012
Page 2

7) Barb Biddle, dated December 23

Requesting permission to address City Council with respect to the wind turbine project. (File No.
CK. 2000-5)

RECOMMENDATION: that Clause FI) of Administrative Report No. 1-2012 be considered,
and that Chris Fossiener, Logan Fossiener, John Laforet, Denis
Grimard, Donna Dent and Barb Biddle be heard.



B. ITEMS WHICH REQUIRE THE DIRECTION OF CITY COUNCIL

1) Vanessa Thomas, Director of Promotions, Rock 102 FM, dated December 12

Requesting City Council proclaim August 24 to 28, 2012, as Rock 102 Cruise Weekend and
requesting temporary street closures on August 26,2012, from 4 a.m, to 6 p.m., at the following
locations, in conjunctionwith the event:

151 Avenue, between 20th and 22nd Streets'
2nd and 3rd Avenue, between 20lh and 23;:;( Streets; and
2151 and 22nd Streets,between 15t and 4'h Avenues.

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve the proclamation as set out above;

2) and that the City Clerk be authorized to sign the
proclamation, in the standard form, on behalf of City
Council; and

3) that the temporary street closures, as set out above, be
approved subject to any administrative conditions.

2) Clint McCullough, President, Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association,
dated December 2011

Submitting invoice for per capita contributionfor municipalmembership. (File No. CK. 155-5)

RECOMMENDATION: that the 2012 Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association
Membership Invoice in the amountof $29,219040 be paid.

3) Brock Carlton, Chief Executive Officer, FCM, dated December 5

Advising of payment in the amount of $216,951 constituting the first contribution in regard to the
Green Municipal Fund Study Grant Agreement for the City of Saskatoon Strategic Plan &
Community Visioning Initiative.

RECOMMENDATION: that the informationbe received.
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4) Tammy Forrester, Director of Corporate Events, RSVP event design
dated December 16

Requesting a temporary street closure of the roadway of Sonnenschein Way from Avenues A and
B, from January 28 to February 12, 2012, for the PotashCorp WinterShines, 2012 Festival. (File
No. CK. 205-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the request for a temporary street closure of the roadway of
Sonnenschein Way from Avenues A and B, from January 28 to
February 12,2012, for the PotashCorp WinterShines, 2012 Festival
be approved subject to any administrative conditions.

5) Shawn Antosh, Administrator, RM of Vanscoy No. 345, dated December 20

Commenting on recent comments regarding untidy andunsightly properties. (FileNo. CK. 150-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the informationbe received.

6) Thorn Knutson, CUPE Local 2669 President, dated December 21

Commenting on decision not to match increase to Employee and Family Assistance Program.
(File No. CK. 4500-4)

RECOMMENDATION: that the informationbe received.

7) Rick Brown, dated December 21

Commenting on proposed mill rate increase. (File No. CK. 1905-5) (Writer has been provided
with a link to the City's 2012 Business Plan/Budgets.)

RECOMMENDATION: that the informationbe received.
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8) ~ichelle Prytula, ~ogathonRace Director, dated December 21

Requesting an extension to the time amplified sound can be heard for the annual Mogathon event,
on June 23, 2012, from 7 a.m, to 3 p.m. (File No. CK. 185-9)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the request for an extension to the time amplified sound can be
heard for the annual Mogathon event, on June 23, 2012, from 7 a.m.
to 3 p.m, be approved.

9) Sinclair Harrison, President, Hudson Bay Route Association, dated December 24

Submitting notice of the Hudson Bay Route Association membership fee in the amount of $300.
(File No. CK. 155-7)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the 2012 membership fee to the Hudson Bay Route Association,
in the amount of$300, be paid.

10) John and Heather Peret, undated

Submitting petition of approximately 27 signatures regarding damage to vehicles and maintenance
of the 700, 800 and 900 blocks of 10lh Street East. (FileNos. CK. 6290-1 and 4110-1)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the directionofCouncil issue.

11) Evan Larkam, Property Acquisitions Manager, Seymour Pacific
Developments Limited, dated December 23

Commenting on proposed development north of l l'" Street in Montgomery Park. (File No. CK.
4350-1)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the letter be considered with Clause A2 of Administrative
ReportNo. 1-2012.
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12) Greg Foley, Administrator, Elim Lodge, dated December 29

Commenting on drivers running red lights and not stopping for pedestrians at crosswalks. (File
No. CK. 6150-1)

RECO~MENDATION: that the direction of Council issue.

13) Reverend Colin Clay, dated January 10

Commenting on Mayor's trip to Japan. (File No. CK. 100-10)

RECO~MENDATION: that the information be received.

14) Joanne Sproule, Deputy City Clerk, dated December 15

Providing Notice of Hearing of the Saskatoon Development Appeals Board with respect to the
property located at 225 Avenue M South. (File No. CK. 4352-1)

RECOMMENDATION: that the information be received.

15) Joanne Sproule, Deputy City Clerk, dated December 15

Providing Notice of Hearing of the Saskatoon Development Appeals Board with respect to the
property located at 419 AvenueH South. (File No. CK. 4352-1)

16) Shellie Mitchener, Secretary, Development Appeals Board, dated January 9, 2012

Providing Notice of Hearing of the Saskatoon Development Appeals Board with respect to the
propertylocated at 1815/1817 Avenue D North. (FileNo. CK. 4352-1)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the information be received.



C. ITEMS WHICH HAVE BEEN REFERRED FOR APPROPRIATE ACTION

1) Qian Tan, Approvals Engineer, Saslmtchewan Environment. dated December 9

Submitting Permit to Construct Water Treatment Plant Clarifier. (File No. CK. 292-011-75)
(Referred to Administration for appropriate action.)

2) Darin Felstrom, Secretary, Saskatoon Inner-City Council of Churches, dated
December 13

Commenting on paid/metered parking on Sundays. (File No. CK. 6120-3) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

3) Noella Dustvhom, dated December 17

Commenting on affordable housing. (File No. CK. 750-1) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the writer.)

4) Joanne Sorenson, dated December 17

Commenting on Kinsmen Park Development Plan. (File No. CK. 4205-9-3) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the writer.)

5) Donna Morin, dated December 18

Commenting on pedestrian tunnels. (File No. CK. 6150-1) (Referred to Planning and
Operations Committee for further handllng.)

6) E. Bruce Chamberlin, dated December 19

Commenting on trafficon 33rd Streetbetween AvenueJ andValens Drive. (FileNo. CK. 5200-5)
(Referred to Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

7) Angela Wallman, Finance and Personnel Officer, Tourism Saskatoon
dated December 15

Submitting 2012 Operating and Capital Budget. (File No. CK. 1711-1) (Referred to
Administration for further handllng.)



Items Which Have Been Referred for Appropriate Action
Monday, January 16, 2012
Page 2

8) Philip Stephens, dated December 16

Commenting on CETA Agreement. (File No. CK. 277-1) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

9) Bryce Balney, dated December 21

Commenting on parking in front of residence. (File No. CK. 6120-1) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

10) Rachel Schultz, dated December 9

Commenting on fluoride in the City's water. (File No. CK. 7920-1) (Referred to Administration
to respond to the wrlter.)

11) Megan Pelletier, dated December 19

Commenting on fluoride in the City's water. (File No. CK. 7920-1) (Referred to Administration
to respond to the wrlter.)

12) Shelby Page, dated December 22

Commenting on fluoride in the City's water. (FileNo. CK. 7920-1) (Referred to Administration
to respond to the wrlter.)

13) Shanda Stefanson, dated December 30

Commenting on transit services. (File No. CK. 7300-1) (Referred to Administration to respond
to the wrlter.)

14) Jackie Cooper, dated December 31

Commenting on transit services in Hampton Village. (File No. CK. 7310-1) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the wrlter.)



Items Which Have Been Referred for Appropriate Action
Monday, January 16, 2012
Page 3

15) Jerry Dmytryshyn, dated January 2

Commenting on recycling bins at Lakewood Civic Centre. (File No. CK. 7830-4) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

16) Sara Lui, dated January 2

Requesting information on admission rates at leisure centres. (File No. CK. 613-1) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the writer.)

17) Jamie McKenzie, dated January 2

Requesting consideration of receiving Certificate of Distinguished Community Service. (File No.
CK. 225-70) (Referred to Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

18) Marc Potter, dated January 5

Commenting on the durability of transit Go-Pass cards. (File No. CK. 7312-1) (Referred to
Administration to respond to the wrlter.)

19) Jennifer Barrett, dated January 5

Commenting on transit fare increase. (File No. CK. 1905-4) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

20) Harvey Peever, dated January 10

Suggesting snow clearing crews be redirected to clearing litter. (File No. CK. 6315-3) Referred
to Administratiou to respond to the wrlter.)

21) Derek Tiessen, dated December 16

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)



Items Which Have Been Referred for Appropriate Action
Monday, January 16, 2012
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22) Doug and Donna Irvine, dated December 17

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

23) Victor Das, dated December 19

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

24) Michael Nemeth, dated December 19

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

25) Michelle Hubbard, dated December 19

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

26) Dwayne Kerr, dated December 19

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the writer.)

27) Walter Katelnikoff, President, Holiday Park Community Association
dated December 20

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

28) Lalina Simon, dated January 4

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)



Items Which Have Been Referred for Appropriate Action
~onday,January16,2012
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29) Carmen Krogh, two letters, dated January 1 and 5

Commenting on wind turbine project. (File No. CK. 2000-5) (Referred to Administration to
respond to the wrlter.)

RECO~~ENDATION: that the information be received.



D. PROCLAMATIONS

1) Tanya Dunn-Pierce, Public Health Services and Lynn Lacroix, City of Saskatoon
dated December 14

Requesting City Council proclaim February 20, 2012 as Family in motion Day. (File No. CK.
205-5)

2) Cathy Sieben, President, Saskatoon Literacy Coalition, dated January 3

Requesting City Council proclaim April 29 to May 5, 2012 as Saskatoon Literacy Week. (File No.
CK.205-5)

RECOMMENDATION: 1) that City Council approve all proclamations as set out in
Section D; and

2) that the City Clerk be authorized to sign the proclamations,
in the standard form, on behalfofCity Council.
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RECEIVED
NOV 29 2011

I CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
1_~§=A,;.;;S~K~AT~O;;.O;;;.N~_.....J

Saskatoon Regionallntersectoral Committee
880- 122 3'dAvenue North
Saskatoon SK S7K 2H6
(306) 933-5030

November 29, 2011

To Mayor Atchison and the Members of Saskatoon City Council;

The Saskatoon Poverty Reduction Partnership (SPRP), an Initiative of the Saskatoon Regional
Intersectoral Committee (SRIC), will be launching a strategy document titled From Poverty to Possibility at
the Quality of life forum on December 8, 2011. This document outlines the results of research and
community interviews on Saskatoon poverty, as well as a preview of action items which will form the basis
of a larger community action plan early in 2012. .

SPRP Co-Chairs Sheri Benson (Executive Director of the United Way of Saskatoon) and Dr. Cory
Neufeld (Chief Medical Health Officer for Saskatoon) would like to present this work to Saskatoon City
Council on December 5, 2011 to provide an overview of the document and the work that needs to be
done to address poverty in Saskatoon.

The partnership includes many Saskatoon agencies and departments - including the City of Saskatoon 
but we recognize that, as the city grows, broader community involvement will be needed to tackle the
issues effectively. Early in 2012, we will approach service organizations, faith groups, business groups
and other community organizations to make them aware of the issues facing people iiving in poverty, and
ask them to consider participating more in addressing these issues.

Working together, we believe we can ensure that all Saskatoon residents will enjoy the benefits of living in
our growing and prospering city.

Sincerely,

Janice Braden
Partnership and Strategy Development Coordinator
Saskatoon Regionallntersectoral Committee



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Chris Fossenier
3438 Normandy
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3R2

EMAIL ADDRESS:

chris@itvinci.com

COMMENTS:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 20, 2011 4:44 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECElVED

DEC 20 2011
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOON

I am requesting to speak at the 16th January 2011 council meeting with regard to public
health and safety along with other concerns about the tall wind turbine project.

I respectfully ask to speak prior to the vote on the RFP bid selection.

A recent report (14 Dec 2011) contains important information regarding health.

As stated by the World Health Organization.
"The precautionary principle. In all cases noise should be reduced to the lowest
level achievable in a particular situation. When there is a reasonable possibility
that the public health will be endangered, even though scientific proof may be
lacking, action should be take to protect the public health, without awaiting the
full scientific proof."

I would also like to request use of the laptop and projection system.

Sincerely,
Chris Fossenier

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Logan Fossenier
3438 Normandy
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3R2

EMAIL ADDRESS:

logan@fossenier.com

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 21, 20114:13 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
DEC 212011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

My name is Logan and I am 8 years old.

I would like to speak to the council people and Mr. Mayor.

I would like to talk about what I know about the wind turbine and what my friends from school
know too.

I might need to use power point but I might not ..

Thank You

Logan

1
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

John Laforet
3403 Dieppe Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3S8

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 21, 20114:17 PM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council RECEIVED

DEC 212011
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOQN.

john.laforet@laforet.ca

COMMENTS:

To whom it may concern:

I wish to speak at the January 16th Council Meeting regarding the RFP for the Tall Wind
Turbine Project.

My name is John Laforet and I am dedicated to assisting people across Canada in dealing with
government at all levels with regard to wind turbine installations that are going to affect
quality of life.

I will be speaking about dozens of cases from Ontario and around the world to give Saskatoon
City Council a better understanding of what is really happening to real people who are near
large wind turbines just like the one proposed for Saskatoon .

. Sincerely)
John Laforet

1



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 21,2011 4:24 PM
City Council
Write a Letter 10 City Council

I RECEIVED
DEC 2t 2011

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Denis GrimaI'd
3123 Mountbatten Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3T3

EMAIL ADDRESS:

dvgrimard@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I wish to speak at City council on Jan 16th regarding the RFP from the city regarding the
Tall Wind turbine.

1



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 22, 2011 7:23 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Donna Dent
3121 Dieppe Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3S3

EMAIL ADDRESS:

dentfamily@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

DEC 23 2011
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOQN.

I wish to address City Council on January 16, 2012 regarding the proposed wind turbine. I
respectfully ask that I speak before their vote on the RFP.

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

FROM:

(

CityCouncilWebForm
December 23, 2011 9:39 AM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council RECEIVED

orc 23 2011
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOON

Barb Biddle
3101 Ortona Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3R3

EMAIL ADDRESS:

b.r.biddle@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

I would like to speak to council on January 16th regarding the RFP on the wind Turbine
project.

1



OFFICE or THE
December 12, 2011

DEC 1 i, 2011
City of Saskatoon
His Worship, Mayor Don Atchison
222 - 3rd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK
S7KOJ5

YourWorship,

The30th Annual Rock102 Guise Weekend is scheduled to take place Friday to
Sunday, August 24·26, 2012 in downtown Saskatoon. This is Saskatoon's official
final event to a great summer! This event attracts thousands of people from
Saskatchewan & Canada plus Rock 102's GuiseWeekend is a Saskatoon Tradition
that weare proud to host.

Plans this year include:
• Friday:

Racing at Bridge City Speedway
Potential: 8th Street Parade

• Saturday:
PokerRally & Racing at SIR
Potential: 8th Street Parade

• Sunday:
Optimist Pancake Breakfast
Rock102 Cruise Weekend 'Show & Shine Event'

For Rock 102 Guise Weekend 'Show &Shine Event'we anticipate approximately
50,000 people in attendance andmore than900 vehicles on display. We are working
closelywithThePartnership to revitalize downtown Saskatoon for this special
weekend.



Please accept this letter as our application for CityCouncil Approval for Rock
102's 30th Annual Cruise Weekend.

We wish to ask City Council to declare the weekend of August 24-28,2011 as
"Rock 102 Cruise Weekend" in Saskatoon.

We request from the City, permission to close the following streets on Sunday,
August 26th from 4AM-6PM:

1st Avenue between 20th and 22nd Street and
2nd & 3rt! Avenue between 20th and 23rd Street and
21st and22nd Street between 1st and 4th Avenue

To ensure the public is aware of street closures,we ask that the city post
notice ofstreet closures beginning August 24th, 2012.

Through ThePartnership, letters and posters will be distributed to businesses in the
downtown area thatwillbe affected. In addition, anextensive radio campaign willair
to inform the public of the street closures. As inyears past, the middle of the closed
streets will not be blocked to allow access for emergencyvehicle.

We also kindly request that TheCity/Partnership lookafter ensuring large garbage
bins are spread throughout the downtown area during the event. Rock102 will be
hiring a non-profit group to clean up the area and a place for them to put the garbage
in would be appreciated.

Rock 102 Cruise Weekend is a free fun-filled family event opento thepublic that
embodies the spirit of the 50's, 60's, 70's & showcases current, unique vehicles as
well!! It is a Saskatoon tradition thatwe hope to continue.

With this in mind, we respectfullysubmit our application for Council's approval.

Please direct anycorrespondence or questions to myself - at the email address noted
on this letter.

Best Regards,

Vanessa Thomas
Director of Promotions
Raw!co Radio Saskatoon
306.934.2222 Ext 211
306.221.6584
vthomas@raw!co.com

-7/:; Sc,$/(c<lchew"n Cv 0
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December 2011

Dear Member,
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~ l~head Highwaye--Tn~ociation
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RECEIVE"i~r(~~)
DEC 16 2011 l

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE !
SASKATOON

Over $87Million was invested into the Yellowhead Highway this year with a projected $100+Million
scheduied for 2012. Your Association, the Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association, was a key
influencer in those infrastructure investment decisions. We were able to accomplish that thanks to the
broad representation of member communities along the Yellowhead and we invite you to continue your
membership in 2012 so we, in turn, can continue to effectively address the needs of the highway.

This past year we have also continued to improve our web presence and are moving forward with more
improvements that will playa key supporting role to provide the opportunity for economic activity growth
in your community.

Our consumer website, www.yellowheadit.com. along with our extremely successfully redesigned Travel
Guide have been extensively used to provide valuable traveler information. We do need your help to keep
our online information current and we encourage you to take advantage of your TCYHA membership to
add or update your listing with information on community events, attractions, amenities and activities. We
want to keep travelers fUlly informed of all the great features the Yellowhead Highway provides in
delivering a unique and memorable holiday experience.

Our members' website, www.transcanadayellowhead.com. has begun a functional face lift. Once
complete, we will be able to share ideas, concerns and other information relating to highway issues in this
new format.

We are in a new information age with electronic hardware such as smart phones and tablets. The
Association is striving to keep pace with new initiatives to gather and distribute information about the
Yellowhead Highway that will encourage travel and that will support economic development in our
member communities. We are looking at new web site applications for example to link to economic data,
apps that will guide visitors while they travel, and tools such as social media.

For over 65 years the TCYHA has worked collaboratively on your behalf to advocate on issues relating to
the Yellowhead Highway for the development, maintenance and enhancement of the Yellowhead Trade
Corridor (Highway #16 and SC#5). We promote its benefits and assets to industry, tourists, governments
and communities including highway safety. With your continued support and increased involvement we
will take this to the next level using today's technology.

Your continued membership in the Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association is instrumental to
making certain our collective voices are heard to achieve the best results possible for your constituents.
A membership renewal invoice for 2012 has been included for your consideration and to ensure you
remain a part of this great team. Please feel free to contact the Association should you have any
questions.

We wish you safe highway traveis and a prosperous 2012!

Yours truly,

/~~/J"'Z
/ " /
~/.J .

Clint McCuliough
(Councilor, Vermilion AS)
President 2011-12 TCYHA

TRANS CANADII YELLOWHEIID HIGHWAY ASSOCIATION

107, 4990 ~ 92 AVENUE

EDMONTON, AB. T6B 2V4

PH' 1780\ 429~0444 1·877·469~3556



TRANS CANADA YELLOWHEAD HIGHWAY ASSOCIATION
#107,4990 - 92 AVENUE, EDMONTON, ALBERTA, T6B 2V4

TEL: 7804290444 FAX: 780 463 5280 www.yellowheadit.com

INVOICE
City of Saskatoon
Attn: Bev Dubois
222 Third Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

9 December 2011

SERVICE

Municipal Contribution for 2012

$0.12 per head of population per annum

***PLEASE NOTE OUR NEW***
***ADDRESS***

POPULATION

231,900

IANNUAL CONTRIBUTION ($) I

27,828.00

Please make cheques payable to: Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association.

Please note any changes to your billing address when returning payment.

27,828.00

1391.40

29,219.40



Trans Canada Yellowhead Highway Association

2012 Contact Confirmation Form

MUNICIPALITY or
REGION NAME:
DESIGNATED
APPOINTEE NAME:
POSITION/TITLE:

EMAIL:
.

ALTERNATE
APPOINTEE NAME (if
applicable):
POSITION/TITLE:

EMAIL:

PRIMARY CONTACT
NAME (for billing,
correspondence etc):
POSITION/TITLE:

EMAIL:

ADDRESS:

CITY/TOWN/VILLAGE:

PROVINCE: IPOSTAL CODE: I
TELEPHONE:

Fax:

GENERAL E-MAIL:
/if a pnltcableI
ALT E-MAIL:

WEB SITE:
/if apnlfcahlel
Most Recent
Population count:

DATE _ SIGNATURE _

Name (Printed): _

Thank you ... Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact us at
admin@yellowheadit.com

TRANS CANADA YELLOWHEAD HIGHWAY ASSOCIATION

107,4990 - 92"D AVENUE N.W.

EDMONTON, AB, T6B 2V4

PH: (780) 429·0444,1·877·469·3556, FAX: (780) 463-5280

www.yellowheadl t. com I www.{ranscanadayellowhead.com



December 5, 2011

FCM

Preside nt
President

Berry vroenovrc
Councillor,

City of Kitchenar, ON
j.
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RECEIVED]e

DEC 2 12011 I

CITY CLERI<'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

First Vice-President
Premiere vtce-presldente

Karen Leibovlci
Councillor,

City of Edmonton, AS

Second Vice-President
Deuxieme vtce-crestctent

Claude Dauphin
Haire,

arrondissement de Lachine,
Ville de t-tontreat QC

Third vlce-Presldent
'rrotsteme vice-president

Brad Woodside
t-revor.

City of Fredericton, Ns

Past cresroenr
President sortent

Hans Cunningham
Director,

Regional District of
Central Kootenay, Be

Chief Executive Officer
Chef de In direction

Brock Carlton
Ottawa, ON

10, rue Rideau Street,
Ottawa, Ontario

t>1ailing addressf
Adresse p ostata

24, rue Clarence Street,
Ottawa, Ontario K1N 5P3

T. 613-241~5221
F.613-244-1515

www.fcm.ca

His Worship Mayor Donald J. Atchison and Members of Council
City of Saskatoon
222 - 3'd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK
S7KOJ5

Project Title: City of Saskatoon Strategic Plan & Community Visioning
Initiative

Application Number: GMF 1037l

Dear Mayor Atchison and Members of Council:

We would like to inform you that a payment was made from FCM to the
City of Saskatoon in the amount of $216,951. This amount constitutes
payment for the first contribution in regard to the Green Municipal Fund
Study Grant Agreement for the project mentioned above.

The FCM is grateful to the City of Saskatoon for its initiative and its
partnership with the Green Municipal Fund.

Yours sincerely,

Brock Carlton
Chief Executive Officer

BC:vl



eve n t
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December 16th, 2011

To Council Members of the City of Saskatoon

,
"!
~

RECEIVED
DEC 21 '2011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

PotashCorp WinterShines 2012 Festival is to be held in Saskatoon at the Market Square at River Landing
between January 28th and February 12th, 2012. As we did last year we are requesting that the road way of
Sonnenschein Way from Ave A-Ave B be closed during the 2 weeks of the festival. We feel that by closing
this road it will better the safety to those who attend the festival. We have spoken with Todd Jarvis who
is aware of this request. Than-you in advance for your consideration of this request.

If there are questions, comments or concerns we would be happy to discuss.

Regards,

Tammy Forrester
Director of Corporate Events - Project Manager, PotashCorp WinterShines 2012



Floyd Chapple
Reeve

Rural Municipality of Vanscoy No. 345
Box 187 Vanscoy, Sask. SOL3JO

PH :(306) 668-2060
FX :(306) 668-1338

Email: rm345@saskteLnet
Shawn Antosh
Administrator

December 20, 2011

City of Saskatoon
City Councillors
222 3'd Avenue NOlih
Saskatoon, Sask.
S7KOJ5

Dear Council Members:

Re: StarPhoenix, November 19, 2011

RECEIVED
DEC 2 12011

CITYCLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Council of the R.M. of Vanscoy No. 345 at their December 13, 2011 meeting passed a resolution
asking that a letter be sent to the City of Saskatoon in regards to an article in the November 19,
2011 edition of the StarPhoenix. Council is very disappointed with City Councillor Myles Heidt's
statement telling residences of the City of Saskatoon that if they don't want to follow the rules
"then move out into the country and you can do what you want."

Rural Municipalities also have bylaws to enforce "untidy and unsightly" properties, We face the
same issues enforcing our bylaws. You cannot "do what you want" in our municipality as stated
by Councillor Heidt. Councillor Heidt's comments were made with no thought about the rural
neighbours. Council hopes that other Councillors in the City of Saskatoon do not have the same
opinion of their rural neighbours.

Sincerely,

Shawn Antosh
Administrator



From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 21, 2011 3:22 PM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council

RECEIVED
DEC 2 ~. 2011

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

CUPE Local 2669
c/o 311 - 23rd Street East
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7K 0J6

EMAIL ADDRESS:

thom2669@yahoo.ca

COMMENTS:

December 21, 2011

Murray Totland, City Manager
City of Saskatoon
222 3rd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K 0JS

Re: Funding increase for E.F.A.P.

Dear Mr. Totland,

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I am writing to express CUPE Local 2669's great disappointment with the City Administration's
decision not to match the increase to the joint Employee and Family Assistance Program,
already passed by the unions and associations. As you are aware, the E.F.A.P. Board has
completed a study demonstrating the program's cost-effectiveness, and the program has
received an international award.

The changes outlined in a recent email from the program coordinator, Maria Besenski, will
have a significant impact on our members who rely on the current service level provided by
the program. We have members who have suffered the tragic loss of immediate family
(including children) or are experiencing other considerable personal crisesj these members
are now facing a cap in counseling sessions, the loss of anonymity, and the cutting of
Inediation and financial counseling. We expect that some of these members will be forced to
exercise additional sick leave time due to stress once they have exhausted their E.F.A.P.
sessions, resulting in higher costs to the taxpayers of Saskatoon. In addition, a third of
our members earn $9.S0 - $10.08 per hour, all part-time positions. Despite the low wages,
they are committed to the public service - for them and many other civic workers, paying for
additional sessions is not a reality, while access to financial counseling is critical.

Under the Excellence Within Us program, you stated "I honestly believe that people should be
happy in their work life as well as their private life. If we're not, both can become
troubled." The E.F.AP. supports civic workers through difficult personal times with the goal

1



of keeping the workplace healthy for all workers. We strongly encourage you to reverse your
decision and
match the program contribution as outlined by the Board. In a province as wealthy as
Saskatchewan, where there is city funding for new infrastructure such as a police station,
river crossing and art gallery, the city's E.F.A.P. matching contribution of $80,000 is a
small price to pay to support the workers who provide taxpayers excellent public service.

Let's,ensure Saskatoon shines for everyone, including all civic employees.

Yours sincerely,

Thorn Knutson, President
CUPE Local 2669
Saskatoon Public Library Workers

Cc:
His Worship the Mayor and City Council
CUPE Local 59
CUPE Local 859
CUPE Local 47
IAFF Local 80
IBEW Local 319
IATSE
Saskatoon Police Association
SCMMA
Saskatoon Exempt Association
E.F.A.P. Board
Saskatoon Public Library Board
R. Heisler, CUPE National Service Rep

2



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 21, 2011 4:46 AM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
DEC 212011

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR ANO MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Rick Brown
1513 Hnatshyn Avenue
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7L 4G6

EMAIL ADDRESS:

Rick.Brown@shaw.ca

COMMENTS:

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Hello. As \1aS the case with last year's 4% mill rate increase, this year's 4% increase is
unacceptable. Although some people's wages might be rising at a rate that can afford these
increases, I seriously doubt that most people's are, and I know for sure that mine is not.
Whenever I ask my employer for a larger increase, they always tell me they'd love to be able
to provide that, but they don't have the resources. In spite of my efforts and those of my
employer, I am being forced into a lower standard of living due to property tax increases.
The only other realistic option, which I am researching, is to move to a different city - one
that I can afford to live in.

Perhaps the most frustrating thing about this is that it could be easily avoided. The
primary problem driving the mill rate increases is not WHAT services the City of Saskatoon
offers, but HOW it provides them. The City, for example, needs to repair damaged sf.dewal.ks .
They should NOT, however, be doing that and then, a few months later, completely replacing
the sidewalk. The City needs to build roads. The City, however, should not build a road,
and then a few years later, rip it up so that it can be Widened. The City delivers services
in a horribly wasteful manner!! No ordinary household could conduct itself in this way and
expect to avoid bankruptcy!!

The City of Saskatoon clearly needs to immediately change the way in which it conducts its
operations. Please develop a plan for starting to deliver services in an effective and
affordable manner. Please provide me with the details of that plan.

Sincerely
Rick Brown

1



City Council
3rd Ave. North
Saskatoon, Saskatchewan
S7K Oj5

December 21, 2011

Michelle Prytula
Race Director, Saskatoon Mogathon
20 Wayne Hicks Lane,
Saskatoon, SK S7L6S2
ph: 230-0003

Dear City Council;

RECEIVE"5l
DEC 3O. 2011 I

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Please accept this letter in request for your support through a noise bylaw limit extension for the
Saskatoon Mogathon, a walking and running family event designed to benefitting three Saskatoon charities:
the St. Paul's Hospital Urology Centre of Health, the Children's Wish Foundation, and the Saskatoon SPCA.
It is our goal to make the Mogathon a first class nation-wide running event that raises funds for the centre,
as well as showcases the best of our beautiful city.

The past three annual Mogathon events were great successes. This year, once again in consultation with
Mr. jarvis and the City of Saskatoon, we have planned a fantastic running route along the river and using
the West side ofthe Riverbank with the start and finish showcasing the beautiful River Landing location.

Over the previous three years, our event has attracted people from all over the province and beyond, as
well as high calibre runners and the young and old. We have garnered the support of Rock 102 and Rawlco
Radio, we have permission to use River Landing for the start and finish, and we have access to the
Persephone Theatre for race package pick up, the volunteer stations, and the first aid area. We also have
the support of Mane's restaurant, who will cater the event so that we can allocate as many funds as possible
for the cause.

To attract all age groups. The Saskatoon Mogathon consists ofa 30K run and relay, a 21.1K run, a 10K and
5K walk and run, a family 2K,and for those who want to participate without breaking a sweat, a No-KBeer
run. In our efforts to make this a first class event, we have garnered the support of one of our local bands to
playas participants cross the finish line.

We are requesting a noise level bylaw extension for our announcers to start at 7:00 a.m., and the band to
start at 10:00 a.m, Activities will shut down by 3:00 p.m. We will make the necessary communication to
the local community associations prior to the event, as well as any residences near River Landing and along
the race route.

Our volunteer committee has been working hard to bring the #1 calibre running event to runners and
walkers from all over. We ask that you support our work by giving allowing us a noise bylaw extension on
june 23'd, 2012 starting at 7:00 a.m.

We 100~k~wa.fjl t~ur response,
~---p(A/JL --».

Michtffle Pry a ~
Mogathon Race Director



HUDSON BAY ROUTE ASSOCIATION

SUPPORT OUR PRAIRIE PORT

To members and potential members,

JAN 032012

CITYCLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

The coming year is going to be a challenging time for the Port of Churchill and the HBRA. With

the passageof Bill C18 comes a whole new regime for the marketing of wheat and barley from

the prairie region. In order to maximize the full potential of the Port of Churchill for the coming

years will require a lot of time and effort for our association working with Governments,

Churchill Gateway Development Corporation, the Town of Churchill, OmniTRAX and potential

grain handlers that may want to use the Port of Churchill. If you require more information we

would be pleased to have a member of our association attend a meeting. To make these

arrangements call or email presidentSinciairHarrisonl-306-435-73190rsinc.gail@sasktel.net.

Please visit our web site at www.hbra.ca. Our association is funded solely by membership

revenue and we would ask you to give strong consideration to renewing your membership or

becoming a new member. The membership fee structure is as follows:

R.M., Cities & Associations

Towns

Villages & Corporations

Individuals

$300.00 per year

$100.00 per year

$ 50.00 per year

$ 20.00 per year

Make cheques payable to Hudson Bay Route Association and mail to Box 89 Moosomin,

Sask. SOG 3NO. Please Note change of address! Please detach bottom portion and

return with your cheque.

Name _

Address _

Email, _



X <rll o - }
To the City Council of Saskatoon

nc\,.;t:rVED

JAN 0 ~ 2012 f>
This is addressed to several groups. The city of Saskatoon, our city co nOl~l!.1l£il'1Rlsr0FF/CE
and Saskatchewan Government Insurance. ~=~~S~§J.~~~:':J
This submission comes from two taxpayers John and Heather Perret and supported by
signatures from a number of taxpayers along Tenth St. We live on the corner of 10thStreet
East and Lansdowne Avenue. The house number is 719 Lansdowne Ave. We have a 30' lot
with a fire hydrant in front of our house. As a result of that we park on Tenth Street. Through
2010-11 winter months we have had our vehicles hit twice. This usually happens after a
measure of snowfall and the street develops ruts. The ruts through the winter of 20 I0-11
were exceedingly bad. (See photograph)
Tenth Street is a conduit for people exiting Broadway area and proceeding east through to
Clarence Ave. Since the traffic bridge was closed the pattern of traffic has increased
considerably.
Of greater concern is the number of bars on and around Broadway. There are 6 major bars in
a 4-block radius. This is probably the highest concentration in the city. Everyone
knows that people in bars drink. When they get out at I :OOA.M. to 2:00 A.M. they are in a
compromised state. Many of the people who frequent these bars are university students
heading for rental properties in the University area and along Main Street and east of
Clarence Ave.
These are not the only ones who are the culprits but represent a number of hit and runs that
occur at the times when the bars are clearing out such is the case with my vehicle.
There are still a number ofpeople coming and going from Broadway that have difficulty
maneuvering their vehicles out of 5" deep ruts. Tenth Street is a narrow street and there are
only two ruts in the middle that make it impossible to pass one another. I have included a
photograph to illustrate how deep the ruts were last winter and that they were all ice.
During the time period when they were the worst I phoned Snow removal and sanding three
times to the City to have the street graded. The department did spread gravel however we
were not a priority for grading and they would get to it if they could. We were told that the
ruts had to be 6" deep before they graded. Our ruts apparently did not pose a problem. My
wife phoned at least three times to beg for gravel. They had made a token effort to put gravel
at the corners even though the 700, 800, and 900 blocks along Tenth Street had deep ruts.
The City never did grade 10lh Street except for the immediate block off Broadway. Just
before the melt in spring they sent a dump truck with a plow on front to reduce the ruts. They
never did grade properly. As a result of the City of Saskatoon's neglect there was
approximately 40,000 dollars worth of damage to vehicles. Our vehicle was hit twice. The
first incident cost SOl 7,000.00 dollars for my vehicle and the young girl who hit me totaled
her car and may have cost 7 to 8,000.00 dollars to her Alberta insurance. Our second incident
was a hit and run and was not reported, as I did not have enough money to pay a 750.00
deductible.
There was a small truck that crashed in to a power pole east of us with severe damage. I
estimate the cost at least 5,000.00 dollars damage. In the 700 block there was a two car
collision hit and run. Cost for repairs to the resident's vehicle 4000.00 dollars damage. At
this point in time it has yet to be repaired. There was a three-car pile up in the 900 block of
Tenth Street. One mini van was totaled and between the three vehicles approx. cost is
17,000.00 dollars. That would be a conservative estimate. As I said the cost of repairs to
property damage for residents is at least 40 thousand dollars. This was only last year. This
dangerous situation the city is allowing to continue has been going on for a number of years.
We as residents are tired of being neglected and the dangerous situation the city has put us in.
How much does it cost to grade a street? They graded Lansdowne three times. Turn the
corner and grade Tenth Street. The city has not exercised due diligence in maintaining the
700, 800 and 900 block of loth Street East. The City of Saskatoon is putting our personal



property and lives at risk. It is only a matter of time before a vehicle that has lost control in
the ruts hits someone.
I firmly believe the City in 20 10 and 2011 winter has shown poor performance in their
responsibility to the residents along Tenth Street east.
There are a number of things I am asking the City to do.

1. It is the City's responsibility to grade the high traffic areas. I want 10th street east
from Broadway Ave to Clarence Ave designated as a high traffic area and graded at
least three times during the winter months or as required. It needs to be graveled and
the snow removed regularly through the winter. The 6' rut factor needs to be
revisited. There is not even 6" of clearance on most small cars. This would guarantee
that could not get out of 6" ruts and would be dragging on the undercarriage of the
car.

2. It is also unusual to have such a high concentration of bars in and around Broadway.
The police seem to be conspicuous by their absence when the bars close. As you have
chosen to reduce the number ofpawnshops on Twentieth Street I am of the opinion
that there should be a reduction in the number of bars around Broadway.

3. I would also like a legal opinion as to what is reasonable and diligent performance of
the city's duty and to make sure the streets are safe to drive on. And when the city is
responsible for non-performance of its duties. A statement that the ruts need to be 6"
deep before it is plowed is ridiculous and irresponsible. The councilors need to drive
in these icy ruts and try to get out of the way of oncoming traffic. There are other
factors that should determine if the street should be graded. Two would be traffic
volume and the width of the street. With residents vehicles on either side when a
moving vehicle jumps out of the ruts it turns sideways and hits parked vehicles on
either side.

4. We as a taxpayer declare that the city has ignored the requests of the residents of
this area to grade 10th Street. I feel that some of my taxes should go to the
maintenance and grading of the street this winter. If the city is not prepared to fulfill
its responsibilities we should have the right to hire a private contractor and have it
graded. We would then equally deduct the cost from the resident's taxes.

This would certainly be less than 40,000.00 dollars. I believe the cost to grade would be
about 200.00 dollars. We need these changes implemented now for the winter of20ll and
2012.

A copy is being forwarded to the director of SGI because I believe the city is offloading its
responsibilities to protect drivers on to the shoulders of SGI.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

719 Lansdowne Ave. S P'/ / £ 7'
242-0804
cc Charlie Clark cc Saskatchewan Government Insurance



Concerned tax payers 700 800 and 900 blocks of 10'hSt East

Name Address Signature
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From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:
Attachments:

Web E-mail - Mayor's Office
December 23, 2011 4:56 PM
City Council
FW: Message from Evan Larkam
administrator@seymourpacific.ca_20111220_141202.pdf

RECEIVED
.DEt 2f2011

-----Original Message-----
From: Evan Larkam [mailto:evan.larkam@seymourpacific.ca]
Sent: December 22, 2011 4:36 PM
To: Web E-mail - Mayor's Office
Subject: Message from Evan Larkam

Hello Your Worship,

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

I would really appreciate it if you could please read the attached letter.

Please get a hold of me at any of the contacts below if you would like to further discuss. In
order for us to continue to build new rental apartments in the City of Saskatoon we require
the support from the City on this issue and an increased amount of zoning in future
developments that will permit the development of 4 storey apartments.

Have a Merry Christmas and Happy New Year.

Thank You,

Evan Larkam, Property Acquisitions Manager SEYMOUR PACIFIC DEVELOPMENTS LTD.
BROADSTREET PROPERTIES LTD.
920 Alder Street, Campbell River, B.C. V9W 2P8 Phone 250.850.3194 Cell 250.203.4209 Fax
250.286.8047 www.seymourpacific.ca www.broadstreet.ca RENT NOW! 1-866-RENT-515 This
communication contains confidential and privileged information. If you are not the person
intended to receive it, please contact me immediately then destroy it. Any unauthorized use
of this communication is strictly prohibited.

Your message is ready to be sent with the following file or link attachments:

administrator@seymourpacific.ca 20111220 141202

Note: To protect against computer viruses, e-mail programs may prevent sending or recelvlng
certain types of file attachments. Check your e-mail security settings to determine how
attachments are handled.

1



rg~Ii:> PROPERTIES'LTO.

To:
His Worshipthe Mayor and MembersofCity Council
clo City Clerk'sOffice, CityHall
222 Third AvenueNorth, Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

Regarding:
Official Community Plan Amendment: Phase 2 to Phase 1 Montgomery Neighborhood. Because of
Serviee Issues, this land is deslguatcd for future development in Phase 2 of the City of Saskatoon
Official Plan,

These service issues have now been addressedand NorthridgeDevelopment Corp has applied to the City
to amend the phasing designation to Phase 1 so the landcan be developed, The public meeting was held
on December.O1/11 and SeymourPacific Developments would like to requestthat the decisionnow be
put forth to Councilas soon as possible. Given thatNorthridgeDevelopments has addressedthe service
issues SeymourPacific Developments also requeststhat members of Councilstronglyconsider
supporting the designation to Phase 1.

By voting to support the amendment of the land fromPhase 2 toPhase I, Councilwill be providing
opportunity to 192 householdsin need of rental opportunities in Saskatoon alongwith a varietyof other
exciting new housing opportunities from NorthridgeDevelopments.

The reason this land is so important is becauseof its zoningwhich is a RM41anduse. This landuse is
extremelyhard to come by in Saskatoonwhich is necessaryfor SeymourPacificDevelopments to build
new rental units.

While some residentsof the Montgomerycommunitywill be resistant to new development in their
community and feel that multi-family development isn't a fit in their community. It's importantto note
that this landhas been zonedRM4 multi family for many yearsnow. Sincethis is a matter of service
capacity and not zoning we hope that Council will put their decision forward to a Phase 1 designation as
soon as possible.

Kind Regards,

~~
Evan Larkam
Property AcquisitionsManager



29 December 2011

His Worship Donald J. Atchison

Office of the Mayor

222 Third Avenue North

Saskatoon, SK S7KOJS

cc: Bev Dubois; Tiffany Paulsen (by email)

Dear Mayor Atchison:

RECEIVED
.JAN 06 2012

CITY CLERk's OFFICE
SASKATOON

I am increasingly alarmed by the number of Saskatoon drivers that are casually and regularly

endangering the lives of countless Saskatoon citizens by Running Red lights and Not Stopping for

Pedestrians at Crosswalks.

I live in proximity to St. Joseph's High School. Each day, to and from work, I drive through the

intersection of Attridge and Berini where hundreds of high school students and children cross each day

to go to St. Joseph's, Centennial Collegiate and the Alice Turner library. I am appalled by the number of

drivers who regularly run the red at this intersection. A student will be killed if nothing is done.

I am alsoextremely concerned about the penchant of Saskatoon drivers to drive through crosswalks

even when there are people actively crossing the street. I have seen this often; most recently at the

Taylor St. crosswalk by Walter Murray high school.

As you can see from the letterhead, I am the administrator at Elim lodge. The crosswalk on Moss

Avenue is also a significant danger for seniors, as drivers often breeze on through the marked crosswalk

even when there are seniors on scooters or with walkers ready to cross, I have even seen seniors in the

crosswalk barely escape being run down.

We can address this in the following ways:

• Red light cameras at this and other problem intersections (which you are no doubt aware)

• Increase the fines to make it hurt (i.e. $350)

• Crosswalk violation cameras with heavy fines

• Heavily emphasized through Driver Education

This can be done. i have driven in Switzerland and other countries where drivers are trained to

automatically stop.if sorA e is anywhere near a crosswalk. And i.t. woorks, Please address this situation

at your next council mehil} .:---~ . . . ..•

G m



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Reverend Colin Clay
812 Colony Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7N €lSl

EMAIL ADDRESS:

COMMENTS:

Your Worship,

CityCouncilWebForm
January 10,2012 1:54 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

JAN .1 0 2012
CITY CLERK~SOFFICE

SASKATOON

I write as a member of the Hiroshima/Nagasaki committee of the Saskatoon Peace Coalition. We
are encouraged by your membership in the Mayors for Peace initiative and I note that you are
presently visiting Japan on behalf of our city. May we encourage you to find a brief space in
your present mission to visit at least one of the two cities that suffered as a result of the
atomic bombs in August 1945. This would be a wonderful example and a great encouragement to
those of us who count you as a supporter of every means to ensure a peaceful world.

Blessings,

colin Clay

1



City of

Saskatoon
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

c/o City Clerk's Office
222 - 3rd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

ph 306·975·8002
fx 306·975·7892

His Worship the Mayor
and Members of City Council

Ladies and Gentlemen:

December 15, 2011

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing
Refusal to Issue Development Permit
Construction of an Addition to Place of Worship
(With Rear Yard Setback Deficiency)
225 Avenue M South - R2 Zoning District
Maurice J. M. Soulodre, MRAIC
(Appeal No. 21-2011)

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

Yours truly,

JS:

Attachment

Templates\DABs'Jvlayor.dot

www.saskatoon.ca



City of

Saskato011
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

c/o City Clerk's Office ph 306 '975'8002
222 - 3rd Avenue North fx 306' 9 75'7892
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

NOTICE OFHEARlNG - DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD

DATE: Monday, January 9, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m.

PLACE:

RE:

Committee Room E, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall

Refusal to Issue Development Permit
Construction of an Addition to Place of Worship
(With Rear Yard Setback Deficiency)
225 Avenue M South - R2 Zoning District
Maurice J. M. Soulodre, MRAIC
(Appeal No. 21-2011)

TAKE NOTICE that Maurice1. M. Soulodre, MRAIC, has filed an appeal underSection 219(1)(b)
of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to issue a
DevelopmentPermit for construction of an addition to theplaceofworship at225 Avenue M South,
which is locatedin an R2 zoningdistrict.

Section 8.4.2(8) of the ZoningBylaw requires that a rear yardsetback be provided of not less than
7.5 metres (24.60 feet). Based on the information provided, the rear yard has a setback of 3.5
metres (11.48 feet) resulting in a rearyardsetback deficiency of4.0 metres (13.12 feet):

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval of the rear yard setback deficiency in order to
enable more efficient use of the site and facilities.

Anyone wishing to provide comments either for or against this appeal can do so by writing to the
Secretary, Development Appeals Board, City Clerk's Office, City Hall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan,
S7K OJ5 01' email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further
information01' view the file in this mattercan contact theSecretary at 975-2880.

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 15th dayofDecember, 2011.

Joanne Sproule, Secretary
Development Appeals Board

TemplatesIDABs\Dab-A

www.saskatoon.ca



City of

Saskatoon
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

C/o City Clerk's Office
222 - 3rd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

ph 306'975·8002
fx 306·975·7892

His Worship the Mayor
and Members of City Council

Ladies and Gentlemen:

December 15,2011

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing
Refusal to Issue Development Permit
Conversion of One-Unit Dwelling to Two-Unit Dwelling
(With Frontage Deficiency and Site Area Deficiency)
419 Avenue H South - R2 Zoning District
Daniel Barkhouse
(Appeal No. 22-2011)

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

Yours truly,

~~~
Deputy City Clerk
Secretary, Development Appeals Board

JS:ks

Attachment

Templates\DABs\J...fayor.dot

www.saskatoon.ca



City of

Saskatoon
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

c/o City Clerk's Office
222 - 3rd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

ph 306-975-8002
fx 306-975'7892

NOTICE OF HEARING - DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD

DATE: Monday, January 9, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m.

PLACE:

RE:

Committee Room E, Ground Floor, South Wing, City Hall

Refusal to Issue DevelopmentPermit
Conversion of One-UnitDwellingtoTwo-UnitDwelling
(With Frontage Deficiency and Site Area Deficiency)
419 Avenue H South - R2 Zoning District
Daniel Barkhouse
(Appeal No,22-2011)

TAKE NOTICE thatDaniel Barkhouse has filed an appeal underSection 219(1)(b) of The Planning
and Development Act, 2007, in connection with the City's refusal to issuea Development Permitfor
conversion of a one-unit dwelling to a two-unit dwelling at 419 Avenue H South, which is located
in an R2 zoning district.

Section 8.4.2(2) of the Zoning Bylaw requires a minimum lot frontage of 15.0 metres in the R2
zoning district, The frontage ofthe property is 9.14metres resulting in a deficiency of5.86metres.

Section 8.4.2 (2) of the Zoning Bylawrequires a minimum site area of 450.0 square metres for a
two-unit dwelling. The property has a site area of387.88 squaremetres resulting in a deficiency of
62.12 squaremetres.

The Appellant is seeking the Board's approval of the frontage deficiency and the site area
deficiency.

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 OI5 or email development.appeals.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further
informationor viewthe file in thismatter can contact the Secretary at975-2880.

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this 15thdayof December, 2011.

Joanne Sproule, Secretary
Development Appeals Board

Templates\DABs\Dab-A



City of

Saskatoon
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

c/o City Clerk's Office
222 - 3rcl Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

ph 306·975·8002
fx 306·975·7892

His Worship the Mayor
and Members of City Council

Ladies and Gentlemen:

January 9, 2012

Re: Development Appeals Board Hearing
Order to Remedy Contravention
Alteration of Two-Unit Dwelling into a Four -Unit Dwelling
(Required to Cease Using as a Four-Unit Dwelling and
Alter Form of Development by Removing Two Basement Dwelling Units)
1815/1817 Avenue D North - R2 Zoning District
David van del' Ploeg
(Appeal No. 1-2012)

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

Yours tmly,

Shellie itchener, Secretary
Development Appeals Board

SM:ks

Attachment

Templatcs\DABs\1Vlayor.dot

www.saskatoon.ca



City of

Saskato011
Saskatoon Development
Appeals Board

c/o City Clerk's Office ph 306 -9 75 - 8002
222 - 3rdAvenueNorth fx 306'975-7892
Saskatoon, SK S7K OJ5

NOTICE OF HEARING -DEVELOPMENT APPEALS BOARD

DATE: Monday, January 23, 2012 TIME: 4:00 p.m,

PLACE:

RE:

Committee Room E, City Hall (Please enter off 4th Avenue, using Door #1)

Order to Remedy Contravention
Alteration of Two-Unit Dwelling into a Foul' -Unit Dwelling
(Required to Cease Using as a Four-Unit Dwelling and
Alter Form of Development by Removing Two Basement Dwelling Units)
1815/1817 Avenue D North - R2 Zoning District
David van del' Ploeg
(Appeal No. 1-2012)

TAKE NOTICE that David van der Ploeg has filed an appeal under Section 219(1)(c) of The
Planning and Development Act, 2007, in connection with an Order to Remedy Contravention dated
December 8,2011, for the property located at 1815 and 1817 Avenue D North.

The Order to Remedy Contravention was issued for this property on December 8, 2011, pursuant
to Section 242(4) of The Planning and Development Act, 2007, and the Order states as follows:

"Contravention:

This property is located in an R2 ZoningDistrict, Building permit 1370/79 was issued
for a two-unit dwelling. The legal use of this site is a two-unit dwelling with the keeping
of up to five boarders permitted in each dwelling unit.

This property has been illegally converted to a multiple-unit dwelling containing four(4)
units, each unit containing, sleeping facilities, sanitary facilities, kitchens with kitchen
cabinets, kitchen sinks, refrigerators, stoves and other cooking facilities. Each dwelling
unit has a separate interior locking door set.

You are herby ordered to:

On or before April 15, 2012:

Remove the two basement dwelling units by removing both kitchens including kitchen
cabinets (upper and lower), kitchen sinks (plumbing capped off behind the wall and
covered), stove outlet (wires capped off behind the wall and removed from the electrical

www.saskatoon.ca



Development Appeals Board
Appeal No. 1-2012
Page 2

panel), stove and any other cooking facilities, and remove the locking passage sets that
separate the main floors and basement floors.

Section:

4.2(1); 4.3.1(1); 8.4 and 2.0 "dwellingunit" of the ZoningBylawNo. 8770."

The Appellant is appealing the Order for reasons dealing with Section 4.5 of Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770 in regards to Non-Conforming Buildings, Uses and Structures, claiming that
previous permits were issued and approved in 1979 for additional plumbing, with no
mention that existing basement suite or kitchens require removal.

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, CityHall, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan,
S7K OJ5 or email deve10pment.appea1s.board@saskatoon.ca. Anyone wishing to obtain further
information can contact the Secretary at 975-8002.

Dated at SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN, this9th dayof January, 2012.

Shellie Mitchener, Secretary
Development Appeals Board

Templates\DABs\DAB-A-Order



Saskatchewan
Environment

December 9, 20 II

Mayor and Council
City of Saskatoon
222 - 3'dAvenue North
SASKATOON SK S7K OJ5

Dear Mayor and Council:

DEC 162011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

File: 21020-50/WW/ConltvluniSasktoon

AOd-iree Paper

Permit to Construct - Water Treatment Plant Clarifier No.1 Upgrade

The Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment wishes to thank the City of Saskatoon for the
"Application for Permit to Construct, Extend or Alter Existing Works". Enclosed is a Permit to
Construct under TheEnvironmental Management andProtectionAct 2002 (EMPA) issued to the
City of Saskatoon for construction ofwaterworks at the City of Saskatoon Water Treatment Plant
connecting to existing waterworks, namely the upgrade of Clarifier No. I which includes the repairs
and modification of concrete basin from rectangular to circular, and installation of new tube settlers
and mechanical equipment.

It is important to public safety that you read and understand all of this covering letter, the
attached permit and guideline documents. A permittee often assigns fulfilling permit
conditions to engineering design consultants or others; however the permittee is legally
responsible for ensuring the permit conditions are fulfilled. Among other conditions seen on
the attached permit, it is a condition of this permit that:

(a) prior to starting construction, you notify the Environmental Project Officer of the date
when construction is to start;

(b) immediately after construction is Significantly complete, you notify the Environmental
Project Officer that construction is completed;

(c) you submit any required sample test results, such as bacteriological verification test
results for new water mains, to the Environmental Project Officer;

(d) you submit "as-constructed" drawings to the Environmental Project Officer;
(e) you submit operation and maintenance manuals for new treatment works to the

Environmental Project Officer; and
(f) a copy of this cover letter and permit must be givcn to the person(s) supervising those

performing the construction work, such as the contractor or employee.

The construction of the approved works for the City of Saskatoon is to be comp leted in accordance
with information provided to the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment; "Application for Permit to
Construct, Extend, or Alter Existing Works" dated November 10, 2011, the project report titled
"Water Treatment Plant Clarifier #1 Upgrade Contract No. 11-0773" dated October 11,2011, and
the project drawings titled "Water Treatment Plant Clarifier No.1 Upgrade Contact No. 11-0773'
including drawing Nos. WI 001 03-10IrOO, WI OG103-4021'00, W IOS I03-1031'00, WIOS I03-3041'00,
WIOSI03-505rOO, WIOMI03-106rOO, WIOMI03-307rOO, WlOMI03-508rOO, WIOEI03-609rOO,
WIOE103-610rOO, WIOEI03-611rOO and WlOE103-612rOO, which were received by the
Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment on November 15, 2011.

The City of Saskatoon must comply with the conditions listed on the permit.
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1. Deficiency in Clarifier Capacity

The Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment commends the City of Saskatoon's
efforts to improve the clarification efficiency at the water treatment plant. The
Ministry encourages continuous efforts of the City to add more clarification capacity
to the water treatment plant and eventually addresses the hydraulic overloading of
clarifiers and the deficiency in clarification.

2. Water Treatment Plant Disinfection

The latest edition ofthe "AWWA Standard for Disinfection ofWater Treatment Plants
C653" shall be used for cleaning and disinfection of new treatment facilities and existing
treatment facilities temporarily taken out of service for cleaning, inspection, repair,
maintenance or any other activity that may lead to contamination of the water.

3. Waterworks Start-up

There is a need to follow tile Ministry ofEnviromnent's factsheets EPB260A "Waterwork
Start-Up Protocol For Waterworks Regulated By Saskatchewan Environment" and EPB293
"Managing Wastes Generated by Water Treatment, Distribution, Maintenance, Repair and
Extension". These fact sheets are available for download at
http://www.saskh20.calDWBinder.asp.

Another separate application for a Permit to Operate the system is not required as the existing
operating permit will be amended as needed by the Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment to
include any new representative monitoring of the new system.

Please contact your Enviromnental Project Officer prior to commencing construction. After
construction, you must also submit "as-constructed" drawings of the permitted works to your
Enviromnental Project Officer listed here.

Gary Papic, A.Sc.T.
Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnviromnent
P.O. Box 1128,403 Main Street
WATROUS SK SOK 4TO
Telephone: (306) 946-3233
Fax: (306) 946-2221

Every permittee of a waterworks or sewage works and every employee, agent or contractor engaged
by a permittee shall immediately report to the Enviromnental Project Officer, Mr. Gary Papic at the
Watrous office at 306-946-3233 or the Saskatchewan Ministry of Environment Spill Control Centre
at 1-800-667-7525 any known or anticipated upset condition, bypass condition or events that could
adversely affect a waterworks, a sewage works, the environment, or the public.

Please note that our review was not a detailed engineering review of the application rather our
review pertained only to those items which could be related to the protection of public health and the
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enviromnent. Therefore, please ensure that the project adheres to appropriate good engineering
practices and complies withEMPA, The Water Regulations 2002, "A Guide to Waterworks Design",
and "Guidelines for Sewage Works Design".

This project may require permits from other agencies or regulators before construction may
commence. The Ministry ofEnviromnent's issuance of a Permit to Construct indicates that a project
meets the requirements set out in The Environmental Management and Protection Act, 2002; The
Water Regulations, 2002; and the applicable Ministry of Enviromnent guidelines. The issuance of a
Permit to Construct does not guarantee that other regulators will approve the proposed project.

We wish the City of Saskatoon and Catterall & Wright Consulting Engineers success with this
project. Ifyou have any questions, or if we can in any way clarify this letter and permit, please
contact me at (306) 787-6182 or Enviromnental Project Officer Gary Papic at (306) 946-3233.

Yours sincerely;

Qian Tan, Ph.D., Engineer-in-Training
Approvals Engineer
Engineering and Approvals Unit
Municipal Branch

cc: N.L. McLEOD, Catterall & Wright Consulting Engineers, Saskatoon
Brent Latimer, Saskatoon Health Region, Saskatoon
Gary Papic, Ministry of Enviromnent, Saskatoon

Enclosure
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Permit No.
00060959-00-00

Issued Pursuant to Section 23 of The Environmental
Management amiProtection Act, 2002

Page 1 3

To: City of Saskatoon (Permittee).

File: 21020-501WW/ConIMuniSaskatoon

PURSUANT to section 23(1)(a)(i) of TheEnvironmental Management and ProtectionAct, 2002, a
permit for construction ofwaterworks at the City of Saskatoon Water Treatment Plant connecting to
existing waterworks, namely the upgrade of Clarifier No.1 which includes the repairs and modification
ofconcrete basin from rectangular to circular, and installation ofnew tube settlers and mechanical
equipment, is issued in accordance with the attached Terms and Conditions.

This Permit takes effect on the 9th day ofDecember, 2011

This Permit expires on the 9th day ofDecember, 2014, unless cancelled or suspended before that date.

Issued:

Minister of the Environment
per
Frank Reid, P. Eng.,
Manager Engineering and Approvals Unit
Municipal Branch
Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment
Acting for and on Behalf of the Minister
of the Environment
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Terms and Conditions

Section One: Definitions
1.1 All words and phrases have the same definitions as set out in TheEnvironmental Management and

Protection Act,2002, and The Water Regulations, 2002, as the case may be.

1.2 In this Permit:
(a) "Act" means The Environmental Management and Protection Act, 2002;
(b) "Regulations" means The Water Regulations, 2002;
(c) "Minister" means the Minister of Environment for the Province of Saskatchewan;
(d) "Approvals Engineer" refers to the Approvals Engineer or Drinking Water Engineer ofthe

Municipal Branch of the Ministry of Environment of the Government of Saskatchewan; and
(e) "Environmental Project Officer" refers to the Environmental Project Officer for the

corresponding geographical administration area ofthe Municipal Branch of the Ministry of
Environment of the Government of Saskatchewan.

Section Two: Effective Date and Expiry
2.1 This Permit takes effect on the date shown on the Permit.

2.2 The Permittee shall complete construction of the works in accordance with the Permit by the date shown
on the Permit.

2.3 If the Permittee is unable to complete the construction by the expiry date shown on the Permit, the
Permittee shall advise the Approvals Engineer in writing, not less than thirty (30) days prior to the Permit
expiry date, stating the reasons for non completion and requesting an extension of the Permit.

Section Three: Construction
3.1 The construction ofthe approved works for the City of Saskatoon is to be completed in accordance with

information provided to the Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment; "Application for Permit to
Construct, Extend, or Alter Existing Works" dated November 10, 2011, the project report titled "Water
Treatment Plant Clarifier # I Upgrade Contract No. 11-0773" dated October 11, 2011, and the project
drawings titled "Water Treatment Plant Clarifier No.1 Upgrade Contact No. 11-0773' including drawing
Nos. WI OG103-101rOO, WI om03-4021'00, WIOS103-103rOO, WI OS 103-3041'00, WlOS1 03-505rOO,
WlOM103-106rOO, W10M103-307rOO, W10M103-508rOO, W10EI03-609rOO, W10E103-6IOrOO,
W10E103-61lrOO and WIOE103-612rOO, which were received by the Saskatchewan Ministry of
Enviromnent on November 15, 2011.

3.2 A copy ofthis cover letter and permit must be given to the person(s) supervising those performing
the construction work, such as the contractor or employee.

3.3 The latest edition of the "AWWA Standard for Disinfection ofWater Treatment Plants C653" shall be
used for cleaning and disinfection ofnew and temporary treatment facilities and existing treatment
facilities temporarily taken out of service for cleaning, inspection, repair, maintenance or any other
activity that may lead to contamination of the water.

3.4 The Permittee shall ensure that the requirements listed in EPB 260A 'Waterwork Start-Up Protocol For
Waterworks Regulated By Saskatchewan Environment' are followed.

3.5 No changes or deviations shall be made to the Plan without the prior consent of the Minister and any
proposed change or deviation shall be submitted in writing to the Approvals Engineer for approval.

3.6 Prior to commencing construction, the Permittee shall notify the Environmental Project Officer.
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3.7 Upon completion of construction, the Permittee shall:
(a) notify the Environmental Project Officer; and
(b) submit "as-constructed" drawings to the Environmental Project Officer; and
(c) submit operation and maintenance manuals for new treatment works to the Enviromuental Project

Officer. .

Section Four: General
4.1 This Permit is not an authorization or approval to operate the works.

4.2 The Permittee shall not operate the works without first obtaining a permit to do so in accordance with the
Act and Regulations.

4.3 This approval is subject to cancellation, alteration, or suspension as provided by Act.

4.4 Where any notice or reporting is required to be given by the Permittee, it shall be provided to:

(a) in the case of the Approvals Engineer:
Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment
Municipal Branch
3211 Albert Street 4th Floor
REGINA SK S4S 5W6'
Telephone (306) 787-6504
Fax: (306) 187-0197

(b) in the case of the Environmental Project Officer:
Saskatchewan Ministry ofEnvironment
Municipal Branch
P.O. Box 1128, 403 Main Street
WATROUS SK SOK 4TO
Telephone: (306) 946-3233
Fax: (306) 946-2221
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Saskatoon Inner-City Council of Churches Ca)
cls» 401, 4th Avenue North S7K 2M4

December 13th, 2011

REcelVEffrn

DEC 14 20tl

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOONMayor Atchison &

Members of Saskatoon City Council:

A Ministry
Serving Inner
City Saskatoon

Since 1969.

City Centre
Church

The Bridge

We are:

Christian
Counseling
Services

First Baptist

First Mennonite

Knox United Re: Proposal for Paid Parking on Sundays

The Lighthouse

Mount Royal
Mennonite

St.Andrew's
Presbyterian

St. John Bosco
Parish

The churches, ministries and agencies of the Saskatoon Inner-City Council of
Churches wish to convey our strong objection to the proposal to introduce paidl
metered parking on Sundays. Many of those who attend our churches, ministries
and agencies must park in metered spaces on Sunday mornings. We believe paid
Sunday parking woutd present a hardship and inconvenience for many of those
who worship and provide community service downtown.

St. John's
Anglican
Cathedral

We echo the calls of other downtown stakeholders for Saskatoon City Council to
reconsider this proposal and to take time to consult with those affected before
moving forward on this matter.

St. Paul's Roman
Catholic
Cathedral

Respectfully submitted,

St. Thomas
Wesley United

Saskatoon Native
Ministries

Third Avenue
United

0'
Darin Felstro " Secretary

Zion Lutheran S.LC.C.C.
nInJat does the

Lord require of
you?

To act justly
and to love

mercy and to
walk humbly

with your Gcd. H

Micah 6:8



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Noella Dustyhorn
1040 13th street east
saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S4H0B9

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 17, 201112:14 AM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

/

1' 'Ii D~C 19 2011?'~}
, CITY CLERK'S OFFlc~1
f __S;;;;A.;;S:::.KA::;;;T;::.:OO~N~-.;(..Jik,

COMf>lENTS:

ndustyhorn@hotmail.com

H!
I dont like to complain about things but how ~an a Landlord own a house in Saskatoon when
they live half way around the world, the services they provide is worse than most housing and
yet the rent is quite high. I am a student and I pay a $1000 in rent a month. I never met
my landlord but I pay my rent to her sister and we get treated pretty bad from the landlgrds
agent (sister). I lived this house. with 2 small children without a smoke detector for i'
month until I phoned the Fire Marshal and mold around the toilet in the bathroom. Plus this
house is not suitable for a small family, but this is the closes to affordable housing that
is available in this city. I am asking the City Council to look over the ownership of the
houses in the city and hope the people that own houses actually live in the city or the
province or better yet live in Canada.' Sorry for complaining but I think I deserve to live
in a better house than a wreck of a home. Sorry for taking up your time also.

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Joanne Sorenson
302 Maple Street
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7J-0A5

EMAIL ADDRESS:

jsorenson@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 17, 2011 12:03 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

1<X>"~-C7~G~)
RECEIVED

DEC 1~ 2011
I

CITY OlERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

I support th~ Nordic Ski Club and the Kinsmen Park Ski Committee to have an all season
facility included in the INITIAL PHASE of the redevelopment plan. We must get more citizens
to embrace our winter season. The warm up facilities at outdoor skating rinks helps us get
our young skaters getting cold fingers and toes warmed up to extend time in physical activity
outside. The addition of such a facility for cross country skiing will add just one more
tool to keep our people active and healthy.

1



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 18,2011 12:17 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

I RECEIVED
i

1 DEC 19 2011
;

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Donna Morin
234 Avenue X north
saskatoon
Saskatchewan
s71 3j5

EMAIL ADDRESS:

COMMENTS:

I am a user of the west end tunnels.

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

We used to crawl through a hole in the fence over the tracks & circle drive to get to the
city facilities. So when the tunnels were installed, I felt much safer in that aspect. The
planners did a good job but there can be improvements.

The earth berms should be cut down or opened up at both ends. The west end of the
confederation tunnel should be lowered to street level. The east end of the tunnel has the
back alley but it still can be opened up. Right in the tunnel, the fences should be brought
up to the sides of the pavement. This would not allow for people to hide or hang out on the
grass These tunnels are used a lot.

During the summer, these tunnels are very important to our cycle path system the city is
encouraging us to use.

It is a rare day I go through these tunnels when I do not meet someone else. A lot of kids,
going to Mount Royal use these tunnels also.

Please work with us to make them safer but Please, Please do not close them. If these
tunnels were closed, we would have only 3 options left. Go all the way around to 22nd or
33rd Streets or back to the old system of through the fence.

I thank you in advance for your attention to this.

1



From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 19, 2011 2:05 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

ReCEIVED
DEC 192011

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

R. Bruce Chamberlin
A-1127 Ave K.N.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7L2N7

EMAIL ADDRESS:

rbchamberlin@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

"

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I would also like to draw your attention to the situation of traffic on 33rd. between Ave J.
N. and Valens Dr. We walk with an elderly person using a walker to the park every day so
that she can sit on a bench while we walk our dog. On several occasions we have almost been
run down in the cross walk by speeders 'going around' in the inside lane. The city
administration, after consultation with the local community, had installed traffic calming
islands at the cross walks. This occurred after a child was killed last fall at Valens Dr.
However, drivers and the transit wor-ker-s have voiced complaints about the slowness of the
traffic. Again isn't this exactly what we want to happen-having vehicles drive at the speed
limit and obey the cross walks laws. Are we going to allow drivers and vehicles to dictate
all the policy decisions of the city. When will pedestrians get a similar break. I have
been told by administration that 33rd. is an arterial street and that we can't slow traffic
on an arterial street. Yet I have noticed that Taylor, another street with 4 lanes has
traffic calming islands. So, is this another case of discrimination against the tax payers
of the west side?

I had sent a similar letter to the Mayor and was told by a city representative in the late
summer that there would be a solution to the problem of drivers speeding through the school
zone on 33rd. by late fall. It is now nearly the first day of winter and if anything the
situation has deteriorated. There have been speed traps set on three occasions (that I am
aware of) since I last wrote. If this is the solution proposed by city administration then we
are all in a sorry state.

I implore you to please do something about this situation before someone else is killed. With
incivility and recklessness, I feel like we have complete anarchy on our streets n0\1. This
is not the city I came to love when I moved here twenty years ago.

1



TourismSaskatoon
101-202 4th Avenue North,Saskatoon Saskatchewan Canada 57K OK1

Phone: 306.242.1206 ' Toll free: 1-800-567-2444 ' fax: 306.242.1955

1711-17)
info@tourismsaQ:1

www.tounsmsas on:::'

Mayor Don Atchison & City Council
Mayor's Office
City of Saskatoon
222 - 3'dAvenue North
Saskatoon, SK
S7KOJ5

December 15,2011

Dear Mayor Atchison:

RECEIVEDl
DEC 20 2011

CITYCLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

Re: Tourism Saskatoon 2012 Operating and Capital Budget

Please find enclosed our detailed budget for the year 2012 as required by your department.

You may contact Todd Brandt at 931-7574 should you have any questions pertaining to the
proposed budget.

Yours truly,

Angela Wallman
Finance and Personnel Officer

Enclosure

cc: Marlys Bilanski



9:57AM

TOURISM SASKATOON December 14,2011
2012 OPERATING BUDGET

RECAP· COMBINED DEPARTMENTS

2012 2011 2011 Percentage Approved
BUDGET Projected BUDGET of total TS Range

REVENUE

ADMINISTRATION 403,103 429,515 411,080

MEMBERSHIP 115,253 106,416 109,518

INDEPENDENT & GROUP TRAVEL 276,500 283,196 309,000 2012 Budget

VISITOR SERVICES 9,900 10,050 17,800 TS Projected TotalTS only

CONVENTIONS 85,200 156,250 135,000 1.021,109 930,378

DMF- Marketing 1,900,532 1,620,036 1,712,559

OMF- Administratlon (netofOMFhotel memberships) 40,422 41,682 41,682

DMF -SST I 96,674 72,119 83,343
I

TOTAL REVENUE 2,927,584 2,719,264 2,799,982

EXPENSE

ADMINISTRATION 199,620 193,158 197,475 21.50% 25-35%
MEMBERSHIP 41,500 41,004 38,561 4.50% 5 -15%
INDEPENDENT & GROUP TRAVEL 152,085 208,054 231,856 16.30% 40 - 60%
VISITOR SERVICES 43,450 45,327 50,100 4.70% 5-15% TS Projected 2012 Budget

CONVENTIONS 8,200 9,700 20,550 0,90% 970,393 TotalTS only

CORE - Siaff Costs 485,523 473,150 485,538 52.20%
DMF - Marketing 1,526,322 1,336,369 1,374,553 930,378

DMF - Staff Costs 374,210 . 283,667 338,006

DMF -SSTI 96,674 72,119 83,343
I 56,716 0

TOTAL EXPENSES 2,927.584 2,862,548 2,799,982
PROFIT (LOSS) . 56,716 -

.

DMF Revenue at October 2011

2011 Projected Expenses 1,733,837 .

2011 Actual Revenue 2,247,547

Carl)'overto2012 - 513,710

2012 Projected Revenue 1,700,000

Total 2012 DMF - 2,213,710

less Admin. Revenue 60,000 .

2012 DMF Budget 2,153,710

K\BUDGEn2012 eUdget
eecep2012



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL
Dec 192011,

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Philip Stephens
7 Deborah Crescent
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7J 2W9

EMAIL ADDRESS:

"plusgforce@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 16, 2011 5:52 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council I RECEIVED

I.

I hope you and the members of city council take action before it's too late. I am referring
to the CETA agreement which will limit the power of local governments to create policies
which benefits local municipalities. For more information check out:

http://www.canadians.org/trade/issues/EU/index.html

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Bryce Bahrey
604 McPherson Avenue
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7N 0X6

EMAIL ADDRESS:

bryce bahrey

COMMENTS:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 21 , 2011 8:58PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
DEC 2'2 2011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

My name is Bryce Bahrey. I live in 604 McPherson Avenue ..

Over the past few years, we have struggled with the construction of this sewage lift station
across the street from us. We are patient, reasonable people. Over the past couple of
years, our alley access has been either shut off or limited. All the while, our property
taxes steadily increased. While the alley was closed, and we were unable to park in our
garage, we made due and parked as close to home as we could. We were frequently being
ticketed (or towed) for parking too close to the corner of McPherson and Sask cresent which
was not even open to traffic. We would be swamped with additional traffic from the city
holding city events in Rotary park.

Our next door neighbour is elderly and had the city put up a reserved handicap parking space
on the street in front of her house. She no longer has a car. She is a nice lady, but the
space is her personal reserved area for company.

The construction crew across the street used my water for a week and ruined our hose without
permission. I tried addressing that with the city and nothing happened. I am a non
confrontation guy. I continued to let these things go.

Several weeks ago, the city narrowed sask crescent to slow traffic. They placed a barricade
directly in line with our alley access. Oh well, again, we will let it go.

Today, i walked home from work to find a parking ticket on my car. My car was parked on the
road right in front of my house. My girlfriend though she saw city workers changing signs on
our street today. They have put up permanent no parking signs in front of our house. (and
ticketed me for being parked there). So, i cannot park in front of my house or for several
houses down. This is ridiculous. I am the second house from the corner, as of now, to park
on our side of the street, we would have to park four houses up from the corner. Not
neighbourly to use the spots in front of my neighbours house. We also have a new baby,
grocery loads and company that deserves to park near our home.

Additionally, our house is currently listed for sale. Any idea what the decrease in real
estate value is if you can park no where near your house in nutana. Unreal.

1



I have no interest in paying this ticket. However, that is nothing in comparison to the
frustration and inconvenience this will cause. We were given no notification. (nor were we
notified for alley closures). This is unacceptable. Who makes these decisions? Is this
because this corner is on a bus route? Cause if so, there is plenty of room for the bus to
make the turn. God forbid they slow down for a turn.

This has angered me to the point of e-mailing you. Not only is this unfair to the residents
that live here, especially after the mess we just lived through, but it substantially
decreases our property value. (and taxes keep rising)

Are there going to be residential parking passes? Any consideration to the people who live
here? Any interest in our input?

Thanks for taking your time to read this. I really would like a call Charlie. Please call
me at 651-0020(h) or 280-4936(c).

Bryce Bahrey

2



Rachel Schultz
215 Steiger Crescent
Saskatoon, SK
S7N 4Kl

Office of the City Clerk
222 Third Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK
S7KOJ5

December 9, 2011

City Council

Re: Saskatoon City Drinking Water Fluoridation

1~?(CI,O)

riR:iie~C~E;;::-.J:::-V~E-D-·
DEC 2 I 2011

CITY CLERK'S OFF
SASKATOON ICE

I am a lifetime resident of Saskatoon and am writing this letter in support of the City adding
fluoride to the drinking water supply. I have been following the national and local debate
regarding fluoridation of drinking water. What concerns me is how the public debate is almost
entirely one-sided and news coverage has only given voice to those criticizing the matter.

My research on the subject allows me to conclude that I support the addition of fluoride to
drinking water. This practice is advocated by the World Health Organization, Health Canada, and
the Canadian Dental Association and is proven to prevent tooth decay. It is of my concern that
the discontinuation of this process will have negative effects on communities in a low income
bracket who may not have access to fluoride toothpaste. This public body may only have
Saskatoon drinking water as their sole source of fluoride.

Is City Council considering debating the issue of fluoride in Saskatoon's drinking water? I look
forward to your prompt response.

Sincerely,

~5vt5
Rachel Schultz



FROM:

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 19, 2011 5:07 PM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council ~ECEIVED

mzc 202011
G(f v CLERK'S OFFICE

. SASKATOON

Megan pelletier Pelletier
445-51. 3 rd ave. N
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7k 2j2

EMAIL ADDRESS:

meganann9@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

To date I'm aware that there is temporarily no floride in Saskatoon water. Why is a toxic
poisen needed in the water? It's a myth that it s good for dental.it's lethal and I don't
want it back! I'm ready to do what I can to see that it doesn't return. With our increasing
Economy growth ,it would be the councils best interest to find that a honest cleanly
environment is a major attraction to people. The of people majority will stand by this. It's
time so look more at the comforts and needs of the people ,instead of mostly to those who
are predominately looking for there own financial gain wether in politics or business and
corporations •. It's time to really wake up individually as a human species. Give us no
contaminants in our food and drink( clean fuel) and we together will yield stronger healthier
people. Now this Floride problem is vast. Its just a hint to the vastly massive
corruptiveness that controls the majority . Are day is split on average: 8:8:8 ratio
=24.. meaning 8 hr-s to work, 8 hr-s to sleeop , 8 hr-s to ourselves .... Interesting ... Gets me
thinking ... Thank you!

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Shelby Page
1633 ave C north
saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7L1l4

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 22, 201110:18 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

79:20-1 .•~

CJ~)

RECEIVED
DEC ~ 3 2011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON·

littlemisspoppins@hotmail.com

COMMENTS:

Hello, 1m quite concerned about our water supply. 1m aware that we dump Hazardous chemicals
in our drinking water that not only effects me but you and our environment. Why do we dump
fluoride in our water supply when it puts everyone who comes in contact with in unnecessary
danger. its disturbing. "His Worship" the Mayor and Members of City Council obligations is
good governing. To develop and maintain a safe viable community, well being of social and
environmental affairs .... I don't see this. If you are not aware of the dangers to humans and
the environment get educated. sorry to be blunt but change needs to happen!
http://fluorideaction.ca/
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Shanda Stefanson
1126 Byng Avenue
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7L SZ6

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 30, 2011 6:35 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

JAN 03 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

tarantuluv@hotmail.com

COMMENTS:

I just wanted to drop you a line to· let voice my displeasure with the bus system in
Saskatoon. I have just been made aware that fares are going up AGAIN, and that there will be
cutbacks in service AGAIN, and I am saddened and angered by this.

I ride the bus because I choose not to own a car for environmental and financial reasons. In
spring, summer and fall I ride a bicycle, but in winter I rely on the bus system to get
around. I live far on the west side and work far on the east side, and it's pathetic that I
can bike to work in far less time it takes me to ride the bus. This winter, I have adjusted
my work hours so that I can finish work at 4pm instead of S because when I rode the bus last
winter, waiting 20 minutes for a bus to show up (after it's scheduled time, mind you) was the
norm. In -30 that simply is not acceptable. Also annoying is when busses show up at a stop
5 minutes early and I miss it, then have to wait up to an hour for the next one.

My main problems with the bus system as it currently runs:

- Busses are rarely on time. I understand that this is party a traffic congestion problem,
(getting more people to ride the bus=fewer cars=less traffic=busses on time!) but when I sit
on a bus for 7-10 minutes past the time it was supposed to depart while the driver runs into
a convenience store for a snack or takes a smoke break \vith his buddies, and then miss my
transfer on the other end, you can't tell me that this is a traffic problem.

- Transfering at night is inconvenient and downright scary. After 6 pm, if I want to
transfer busses, I have a minimum wait of 20 minutes, depending on where I want to go. Is
there no way to co-ordinate things better so that busses meet up at that time of night?
Especially since most only run once an hour, it's not like we have many choices as to which
bus to take. Also, waiting in the downto\vn terminal is frightening. More than once I have
seen shady things go on that have made me more than uncomfortable. And the "security guards"
you have stationed there are a joke. More often then not I see them chatting with these same
shady-looking people rather than patroling and making sure your customers are safe.

-Sunday service ends far too early. perhaps you think that co-ordinating your hours with the
hours of shops and stores is a smart move. You seem to forget that supermarkets,
restaurants, and people's social lives often stay open later than 9 on Sundays. There are
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people who rely on bus service to get to and from work. What are they to do if they work
past nine? People often take Sundays to visit with their families. I guess they'd better be
home by nine too. I personally have a social engagement that I attend every Sunday night
that runs until 10pm at the earliest. I am forced to take a cab home at least once a week
because I can't rely on the busses to get me there.

-Busses are not only less frequent on weekends/Sunday, but they change routes and time
schedules!! Just when you think you've got the schedule down from riding every week day, you
go to catch a bus on Saturday and find that it runs at a totally different time than you're
used to and takes a different route! I can understant that perhaps you feel it necessary to
cut back service on weekends, but why change the routes and times? Its confusing and
inconvenient.

-Drivers are rude or do not pay attention to safety. I have seen so many drivers snap at
costomers who are asking them questions re: routes and transfers that it is impossible to
count. I have often seen drivers talking on cell phones, eating while driving, and once even
reading a magazine that was propped up on the steering wheel! Unsafe and rude drivers often
make my ride unpleasant at best, scary at worst.

-"Rack and ride" busses are unpredictable. As I mentioned earlier, I often ride my bike when
the weather permits. Sometimes I prefer to bus part way or all the way, but take my bike
with me for the ride home, etc. I always plan my route so that I take a dart bus, as it was
my understanding that all dart busses should have a bike rack on the front. This has not
been the case. On these occasions, when I questioned the bus drivers as to what I should do
with my bike since I can't take it on the bus, I am told to "leave it here," or "wait for the
next one." Leave my bike behind? Not an option. Wait for the next one? And be late for
work. Would it be such a hassle for ALL busses to have bike racks? It's unfair that I
should have to play a guessing game as to whether or not the bus I need to take will be able
to take my bike too.

In this time of concern about green house gasses and peak oil, it is shameful to me that this
city has done so little to improve its transportation. I know many people that say they
would take the bus if it wasn't so inconvenient and didn't take so long. These people all
own cars. Perhaps if you made the bus system cheaper and more efficient, people would leave
their cars at home more often. In my experience, the only people who ride the bus are those
who are forced to because they are too poor to buy a car, or those who are trying to cut back
on their "carbon footprint" by not driving. (It's also shameful to me that the current
system makes this admirable pursuit such a hardship.) This makes me think of cities like
Vancouver, Calgary, or Toronto where people take public transit because it actually
easier,faster and cheaper than driving. It's terrible that in this' city, rather than working
to solve traffic problems you are increasing bus fare to further gouge the people who are
part of the solution. Shame on you.

Shanda Stefanson, concerned citizen
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

- ,

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Jackie Cooper
262 McCallum Way
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7R OH7

EMAIL ADDRESS:

iicooper@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 31,2011 4:31 PM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council RECEIVED

JAN 03 2012
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOON

Our family lives in Hamptbn Village. I have one son going to Mount Royal and another son
that works downtown. The bus service from here is terrible. Every bus that they need to
transfer to leaves 1 - 2 minutes before the Hampton bus gets to Confederation Terminal, as
they pull in their bus pulls out. As I drive to work everyday I see the Hampton bus sitting
at a bus stop waiting, I assume it sits there so it does not get to Confed terminal "early".
I have spoken to someone at the transit service and Myles Heidt - not happy with the
responses that I got. The person at the transit service told me "That no students were
expected to attend Mount Royal from Hampton, they were expected to go to Tommy Douglas or
Bethlehem". Was not happy with that response, didn't know my son had to go to a specific
school to get a bus ride. Myles Heidt told me to contact Mount Royal - they told me that it
is not them that makes the bus schedule. You encourage people to use the transit service but
why would you as getting around is very difficult. Really, buses not making connections by 1
- 2 minutes.
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

CityCouncilWebForm
January 02, 2012 3:07 PM
City Council
Write a Letter toCity Council

CI~

RECEIVED
JAN 03 2012

CITY CLERWS OFFICE
I SASKATOON

Jerry Dmytryshyn
107-802 Heritage Cres.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7H SB

EMAIL ADDRESS:

jmdmytryshyn@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

I am writing you to voice my concern on the Cosmopolitan recycle bins located by the Lakewood
civic centre. I have noticed over this past week papers &cardboard blowing across the park.
I have also observed the trucks dumping the dumpsters in the wind we have had this week &
while they are trying to dump the bins the papers are all flying across the parking lot. I
also drove into the bin area &could not believe the mess left behind from the truck drivers
dumping the bins, cardboard & paper scattered every where! I also noticed one of the recycle
trucks departing the area down McKercher Drive with paper & cardboard flying everywhere!
Something needs to be done to clean up the area around the dumpsters & eliminate the garbage
that we have blowing around the area. We live in a great city &it's sad to see this area
looking like a garbage dump due to the improper care taken at this recycle sight!

Jerry Dmytryshyn
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

FROM:

Sara lui
207 Brightwater Way
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7J SH8

EMAIL ADDRESS:

saralyc@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

. Hi,

CityCouncilWebForm
January 02, 2012 10:25 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

JAN 03 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
. SASKATOON

My boy has autism and he scared of water.

But I would like to take him to the swimming pool at CIVIC centre, provide him opportunities
to familiar with the settings and get used to the water.

If one of the adults goes to swim with him at one of the CIVIC centre swimming pool, do I
need to pay for his admission and n~self (or babysitter)?

Thanks

1



Mitchener, Shellie (Clerks)
RECEIVE;;";1)

JAN 032012From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

jamie mckenzie Uamiem332004@yahoo.ca]
January 02, 2012 11:13AM
Mitchener, Shellie (Clerks) CITY~AL.",~RK'S OFFICE
I would like Saskatoon CityCouncil to look if sornec hA' 'OJ A~~;; on a Bo rd or
Committee because theyare moving out of Saskatoon that if theyhaveserve over n If of
there term of five year term theyshould still be eligible for some kind ...

Hi Shellie and Saskatoon City Council

I would like Saskatoon City Council to look if someone resigns
while serving on a Board or Committee because they are moving
out of Saskatoon that if they have serve over half of there term of
five year term they should still be eligible for some kind of
Certificate of Distinguished Community Service.

I under stand if someone resigns while serving on a Board or
Committee and they haven't completed the maximum term, they
aren't eligible for the Certificate of Distinguished Community
Service.

but If Saskatoon City Council just look at if someone have a five
year term on a Board or Committee and serve over half of there
term of five year term should still be eligible for some kind of
Certificate of Distinguished Community Service because when
someone resigns while serving on a Board or Committee because
they are moving out of Saskatoon like I was moving to Regina so I
had no choice to resign because I can not be serving on a
Committee in Saskatoon when i'm living in Regina.
thank you from

Jamie McKenzie
304-2240 Albert Street
Regina Sask S4P-2V2

1-306-541-8087

jamiem332004@yahoo.ca

1



RECEIVED
JAN 052012'.

CITY CLEFlK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON·



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

.. --,

From:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

FROM:

Jennifer Barrett
526-6th Street East
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7H lCl

EMAIL ADDRESS:

jbarrett@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
January 05, 2012 8:54 AM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

JAN 05 2012

CITY CLEm~'S OFFICE
-, SASKATOON·

I am very disappointed to discover the hike in bus fare. As a commuter, the bus is now
unaffordable as a monthly expense, and definitely unaffordable as an occasional expense.
While my husband and I no longer make minimum wage, if we did, there is no way we could
afford to pay our mortgage (which is cheaper than renting, by far) and pay for a bus pass
each, even with being able to reclaim the funds on our taxes.

For the same price that we would have spent over 2 years on the bus at current rates, we
bought a used car. As much as I am looking forward to the occasional convenience of a car, I
am disappointed that after 3 years of aVidly using the bus system in Saskatoon, it is no
longer an economical decision for us.

Sincerely,
Jennifer Barrett

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

ha rvey peever
116 skye drive
colonsay
Saskatchewan
sekeae

.
CilyCouncilWebForm
January 10, 2012 5:22 PM
City Council
Write a Letter10 City Council RECEIVED

JAN 1'1 '2012

CITY CLEHf<'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

EMAIL ADDRESS:

hdawgpeever@yahoo.ca

COMMENTS:

just a thought about the unusual winter and how staff that would normally be busy clearing'
streets of snow might clear the major thoroughfares of litter that is accumulating and reduce
the amount that will need to be cleaned up in the spring.

1



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF' CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Derek Tiessen
67 Murphy Crescent
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7J 2TS

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 16, 2011 6:51 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

DEC 19 2011,

CITY CLERK'S Ol=F'CE
SASKATOON

derektiessen@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

I am addressing 0plnlons from the newly formed Saskatoon Wind Turbine Council, and I feel
somewhat qualified to comment given that I wor-ked on Vancouver's wind turbine for six months.
I feel that this coalition against the wind turbine are grasping at straws that they have no
background or education to make these claims. I fUlly agree that the city of Saskatoon
should only build the wind turbine if it makes financial sense as well as have a relatively
low risk to birds/bats. Here are a few points:

l)AII structures have a risk to birds/bats, hundreds likely die each day in this city from
hitting windows. That does not mean we should encourage more deaths but we need to keep it
in context; furthermore, during migration the wind turbine can be shut down easily. In six
months working on Vancouver's wind turbine, we had 4 bird and bat, deaths that I am aware of;
and that wind turbine is among the forest.

2)Although I can not say lee percent that there are no health risks involved (anyone who
claims to know is likely lying), I can personally say that during my six months of working
literally inside a wind turbine, I had absolutely no health issues. I was inside the turbine
or directly below it for le hours a day which is much much closer than any Montgomery
resident or coalition member will ever get.

3)When wind turbines are operating, they spin. This does create a moving shadow and it does
create some noise. The shadow stretches at most a couple hundred meters and at lee meters,
the blades are too small on the horizon to interfere with the sun. It is my hope that
Saskatoon would opt for a permanent magnet generator in the wind turbine. The generator
itself is noiseless (as it has no grinding parts) and the noise from the blades is only
heard within lee meters of the structure; anyone who can hear them beyond that must have
extraordinary hearing.

I agree wlth most people in this city that we should only build this wind turbine so long as
it does not become a burden on the tax payers. It is my hope that city council ~Iill listen
to people like me who have actually worked in one or to the neutral researches who are not
pushing an agenda. Many of the reports arguing against wind turbines are funded based on
some agenda opposing them, typically haVing made up their minds before getting all the facts.

1



Although I would like to see the wind turbine built, I urge city council to make decisions
based on the facts and not on scare tactics.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 17, 2011 1:59 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

C~)
,.¢J..ooO " -5 .

REC.r::IVED
DEC t 9 2011

TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

FROM:

Doug and Donna Irvine
1204 Lancaster Blvd.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M 3V7

EMAIL ADDRESS:

dsirvine@sasktel.net

COMMENTS:

CITY CLERKcS OFFICE
\ SASKATOON·

Here is'a revised letter - sorry we forgot the last paragraph in the last letter we just sent
in to this address, so please DIS-REGARD the last letter. Thank you for your patience and
understanding as this is our 1st time submitting anything.

To Whom It May Concern:

Well, we must say, that after attending the public information meeting on the purposed wind
turbine, at Montgomery School on Wednesday December 7, 2011 and listening to.the guest
speaker, Carmen Krogh, (a Member of the Advisory Group for The Society for Wind Vigilance),
explaining the adverse health affects caused by wind turbines, our concern with the City's
proposal comes down to this:

Firstly and Mostly - the people's health! I guess we didn't realize that when we voted in
the Mayor, Mr. Don Atchison, and the city council, that we were giving them AUTHORITY to make
decisions regarding our health, well being and quality of life! If this proposal is passed
it WILL affect thousands of people living in the nearby communities as well as the hundreds
of workers, including the city's own workers that take care of our landfill!

If the Mayor, Mr. Don Atchison and city council are SO convinced that this wind turbine will
have absolutely NO affect on the people, will they PERSONALLY be held financially responsible
for costs incurred that are associated with maintaining our present quality of life?
(healthcare, re-Iocation, property values etc)

In conclusion, as Mayor and city council your decision MUST be based on the best interest of
the people that you represent rather than your own personal bias. After all, it was these
very people that elected you to these positions of trust!

Thank you,
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Doug and Donna Irvine
1204 Lancaster Blvd.
Saskatoon SK S7M 3V7
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Victor Das
1210B 14th Street E
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7H 0A4

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CilyCouncilWebForm
December 19,2011 1:59 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
DEC 19 2011

CITY OLERK'S OFFIOE
SASKATOON.

victor.p.das@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

Dear Saskatoon City Council,

I first would like to say that I support the wind turbine at the landfill. I understand this
will be a topic at council today.

Secondly, I've reviewed the claims of the Saskatoon Wind Turbine Coalition. I find them
unfounded.

Noise - I'm satisfied with the analyses done; Kevin Hudson showed in a presentation that the
sound pressure level will be below the acceptable threshold well before the distance to the
first residences. And that this is already far below the background noise (trains, traffic
(which is due to increase substantially with. the Circle Drive completion».

Low frequency sound will be of the same frequency range as household appliances, like a
refrigerator, or traffic noise and due to the distance, imperceptible. Wind turbine syndrome
is unsubstantiated.

Economics - Clainls have been made that no feasibility study has been completed. You know
better than I that full economics have been worked out for this turbine and found to be
acceptable with a 10 year simple payback. Wind power is already a familiar technology and all
normal processes (including wind resource assessment, noise and economics) have taken place
for this project.

SaskPower offers the Green Options Partners Program for this exact purpose. (I understand
that the GOPP is what this project falls under) With the program sasksower- wishes entities
with capital to invest in additional medium-scale renewable energy projects. This helps build
a diversified and distributed renewable energy production system.

The people of Saskatoon wish to head down a greener path that includes renewable energy. And,
claiming that the City of Saskatoon should not get into electricity production is like saying
we shouldn't collect garbage and we shouldn't treat water. These are all essential services
that a city should prOVide. Saskatoon Light and Power producing electricity just makes sense,
and it wouldn't be the first time.
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Thanks so much,

Victor Das, M.Sc.
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 19,201111:09 AM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
"

Q\lC,920\\
te_'~e..:L~'S OFFICE

~-'--
Michael Nemeth
367 Rutherford Cres
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7N 4X8

EMAIL ADDRESS:

m@ideatrip.net

COMMENTS:

Saskatoon City Council,
I first would like to say that I support the wind turbine at the landfill. I understand this
will be a topic at council today.

Secondly, I've reviewed the claims of the Saskatoon Wind Turbine Coalition. I find them
unfounded.

Noise - I'm satisfied with the analyses done; Kevin Hudson showed in a presentation that the
sound pressure level will be below the acceptable threshold well before the distance to the
first residences. And that this is already far below the background noise (trains, traffic
(which is due to increase substantially with the Circle Drive completion».

Low frequency sound will be of the same frequency range as household appliances, like a
refrigerator, or traffic noise and due to the distance, imperceptible. Wind turbine syndrome
is unsubstantiated.

Economics - Claims have been made that no feasibility study has been completed. You know
better than I that full economics have been worked out for this turbine and found to be
acceptable with a 10 year simple payback. Wind power is already a familiar technology and all
normal processes (including wind resource assessment, noise and economics) have taken place
for this project.

SaskPower offers the Green Options Partners Program for this exact purpose. (I understand
that the GOPP is what this project falls under) With the program SaskPower wishes entities
with capital to invest in additional medium-scale renewable energy projects. This helps build
a diversified and distributed renewable energy production system.

The people of Saskatoon \~ish to head down a greener path that includes r-enewahle energy. And,
claiming that the City of Saskatoon should not get into electricity production is like saying
we shouldn't collect garbage and we shouldn't treat water. These are all essential services
that a city should provide. Saskatoon Light and Power producing electricity just makes sense,
and it wouldn't be the first time.
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Thanks,
Michael Nemeth, Engineer-in-Training
367 Rutherford Cres
306 292 6356
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Michelle Hubbard
1170 King Cres
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7K 0Pl

EMAIL ADDRESS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 19, 201 j 1:35 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council RECEIVED

DEC 19 2011
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

SASKATOON

michelle.hubbard@usask.ca

COMMENTS:

Saskatoon City Council,
I strongly support the construction of wind turbine at the landfill. I understand this will
be a topic at council today.

Any drawbacks associated with wind turbines are far outwayed by their benefits. These
benefits include diminished need for coal generated electricity (Which emits a high level of
green house gases and is non-renewable), making use of a free and renwable resource - wind 
and creating local economic activity and self-reliance.

Secondly, I've reviewed the claims of the Saskatoon Wind Turbine Coalition and find them
unfounded. Below, I've outline my response to the concerns raised:

Noise and low frequency sound - Kevin Hudson showed in a presentation that the sound
pressure level will be well below the acceptable threshold by the time it reaches the closest
residences. Furthermore, the noise from the wind turbines reaching the homes will be far
below the background noise (trains, traffic (which is due to increase substantially with the
Circle Drive completion». In addition, low frequency sound will be of the same frequency
range as household appliances, such as refrigerators, or traffic noise and due to the
distance, imperceptible. Wind turbine syndrome is unsubstantiated.

Economics - Claims have been made that no feasibility study has been completed. You know
better than I that full economics have been wor-ked out for this turbine and found to be
acceptable with a 10 year simple payback. Wind power is already a familiar technology and all
normal processes (including wind resource assessment, noise and economics) have taken place
for this project.

SaskPower offers the Green Options Partners Program for this exact purpose. (I understand
that the GOPP is what this project falls under) With the program SaskPower \~ishes entities
with capital to invest in additional medium-scale renewable energy projects. This helps build
a diversified and distributed renewable energy production system.

1



The people of Saskatoon wish to head down a greener path that includes renewable energy. And,
claiming that the City of Saskatoon should not get into electricity production is like saying
we shouldn't collect garbage and we shouldn't treat water. These are all essential services
that a city should provide. Saskatoon Light and Power producing electricity just makes sense,
and it wouldn't be the first time.

Sincerely,
Michelle Hubbard, PhD Candidate
1170 King Cres, Saskatoon
3e6 966-2632
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TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Dwayne Keir
908 5th Avenue North
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
s7k2S1

EMAIL ADDRESS:

keir.dwayne@gmail.com

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
December 19, 2011 5:08 PM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

RECEIVED
DEC 20 2011

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I wish to support the wind turbine at the landfill. This development permits utilizes an
under utilized space.

Concern over this type of development can be easily mitigated by a basic understanding of
scientific principles.

Excess noise from the turbine means inefficient energy transfer to the generator. As new
technologies come on line, this concern is being mitigated.

This is evidenced in the following urI.

http://www.sciforum.net/presentation/623

Thank you,

Dwayne Keir
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FleCeniiffi57
DEC 1-52011 I

CITy CLEF! . !
SASK ~S8/lICE

Holiday Park Community Association
1250 Avenue K South

Saskatoon, Sask.
S7M 2G7

December 20, 2011

Your Worship and City Councilor's,

At the last Holiday Park Community Association Meeting a motion was made and
unanimously passed that the Holiday Park Community Association would send a letter to
council stating that we are opposed to the construction of a wind turbine at the land fill.
We are one of two communities that are very close to the land fill and feel that this
project will affect us in a very negative way.

We feel that the city did not do their due diligence when making the decision to proceed
with this project. The decision was made far before the Feasibility and Environmental
study was done. The recommendation to proceed was made by council on October II.
The results of the feasibility and Environmental study were not posted on the city website
until November 9 2011.

We are asking that project be put on hold until the city has a consultation with the
residents that will be affected. We feel that it is the city's responsibility to supply the
residents with information about tlie pro's and con's of this project before it continues
any further.

Yours truly,

d#~~;al!
Walter Katelnikoff
President of the Holiday Park CommunityAssociation



TO HIS WORSHIP THE MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF CITY COUNCIL

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

FROM:

Lalena Simon
3141 11th St. W.
Saskatoon
Saskatchewan
S7M lKl

EMAIL ADDRESS:

lalenak@hotmail.com

COMMENTS:

CityCouncilWebForm
January 04,201211:19 AM
City Council
Write a Letter to City Council

-2000- 5-

CdY)

RECEIVED
JAN 04 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I am writing in regards to the wind turbine and asking that it NOT be placed on the landfill,
or anywhere close to residential areas, PLEASE!!! I live in Montgomery and love the
neighbourhood, my biggest concern is the noise that will be emitted from this .•. I already am
sensitive to low frequency noise, and I am afraid that this will cause me to loose more
sleep, resulting in more frequent headaches and daily anxiety attacks. Please don't do this
to me! lam not wanting to leave the area, my kids started school here, we love our large
yard and mature trees ... I do not want to have to move, especially to an area where I can see
into 5 neighbour's backyards! I am afraid that if you put the wind turbine too close to
residents that we will all suffer, maybe not from the obvious noise or vibrations, but the
land values and prices of our homes will drop. Nobody wants this!!! If you still feel that
this is a good idea, and put it up at the landfill, I will get sick and be forced to move and
wont get a fair price for my home ... And who will. want to live hear anyway? Would you buy a
home near a wind turbine? We will have to sell for less than fair market value, and then wont
be able to afford a new home ... Think about it, put yourself in my place and do the right
thing! Treat people the way you want to be treated, make everyone happy, put the money
towards something useful(maybe solar power?). Thank you for taking the time to read this.

1
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CITY CLJ;RK'S OFFICS
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From: Carmen Krogh [mailto:krogh@email.toast.netl
Sent: Thursday, JanuaryOS, 2012 5:38 AM
To: Hudson, Kevin (Saskatoon Light & Power); Lorje, Pat (City Councillor)
Cc: Roger & Barb Biddle
Subject: Update - adverse health effects and industrial wind turbines

Hello Mr. Hudson,

Thank you for forwarding my message of January 1, 2012 to the Mayor and Council of Saskatoon. This was

appreciated.

Attached, is a response from Eric Gillespie, lawyer, regarding the HGC Report of December 2010, recently

released by the Ontario Minister of Environment.

This may be helpful with respect to the deliberations of the Council, City of Saskatoon.

Once again, I ask that you forward this to the Mayor and Council of the City. Thank you for this.

Yours truly,

Carmen Krogh, BScPharm () .

Ontario \ \ '1~ (D{ 'N\Ct.C ?-d )~e-~
'(,\\ct\Of) OW \:::00 ~~

1
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Canada
Fax 416 3276754
cbentley.mpp@liberal.o1a.org
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Canada
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ccu.moh@ontario.ca, dmatthews.mpp@liberal,ola.org
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Dear Sirs/Madams:

Re: Ministry of the Environment Web Page. "The Sound of Science"

Weare the solicitors for WindConcerns Ontario ("WCO"). WCO has analysed the contents of
the Ministry of Environment ("MOE") web page"Thesoundofscience":
http://www.ene.gov.on.calenvirontllCllt/enJbloglSTDPROD089377.html. (the"MOEWeb
Page") initially postedon August31, 20II. j

The apparent purposeof the MOEWeb Page is to "educate" the public on matters related to
windturbine noiseexposure and humanhealth. As part of its mandate, government is .
responsible for providing citizens with accurate and appropriate information so theycanprotect
themselves and/ortheir health. 2 Furthermore, the Renewable EnergyApproval ("REA")process
requires full and accurate disclosure of anypotential healtheffects of renewable energy projects.
It appears the MOE Web Pagecommunication doesnot fulfill these responsibilities. At the
request of our clientwe are advising you that theMOE WebPagecontains content which is
inaccurate and/orcould be viewed as negligent misrepresentation(s).

TheMOEWebPagestates "Ontario law requires windturbine developments adhere to a 40
decibel noise limit... " 3 This statement is inaccurate. As youshould be aware, Ontario wind
turbine noiseguideline limits permit, 4 andprojects are being approved for noise levels of up to

. 5LdBA at a defined noisereceptor. 5

Furthermore Ontario wind turbine noise guideline limits are only applicable at defined noise
receptors. Consequently wind turbine noise is unregulated on private andpublicproperty
(spaces) where there is no defined noise receptor.

The MOE Web Page contentalsoappears to inferthe World HealthOrganization ("WHO")
accepts a wind turbinesound pressure level of40 decibels is protective of human health. 6

During 2011 Ontario Environmental ReviewTribunal 7 ("ERT") hearings expertwitnesses,
including the lead authorof the ChiefMedical Officer of Health 2010report, 8 agreed that the

I.Thesound of science"(MOE Web Page) located at
!illll:llwww:ene.S(lV.Oi\.caJenl'i!'OIilllcliilenlbloWSTD]'ROD 089377.lilml [citedNovember 20, 2011)
2 HealthCanada. (2004). Canadian handbookon health impactassessment: Vol.I. The basics.A reportof the
FederallProvinciallTerritorial Committee on Environmental and Occupational Health. Retrieved from
bI!n:llwww.wllo.intilila/l(jQISftoblkillwholl;"063/eillindex.1i1m[
3 The soundof science"(MOE Web Page) locatedat
~n:IIWww;clle.l\Ov.on.cli/cnvlroillnelifleli/hlo!\ISrbj>ROD 089377.hlllli. [citedNovember20, 20I I)

Noise Guidelines for WindFarms, Interpretation for Applying MOENPC Publications to WindPowerGeneration
Facilities,Ministryof the Environment, October2008
s Renewable EnergyApproval Number 7988-8AVKM5 Issue Date:November 1020 I0,
6 Thesound of science"(MOE Web Page)located at
!lttp:llwww.cne.gov.on.calenvironnienl/cn/blogfSTDl.ROD 089377Jlllltl [citedNovember20, 20II)
7 Erickson v. Director, Ministryof theEnvironment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122.
Retrieved fromhttp://www.ell.gov.on.calenglishldecisions/index.htm
8 Erickson v, Director, Ministryof theEnvironment, Environmental CaseNos. 10·121 and 10·122,Transcript of Dr.
G. Rachamin, Mar, 4, 201I
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WHO 40 dBAnoise limit was not established based on research relatedto windturbine noise but
ratherroad, rail andaircraft noise. 9, 10, 11, 12

A review and searchofthe WHO 2009 NightNoise Guidelines B (WHO, 2009) revealed no
evidence whichsupports the position that WHO (2009) considered windturbine noise. For
example, the word "wind" only appears oncein WHO (2009) and not in the contextof wind
turbines. 14, IS Furthermore noneof leading peel' reviewed articleson windturbinenoise and
health arc referenced ill WHO (2009). 16

The MOEWeb Page also states: "To help put Ontario's noise requirements inperspective, we've
developed an online simulation comparing various sound levels" 17 and invites visitors to watch
the videocontent. The video soundpurporting to represent 40 decibels does not appear to be the
soundof a wind turbine but ratherappears to be thebackground noiseof the soundbooth. Based
on scientifically peer reviewed andpublished research it is expected that human perception of;
and response to; windturbinesoundat 40 decibels will be markedly different than it will be for
othercommon sources of sound. 18 The content of the MOEWeb Page is not an accurate or
meaningful demonstration of windturbine soundat 40 decibels and couldbe could beviewed as
negligent misrepresentation.

Evidence and experttestimony provided during a 2011 Ontario Environmental Review Tribunal
("ERT") confirmed wind turbines can harmhumanhealth. The July 18,2011 ERT Decision
states:

This casehas successfully shownthat the debateshouldnot be simplified to oneabout
whether wind turbines can causeharmto humans. The evidence presented to the
Tribunal demonstrates that they can,if facilities are placedtoo close to residents. The
debatehas now evolved to one of degree. 19

9 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122, Transcript of 01'.
D. Shepherd, Feb,9, 2011
10 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122, Transcript of
01'. Christophel' Hanning, Feb, 11,201 t
11 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of 01'. R. Mclvlurtry, Feb, 16,201l,
12Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, CaseNos. 10-121 and 10·122, Transcript of Dr.W. Colby,
Mar,29,2011,
13 World HealthOrganization, NightNoise Guidelines for Europe, 2009
14Erickson v, Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10.122,
Transcript of Dr. C. Ollson, Mal', 22,2011, p. 1091. 6 to I. 14
"Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr.C. Ollson, Mal', 22,2011, p. 1121. 2 to I. 5
16 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr.C. Ollson, Mar,22, 2011, p. 109, I.6 to p. 113, I. 15
17Thesound ofselence"(MOEWebPage) located at
!.tJm;fLWW\v.elle.gov.oll.cMenvironllienl/cn/hloI!/StbPROl) 089377.html [cited November 20, 20(1)
taPedersen, E., Bakker, R., Bouma, J.. & vanden Berg, F. (2009), Response to noisefront modem wind farms in the
Netherlands, Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, 126,634-643.
19 Erickson v. Director, Ministry ofthc Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10·121 and 10-122.
Rctrieved from http://www.ert.gov.on.calenglish/decisionslindex.htm
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At the request of om client we are providing the following references to assist the MOEin
fulfilling its responsibilities to fully and accurately describe any negative effects on health and
safety. The references set out in this letterreflect generally accepted acoustical andpsycho
acoustic principles. The references also include ERT evidence and/ortestimony provided by
witnesses for the Respondents at the ERThearing (theMinistry of Environment, Suncor Energy
Services Inc.).

Respondent witnesses, Drs. GeoffLeventhall andDavidColby, bothtestifiedthat they intended
to partici~ate in theFourth International Meeting on WindTurbine Noise from April 12-14,
2011. 20, I The Wind Turbine Noise (2011) post-conference reportstates:

The maineffectof daytime wind turbine noise is annoyance. The night time effectis
sleepdisturbance. Thesemaylead to stressrelated illnessin somepeople. Workis
required in understanding whylow levels of windturbine noisemay produce affects
whichare greaterthanmight be expected fromtheir levels."22

ERT witnesses for boththe Respondents and the Appellants provided evidence and/ortestimony
whichacknowledged wind turbinesoundin Ontario "will" causeannoyance, which is expected
to result in stress related health impacts in someindividuals.

For example Dr. GeoffLeventhall, ERT witness for Suncor Energy Services Inc., testified that
somepeoplewill be annoyed blJ the soundof windturbines at sound pressure levels permitted in
Ontario windturbineprojects. 3 [Emphasis added]

Dr. Christophel' Ollson, ERT witness for Suncor Energy Services Inc., provided evidence and/or
testimony that wind turbine induced annoyance and sleepdisturbance occur at soundpressure
levelsabove and below40 dBA. 24

Recently published peer reviewed articles document individuals living in the environs (i,e, within
2km)of windturbines report lowerquality of life and/orreduced sleepqualityand/orsleep
disturbance. 25 , 26, 27

'0 Erickson v. Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr.G. Leventhall, Mar, 11,2011
21 Erickson v.Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122, Transcript of 01'. W.Colby,
Mar,29,201 I,
22WindTurbine Noise. (2011). Postconference report. Retrieved from ..... .
hitp:/lIVww.conflVeb.orglwl1l20I IIindO)(.\'hp?optioll=comeoIIIent& vlew=.rtIeIe&Id~70:teport&calid~35:illf01' mati
on
" Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr. G. Leventhall, Mar, 11,2011
24 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122, Witness
Statement of Dr. Christopher Ollson, January17,201I
"Krogh, CME, (2011), Indnstrial Wind Turbine Development andLoss of Social JusticesBulletin of Science
Teclmology & Society 2011 31: 321,DOl:. 10. U77102704676 11412550,htlp://bst.sag'lllub.com/con(ent/3IW321
26 Krogh, CME, Gillis, L, Kouwen•.N,and Ammini, J, (20II), WindVOiCe, a Selt~Rcporlinll Survey: Adverse
Health Effects, Industrial WindTurbines, nnd theNeedfor Vtgllancc Monitoring, Bulletin of Science Technology &
Society 2011 31:334,DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412551, !!!W:/lbsl.sngepilb.eom/eonhmt!JI/4/334
21 Shepherd 0, McBride D, Welch D,DirksKN,HillEM. Evaluating the impact of'wind turbine noiseon health
related quality of life.NoiseHealth2011 ;13:333-9.
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Peer reviewed findings that windturbines in the vicinity canlower quality of life of individuals
is supported by a Canadian WindEnergy Association ("CanWEA") media release, The October
14,2011 CanWEA mediarelease acknowledges windturbines in the vicinity can cause
annoyance forsome individuals, The CanWEA mediarelease acknowledges annoyance can
have"a significant impacton an individual's quality of life", The CanWEAmediarelease
further advises affected individuals that "it is important" theyobtainthe services of medical
professionals (i.e. consulttheirdoctor). 28

ERT witnesses for both the Respondents andthe Appellants also provided evidence and/or
testimony whichacknowledged annoyance, stress and sleep disturbance to be adverse health
effects,

The MOEalsocommissioned and submitted into evidence a reportprepared by HOC
Engineering. The report refers to existing Ontario windturbine regulations and noiseguidelines
and states:

The audible soundfromwind turbines, at the levels experienced at typical receptor
distances in Ontario, is nonetheless expected to result in a nontrivial percentage of
persons beinghighly annoyed, As withsoundsfrom manysources, research has shown
that annoyance associated with soundfrom windturbines can be expected to contribute to
stress related health impacts in somepersons. 29

ERTwitnesses for both the Respondents and theAppellants provided evidence and/ortestimony
whichacknowledges wind turbinesoundmaycause annoyance which may result in sleep
disturbance and stress, For example a report (coauthored byERT witnesses Drs.DavidColby,
Geoff'Leventhall, and RobertMcCunney) attributes reported windturbine symptoms (sleep
disturbance, headache, tinnitus,ear pressure, dizziness, vertigo, nausea, visual blurring,
tachycardia, irritability, problems with concentration andmemory, and panicattack episodes
associated with sensations of internal pulsation 01' quivering whenawake01' asleep) to be the
"well known stress effects of exposure to noise." 30

ERTwitnesses for both the Respondents and theAppellants provided evidence and/ortestimony
which acknowledge the reported wind turbine symptoms canbe expected to be created via
indirect pathways. 3t, 32

"The Canadian Wind EnergyAssociation, October 14,2011, The Canadian Wind EnergyAssociation responds to
October14,2011 statement by WindConcerns Ontario, Retrieved from
Iltlp:f/www.Mllwea.calnled in/reiease/release e,phl''lnewsld"'133
"Howe GnslIiicler ChapnikLlmlted, (20jO,Deccm~er), Low frequency noiseandinfrasound associated with wind
turbine generator systems: A literature review' (Final draft, Rfp No,Oss-078696), Misslssauga, Ontario, Canada:
Ministry of the Environment. Ontario Ministry of Environment Disclosure Document # 34· Erickson v, Director,
Ministry of the Environment (10-121 and 10-122)
30 Colby, W,D" Dobie,R" Levcnthall, G" Lipscomb, D. M" McCunney, R, J" Seilo, M. T" & Sendergaard, B.
(2009,December), Wind turbine sound and health effects: Anexpertpanel review. Washington, DC:American
WindEnergy Association and Canadian Wind Energy Association. [1', 4-3, 4-9,4-10,5-3]Ontario Ministry of
Enviromnent Dlsclosure Document #23 - Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment (10-121 and 10-122)
31 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos, 10-121 and 10-122,
Supplementary Witness Statement ofWilllamDavidColby, MSc, MD, FRCP(C), Exhibit 52,
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ERT witnesses for both the Respondents and the Appellants provided evidence and/or testimony
that acknowledge soundpressure levels(i.e. decibels) are not the mainconsideration when
assessing noisehealth impacts acting via indirect pathways.

For example Dr. Colby, witness for MOE, testified underoath:

I believe that there is no specific wind turbine syndrome, that there canbe stresseffects
in lowlevels a/noise. But I've made it abundantly clear from mytestimony earliertoday
that the noise level is not the only01' the main - even the main variable thatcauses that.
33 (Emphasis added)

Dr. Leventhall, calledby the proponent Suncor, provided evidence which states:

Noiseis multidimensional. A one dimensional view of noise is the A - weighting, which
considers only levelsand neglects frequencies. Another one-dimensional view is to
consider only frequencies and neglect levels. Developing the dimensions further, two
dimensions include bothfrequency and level (the spectrum), three dimensions adds in the
timevariations of the noise, whilsthigher dimensions include subjective response. 34

The content of the MOE Web Page onlyconsiders the soundpressure level (i.e. decibels)
dimension, 35 omitting discussion of the frequency, time variation and subjective response
dimensions of windturbine sound.

ERT witnesses for both the Respondents and the Appellants provided evidence and/ortestimony,
including evidence from peer-reviewed published journals,which acknowledge windturbine
sound is perceived to be moreanno~ing than transportation noiseor industrial noiseat
comparable soundpressure levels. 6 [Emphasis added]

ERTwitnesses for both the Respondents and/or theAppellants provided evidence and/or
testimony whichindicate plausible causesof windturbine health effects include windturbine
soundcharacteristics such as amplitude modulation and/orimpulse noiseand/oraudible low

Jl Erickson v, Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Witness Statement of Dr. R. Mclvlurtry, January 16,2011
33 Erickson v. Director, Minish)'ofthe Environment, CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-]22,Transcript of Dr. W. Colby,
Mar,29,2011,
" Leventhall G. Infrasound from wind turbines: fact,fiction or deception. CanAcoust. 2006;34(2):29-36.,
"The sound of science" (MOEWebPage)located at
Jjilj,:llww\V;i",,,,·sov;on.co/ejlVironlllentlcn/biog!STDI'ROb '.'089377.html [cited November 20,20II)
"Pedersen, E.,Bakker, R., Bouma, J., & vanden Berg, F. (2009), Response to noise from modern wind farms in the
Netherlands, Journal of the Acoustical Society of America, 126,634-643.
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frequency soundand/orinfrasound and/or tonality and/orlackof night-time abatement." ,38 ,39,
40 41 42 43, , ,

Dr. alison, on Suncor's behalf, provided evidence stating "What is clear is that somepeople
livingnearwindturbines experience annoyance due to windturbines. Swishing, whistling,
resounding andpulsating/throbbing werethe soundcharacteristics that weremosthighly
correlated withannoyance by wind turbine noise among respondents who noticed the noise
outside theirdwellings." 44 The MOE WebPagevideos omitdemonstration of annoying wind
turbine soundcharacteristics acknowledged by Dr. alison andotherERT witnesses,

Dr.Leventhall, on the proponentSuncor's behalf, provided evidence whichdiscusses wind
turbine amplitude modulation (i.e. fluctuating swish) and states:

Attention shouldbe focused on the audio frequency fluctuating swish, which somepeople
mayweI/find to bevery disturbing andstressful, depending on its level. The usual
equivalent level measurements and analyses are incomplete, as thesemeasurements are
takenovera time periodwhichis much longer than the fluctuation periodand
information on the fluctuations is lost.A time varying soundis more annoying thana
steadysoundofthe same average levelandthis is accountedfor by reducing the
permitted levelofwind turbine noise. 45 [Emphasis added]

Dr. Colby-onthe MOE's behalf, also provided evidence which discusses windturbine amplitude
modulation (i.e, swoosh) stating:

It appears that there is no specific WindTurbine Syndrome, but thereare stress effects
from low levels of noise, eitherhighfrequency 01' lowfrequency noise,whichaffect a

37 Erickson v.Director, Ministry ofthe Environmenl, Environmental Decision CaseNos, 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr.G. Rachamin, Mar, 4, 2011
38 Erickson v. Director, Ministry oflhe Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122, Dr.
Colby'spresentation toNovaScotiaDepartment of Energy on March 4,2010, Exhibit90, p,9p. 18 andp. 29
"Erickson v, Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr. K, Mundt, Mar,22, 2011
40 Erickson v,Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr.C, Ollson, Mal', 22, 2011
41 Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited, (2010,December). Low frequency noise and infrasound associated with wind
turbine generator systems: A literature review (Final draft, RfpNo,Oss-078696). Mississauga, Ontario, Canada:
Ministry of theEnvironment, Ontario Ministry of Environment Disclosure Document # 34 - Erickson v. Director,
Ministry oflhe Environment (10-121 and 10-122)
42 Erickson v. Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Witness Statement of Dr. R. McMurtry, January 16,2011
43 Erickson v.Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Bnvironmcntal Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of'Dr, R. ThomeFeb. 9, 2011
44Erickson v, Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Case Nos, 10-121 and 10-122, Witness
Statement of Dr.Christopher Ollson, January 17,2011
4S"Infrasound from Wind Turbines: Fact,Fiction or Deception?" by Dr.Leventhall, Exhibit 54, p, 34,para. 4
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smallnumberof people. It is the audible swoosh- swoosh which, whenit occurs, is the
cause, not infrasound or low frequency noise."46 [Emphasis added]

For otherforms of industrial noise Ontario regulations specify a +5 dB adjustment for a project
that contains an audible cyclicvariation in soundlevel suchas beating or other amplitude
modulation. 47 [Emphasis added] The 5 dB adjustment for amplitude modulation is not applied
to Ontario wind farms despite the acknowledgement, by SuncorEnergy Services Inc. andMOE
witnesses, that wind turbine amplitude modulation is the cause of noise induced stresseffects.

Counsel for SuncorEnergy Services Inc. submitted into evidence a reference authored by Dr.
GeoffLeventhall. In the reference Dr. Leventhalliistswindturbine symptoms documented by
Dr. Nina Pierpontwhichincludesleepdisturbance, headache, tinnitus, ear pressure, dizziness,
vertigo, nausea, visual blurring, tachycardia, irritability, problems with concentration and
memory, and panic episodes associated withsensations of internal pulsation or quivering when
awake or asleep. Dr. Leventhall then states "I am happy to acceptthesesymptoms, as theyhave
been knownto me for many years as the symptoms of extreme psychological stress from
environmental noise, particuiarly lowfrequency noise." 48 [Emphasis added]

In reference to low frequency noiserecentpeer reviewed research confirms that for modern wind
turbines:

It is thus beyond any doubt that the low-frequency part of the spectrum playsan
important role in the noise at the neighbours. 49 [Emphasis added]

Dr. Kenneth Mundt, ERT witness for SuncorEnergy Services Inc., testified underoaththat
basedonhis interpretation of the synthesized evidence and the scientific publications the
literature suggests the reported windturbine healtheffects, such as sleeplessness andheadache,
are related to audiblelow frequency noise. so .

Internal MOE correspondence obtained through a Freedom ofInformationrequest; describe low
frequency noisefrom windturbineprojects in Ontario creating uninhabitable living conditions,
resulting in "sleep deprivation" and in somecases individuals abandoning their homes.

Mr. Brian Howe, ERTwitness for MOE, testified underoath regarding low frequency noise:

... ifyou are goingto have an issuewith lowfrequency sounds, it's muchmore likely to
be in the insideof the home and, in fact, you can get instances where the starsare aligned
against you and you have a window that because of the resonant natureof the window,

46 Dr.Colby'spresentation to Nova ScotiaDepartment of Energy on March 4, 2010, Exhibit 90,p, 18andp. 29
47 Ministry ofthe Environment, Ontario. (n.d.), Publication NPC·I04: Sound level adjustments. Toronto, Ontario,
Canada:
48 Dr.Leventhall, (2009), "WindTurbine Syndrome, an Appraisal," Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the
Envlronment (10·121 find 10.122) Exhibit 55 submitted by Suncor EnergyServicesInc.
"MOlleI',B., & Pedersen, C.S. (2011). Low-frequency noisefrom large wind turbines. Journal of the Acoustical
Society of America, 129,3727·3744.
50 Transcrip! ofDr. KiMundt,Mar,22, 20II,
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actually amplifies the soundat thoselow frequencies. Andso I don't think there's any
question if you hear of complaints indoors, then that's a potential concemand obviously
shouldbe taken seriously. 5

Research confirms low frequency noise, in general, does notneed to be considered "loud"for it
to causeannoyance and irritation 52 and can cause" .. .Imrncnse suffering to thosewhoare
unfortunate to be sensitive to low frequency noise ... ." 53 Chronic psycho-physiological damage
mayresult from long-term exposure to low-level lowfrequencynoise. 5·1

Due to public concerns Danish authorities are in theprocess of developing regulations for wind
turbinelow frequency noise insideof homes.

The MOEcommissioned and submitted intoERT evidence a report prepared by HGC
Engineering. The HGC Engineering report explicitly states in its recommendations:

Sinceit is evident that complaints related to low frequency noise fromwindturbines
oftenarisefrom the characteristics of the soundimpact indoors, and since the indoor low
frequency sound levels and frequency spectra can differmarkedly from thoseoutdoors, it
is recommended that the MOEconsider adopting or developing a protocol to provide
guidance for addressing such complaints. 55

Currently Ontario does not have regulations to protect individuals from the effects of wind
turbine amplitude modulation andlorlow frequency noise.

Consultants for the MOE,Aercoustics Engineering Limited, state:

Sound emissions from operating wind farms frequently giverise to noisecomplaints.
Mostcompliance-based noiseaudits measure hourly "A't-wcighted Leq, thereby
removing the low-frequency contents of the wind turbine sound. The metric is also
insensitive to amplitude modulation and is unsatisfactory when sensitive receptor are
annoyed by the low frequency soundand amplitude modulation. 56

"Transcript of Mr. B. H?we,March:lQ, 2011,
" DeGagne et al., Incorporuling.Lcw Frequency Noise Legislation for the Energy Industry in Alberta, Canada
Source:Joumal ofLow'Frcqlle,icyNoi~e, Vibration andActive Control, Volume 27, Number 2, September 2008,
fp·!05:t20(16) , , . ' •
.A Rcvlewof'Publishcd research on Low h'cqllency NOise and lisEtlccl$, Dr. GeoffLeventhall et.al., May2003,

SJLilvc'llhallHG. Lowfrequency noiseandannoyance, NoiseHealth (serial online] 2004[cited 2009 Dec31];6:59.
72. Avallable: fi'om: huj..lIwww.noiscandhcahh.orgitext.asp72Q04/6123/59/31663:
"Howe Gastmeier Chapnik Limited, L9w Frequency NoiseAnd Infrasound Associated With Wind Turbine
Generator Systems A Literature Review Ontario Ministry OfThe Environment RfpNo. Oss-078696 Final Draft,
December 10,20I0,
S!'Richarzr W., Rloharz, II., and (lall\~ino, T., (2QU), Correlating vel')' lowfrequency sound pulseto audible wind
turbine soifud,Acl'coll$tiGe~Eugiuecring Limited, Onrario, Canada, Rome Conference Fourth International Meeting
on WindTurblne Noise Rome Italy 12-14 April201 I



10

Current Ontario guidelines are based on the A-Weighted Leq metric 57 and consequently can be
considered unsatisfactory to protectindividuals fromthe health impacts of windturbine
amplitude modulation and/orlow frequency noise.

In closing, nowthat MOEis in possession of thisinformation, as part of its responsibility to fully
and accurately describehealth issues related to renewable energy projects in Ontario, our client
respectfully requests that inaccurate andlormisleading content contained on the MOEWeb Page
be updated using full and accurate information.

In addition we trust the foregoing information will be provided whenever you are
communicating with members of the publicon healthmatters duringthe Renewable Energy
Approval(s) process. In our respectful view, amongst otherthings, MOE's failure to include
such information couldbe viewed as negligent misrepresentation and be actionable.

Should you have any questions or require additional information please advise.

Yours very truly,

ERIC K. GILLESPIE
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

Eric K. Gillespie
EKG/am

c: Ms DorisDumais
Director, Approvals Program
Environmental Assessment and Approvals Branch
Ministryofthe Environment
Floor 12A, 2 St. Clair Avenue West
Toronto, ON M4V IL5
Fax 4163148457
doris.dumais@ontario.ca

"Ministry ofthe Environment, Ontario, Noise Guidelines200S,
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OITY CLERK'S OFFICE

Mann. Janice

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Attachments:

Mann, Janice (Clerks)
January 06,20128:55 AM
Mann, Janice (Cierks)
FW: Adverse health effects and industrial wind turf!g~,;;,£.iil1~.u~~:£'l!~IIl/,Qd1ip and
Ci~J Council
2011-10-18 - Presentation - WIND - EN FINAL [2].pdf; Senate_List....oCAttachments October
18 2011.pdf; WCO - Letter to Ministers - REVISED - 11 11 23.pdf;
APPEC_-_LetteUo_WPD_re_White_Pines_Project_-_11-11-08[1 ].pdf;
NSW_WindJarm_Guidelines_Web_Dec2011.pdf

From: carmen Krogh [mailto:krogh@email.toast.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 01, 2012 10:24 AM
To: Hudson, Kevin (Saskatoon Light & Power); Lorje, Pat (City Councillor)
Cc: Roger & Barb Biddle
Subject: [SPAM] - Adverse health effects and industrial wind turbines - please acknowledge receipt of this message 
Found word(s) report pharmaceuticals medical pharmaceuticals medical medical pharmaceuticals in the Text body

Mayor and Council
City of Saskatoon

Mr. Kevin Hudson
City of Saskatoon
Kevin.Hudson@Saskatoon.ca .

Ms Pat Lorjc, Councillor, Ward 2
City of Saskatoon,
Pat.lorje@saskatoon.ca

December 31, 20 II

To the Mayor and Council, City of Saskatoon and other interested parties

Re: Adverse Health Effects and Industrial Wind Turbines

I am writing to share the experiences in Ontario regarding the serious risks to health that can occur when
industrial wind turbines are sited in close proximity to residents. Please forward this letter and the attachments
to the Mayor and Council members for consideration.

I am a volunteer and self support research and other activities such as education regarding the science related to
this topic, including meeting with authorities, locally, provincially and federally. I have presented the science in
many venues in Ontario, and in Vermont, Quebec, Alberta, Saskatchewan (2010) and California.

On December 6 and 7, 20 II, I had the opportunity to make several presentations in Saskatoon on this topic, and
to meet with the Executive Director, Mr. Kotyk, Ministry of Environment (Saskatchewan) and Ms Lorje,
Councillor.

As background, I have held senior executive positions at a teaching hospital, a professional organization and
Health Canada (PMRA). I am a former Director of Publications and Editor in Chief of the Compendium of
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Pharmaceuticals and Specialties (CPS), the book used by physicians, nurses, and health professionals for
prescribing information in Canada. I also was responsible for other books and a professional journal.

Through contact with those experiencing adverse health effects which were correlated with the onset of
industrial wind turbine operations, I became concerned and decided to research the risk to health.

A colleague and I initiated a self reporting health survey in March 2009. WindVOiCe (Wind Vigilance for
Ontario Communities) follows the principles for Health Canada's Canada Vigilance Programs for self
reporting suspected adverse events for prescription and consumer products, vaccines and other. The results of
this research have been published in a special edition of a peer reviewed scientific journal. [i][I] Under Canada
Vigilance Programs, one does not have to prove the adverse event, only suspect it.

I have also researched the societal impacts relating to this topic. This article has also been published in a peer
reviewed journal. [ii][2]

There is ample evidence regarding the health risks associated with industrial wind turbines.

Nine peer reviewed articles have been published in a special edition of the scientific journal, Bulletin of
Science.Technology and Society (BSTS). These articles explore the health and social impacts ofIWT
installations. [iii][3] , [iv][4] , [v][5] , [vi][6] , [vii][7] , [viii][8] , [ix][9] , [x][IO], [xi][ll] Other peer reviewed
articles have been summarized in the attached summary which I presented to the Standing Senate Committee on
Energy, the Environment and Natural Resources, October 18, 2011.

The Ontario Enviromnental Review Tribunal Decision, July 18,2011 stated:

"This case has successfully shown that the debate should not be simplified to one about whether wind
turbines can cause harm to humans. The evidence presented to the Tribumll demonstrates that they can,
iffacilities are placed too close to residents. The debate has now evolved to one of degree." [xii][12]

A Freedom of Information request from the Ontario Ministry of Enviromnent notes:

"It appears compliance with the minimum setbacks and the noise study approach currently being used to
approve the siting ofWTGs will result or likely result in adverse effects ... " [xiii][13] A copy of the
documents are available at www.windyleaks.com

The Wind Turbine Sound and Health Effects - An Expert Panel Review - December 2009 notes that: wind
turbine sound/noise may cause annoyance [po 5-3], stress [po 4-3, 4-10] and sleep disturbance [po 4-3],
which may have other consequences [po 4-3, 4-10] [xiv][14] Annoyance may seem oflittle consequence in
everyday language; however, in clinical terms it has negative health consequences. The term annoyance is
acknowledged as an adverse health effect by World Health Organization. [xv][15]

With respect to The Potential Health Impact ofWind Turbines (ChiefMedical Officer ofHealth (CMOH)
Ontario Report) - May 2010, the Environmental Review Tribunal expressed concerns:

" ... about the Director's apparent lack of consideration of indirect health effects and the need for further
work on the MOE's practice ofprecaution... " [xvi][16]

To assist with the understanding ofthe indirect pathway, please note the World Health Organization noise
schema below. [xvii][17] Symptoms being reported are through the indirect pathway. Testimony under oath
during the Environmental Review Tribunal acknowledged that the indirect pathway was not considered by the
CMOH. [xviii][18]
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That there is no evidence of a "direct" causal link is misleading as shown by the noise schema. The indirect
pathway of noise annoyance, sleep disturbance and stress leads to consequences (cardiac). When someone
quotes "direct" they are missing a significant part of the equation eg indirect effects.
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Some have referenced that World Health Organization Noise Guidelines (2009) recommend a 40 dB noise level
for industrial wind turbines; however, this is an incorrect interpretation of the WHO guidelines. The WHO
guidelines are based on road, rail and air craft noise, not on industrial wind turbine noise. Peer reviewed
research dating from 2004 to 2010 has shown wind turbine noise is more annoying than these three types of
noise. Therefore the premise of 40 dB applying to wind turbines is not justified - research [xix][19] and MOE
field officer [xx][20] propose 30 to 32 dB.

To conclude, the Ontario guidelines regarding industrial wind turbines are not protective of health as had been
expected. A December 2010 report commissioned by the Ontario Ministry of Environment and submitted as
evidence during the Environmental Review Tribunal and just recently released by the Ministry notes:

"The audible sound from wind turbines, at the levels experienced at typical receptor distances in
Ontario, is nonetheless expected to result in a non-trivial percentage ofpersons being highly annoyed.
As with sounds from many sources, research has shown that annoyance associated with sound from
wind turbines can be expected to contribute to stress related health impacts in some persons." [xxi][2l]

During 2011, there has been significant progress regarding the harm that can occur when industrial wind
turbines are sited too close to residents. Please consider the Australian movement towards a minimum 2 kin
setback (see Senate slides attached for references).

The attached references should be helpful regarding the proposed project in Saskatoon.

If I can assist regarding this topic, please do not hesitate to contact me.
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Thank you for giving this matter your consideration.

Respectfully submitted,

Ms Carmen Krogh, BScPharm
Ontario
lcrogh@email.toast.net

Copy
Ms B. Biddle
b.r.biddle@sasktel.net

Attachments:

Senate presentation
List of peer reviewed articles
NSW Australia, wind farm guidelines
Legal opinions (2)

[i][1] Krogh, CME, Gillis, L, Kouwen, N, and Aramini, J, (2011), WindVOiCe, a Self-Reporting Survey: Adverse Health Effects,
Industrial Wind Turbines, and the Need for Vigilance Monitoring, Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 334, DOl:
10.1177/0270467611412551, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/334
[ii][2] Krogh, CME, (20 II), Industrial Wind Turbine Development and Loss ofSocial Justice? Bulletin of Science Technology &
Society 2011 31: 321, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412550, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/321
[iii][3] Krogh, CME, (2011), Industrial Wind Turbine Development and Loss of Social Justice? Bulletin ofScience Technology &
Society 2011 31: 321, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412550, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/321
[iv][4] Krogh, CME, Gillis, L, Kouwen, N, and Aramini, J, (2011), WiudVOiCe, a Self-Reporting Survey: Adverse Health Effects,
Industrial Wind Turbines, and the Need for Vigilance Monitoring, Bulletin of Science Technology & Society 20 II 31: 334, DOl:
10.1177/0270467611412551, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/334
[V][5] Mclvlurtry, RY, Toward a Case Definition of Adverse Health Effects in the Environs of Industrial Wind Turbines: Facilitating a
Clinical Diagnosis, Bulletin of Science Teclmology & Society 20 II 31: 316, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611415075,
Ilttp://bst.sagepub.com/coutent/3114/316
[vi][6] Salt, AN, aud Kaltenbach, JA, (2011) Infrasound From Wind Turbines Could Affect Humans, Bulletin of Science Technology
& Society 2011 3 I: 296, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412555, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/296
[vii][7] Shain, M, (2011), Public Health Ethics, Legitimacy, and the Challenges oflndustrial Wind Turbines: The Case of Ontario,
Canada, Bulletin of Science Technology & Society, 201131: 256, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412552,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3 1/4/346
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[viii][8] Bronzaft, AL, (2011) The Noise From Wind Turbines: Polential Adverse Impacts on Children's Well-Being, Bulletin of
Science Technology & Society 20 II 31: 256,
DOl: 10.'1177/0270467611412548, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/291

[ix][9] Harrison, JP, (2011), wind Turbine Noise, Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 20 II 31: 256, DOl:
10.1177/0270467611412549, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/256

[x][10] Phillips, CV, (2011), Properly Interpreting the Epidemiologic Evidence About the Health Effects oflndustrial Wind Turbines
on Nearby Residents, Bulletin of Science Technology & Society 2011 31: 303, DOl: 10.1l77/02704676ll412554,
http://bst.sagepub.comlcontent/31/4/303

[xi] [I 1] Thorne, B, (2011), The Problems With "Noise Numbers" for Wind Farm Noise Assessment,
Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 262, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412557,
http://bst.sagepub.comlcontent/31/4/262

[xii][12] Case Nos.: 10-121110-122 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment Environmental Review Tribunal, Decision, p
207

[xiii][I3] MOE memorandum, Ontario Senior Environmental Officer, April 9, 2010

[XiV][14] Colby, W. D., Dobie, R., Leventhall, G., Lipscomb, D. M., McCunney, R. J., Seilo, M. T., & Sendergaard, B. (2009). Wind
turbine sound and health effects: An expert panel review 2009. Prepared for American Wind Energy Association and Canadian Wind
Energy Association.
http://www.canwea.calpdfltalkwind/Wind_Turbine_Sound_and_Health_Effects.pdf

[xV][15] Health Canada. (2005). Community noise annoyance. Retrieved from http://www.hc-sc.gc.calhl-vs/iyh-vsv/life
vie/community-urbain-eng.php#he
[xvi][16] Case Nos.: 10-121/10-122 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment Environmental Review Tribunal, Decision, p
206

[xvii][17] World Health Organization, Night Noise Guidelines for Europe, 2009
http://www.emo.who.int/lnformationSources/Publications/Catalogue/20090904_12

[xviii][18] Case Nos.: 10-121/10-122 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment Transcript of Dr. G. Rachamin, Mar, 4,
2011 [1] p. 2ll, [2] p. 216

[xiX][19] Thome, B, (2011), The Problems With "Noise Numbers" for Wind Farm Noise Assessment,
Bulletin of Science Technology & Society 20ll 31: 262, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412557,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/262

[xx][20] MOE memorandum, Ontario Senior Environmental Officer, April 9, 2010

[xxi][21] HGC (2010) Low frequency Noise and Infrasound Associated with Wind Turbine Generation Systems, A Literature
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PEER REVIEWED: ABSTRACTS AND CITATIONS

August 2011 Special Edition, Part I:
Wind/arms, Communities and Ecosystems,

Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society, http://bst.sagepub.com
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Bronzaft, AL, (2011) The Noise From Wind Turbines: Potential Adverse Impacts on
Children's Well-Being,

Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 256,
DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412548,

http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3 1/4/291

Bio: Dr. Arline L. Bronzaft is a Professor Emerita ofLehman College, City University of
New York. She serves on the Mayor's GrowNYC, having been named to this organization by
three previous Mayors as well. Dr. Bronzaft is the author oflandmark research on the effects
ofelevated train noise on children's classroom learning; has examined the impacts ofairport
related noise on quality of life; and has published articles on noise in environmental books,
academic journals and the more popular press. In 2007, she assisted in the updating ofthe
New York City Noise Code.

Abstract
Research linking loud sounds to hearing loss in youngsters is now widespread, resulting in
the issuance ofwarnings to protect children's hearing. However, studies attesting to the
adverse effects of intrusive sounds and noise on children's overall mental and physical health
and well-being have not received similar attention. This, despite the fact that many studies
have demonstrated that intrusive noises such as those from passing road traffic, nearby rail
systems, and overhead aircraft can adversely affect children's cardiovascular system,
memory, language development, and learning acquisition. While some schools in the United
States have received funds to abate intrusive aircraft noise, for example, many schools still
expose children to noises from passing traffic and overhead aircraft. Discussion focuses on
the harmful effects ofnoise on children, what has to be done to remedy the situation, and the
need for action to lessen the impacts ofnoise from all sources. Furthermore, based on our
knowledge ofthe harmful effects ofnoise on children's health and the growing body of
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evidence to suggest the potential harmful effects of industrial wind turbine noise, it is
strongly urged that further studies be conducted on the impacts of industrial wind turbines on
their health, as well as the health oftheir parents, before forging ahead in siting industrial
wind turbines.

Harrison, JP, (2011), \Vind Turbine Noise,
Bulletin ofScience Teclmology & Society 201131: 256, DOl:

10.1177/0270467611412549,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/256

Bio: Dr. John P. Harrison has expertise in the properties ofmatter at low temperatures with
emphasis on high frequency sound waves (phonons). For the past 5 years he has studied wind
turbine noise and its regulation. He has presented invited talks on the subject at 3
conferences, including the 2008 World Wind Energy Conference.

Abstract
Following an introduction to noise and noise regulation ofwind turbines, the problem of
adverse health effects ofturbine noise is discussed. This is attributed to the characteristics of
turbine noise and deficiencies in the regulation of this noise. Both onshore and offshore wind
farms are discussed.

Krogh, CME, (2011), Industrial Wind Turbine Development and Loss of Social Justice?
Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 321, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412550,

http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/321

Bio: Carmen M. E. Krogh, BScPharm is a retired pharmacist with more than 40 years of
experience in health. She has held senior executive positions at a major teaching hospital, a
professional association and Health Canada. She was a former Director ofPublications and
Editor-in-chiefof the Compendium ofPharmaceutical and Specialties (CPS), the book used
in Canada by physicians, nurses and other health professions for prescribing information on
medication.

Abstract
This article explores the loss ofsocial justice reported by individuals living in the environs of
industrial wind turbines (IWTs). References indicate that some individuals residing in
proximity to IWT facilities experience adverse health effects. These adverse health effects
are severe enough that some families have abandoned their homes. Individuals report they
welcomed IWTs into their community and the negative consequences were unexpected.
Expressions ofgriefare exacerbated by the emotional and physical toll of individuals'
symptoms, loss ofenjoyment ofhomes and property, disturbed living conditions, financial
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loss, and the lack ofsociety's recognition oftheir situation. The author has investigated the
reported loss ofsocial justice through a review of literature, personal interviews with, and
communications from, those reporting adverse health effects. The author's intention is to
create awareness that loss ofsocial justice is being associated with IWT development. This
loss ofjustice arises from a number offactors, including the lack offair process, the loss of
rights, and associated disempowerment. These societal themes require further investigation.
Research by health professionals and social scientists is urgently needed to address the health
and social impacts ofIWTs operating near family homes.

Krogh, CME, Gillis, L, Kouwen, N, and Aramini, J, (2011),
WindVOiCe, a Self-Reporting Survey: Adverse Health Effects, Industrial Wind

Turbines, and the Need for Vigilance Monitoring,
Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 334, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412551,

http://bst.sagepub.com/contellt/31/4/334

Bio: Carmen M. E. Krogh, BScPharm is a retired pharmacist with more than 40 years of
experience in health. She has held senior executive positions at a major teaching hospital, a
professional association and Health Canada. She was a former Director ofPublications and
Editor-in-chief of the Compendium ofPharmaceuticaland Specialties (CPS), the book used
in Canada by physicians, nurses and other health professions for prescribing information on
medication.

Bio: Ms Lorrie Gillis is the process administrator for the WindVOiCe health survey. Ms
Gillis volunteers her time and ensures the processes for administering the protocols are
maintained.

Bio: Dr. Nicholas Kouwen is a Distinguished Professor Emeritus in the Department of Civil
and Environmental Engineering ofthe University ofWaterloo, Waterloo, Ontario, Canada.
He is a registered Professional Engineer (Ontario) and a Fellow ofthe American Society of
Civil Engineers. His field ofexpertise is in hydraulic and hydrological modelling and is
currently involved in studies dealing with the impact ofclimate change on water availability.

Bio: Dr. Jeff Aramini is a public health epidemiologist with expertise in the investigation of
health concerns using epidemiological principles. DVM and M.Sc. from the University of
Saskatchewan; Ph.D. from the University of Guelph. Fonner senior epidemiologist with
Health Canada/Public Health Agency of Canada. Currently, President and CEO ofan
organization that addresses public health, patient care, public safety and information
management for clients in government, industry and academia.
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Abstract
Industrial wind turbines have been operating in many parts ofthe globe. Anecdotal reports of
perceived adverse health effects relating to industrial wind turbines have been published in
the media and on the Internet. Based on these reports, indications were that some residents
perceived they were experiencing adverse health effects. The purpose ofthe WindVOiCe
health survey was to provide vigilance monitoring for those wishing to report their perceived
adverse health effects. This article discusses the results ofa self reporting health survey
regarding perceived adverse health effects associated with industrial wind turbines.

McMurtry, RY, Toward a Case Defiuition of Adverse Health Effects in the Environs of
Industrial Wind Turbines: Facilitating a Clinical Diagnosis, Bulletin of Science

Technology & Society 20ll 31: 316, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611415075,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/316

Bio: Dr. Robert Y. Mclvlurtry is the former Dean ofMedicine for the University of Western
Ontario. He was a member ofthe Health Council ofCanada for 3Y, years and a member and
special advisor to the Royal Commission under Roy Romanow on the future ofhealth care Jn
Canada. Dr. McMurtry was a visiting Cameron Chair to Health Canada for providing policy
advice to the Minister and Deputy Minister ofHealth. He was the Founding and Associate
Deputy Minister ofPopulation & Public Health, Canada. Dr. Mclvlurtry also sat on the
National Steering Committee on Climate Change and Health Assessment. Presently Dr.
McMurtry is Professor (Emeritus) of Surgery, University of Western Ontario.

Abstract
Internationally, there are reports ofadverse health effects (ARE) in the environs of industrial
wind turbines (IWT). There was multidisciplinary confirmation ofthe key characteristics of
the ARE at the first international symposium on AHE/IWT. The symptoms being reported
are consistent internationally and are characterized by crossover findings or a predictable
appearance ofsigns and symptoms present with exposure to IWT sound energy and
amelioration when the exposure ceases. There is also a revealed preference ofvictims to seek
restoration away from their homes. This article identifies the need to create a case definition
to establish a clinical diagnosis. A case definition is proposed that identifies the sine qua non
diagnostic criteria for a diagnosis ofadverse health effects in the environs of industrial wind
turbines. Possible, probable, and confirmed diagnoses are detailed. The goal is to foster the
adoption ofa common case definition that will facilitate future research efforts.
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Phillips, CV, (2011), Properly Interpreting the Epidemiologic Evidence About the
Health Effects ofIndustrial Wind Turbines on Nearby Residents,

Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 303, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412554,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/303

Bio: Dr. Carl V. Phillips is a consultant and author specializing in epidemiology, science
based policy making, and communicating scientific concepts to the public. He spent most of
his career as a professor ofpublic health and now works in litigation SUPPOlt, scientific
advising, and grant-supported research. He blogs at ep-ology,blogspot.com, which provides
links to his other writings.

Abstract
There is overwhelming evidence that wind turbines cause serious health problems in nearby
residents, usually stress-disorder type diseases, at a nontrivial rate. The bulk of the evidence
takes the form of thousands ofadverse event reports, There is also a small amount of
systematically gathered data. The adverse event reports provide compelling evidence ofthe
seriousness ofthe problems and ofcausation in this case because oftheir volume, the ease of
observing exposure and outcome incidence, and case-crossover data. Proponents ofturbines
have sought to deny these problems by making a collection ofcontradictory claims including
that the evidence does not "count," the outcomes are not "real" diseases, the outcomes are the
victims' own fault, and that acoustical models cannot explain why there are health problems
so the problems must not exist. These claims appeared to have swayed many nonexpert
observers, though they are easily debunked. Moreover, though the failure ofmodels to
explain the observed problems does not deny the problems, it does mean that we do not know
what, other than kilometers ofdistance, could sufficiently mitigate the effects. There has
been no policy analysis that justifies imposing these effects on local residents. The attempts
to deny the evidence cannot be seen as honest scientific disagreement and represent either
gross incompetence or intentional bias.

Salt, AN, and Kaltcnbach, JA, (2011) Infrasound From Wind Turbines Could Affect
Humans,

Bulletin of Science Technology & Society 2011 31: 296, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412555,
http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/296

BiD: Alec N. Salt received his PhD from the University ofBirmingham, UK, in 1977 and has
been actively involved in research into the physiology ofthe ear for over 35 years.

BiD: James A. Kaltenbach received his PhD from the University ofPennsylvania in 1984. He
specializes in the neurobiology ofhearing disorders and is currently the Director ofOtology
Research at the Cleveland Clinic.
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Abstract
Wind turbines generate low-frequency sounds that affect the ear. The ear is superficially
similar to a microphone, converting mechanical sound waves into electrical signals, but does
this by complex physiologic processes. Serious misconceptions about low-frequency sound
and the ear have resulted from a failure to consider in detail how the ear works. Although the
cells that provide hearing are insensitive to infrasound, other sensory cells in the ear are
much more sensitive, which can be demonstrated by electrical recordings. Responses to
infrasound reach the brain through pathways that do not involve conscious hearing but
instead may produce sensations offullness, pressure or tinnitus, or have no sensation.
Activation ofsubconscious pathways by infrasound could disturb sleep. Based on our current
knowledge ofhow the ear works, it is quite possible that low-frequency sounds at the levels
generated by wind turbines could affect those living nearby.

Shain, M, (2011), Public Hcalth Ethics, Legitimacy, and the Challenges ofIndustrial
Wind Turbines: The Case of Ontario, Canada,

Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society, 2011 31: 256, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412552,
http://bst.sagepub.comlcontent/31!4/346

Blo: Martin Shain S.J.D. is trained in law and social sciences. He is principal and founder of
the Neighbour at Work Centre® and assistant professor at the Dalla Lana School ofPublic
Health, Occupational and Environmental Health Division, University ofToronto.

Abstract
While industrial wind turbines (IWTs) clearly raise issues concerning threats to the health of
a few in contrast to claimed health benefits to many, the trade-off has not been fully
considered in a public health framework. This article reviews public health ethics
justifications for the licensing and installation ofIWTs. It concludes that the current methods
used by government to evaluate licensing applications for IWTs do not meet most public
health ethical criteria. Furthermore, these methods are contrary to widely held fundamental
principles ofadministrative law and governmental legitimacy. A set ofdecision-making
principles are suggested to address this situation that are derived from existing and emerging
legal principles in Canada and elsewhere. These include the Precautionary Principle, the
Least Impactful Means (Proportionality) Test, and the Neighbor Principle.

Thorne, B, (2011), The Problems With "Noise Numbers" for Wind Fann Noise
Assessment,

Bulletin ofScience Technology & Society 2011 31: 262, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412557,
http://bst.sagepub.comlcontcnt/31/4/262

Bio: Bob Thorne, MSc, PhD, is the principal consultant ofNoise Measurement Services Pty
Ltd, Brisbane, Australia. He holds a PhD from Massey University, New Zealand, in health
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science and is an environmental health research associate in the Institute ofFood, Nutrition
and Human Health at Massey University. His research work involves using advanced
specialized technology for intrusive noise assessment, and a specific application is
personalized sound reinforcement for hearing assistive devices.

Abstract
Human perception responds primarily to sound character rather than sound level. Wind farms
are unique sound sources and exhibit special audible and inaudible characteristics that can be
described as modulating sound or as a tonal complex. Wind farm compliance measures based
on a specified noise number alone will fail to address problems with noise nuisance. The
character ofwind farm sound, noise emissions from wind farms, noise prediction at
residences, and systemic failures in assessment processes are examined. Human perception
ofwind farm sound is compared with noise assessment measures and complaint histories.
The adverse effects on health ofpersons susceptible to noise from wind farms are examined
and a hypothesis, the concept ofheightened noise zones (pressure variations), as a marker for
cause and effect is advanced. A sound level ofLAeq 32 dB outside a residence and above an
individual's threshold ofhearing inside the home are identified as markers for serious
adverse health effects affecting susceptible individuals. The article is referenced to the
author's research, measurements, and observations at different wind farms in New Zealand
and Victoria, Australia.

Soon to be published

October 2011, Special Edition Part II
Windfarms, Communities and Ecosystems

Bulletin of Science Technology & Society, http://bst.sagepub.com

Note: the following references and abstracts are taken from the BSTS Prepublication Online
Service and may not represent the final published version. In addition to these references,
several others are to be posted on the Prepublication Online Service.
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Mitigating the Acoustic Impacts of Modem Technologies: Acoustic, Health, and
Psychosocial Factors Informing Wind Farm Placement

Daniel Shepherd and Rex Billington

Bio: Daniel Shepherd has a PhD in psychoacoustics and holds a lectureship
at the Faculty ofHealth, AUT University. As an environmental psychologist, he researches
the psychological response to noise from both individual and social perspectives.

Bio: Dr. Rex Billington is a research health psychologist at AUT University after 18 years
with the World Health Organization including directorships in Mental Health and the Global
Program on AlDS.

Abstract
Wind turbine noise is annoying and has been linked to increased levels ofpsychological
distress, stress, difficulty falling asleep and sleep interruption. For these reasons, there is a
need for competently designed noise standards to safeguard community health and well
being. The authors identify key considerations for the development ofwind turbine noise
standards, which emphasize a more social and humanistic approach to the assessment ofnew
energy teclmologies in society.

Birds and Bird Habitat:
What Are the Risks From

Industrial Wind Turbine Exposure?
Terry Sprague, M. Elizabeth Harrington, and Carmen M. E. Krogh

Bio: Terry Sprague is a former naturalist and special events coordinator at Quinte
Conservation and a former interpretive naturalist at the Sandbanks Provincial Park in
Ontario. He has 21 years experience in the environmental services industry and has received
several honors and awards for his work.

Bio: Ms M. Elizabeth Harrington is a volunteer with background in broadcasting and
communications. She has experience in researching many industrial wind turbine issues,
including those regarding bird and bird habitat.

Bio: Carmen M. E. Krogh, BScPharm, provided research and reference SUPPOlt.
She is a former Director ofPublications and Editor in Chief, Compendiumof
Pharmaceuticals and Specialties. She has held senior positions at a hospital facility, a
professional association, and Health Canada.
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Abstract
Bird kill rate and disruption ofhabitat has been reported when industrial wind turbines are
introduced into migratory bird paths or other environments. The industrial wind energy
industry and its proponents typically deny 01' assume mitigation will manage the potential
risks to birds and habitat. While the literature could be more complete regarding the
documentation ofnegative effects on birds and bird habitats during the planning,
construction, and operation ofwind power projects, there is sufficient evidence to raise
concerns. Authoritative and mandatory vigilance monitoring and long-term surveillance
over the life ofthe industrial wind facility are lacking. By the time the documentation ofthe
rate of bird kills, including that ofendangered species is available in an environs ofan
industrial wind turbine facility, the damage may be irreversible. This article briefly explores
the negative environmental impacts ofthe siting of industrial wind turbines and associated
infrastructure, including transformer stations and transmission lines, in proximity to
migratory bird corridors, wetlands, and nesting grounds. Research is required prior to
proceeding with further industrial wind development in these environs. The authors propose
that there is sufficient scientific evidence to require invoking the precautionary principle and
halting further development until these risks are resolved.

Occupational Health and Industrial Wind Tnrbines: A Case Study
Robert W. Rand, Stephen E. Ambrose, and Carmen M. E. Krogh

Rio: Robert W. Rand is a principal author with over 30 years ofexperience in industrial
noise control, environmental sound, and general acoustics. A member ofthe Institute of
Noise Control Engineering since 1993, he I'IIns a small business providing consulting,
investigator, and design services in acoustics.

Bio: Stephen E. Ambrose is a principal author with over 35 years ofexperience in industrial
noise control. A member ofthe Institute ofNoise Control Engineering since 1978, he runs a
small business providing cost-effective environmental noise consulting services for industrial
and commercial businesses, municipal and state governments, and private citizens.

Bio: Carmen M. E. Krogh, BScPharm, who provided health-related research and reference
support, is a retired pharmacist with more than 40 years ofexperience in health. She has held
senior executive positions at a major teaching hospital, a professional association, and Health
Canada. She was a former Director ofPublications and Editor in Chiefofthe Compendium of
Pharmaceutical and Specialties (CPS), the book used in Canada by physicians, nurses, and
other health professions for prescribing information on medication.

Abstract
Industrial wind turbines (IWTs) are being installed at a fast pace globally. Researchers,
medical practitioners, and media have reported adverse health effects resulting from living in
the environs ofIWTs. While there have been some anecdotal reports from technicians and
other workers who work in the environs ofIWTs, little is known about the occupational
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health sector. The purpose ofthis case study is to raise awareness about the potential for
adverse health effects occurring among workers. The authors propose that there is a need for
research regarding occupational worker exposure relating to IWIs.

Omitted Costs, Inflated Benefits: Renewable Energy Policy in Ontario
Parker Gallant and Glenn Fox

Bio: Parker Gallant is a retired banker whose 33-year career with the TD bank included
lending positions in the domestic market and many years in international banking where he
had responsibility as vice president for both trade finance and correspondent banking
relationships.

Bio: Glenn Fox is a professor ofagricultural and natural resource economics in the
Department ofFood, Agricultural and Resource Economics at the University ofGuelph. He
completed a PhD in agricultural economics and economics in 1985 at the University of
Minnesota. In 2010, Glenn was named a Fellow ofthe Canadian Agricultural Economics
Society and is currently the Research Program Director ofthe Agricultural and Rural Policy
Research program in the University ofGuelph/Ministry ofAgriculture, Food and Rural
Affairs partnership. He serves on the boards ofthe Canadian Justice Review Board, the
Canadian Constitution Foundation, and the Energy Probe Research Foundation.

Abstract
The government ofOntario has adopted wind energy development as an alternative energy
source. It enacted the Green Energy and Economy Act, May 2009, with the intention to fast
track the approval process regarding industrial wind turbines. The Act legislated a centralized
decision making process while removing local jurisdictional authority. Throughout this
process, the government reassured the public of inexpensive and reliable electricity. 111is
article explores the costs and benefits related to the renewable energy policy established in
Ontario, Canada.

Wind Turbines Make Waves:
Why Some Residents Near Wind Turbines Become III

Magda Havas and David Colling

Bio: Magda Havas, PhD, is an associate professor at Trent University where she teaches and
conducts research on the biological and health effects ofelectromagnetic and chemical
pollutants. She received her BSc and PhD at the University ofToronto and did postdoctoral
research at Cornell University on acid rain and aluminum toxicity.

Bio: David Colling has applied his electrical engineering studies at Ryerson Polytechnical
Institute and his specialized training in electrical pollution to conduct electrical pollution
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testing for Bio-Ag on farms, homes, and office buildings. Some of the homes tested are
located in the environs of industrial wind turbines.

Abstract
People who live near wind turbines complain ofsymptoms that include some combination of
the following: difficulty sleeping, fatigue, depression, irritability, aggressiveness, cognitive
dysfunction, chest pain/pressure, headaches, joint pain, skin irritations, nausea, dizziness,
tinnitus, and stress. These symptoms have been attributed to the pressure (sound) waves that
wind turbines generate in the form ofnoise and infrasound. However, wind turbines also
generate electromagnetic waves in the form ofpoor power quality (ditty electricity) and
ground current, and these can adversely affect those who are electrically hypersensitive.
Indeed, the symptoms mentioned above are consistent with electrohypersensitivity.
Sensitivity to both sound and electromagnetic waves differs among individuals and may
explain why not everyone in the same home experiences similar effects. Ways to mitigate the
adverse health effects ofwind turbines are presented.

Other Peer Reviewed References

Low-frequency noise from large wind turbines
Henrik Moller and Christian Sejer Pedersen

Section ofAcoustics, Aalborg University,
Fredrik Bajcrs Vej 7-B5, DK-9220 Aalborg 0, Denmark, Acoustical Society ofAmerica

[DOl: 10.1121/1.3543957] J. Acoust, Soc. Am. 129 (6), June 2011 PACS numbcr(s):
43.50.Rq, 43.28.Hr, 43.50.Cb, 43.50.Sr [ADP] Pages: 3727-3744

Abstract
As wind turbines get larger, worries have emerged that the turbine noise would move down
in frequency and that the low-frequency noise would cause annoyance for the neighbors. The
noise emission from 48 wind turbines with nominal electric power up to 3.6 MW is analyzed
and discussed. The relative amount of low-frequency noise is higher for large turbines (2.3
3.6 MW) than for small turbines C 2 MW), and the difference is statistically significant. The
difference can also be expressed as a downward shift ofthe spectrum ofapproximately one
third ofan octave. A further shift ofsimilar size is suggested for future turbines in the 10
MW range. Due to the ail' absorption, the higher low-frequency content becomes even more
pronounced, when sound pressure levels in relevant neighbor distances are considered. Even
when A-weighted levels are considered, a substantial part ofthe noise is at low frequencies,
and for several ofthe investigated large turbines, the one-third-octave band with the highest
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level is at or below 250 Hz. It is thus beyond any doubt that the low-frequency part ofthe
spectrum plays an important role in the noise at the neighbors.

Evaluating the impact ofwind turbine noise on health related quality of life
by Daniel Shepherd, David McBride, David Welch, Kim N. Dirks, Erin M. Hill

Noise & Health, September-October 2011, 13:54,333-9, DOl:
1004103/1463-1741.85502
www.noiseandhealth.org

Abstract
We report a cross-sectional study comparing the health-related quality of life (HRQOL) of
individuals residing in the proximity ofa wind farm to those residing in a demographically
matched area sufficiently displaced from wind turbines. The study employed a nonequivalent
comparison group posttest-only design. Self-administered questionnaires, which included the
briefversion ofthe World Health Organization quality of life scale, were delivered to
residents in two adjacent areas in semirural New Zealand. Participants were also asked to
identify annoying noises, indicate their degree ofnoise sensitivity, and rate amenity.
Statistically significant differences were noted in some HRQOL domain scores, with
residents living within 2 km ofa turbine installation reporting lower overall quality of life,
physical quality of life, and environmental quality oflife. Those exposed to turbine noise also
reported significantly lower sleep quality, and rated their environment as less restful. Our
data suggest that wind farm noise can negatively impact facets ofHRQOL.

Note the acknowledgements: We are grateful to our colleagues and others whose reviews
substantially improved the manuscript. We are especially grateful for the thorough review
undertaken by Professor Rex Billington, who as the WHO Director ofMental Health in the
1990s oversaw the development ofthe WHO's program into quality oflife, health and the
environment.
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•
Responses of the ear to low frequency sounds, infrasound and

wind turbines.
Salt AN, Hullar TE.

Department of Otolaryngology,
Washington University School of Medicine, St. Louis, MO, 63110, USA.

Hearing Research 2010 Sep 1; 268(1-2):12-21. Epub 2010 Jun 16

Abstract
Infrasonic sounds are generated internally in the body (by respiration, heartbeat, coughing,
etc) and by external sources, .such as air conditioning systems, inside vehicles, some
industrial processes and, now becoming increasingly prevalent, wind turbines. It is widely
assumed that infrasound presented at an amplitude below what is audible has no influence on
the ear. In this review, we consider possible ways that low frequency sounds, at levels that
mayor may not be heard, could influence the function ofthe ear. The inner ear has elaborate
mechanisms to attenuate low frequency sound components before they are transmitted to the
brain. The auditory portion ofthe ear, the cochlea, has two types ofsensory cells, inner hair
cells (IHC) and outer hair cells (OHC), ofwhich the IHC are coupled to the afferent fibers
that transmit "hearing" to the brain. The sensory stereocilia ("hairs") on the IHC are "fluid
coupled" to mechanical stimuli, so their responses depend on stimulus velocity and their

. sensitivity decreases as sound frequency is lowered. In contrast, the OHC are directly
coupled to mechanical stimuli, so their input remains greater than for IHC at low frequencies.
At very low frequencies the OHC are stimulated by sounds at levels below those that are
heard. Although the hair cells in other sensory structures such as the saccule may be tuned to
infrasonic frequencies, auditory stimulus coupling to these structures is inefficient so that
they are unlikely to be influenced by airborne infrasound. Structures that are involved in
endolymph volume regulation are also known to be influenced by infrasound, but their
sensitivity is also thought to be low. There are, however, abnormal states in which the ear
becomes hypersensitive to infrasound. In most cases, the inner ear's responses to infrasound
can be considered normal, but they could be associated with unfamiliar sensations or subtle
changes in physiology. This raises the possibility that exposure to the infrasound component
ofwind turbine noise could influence the physioiogy ofthe ear.

Standing Senate Committee on Energy, The Environment and NaturalResources 14

Industrial Wind Turbines and Health: Warning Signs Point to Caution October 18,2011
The Society for Wind Vigilance www.windvigilance.com



200Q-5

ERIC K. GILLESPIE PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION
Barristers & Solicitors

Suite 600
10KingStreet East

Toronto.Dntarlo
M5C IC3

ERIC K. GILLESPIE, LL.B.
Telephone No.: (416)703·5400

DirectLIne: (416)703·6362
Facsimile Nc.: (416)703·9111

Email: egillcspie@gillespichlw.ca

November 8, 2011

Delivered via Email

WPD Canada
2233ArgentiaRoad, Suite 102
Mississauga, Ontario
LSN2X7
Attention - Mr. K. Surette - Manager, Communications
Email: Kevin@wpd-canada.ca

DearMr. Surette,

Re: WPD - White Pines Project - Prince Edward County, Ontario (the "Project")
Our File No.: 00487

We are the solicitors forthe Alliance to Protect PrinceEdward County (HAPPEC"). We arein
receipt ofyouremailcorrespondence dated October 18,2011 to Ingeand CasparRadden and
have beenasked to respondon behalfof our client.

As youare aware,as part of the Renewable Energy Approval process WPD is required to fully
and accurately describe any potential health effects of theProject. It appears yourOctober 18,
2011 emailcommunication does not fulfill this requirement.

At the requestof OUt' client we areproviding the following information to assistyour
organization in fulfilling its responsibilities to fully andaccurately describeany negative effects
on healthand safety.

Wenote that yow' October 18,2011 email selectively citesan article authored by Drs.
Christophel' Ollson and Loren Knopper entitled "Health effects and wind turbines: A review of
the literature." (Knopper and Ollson, 2011). Your email states:

Their report, published in the scientific journalEnvironmental Health, statesthat HTo
date, no peel' reviewed articles demonstrate a directcausallink between peopleliving in
proximity to modern wind turbines, the noisetheyemit and resulting physiological health
effects."
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Our clientwishes to advise WPD thatevidence andexperttestimony provided duringa 2011
Ontario Environmental Review Tribunal ("ERT") confirmed wind turbines can harm human
health. The July 18,2011 ERTDecision states:

This casehas successfully shown that the debate should not besimplified toone about
whether wind turbines can causeharm to humans. The evidence presented to the
Tribunal demonstrates that theycan, if facilities are placed too closeto residents. The
debatehasnowevolved to oneof degree. 1

Evidenceandexperttestimony provided duringthe ERTconfirmed negative human health
effectsof wind turbine exposure can beexpected to be created via "indirect"pathways.

Your October 18,2011 emailalso appears to reference theChiefMedical Officer of Health of
Ontario (the"CMOH") report"The Potential Health Impact a/Wind Turbines." Under oaththe
leadauthorof that report, Dr. Gloria Rachamin, explicitly acknowledged the report looked only
at direct links to human health. 2

Based in part on the shortcomings of'the CMOH's report, the ERT Decision expressed concern
" ... about the Director's apparent lackof consideration of indirect health effects and the needfor
further workon theMOE's practiceof precaution ... " )

In fact, Knopper and Ollson(2011) doesappearto acknowledge health effectsfrom wind turbine
exposurecan occurvia the indirect pathway stating" ...self reported health effectsof people
livingnear wind turbines are more likely attributed to physical manifestation from an annoyed
state... " 4

During the ERT hearings:

• Expertwitnesses for both the Respondents (Ministry of Environment, Suncor Energy
Services Inc.)and the Appellants provided evidence and/or testimony which
acknowledged wind turbines in Ontario "will" causeannoyance, which is expected to
result in stressrelatedhealth impacts in someindividuals.

• Dr. Ollson provided evidence stating"What is clearis that somepeoplelivingnear wind
turbines experience annoyance due to wind turbines. Swishing, whistling, resounding
and pulsating/throbbing werethe sound characteristics thatweremost highly correlated

1 Erickson v, Director. Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. lO~121 and 1O~122.
Retrieved from http://www.ert.gov.on.calellgtish/decisfomlindex.htm
2 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122. Transcript of Dr.
G. Rachamin,Mar, 4, 2011
3 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-]22.
Retrieved fromhltp:flwww.ert.gov.on.ealenglish/decisionsfindex.htm
4 Knopper and alison: Health effectsand wind turbines: A reviewof the literature. Environmental Health2011
10:78
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withannoyance by windturbine noiseamong respondents who noticed the noiseoutside
theirdwellings, Somepeopleare alsodisturbed in their sleep by wind turbines," 5

• Dr, Ollson provided evidence that wind turbine induced annoyance andsleep disturbance
occurat soundpressure levels above and below 40 dBA.6

• Expert witnesses for both theRespondents andthe Appellants provided evidence andlor
testimony which acknowledged annoyance, stressandsleepdisturbance to be adverse
health effects.

• Dr, Ollson testified underoaththat "annoyance is a health effect." 7

• Expert witnesses for boththe Respondents and the Appellants provided evidence and/or
testimony which acknowledged therewill besomepeople whowill evaluate themselves
as annoyed or disturbed bywind turbine noise.

• In reference to peoplewho subjectively evaluated themselves as disturbed by noise Dr.
Ollson provided evidence which stated "Regardless of whethe" the perceived impacts by
affected individuals are physiological or psychological innature, they are a serious
matte,' and are considered as adverse health effects," 8,9 Under oath Dr. Ollson
reaffirmed thesestatements in his testimony, 10

• Dr. Ollson provided evidence suggesting someindividuals mayrequire clinical treatment
stating" .. .healtheffects from annoyance can be mitigated though behavioural and
cognitive behavioural interventions." II

YourOctober 18,2011 emailalso states:

Ourproject will followthe new guidelines put in place bythe Ministryof the
Environment regarding sound levels and minimum distances for wind projects in Ontario.
The key consideration is the sound level. The requirements, supported by information
from the Ontario ChiefMedical Officer of Health, Health Canada and TheWorld Health
Organization (WHO) Europeand upheld bythe courts, ensure a project mustbe sited a
minimum distance of 550 metres from non-participating receptors (residences) provided a
cumulative sound level of 40 dBA is notexceeded.

As you mayor maynot be aware, Ontario wind turbine noiseguidelines permit, 12 and projects
are being approved for, 13 noiselevels of up to 51 dBA,

5 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental CaseNos. 10-121 and 1O~122, Witness
Statement of Dr. Christopher Ollson, January17,2011
(; Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122, Witness
Statementof Dr. Christopher Oilson, January 17,2011
1 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10~122, Transcript ofDr.
C, Oilson,Mar, 22, 20II
s Jacques Whitford Stantec Limited, Byran Wind Project Environmental Review Report, Prepared forSkyPower
Corp., August 25, 2009, Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and
10·122Exhibit 74 p, 7·68
9 StantecConsultingLtd" OstranderPoint Wind EnergyDesignand Operations Report,Prepared for:
Gilead Power Corporation, September 2010, Erickson v, Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental
CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122 Exhibit75 p. 5.18
10Erickson v. Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 1O~122, Transcript of
D,', C, Ollson,Mar, 22, 2011
II Erickson Y. Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 1O~12J and 10~122, Witness
Statementof Dr. Christopher Ollson,January 17,2011
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In addition, duringthe ERThearings expert witnesses, including the leadauthorof the Chief
Medical Officer of Health 2010 report, testified that theWHO 40 dBA noise limit was not
designed based on research related to wind turbine noisebut rather road, rail and aircraft noise.
14 1, 16 17 18, ) , ,
Conversely, ofthe 26 ERT witnesses that testified, Dr. Ollson wasthe only one to express the
opinion that the WHO NightNoise Guidelines for Europe, 2009(WHO, 2009)did not exclude
consideration of wind turbines noise. 19

A review and search of WHO (2009) revealed no evidence which supports the position that the
WHO 2009NightNoise Guidelines considered wind turbine noise. For example, the word
"wind"onlyappears once in WHO (2009) and not in the context of wind turbines. 20, 21

Furthermore, Dr. Ollson's witness statement identified 13 leadinf peel' reviewed articles onwind
turbines. Noneof these articles are referenced in WHO (2009). 2

During the ERThearings, expertwitnesses for boththe Respondents and the Appellantsfrovided
evidence and/or testimony, including evidence from peer-reviewed published journals, 2 which
acknowledged wind turbinesound is perceived to be more annoying than transportation noise 01'

industrial noise at comparable soundpressure levels.

Furthermore the Ministry of Environment commissioned andsubmitted intoevidence a report
prepared by HGC Engineering. Referring to existing Ontario windturbine regulations andnoise
guidelines the reportstates:

The audiblesound from windturbines, at the levels experienced at typical receptor
distances in Ontario, is nonetheless expected to result in a nontrivial percentage of
persons beinghighlyannoyed. As with sounds from many sources, research has shown

12Noise Guidelines forWind Farms, Interpretation forApplying MOE NPCPublications to Wind Power Generation
Facilities, Ministry ofthe Environment, October 2008
n Renewable EnergyApproval Nnmber7988·8AVKM5 IssueDate: November 102010,
14 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122, Transcript of
Dr. G, Rachamin, Mar, 4, 2011,
15Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10·121 and 10-122, Transcriptof
Dr. D. Shepherd, Feb, 9, 2011, -
16Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Case Nos. 10-121 and 1O~122,Transcript of
Dr. Christopher Hanning, Feb, 11,2011
17 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10·122,
Transcript of Dr. R. McMurtry, Feb, 16,20t 1,
18 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122, Transcript of Dr. W. Colby,
Mar,29, 2011,
19 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Supplementary Witness Statement of Christopher A.alison, March 8,2011
20 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10·121 and 1Ow 122~
Transcript of Dr. C. alison, Mar,22,2011, p. 109 I.6 to I. 14
21 Erickson v.Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-I21 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr. C. alison, Mar, 22, 2011, p. 1121.2to I. 5
22 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. lu-121 and le-122,
Transcript of Dr. C. OIiSOll, Mal', 22, 2011,p. 109, I.6 to p. 113,1. 15
2)Pedersen, E.,Bakker, R., Bouma, J.,& vall den Berg, F. (2009),Response to noisefrom modern wind farms in the
Netherlands, Journal ofthe AcousticalSociety ofAmerica, 126,634~643.
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that annoyance associated with sound from windturbines can beexpected to contribute to
stress related health impacts in somepersons. 24

A 2009 American Wind Energy Association and Canadian WindEnergyWind Energy sponsored
panel review (Colbyet al., 2009) acknowledges wind turbine soundmay cause annoyance which
mayresult in sleepdisturbance and stress. The reportattributes reported wind turbine symptoms
(sleepdisturbance, headache, tinnitus, ear pressure, dizziness, vertigo, nausea, visual blurring,
tachycardia, irritability, problemswithconcentration andmemory, and panic attackepisodes
associated with sensations of internal pulsation or quivering whenawakeor asleep) to be the
"well known stresseffects of exposure to noise."25

OtherERT expertwitnesses confirmed these findings. ForexampleDr. Geoff Leventhal], ERT
witness for SuncorEnergy Services Inc., agreed with the abovesymptoms and provided
evidencethat he was" ...happy to accept thesesymptoms, as theyhave been known to me for
many yearsas the symptoms of extreme psychological stress from environmental noise,
particularly low frequency noise." 26 Dr.GeoffLeventhall further statedthe abovesymptoms are
" ... effectsof annoyance b~ noise-a stresseffect." 27

During the ERT Dr. Geoff Leventhal! also testified that somepeoplewill be annoyed bythe
sound of wind turbines at sound pressure levelspermitted in Ontario wind turbineprojects.
(emphasis added) 28

In reference to Colby et al., (2009) the President of the Canadian WindEnergyAssociation
stated:"The study does acknowledge that windturbines can be annoying, the sound of wind
turbinescan be annoyingfor some individuals andthat maycausethem to feel somestress
etcetera."29

During the ERT hearings witnesses for both the Respondents and/orthe Appellants provided
evidenceand/or testimony which indicate plausible causesof wind turbinehealtheffects include:
amplitudemodulation and/oraudible low frequency sound and/or infrasound and/or tonality

24 HowoGastmeier Chapnik Limited. (2010,December). Low frequency noiseand infrasound associated with wind
turbine generator systems: A literature review (Final draft, RfpNo. Oss-078696). Mississauga, Ontario, Canada:
Ministry of the Environment. Ontario Ministry ofEnvironmcnf Disclosure Document # 34 ~ Erickson v, Director,
Ministryof the Environment(10·121 and 10-122)
25 Colby, \V. D., Dobie,R" Leventhall,G.,Lipscomb, D. M" Mcf'unney, R. s; Seilo, M.T., & Sendergaard, B.
(2009, December). Wind turbine sound and healtheffects: An expertpanel review. Washington, DC: American
Wind EnergyAssociation and CanadianWindEnergyAssociation. [po 4·3, 4-9, 4·10, 5-3] OntarioMinistry of
Environment DisclosureDocument /123· Erickson v. Director,Ministryof theEnvironment(10·121 and 10-122)
26 Dr. Leventhall, (2009), "Wind Turbine Syndrome, an Appraisal," Erickson v. Director, Ministry of'the
Environment(l0-121 and 10-122)Exhibit55 submitted by Suncor Energy Services Inc.
21 Dr.Leventhall, (2009), "Wind Turbine Syndrome, anAppraisal," Erickson v, Director, Ministry of tile
Environment(10·121 and 10·122) Exhibit55 submitted by Suncor Energy Services Inc.
28 Erickson Y. Director. Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr. G. Leventhall,Mar, 11,201I
29 Hornung,R. (2010,March 4). Interviewon BusinessNewsNetwork(Video). Retrieved from
http://watch.bnn.calclip272347
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andlor lackof nighttime abatement andlor shadow nicker andlor visual impact andloreconomic
impacts 30 31 32 33 34 3S. , , } ) ,

The reference list contained in Knopper and Ollson (2011) is also incomplete. Forexample
Knopper and Ollson (20II) citesa number of literature reviews butdoesnot appeal' to reference
Colby et al. (2009) which,as notedabove, acknowledges wind turbines maycauseannoyance,
stressand sleep disturbance which mal haveotherconsequences (see above for the, "well known
stresseffects of exposure to noise"). 3 Dr. Christopher Ollson and/or his Stantecstaffhave
previously citedand reliedon this American and Canadian Wind Energyassociation sponsored
panel reviewin other productions. 37

Furthermore Knopper and Ollson (2011) appears to have omitted the published proceedings from
the Fourth International Meeting on Wind Turbine Noise from April 12-14,2011.The Wind
Turbine Noise (2011)post-conference report states:

The maineffectof daytime windturbine noiseis annoyance. The night timeeffect is
sleepdisturbance. These mayleadto stressrelated illness in somepeople. Work is
required in understanding why low levels of wind turbine noisemay produce affects
which are greater thanmightbe expected from their levels." 3S

Sincethe summerof20 II, at leastten further relevant articles havebeenpublished inpeer
reviewed journals which are not included in the reference list of Knopper and Ollson(2011). 39,
40 41 42 43 44 4S, , , ,

30 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision Case Nos, 1O~ 121 and 10-122,
Transcript ofDr. G.Rachamlu.Mar, 4, 2011
31 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10-121 and 10-122, Dr.
Colby's presentation to Nova Scotia Department of Energy on March 4, 2010, Exhibit 90, p.9 p. 18andp. 29
)2 Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision CaseNos. 10-121 and 10-122,
Transcript of Dr. K. Mundt, Mar,22, 2011
)3 Erickson v. Director, Ministry of theEnvironment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10·121 and 10-122,
Transcript ofDr. C. Ol1son, Mar,22,2011
34 HoweGastrneicr Chapnik Limited. (2010, December). Lowfl'c'llcnW"Qise OItdhifrasolllid associated with wind
turbine generator systems: A Iiterature review(Flnaldral], Rih Nq~ OS.5·078696). '~Hsstssntl!Jnj On(rtdo, Caunda:
Ministry of the Environment. OntarioMinistry ofEnvi.i~9IlilWl~l:bis9Iosure,Doc1Uilcll( /I 34 wJ~.i·k*$Qn v.Dlrcctor,
Ministryof the Environment (10-t21 and 10-122) , " .
3$ Erickson v, Director, Ministry of the Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 10·121and J0·122,
Wi.tness Statement of Dr. R. McMurtry, January 16,2011 . .'
"Colpy,\V.I?,DQpie,R.,LeventhnU, G." Lipscomb.D, M.,lv1~C!lIjl\e)', R,J.,Seil9, M.'1'., &S'endcr~aald, B.
(2009,l,),ccel11pcr). WindturbinesOllnd and health effects: All expertl"mel review.Washin~on, DC:.Al11crican
'YhldEnCl'gy Assoclatlon find Canadian Wind Energy Assoclatien. hI. 4-3,+9,4:10, 5-3]OntarioMinisll'Y of
EllVl,,)nnle.!1 DisclosureDccumcrit 1123 • Erickson v.Dlrcctor,Mlnistryol'thc Environl11ent( I0,121 and 10'122)
37 Stantec Consulting Ltd., Ostrander PointWind Energy Design and OperatlonsReporl, Prel)imHI for:
Gilead Power Corporation, September 2010
"Wind TurbineNoise. (2011). Post conference report. Retrieved from
!It!p:!lwW\v.collfwyh.ol'glwtn20 Il/indcx.lilil229.H.tion~colll conten{&view=nl·ticlc&id00'.70:l'euol'll~cn(ld00'.35:inform<iti
on
39McMurlry,Ry, TowardaCase Definitlon of Adverse Health Efte,ls in theEnvirons oflndustrial Wind Turbines:
Facilitating a Cllnicu] Diagnosls, Bulletin of'Science Technology .~SocielY 2011 31: 316,DOl:
10.1177/0270461611415075; http://bst.Sag£llnb.com/cOlilcIJI/31/4/316.... 6



For example recentpeer reviewed articles document someindividuals livingin the environs of
wind turbines report reduced qualityof life. 46 ,47 An October 2011 Noise & Healtharticle
describesthe resultsof a peer reviewed study. The studyfound "... residents livingwithin2 km
of a turbineinstallation reporting loweroverall qualityof life,physical qualityof life, and
environmental qualityof life. Thoseexposed to turbine noisealso reportedsignificantly lower
sleep quality ..." 48

Peer reviewed findings that wind turbines in the vicinity can lower quality of life of individuals
is supported by a CanadianWindEnergyAssociation media release. The October 14,2011
media releaseacknowledges wind turbines in the vicinity can cause annoyance for some
individuals. The mediarelease acknowledges annoyance can have "a significantimpacton an
individual's quality of life". The media release further advises affected individuals that "it is
important" they obtainthe services of medical professionals (i.e, consult their doctor). 49

The conclusion of Knepper and Ollson(2011) acknowledges the existence of "trade-offs"
between "mental and social well-being" of some individuals exposed to wind turbines "against
the largerdemand for energy and its source."50

Knopper and Ollson(2011) also citeThe World Health Organization definitionof health stating
"Health isa state of comWete physical, mental and social well-being and not merelythe absence
of disease or infirmity." 1

" Sail,AN, and Kaltenbach, JA, (2011) Infrasound FromWindTurbines Could AffectHumans,Bulletinof Science
Technology & Society2011 31: 296, DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412555, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/41296
41 Shain, M, (20II), Public Health Ethics,Legitimacy, and theChallenges oflndustrial WindTurbines: The Caseof
Ontario,Canada,Bulletinof ScienceTechnology & Society, 2011 31:256, DO!: 10.1 177/02704676114 12552,
http://bst.sagepub.com/conlen1/;)1/4!l46
" Brouzaft,AL, (2011)The Noise FromWiud Turbines: Potential Adverse Impactson Children's Well-Being,
Bulletinof ScienceTechnology& Society2011 31: 256,
DOl: 10.1177/0270467611412548, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/31/4/291
"Harrison, JP, (2011),WindTurbine Noise,Bulletiuof ScienceTechnology & Society2011 31:256, DOl:
10.1177/0270467611412549, http://bst.sagepub.com/content/3114/256
" Phillips,CV, (20II), ProperlyInterpretingthe Epidemiologic Evidence Aboutthe Health EffectsofIndustrial
WindTurbinesonNearbyResidents, BulletinofScienee Techuology & Society2011 31: 303, DOl:
10.1177/0270467611412554, http://bst.sagepub.com!contentJ3114/303
45 Thorne, B, (2011), TheProblems With "NoiseNumbers" for Wind Farm Noise Assessment,
BulletinofScienceTechnology& Society2011 31: 262, DO!: 10.117710270467611412557,
http://bst.sagepub.com/contentJ31/4/262
46 Krogh, CME,(20II), IndustrialWind TurbineDevelopment andLoss of Social Justice?Bulletinof Science
Technology & Society2011 31: 321, DO!: 10.1177/0270467611412550, http://bst.sagepub.com/contentJ3I/4/321
47 Krogh, CME,Gillis,L, Kouwen, N, and Aramini, J, (20II), WindVOiCe, a Self-Reporting Survey: Adverse
Health Effects,Jndustrial Wind Turbines,and theNeed for Vigilance Monitoring, Bulletin of ScienceTechnology &
Society20II 31: 334, DOr: 10.1177/0270467611412551, .!J!!p://bst.sagellnb.com/contenI/31/4/33'I
.. Shepherd D, McBrideD, Welch D, DirksKN, Hit! EM.Evaluating the impactof wind turbinenoise on health
relatedqualityof life.Noise Health 2011;13:333-9.
49 The Canadian Wind Energy Association, October 1412011, The Canadian Wind Energy Association responds to
October 14,2011 statement by Wind Concerns Ontario, Retrieved from
\lI!E:/Iwww.canwea.caJmediairelellselrelease c.php?newsJd=133
S Knapper and Ollson: Health effectsand wind turbines: A review of the literature. Environmental Health 2011
10:78
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The Canadian federal, provincial, and territorial governments and health officialshave accepted
WHO's definition of health, 52 Dr. Ollson himselfprovided evidence during the ERT hearings
where stated he is completely in supportofthe WHOdefinition of health. 53

The WHO also states: "Mental health is as importantas physical health to the overall well-being
of individuals, societiesand countries," S4 Health Canadaspecifically states: "Mental health is as
importantas physical health, In fact, the two are intertwined, Om mental health directlyaffects
our physicalhealthand vice versa," ss

In summary"mental and social well-belng"falls within the definition of health recognized by the
WHO, Canadian jurisdictions, public health authorities and Dr. Ollson, Consequently Knopper
and Ollson(2011) appeal's to acknowledge that the health of some individuals will be traded off
as a result of wind turbine projects.

In closing,now that you and WPD are in possession of this information, as part of your
organization's responsibility to fully and accurately describehealth issues related to the Project,
or any other project(s) in Ontario,we trust that the foregoing information will be provided
wheneveryou are communicating with members of the public or regulatory authorities on health
mattersduring the RenewableEnergy Approval(s) process, In our respectful view, amongst
other things, WPD's failure to includesuch information could be viewed as negligent
misrepresentation and be actionable, In addition, a failure to disclosesuch information may
provide grounds for a landowner to void any agreement purportedly reachedwith WPD,

Should you haveany questions or require additional information pleaseadvise,

Yours very truly,

ERIC 1(, GILLESPIE
PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

~~~~
- . '"&1

Eric 1(, Gillcspfc
EKG/am

cc. Mr. H. Garand- Chair - APPEC

SI Knepper and Ollson: Health effectsand wind turbines: A review of the literature. Environmental Health 2011
10:78
"Health Canada,(2004). Canadian handbookon health impactassessment: YoU. The basics. A reportof the
FederallProvincialfferritorial Committee on Environmental and Occupational Health. Retrieved from
http://www.who.intihialtools/toolkitlwhohia063/en/index.html
51 Erickson v. Director, Ministry ofthe Environment, Environmental Decision Case Nos. 1O~121 and 10-122,
Supplementary Witness Statement ofChristopherA. Ollson,March &, 2011·
" WorldHealth Organization, The World Health Report: 2001:MentalHealth:New Understanding, New Hope,
S<Health Canada(May 2006), It's Your Health Mental Health- Mental Illness
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in motion
#101-310 Idylwyld Dr N
Saskatoon, SK S7Lon

December 14, 2011

City Council, c/o. City Clerk
City of Saskatoon
City Hall
222-3'd Avenue North
Saskatoon, SK S7KOJ5

Dear City Council:

RECEIVED
DEC 20 2011

CITY CLERK'S Of-FIGE
mAQU, I (..JUI"

fhysi<al ActivitY-d9 itlqr!j(el

Re: Request for the February zo", 2012 Family Day to be designated as
"Family in motion Day"

In motion is a health promotion strategy led by the Saskatoon Health Region in partnership with the City
of Saskatoon and University of Saskatchewan. The vision of in motion is that all residents of Saskatoon
and Region will incorporate regular physical activity into their daily lives and that Saskatoon will be the
healthiest community in Canada through physical activity.

Saskatoon Health Region, along with our community partners, will be encouraging everyone in
Saskatoon and Region to make memories and build the tradition of being physically active with family
and friends on the Family Day statutory holiday. Along with other events held in the community, we are
pleased that our partner, the City of Saskatoon, will be providing free skating events on that day.

Please accept this letter as a formal request to declare Family Day February 20th as "Family in motion
Day". This request is being made on behalf of the In motion partnership: Saskatoon Health Region, City
of Saskatoon - Community Services Department; University of Saskatchewan - College of Kinesiology.

Thank you for taking the time to review our request.

Sincerely,

Tanya Dunn-Pierce
Manager,
Health Promotion Department
Public Health Services
Saskatoon Health Region

Lynne Lacroix
Chairperson,
inmotion Partnership Coordinating Committee
Manager,
Community Development
City of Saskatoon



Saskatoon Literacy Coalition

RECEIVED!
January 3, 2011

His Worship the Mayor and City Council:

JAN 06 2012

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
SASKATOON

I am writing on behalf of the Saskatoon Literacy Coalition. The Coalition provides a

forum for various organizations and agencies in Saskatoon who are involved in literacy

to meet monthly. Together Coalition members organize, support and promote a variety

of literacy programs and events in our city. Please find enclosed a brochure wifh further

informafion about our organization.

As we have for a number of years, the Coalition is again pleased to support the

. Saskatoon Public School Division's Literacy for Life·Conference. Tocoincide with the

conference, the Saskatoon Literacy Coalition is requesting that your worship declare

the week of April 29- May 51h, 2012 as Saskatoon Literacy Week. During this week the

school division plans exciting events that raise awareness and celebrate literacy in

Saskatoon, including sessions for both elementary and high school students, an evening

banquet and a Business Leaders' Luncheon.

The Coalition would also request that your worship agree to be photographed with

Coalition members, to accompany the declaration in the StarPhoenix.

As always, we are extremely grateful for your continued support of literacy in our city,

and appreciate your positive response to our requests over the years.

SincereIYc'L_._ \

Cathy Sieben, President

c/o 204 5th Ave. N. I Saskatoon. SK S7K2PI I ph: 30&657·6277

www.nald.ca/slcls!<tnlitcoalition@gmall.com



TIwSaskatoon Uta-a"Y.Coalition Inc. isa non-proftt
groupwhkh mee~mo\1thly.> .«
Wearea group of inclivtdu~ls andrepresentatiJes
fromor:ganizations \""or~d:ng togethe-rto promote

litera"" •.•. >
\IV.exchang~ lnfonnation,fadlitatecooperation
between ",ember groups and raise public"'N~ren€GS
aboutthe importanceof a lita-atesocietl; We invtte
everyone interested in iitetaC"!to join us.

The Saskatopn Literacy Coalition

clo 204 5" Ave. North, Saskatoon, SK S7K 2P1
I Phone 657-6277 Email: sktnlitcoalition@gmaiLcom
i' www.nald.calslc
1'",::'<;"
1 ~~!'-:)nJ,:;1;i:Jr'1'P;~c~IJi!~Ait':i;?!f1'1"irr&"li:;'?!:'M'!'

5'''*''';'9'1'
:i

'.<~

·i';I;

i'

I

,:,

Theyv,ill referyou to an approprfateagency.
. I.· "i .

iBecome a tutor.i••
I

Saskatchewan literacyl Network
! ," I

I

•••••••••••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••1•••••••••••• 651-7288

Call ...
,.'}

The Saskatoon.Food BankI v, i' "

& Le~ming Centre .•...••..,..t. , :"i.,664.6565
Radius Community Centre ...•.•....•..•......•:.•..665-0362

I .;' .. ,-

READ Saskatoon ~ ; 652-5448
i ' .

Saskatoon Open Door S07iety...•..,..: ......•'....• 653·4464

SIAST - Kelsey Campus + ' 659-5700
Saskatoon Public School bvision !
Royal West campus ..!.: i..; 683.7540

Frontier College..•.•.•..•..:••...•......•......~ .•.•.. 374-7323

i
under LEARN ,In the Yellow Pages~'({j,'l .:'

',', I, ',' ......•. ' .:1

I rI " " , ;'
I ',' ','

How to don~teto th~ SLC...
oontrtbtltJQns maybesent to;

I

The saskatorn Literacy Co,~lition
c/o 204 5" Ave. North, Saskatoon.'SKS7K2P1

Phone 657-8277 Email: sktnlitcoalition@gmail.com
wwW.nald.calslc

I '
I

{i·~\n!i/./i¥i/i)]2Ic.ljij/:i;;'·;;U
..&1".0 IJJbU·.Iteea,··.'I-e~P.>:1
·.:.:·:::::', ..I:'::,:.·'·:·,C/:··,:~.::,'·;~.::7;,::: i .:s , . - ; : -: : , : ,' " " , .. ,:,i',;:::':'i;:;;':':i,'r:.'..':- .) ; . ':' : .:: - " ' : :: " : :: ; " : '>, :: " ,: /,';+ : , ,!:~:J,:\: :o: :J':,:

/i .•·""ith.~qil'lg·'VlIm'rgp~m~th??:/1

Wing on Wing 230-7.332

University of Saskatchewan
Language Centre......................•..............966-4351

Frontier College 374-7323

Radius Community Centre for Education and
Employment Training..............•...................... 665.Q362

Federation des Francophones
de Saskatoon 653-7440

Saskatoon Open Door ~ociety 653-4464

Saskatoon Public Library 975-7643

Saskatchewan Aboriginal Literacy
Network 934-2632

Greater Saskatoon Catholic Schools 659-7079

READ Saskatoon 652-5448

Saskatoon Public School Division....•............• 683-8200

The StarPhoenix Educational Services 65776277

Saskatchewan Literacy Network 651-7288

SIAST Kelsey ; 659-5700

The Saskatoon Food Bank and Learning
Centre 664-6565

Saskatoon Literacy Coalition Inc.
members include:



The Saskatoon literacy Coalition Inc. invites YOU to support literacy!

Membership Form
JolnusfnworkIng together for literacy!

CONTACT NAME _

ORGANfZA1l0N NAlv'lE _

ADDRESS _

aTYffO\NN _

POST".LCODE _

PHONE _

FAX _

E-MAlL _

Copies of Meeting Minutes

o Please e-mail minutes to me.

o Do not send minutes to me.

Yearly Membership Fees

o IndMduaJ Membershfp $2:0

o COmpany10rganization Membership $40

o Do notmailme a receipt

o Please mafl mea receIpt

The Saskatoon Literacy Coalition

c/o 204 5th Ave. North, Saskatoon, SKS7K2P1
Phone 657-6277 Email: sktnJitcoalition@gmaiLcom

www.nald.calslc

What We Do
1. Work Cooperatively
• arranging presentations by aduftleamersto

encourage students to ~ay In school;

• facilitating learnerpartklpatlcn at literacy events.

2. International literacYDay
• we hostacelebration of lntematlonalUteracyDay

on September 8th of each year.

3. We raise public awareness about literacy by:
• publishIng nteracysupplements InTheStarPhoenlx;

• partlclpatlng In the annual StarPhoenlX Ralse-A
Readerfundralslng campaIgn for children andfamIly
literacy;

• prov1dlng resource materials andspeakers;
• responding to local, provincial and natIonal literacy

Issues;

• supportlng the celebratlon of
FamIly Llterncy Day;

• promotlngliteracy events.

Why We Dolt
We areconcerned about literacy because:
• 40%of AdultsIn Saskatchewan ages 16and overare

strugglingwith literacybelow levels whereCanadians
areableto meettht; grOWing IitNacydemands
of a knowledge-based economyandsociety
(lAL$S, 2003);

• lnthe nextffvt; years, 213 of newand replacement
Jobs will rsqulre SOffit; type of postsecondary
education,

Did you know?
• Manyadultswrth poor mading, writing. andmath

skills arevery reluctarrt to seek help.

• Thert; arevolunteerliteracy programs Inall regions
of saskatchewan,

• Albert EinsteIn, Thomas Ed'ison.Walt Disney,
vVlnston Churchill, and Jacque Demers haddiffiCUlty'
leamlngto read,
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