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City of
Saskatoon

PUBLIC AGENDA

MUNICIPAL PLANNING COMMISSION

Tuesday, February 24, 2015, 11:30 a.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER

Committee Room “E”, City Hall

Ms. J. Braden, Chair
Mr. K. Martens, Vice-Chair
Councillor E. Olauson
Mr. S. Betker

Ms. C. Christensen
Mr. A. Douma

Mr. J. Jackson

Mr. S. Laba

Mr. J. McAuliffe

Ms. S. Smith

Ms. K. Weber

Mr. J. Yachyshen

Mr. A. Yuen

2. CONFIRMATION OF AGENDA

3. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

3.1  Minutes of Regular Meeting of the Municipal Planning Commission held

on January 27, 2015.

4. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

5. COMMUNICATIONS

6. REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION

6.1 Development Standards for Structured Parking and Design [Files CK.

4350-015-001, CK. 4130-1 and PL. 4130-22-3]

Recommendation

That the Municipal Planning Commission recommend to City Council at

the time of the public hearing:

That the proposed amendments to Official Community Plan Bylaw No.
8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, as outlined in this report, be approved.
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6.2

6.3

6.4

Proposed Rezoning from FUD to B4(H) and RMTN(H) — McOrmand
Drive and Highway 5 — Brighton Neighbourhood [Files CK. 4351-015-
002, CK. 4110-46 and PL. 4350-Z41/14]

Recommendation

That the Municipal Planning Commission recommend to City Council at
the time of the public hearing:

That the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone the
properties identified in Attachment 1 of the report of the General Manager,
Community Services Department, dated February 24, 2015, from FUD —
Future Urban Development District to B4(H) — Arterial and Suburban
Commercial District, with the Holding Symbol “H”, be approved.

Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 — Stonebridge Common —
Stonebridge Neighbourhood [Files CK. 4351-015-003 and PL. 4350-
Z23/14]

Recommendation

That the Municipal Planning Commission recommend to City Council at
the time of the public hearing:

That the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw no. 8770 to rezone the
properties identified in Attachment 1 of the report of the General Manager,
Community Services Department, dated February 24, 2015, from R1A —
One-Unit Residential District to RM3 — Medium- Density Multiple-Unit
Dwelling District, be approved.

Land Use Applications Received by the Community Services
Department for the Period between December 18, 2014, to January
21, 2015 [Files CK. 4000-5, PL 4350-1, PL 4355-D, PL 4350, and PL
4300)

Recommendation

That the information be received.
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7. REPORTS FROM COMMISSION

7.1 Update of ltems Previously Considered by the Commission, and

Considered by City Council at its meeting on Monday, February 23,
2015. [File No. CK. 075-06]
Recommendation

That the information be received.

8. ADJOURNMENT



6.1

Development Standards for Structured Parking and Design
Guidelines for the Downtown - City Centre Plan Implementation

Recommendation

That a copy of this report be submitted to City Council recommending that at the time of
the public hearing, City Council consider the Administration’s recommendation that the
proposed amendments to Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770, as outlined in this report, be approved.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to propose amendments to Official Community Plan (OCP)
Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to provide development standards related
to parking structures and design guidelines for the Downtown.

Report Highlights

1. The Administration recommends OCP Bylaw No. 8769 be amended to include a
new subsection for “Active Frontages”, which will outline the goals of the design
guidelines, as well as an adjustment to the boundary of the OCP Downtown Land
Use Map to recognize the 25" Street extension.

2. The Administration recommends that the development standards relating to
parking structures be applied to the M4, B5B, B5C, B6, and RA1 Zoning Districts,
and that design guidelines for the Downtown apply in the M4 and B6 Zoning
Districts.

Strategic Goal

This initiative supports the City of Saskatoon’s (City) Strategic Goal of Sustainable
Growth by establishing development standards and design guidelines that will increase
the quality and character of the Downtown area.

Background

At its January 20, 2014 meeting, City Council received a report entitled “City Centre
Plan - Items for Immediate Implementation” (Immediate Implementation Report). At that
meeting, City Council provided authorization to proceed with bylaw amendments that
would establish design guidelines for the Downtown. The Administration prepared the
design guidelines; however, some details presented in the Immediate Implementation
Report have been modified. For this reason, the Administration has prepared this report
to present the design guidelines and highlight the modifications (see Attachment 1).

Report

The City Centre Plan introduced a set of design guidelines for the Downtown. The
design guidelines outline the construction and design goals for Downtown
developments to support the overall vision of the City Centre. The guidelines are
intended to be flexible enough to encourage development and allow for creative building




Development Standards for Structured Parking and Design Guidelines for the
Downtown — City Center Plan Implementation

design, yet provide for a built environment that is attractive, safe, and sensitive to the
pedestrian.

Amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769

The proposed amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769 include a new subsection named
“Active Frontages.” Active frontages create a relationship between the building and the
street, which will improve safety and lead to animation and vibrancy in the Downtown
(see Attachment 2).

The proposed amendments also include an adjustment to the boundary of the
OCP Downtown Land Use Map to align the northern boundary of the Downtown with the
new 25™ Street extension (see Attachment 3).

Amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770
The proposed amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 are divided into two sections:

i) development standards related to parking structures, which includes
design criteria; and
i) design guidelines for the Downtown.

The amendments related to parking structures will affect the following Zoning Districts:
i) M4 (Core Area Institutional Service District);
i) B5B (Broadway Commercial District);
iii) B5C (Riversdale Commercial District);
iv) B6 (Downtown Commercial District); and
V) RAL1 (Reinvestment District 1).

The proposed design guidelines for the Downtown affect the M4 (Core Area Institutional
Service) and B6 (Downtown Commercial) Zoning Districts. These design guidelines
relate to setbacks, wind mitigation, wall relief, and fagade standards. Attachment 2
provides details of the proposed amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. Please note
that the design guidelines will not apply to the B3 (Medium-Density Arterial Commercial)
areas in the Downtown as these lands are being studied under the Growing Forward
project. A definition for public use will also be added to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to
identify the potential uses on the ground floor frontages for parking structures.

Options to the Recommendation
City Council has the option to:
1) deny the proposed amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769 and
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770; or
2) request revisions to the design guidelines and development standards.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

The proposed design guidelines were discussed by the City Centre Plan Steering
Committee, with stakeholder consultation held in the spring of 2013, where the design
guidelines were presented to the community. The principles of the design guidelines
were presented to City Council at its January 20, 2014 meeting, as part of the
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Development Standards for Structured Parking and Design Guidelines for the
Downtown — City Center Plan Implementation

Immediate Implementation Report. The Administration has also vetted the proposed
design guidelines through four teams of private sector architects and developers.

Communication Plan

If this proposal is approved, the three core Business Improvement Districts (BIDs) will
be notified, in writing, of the amendments. As well, developers of any known Downtown
projects currently in the design stages will be notified. The Sutherland BID and

33" Street BID were not included in this study as they are outside of the City Centre
Plan boundary. The Administration will work with these BIDs if they are interested in
exploring similar design guidelines and development standards for their area.

Policy Implications
The implementation of the design guidelines detailed in this report requires
amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no environmental, financial, CPTED, or privacy implications or
considerations.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
This project will be complete upon the public hearing.

Public Notice

The design guidelines will be advertised in accordance with Public Notice Policy
No. C01-021, and a date for the public hearing will be set. A notice will be placed in
The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the public hearing.

Attachments

1. Modifications to the Design Guidelines for the Downtown

2. Proposed Design Guidelines for the Downtown

3. Proposed Official Community Plan Downtown Land Use Map

Report Approval

Written by: Paul Whitenect, Senior Planner, Neighbourhood Planning
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/CP/2015/MPC — Dev. Standards for Structured Parking and Design Guidelines for the DT — CCP Implementation/ks
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ATTACHMENT 1

Modifications to the Design Guidelines for the Downtown

The design guidelines outlined in the “City Centre Plan — Items for Immediate
Implementation” report (Immediate Implementation Report), dated December 19, 2013,
summarized the general design principles presented in the City Centre Plan. In some
cases, when the guidelines were being built-out, policies were modified from what was
originally proposed. The key modifications are detailed below.

1.

Setbacks

The Immediate Implementation Report required 75% of the front facade of
buildings to be placed within 0.5 metres of the front property line. The revised
guidelines do not dictate building setbacks, but instead will specify what is
permitted in the setback area. This will provide flexibility for building placement
on the site, and ensure that all setback areas are dedicated to public uses,
including drop-off areas, bicycle parking, restaurant/dining uses, landscaping, or
a public space, such as a plaza or public art space.

Step Backs
The City Centre Plan proposed that buildings over 25 metres in height have a

minimum 2 metre step back between 10 metres and 25 metres. The purpose
was to redirect winds away from the sidewalk and to reduce the visual scale of
the building. The revised guidelines will address these two considerations
separately. Itis proposed that any building over 15 metres in height will require a
wind mitigation study that will identify all efforts to minimize wind at the grade
level, and a Development Officer will need to be satisfied with these results
before approving the development permit.

To address the scale of the building, buildings over 25 metres in height will need
to provide a step back, as was previously proposed, or will need to provide an
architectural feature to disrupt the wall relief to address the scale of the building.

Facade Guidelines

The City Centre Plan called for buildings to maintain a distinctive base, middle,
and top portion. This requirement will be maintained; however, vertical
articulation or a similar change in material will be permitted, in lieu of a distinctive
bottom or top portion.

The Immediate Implementation Report required a minimum of 40% of the ground
floor street facing wall to be transparent and 30% above the ground floor. The
revised provision maintains the 40% transparent opening at the ground floor but
does not have requirements above the ground floor. The reason for the change
is to provide greater flexibility for building design and architectural elements and
to help buildings achieve green building standards.



Parking Placement and Structures

The design guidelines relating to parking placement and structures will not be
amended from what was originally outlined, with two minor additions. At-grade
parking will require the 7.0 metre setback as originally proposed, and parking
structures will require architectural treatments. However, parking structures will
be required to maintain a minimum of 50% of the ground floor frontage dedicated
to public uses adjacent to a public street. As well, the regulations will clarify that
parking structures must be screened on all sides that can be viewed from a
public street, regardless of setback. Facade treatments will not be required for
the ground floor of parking structures that abut a rear lane; however, upper floors
that may be seen from a public street will require facade treatments to the
satisfaction of the Development Officer.




ATTACHMENT 2

Proposed Design Guidelines for the Downtown

The following design guidelines are proposed for Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw
No. 8769 and Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. The design guidelines were first proposed in the
City Centre Plan and will be applied to OCP Bylaw No. 8769 and relevant zoning
districts as detailed below.

A. Proposed Amendments to OCP Bylaw No. 8769

1. Section 6.1.2.7: Active Frontages
An Active Frontage refers to building frontages that face and open onto a
public sidewalk and are designed to promote animation, vibrancy, and
interest, as well as an element of comfort to the public realm. The goal of
Active Frontages is to create a relationship between the building and the
street and can be achieved by incorporating the following principles:

a) frequent door and transparent window openings;

b) no blank walls, continuous garage doors, or high fences;

C) interesting building facades along the street frontage;

d) building facades that vary along the block face;

e) building facades may be articulated or contain projections,
including but not limited to, bays and porches to provide
visual interest;

f) where a building is setback from the property line, the space
created should be dedicated to pedestrian activities,
including plazas, seating areas, landscaping, or other uses
that are active or provide visual interest;

0) public uses, including but not limited to retail uses, should be
located on the ground floor where possible; and

h) internal uses should be visible from the sidewalk or may
continue onto the sidewalk.

B. Proposed Amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 - Development Standards
Related to Parking Structures

The proposed amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 will provide development
standards for parking structures within the Downtown and will apply to the
following Zoning Districts:

)] Section 9.4: M4 — Core Area Institutional Service District
i) Section 10.8A: B5B - Broadway Commercial District

iii) Section 10.8B: B5C — Riversdale Commercial District

iv) Section 10.9: B6 - Downtown Commercial District

V) Section 12.6: RAL - Reinvestment District 1

1. Parking Structures: Parking structures must be screened with
architectural treatments on all street-facing facades, as well as those




facades that can be viewed from a public street, regardless of setback
distance, to the satisfaction of the Development Officer. Architectural
treatments may include architectural screening or cladding resembling a
building facade.

2. Parking Structures to Contain Public Uses At-Grade: Parking
structures are required to have active frontages and must provide public
uses for a minimum of 50% of the ground floor frontage along the
building’s street-facing frontage where immediately adjacent to a public
street. Public uses include all uses where the public may freely enter,
including, but not limited to, retail uses, office uses, and bike parking
facilities. The ground floor of parking structures are encouraged to be
retail-ready as a means to accommodate public uses at-grade.

3. Parking Placement: At-grade parking areas associated with a building
development that are not suitably screened with architectural treatments
are required to maintain a minimum 7.0 metre setback from the front
property line; and if there is no building within the setback area, the area
must be landscaped in accordance with Section 7.0.

On corner lots, the side yard must be suitably screened with a fence to the
satisfaction of the Development Officer.

Proposed Amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 — Design Guidelines for
the Downtown

The proposed amendments to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 will provide development
standards relating to Design Guidelines within the Downtown and will apply to the
following Zoning Districts:

)] Section 9.4: M4 — Core Area Institutional Service District
i) Section 10.9: B6 - Downtown Commercial District
1. Setbacks: Any area that is setback from the street-facing property line

must be used for:
a) drop-off area;
b) bicycle parking;
C) restaurant or dining uses;
d) landscaping; or
e) public space, including but not limited to a plaza, public art,
or seating area.

2. Wind Mitigation: Any building that exceeds 15 metres in height will
require a wind mitigation study from a qualified engineer or architect that
demonstrates methods and features that will minimize wind at grade level
to the satisfaction of the Development Officer. Wind mitigating features




may include, but are not limited to, building step backs, building
articulation, or canopies.

Facade Guidelines: A minimum of 40% of the surface area of the ground
floor of all street-facing facades of a building is to contain transparent
openings.

Divisions of the Facade: A facade must maintain distinctive architectural
elements for the base, middle, and top portions of the building. Vertical
articulation of the facade or change in material may be provided, in lieu of
a distinctive bottom or top portion.

Wall Relief: For buildings over 25 metres in height, a step back or related
feature that disrupts the wall relief, is to be provided on all street-facing
facades between 10 metres to 25 metres in height.

Materials: Materials associated with low-cost construction, such as vinyl
siding and standard grades of cement block, as well as darkly tinted glass,
are discouraged on facades that face a public right-of-way.
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6.2

Proposed Rezoning from FUD to B4(H) and RMTN(H) —
McOrmond Drive and Highway 5 — Brighton Neighbourhood

Recommendation

That at the time of the public hearing, City Council consider the Administration’s
recommendation that the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone the
properties identified in the attached map from FUD — Future Urban Development District
to B4(H) — Arterial and Suburban Commercial District, with the Holding Symbol “H,” and
RMTN(H) — Townhouse Residential District, with the Holding Symbol “H,” be approved.

Topic and Purpose

An application has been submitted by Dream Asset Management Corporation (Dream)
requesting to rezone land in the Brighton neighbourhood, as shown in Attachment 1,
from FUD — Future Urban Development District to B4 — Arterial and Suburban
Commercial District and RMTN — Townhouse Residential District. The Holding Symbol
“H” is proposed to be applied in conjunction with the proposed zoning districts to ensure
that servicing and access requirements are provided to the area prior to development
commencing. The rezoning will allow the subdivision of land to proceed in order to
exchange land for ownership purposes in advance of future development.

Report Highlights

1. Proposed zoning amendments will allow the subdivision of land to proceed in this
area of Brighton, in accordance with the Brighton Neighbourhood Concept Plan
(Concept Plan). The rezoning will allow the subdivision of land to proceed in
order to exchange land for ownership purposes in advance of future
development.

2. The application of the Holding Symbol “H” will restrict development until servicing
and access requirements are provided for the area.

3. Future zoning amendments to remove the Holding Symbol “H” and to rezone
lands to their appropriate zoning district, consistent with Concept Plan, will be
required.

Strategic Goal

This rezoning supports the Strategic Goal of Sustainable Growth. Brighton, a
neighbourhood in the early stages of development, was designed to align with the
objectives of the Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon: Growth Plan to Half a Million,
which is expected to be provided to City Council for consideration in 2016.

Background

The Concept Plan was approved by City Council on May 20, 2014 (see Attachment 2).
At that time, lands within Brighton were rezoned from their previous zoning designations
under the Saskatoon Planning District Zoning Bylaw to FUD — Future Urban
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Proposed Rezoning from FUD to B4(H) and RMTN(H) — McOrmond Drive and
Highway 5 — Brighton Neighbourhood

Development District under the City of Saskatoon Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. Dream has
applied to rezone a portion of these lands, as discussed in this report, in preparation for
urban development.

Report

Concept Plan

The Concept Plan identifies lands within the area to be rezoned for development as
retail, mixed-use, medium-density residential, street townhouse, and single-unit
residential land use.

Zoning Bylaw Amendment

Lands identified in Attachment 1 are proposed to be rezoned from FUD — Future Urban
Development District to B4(H) — Arterial and Suburban Commercial District, with the
Holding Symbol “H,” and RMTN — Townhouse Residential District, with the Holding
Symbol “H.”

The area identified to be rezoned to RMTN(H) will, in the future, accommodate a variety
of land uses consistent with the Concept Plan. The proposed zoning designation of
RMTN(H) will allow the subdivision of land to proceed in order to exchange land for
ownership purposes, and is an appropriate placeholder designation as much of the land
within this area will ultimately remain RMTN and be developed as townhouse
residential. Future zoning amendments to rezone land in this area not identified for
townhouse development on the Concept Plan will be required.

Holding Symbol

As per Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 8769, City Council may use the Holding
Symbol “H”, in conjunction with any other use designation in the Zoning Bylaw, to
specify the use to which lands shall be put at some time in the future, but which are now
considered premature or inappropriate for immediate development.

Application of the Holding Symbol “H” is necessary to ensure that the provision of
required services to the Brighton neighbourhood, including adequate vehicle access,
are in place prior to development commencing.

Future zoning amendments to remove the Holding Symbol “H” will be undertaken at
such time that these required services are provided, which will allow development under
the underlying zoning district to commence. Future zoning amendments, in conjunction
with the removal of the Holding Symbol “H,” will be required for certain lands currently
proposed to be zoned RMTN(H) to rezone them to a designation consistent with the
Concept Plan.

Comments from Other Divisions

No concerns were identified through the administrative referral process that precludes
this application from proceeding to the public hearing. Please refer to Attachment 3 for
complete comments.

Page 2 of 3



Proposed Rezoning from FUD to B4(H) and RMTN(H) — McOrmond Drive and
Highway 5 — Brighton Neighbourhood

Options to the Recommendation
City Council could choose to deny this application. This option is not recommended as
this application facilitates the initial stages of the implementation of the Concept Plan.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Extensive public consultation was undertaken during the development of the Concept
Plan. As this application relates to the implementation of the Concept Plan, no further
consultation was conducted.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no policy, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations. A communication plan is not required at this time.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
Future reports will address the removal of the Holding Symbol “H” and rezoning of lands
within this area to align with the Concept Plan.

Public Notice
Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 11(a) of
Public Notice Policy No. C01-021.

Once this application has been considered by the Municipal Planning Commission, it
will be advertised in accordance with Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, and a date
for a public hearing will be set. The Planning and Development Division will notify all
property owners within a 75 metre (246 feet) buffer of the proposed site of the public
hearing date by letter. A notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the
public hearing.

Attachments

1. Location Map

2. Brighton Neighbourhood Concept Plan
3. Comments from Other Divisions

Report Approval

Written by: Brent McAdam, Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Don Cook, Acting Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/DS/2015/MPC — Proposed Rezoning from FUD to B4(H) and RMTN(H) — McOrmond Drive and Highway 5 — Brighton
Neighbourhood/ks
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ATTACHMENT 1

Location Map
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ATTACHMENT 3

Comments From Other Divisions

Transportation and Utilities Department

Proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendment, as noted in the report, is acceptable to the
Transportation and Utilities Department, subject to the following conditions:

1. A Traffic Impact Study must be provided that addresses the following:
)] type of traffic control and configuration of the intersection at each access into
the site;
i) access scheme to the parcel south of the site, adjacent to Road C and
Road B;
i) swept path for delivery trucks entering and egressing the site; and
iv) location of sidewalks and proposed pedestrian crossing control.

Planning and Development Comment: This requirement pertains to the District
Commercial site proposed to be rezoned to B4(H), of which development may not
proceed until the Holding Symbol “H” is removed. Dream is presently working with
Transportation to address these requirements, which will be required to be met prior
to the removal of the Holding Symbol “H".

2. The approval is subject to no further development taking place without a servicing
agreement.

Planning and Development Comment: A servicing agreement will be required to
be in place prior to the removal of the Holding Symbol “H".



6.3

Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 - Stonebridge
Common — Stonebridge Neighbourhood

Recommendation

That at the time of the public hearing, City Council consider the Administration’s
recommendation that the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone the
properties identified in the attached map from R1A — One-Unit Residential District to
RM3-Medium-Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling District, be approved.

Topic and Purpose

An application has been submitted by Dream Asset Management Corporation
requesting to rezone land in the Stonebridge neighbourhood from R1A — One-Unit
Residential District to RM3 — Medium-Density Multiple-Unit Dwelling District (RM3
District) (see Attachment 1). The rezoning will facilitate medium-density residential
development of the property, consistent with the Stonebridge Neighbourhood Concept
Plan (Concept Plan).

Report Highlights
1. This application is consistent with the Concept Plan.

2. No issues or concerns were raised through the administrative review process.

Strategic Goal

Under the City of Saskatoon’s (City) Strategic Goal of Sustainable Growth, providing a
mix of housing types and densities within our neighbourhoods supports the priority to
create “complete community” neighbourhoods.

Background

The Concept Plan, originally approved by City Council in June 2005, identifies this
parcel for medium-density residential development. In 2014, an amendment to the
Concept Plan was approved to provide a rectangular site for the proposed joint-use
elementary schools. To accommodate this, a through road in front of the school site
was created and the park feature with an encircling roadway was eliminated. This
prompted a reconfiguration of the size and shape of the parcel that is the subject of this
report, which shrank slightly from 1.88 acres to 1.87 acres.

Report

Concept Plan

A rezoning of the subject property to RM3 District is consistent with the designation of
this property as medium-density residential on the Concept Plan.

Zoning Bylaw
Development of the subject property will be required to comply with the requirements of

the RM3 District.




Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 — Stonebridge Common — Stonebridge
Neighbourhood

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

Comments from Other Divisions

No concerns were identified through the administrative referral process that precludes
this application from proceeding to the public hearing. Please refer to Attachment 3 for
complete comments.

Options to the Recommendation
City Council could choose to deny this application. This option is not recommended as
it is consistent with the Concept Plan.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Extensive public consultation was conducted in conjunction with the development of the
Concept Plan. As this application is consistent with the Concept Plan, a public
information meeting was not held.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no policy, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations. A communication plan is not required at this time.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
No follow-up is required.

Public Notice
Public Notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 11 (a) of
Public Notice Policy No. C01-021.

Once this application has been considered by the Municipal Planning Commission, it
will be advertised in accordance with Public Notice Policy No. C01-021 and a date for
a public hearing will be set. The Planning and Development Division will notify all
property owners within a 75 metre (246 feet) buffer of the proposed site of the public
hearing date by letter. A notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the
public hearing.

Attachments

1. Location Map

2. Stonebridge Neighbourhood Concept Plan
3. Comments from Other Divisions

Report Approval

Written by: Brent McAdam, Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Don Cook, Acting Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S:Reports\DS\2015\MPC — Proposed Rezoning from R1A to RM3 — Stonebridge Common — Stonebridge Neighbourhood\kt
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ATTACHMENT 2

Stonebridge Neighbourhood Concept Plan

(excerpt)

B MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL (65 units/hat)



ATTACHMENT 3

Comments From Other Divisions

Transportation and Utilities Department

The proposed Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 amendment, as noted in the report, is acceptable to
the Transportation and Utilities Department, subject to the following comment:

1. One Stonebridge Common access will be approved. More than one access from this
site on Stonebridge Common is not desirable.

Should the multi-unit parcel across Stonebridge Common require access, it is
preferred that the major driveway be located on Dickson Crescent. Additional access
from Stonebridge Common aligning with this new crossing may be approved.

Planning and Development Comment: The applicant has been made aware of this
comment for their consideration in site design of this parcel.



6.4

Land Use Applications Received by the Community Services
Department For the Period Between December 18, 2014, to
January 21, 2015

Recommendation
That the information be received.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide detailed information on land use applications
received by the Community Services Department from the period between
December 8, 2014 to January 21, 2015.

Report

Each month, land use applications within the city of Saskatoon are received and
processed by the Community Services Department. See Attachment 1 for a detailed
description of these applications.

Public Notice
Public Notice, pursuant to Section 3 of the Public Notice Policy No. C01-02, is not
required.

Attachment
1. Land Use Applications

Report Approval
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/DS/2014/PDCS — Land Use Apps — February 9, 2015/ks




ATTACHMENT 1

Land Use Applications Received by the
Community Services Department For the Period
Between December 18, 2014 to January 21, 2015

The following applications have been received and are being processed:

Discretionary Use

o Application No. D22/14:
Applicant:
Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Proposed Use:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Rezoning
o Application No. Z2/15:
Applicant:

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

e Application No. Z3/15:
Applicant:
Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Proposed Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Subdivision
° Application No. 84/14:
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

902 Avenue | South

Jeff Nattress

Lot 12, Block 10, Plan No. H1017
R2

Garage Suite

King George

December 19, 2014

Kensington Boulevard

Dream Asset Management Corp.
Parcel HH, Plan No. 1021664475
B1B

B2 by Agreement

Kensington

January 12, 2015

Kensington Boulevard

Dream Asset Management Corp.
Parcel JJ, Plan No. 1021664475
B1B

B2 by Agreement

Kensington

January 12, 2015

104 Fitzgerald Street

Larson Surveys Ltd. for Daon Construction Ltd.

Lot 14, Block 4, Plan No. A7429
R2

Forest Grove

January 13, 2015



Subdivision

Page 2 of 4

Application No. 93/14:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 94/14:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 95/14:

Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 96/14:

Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

107 Hart Road

Meridian Surveys Ltd. for 101197527 Sask. Ltd.
Parcel Q, Plan No. 101908964

RM2

Blairmore Suburban Centre

December 19, 2014

11" Street/Dawes Avenue

Altus Geomatics for Shell Canada Ltd. and

City of Saskatoon

Lots 17 and 18, Block 183, Plan No. 102125494
IH

South West Industrial

December 19, 2014

Abandoned Canadian National Spur Line
Meridian Surveys Ltd. for Canadian National
Railway

Part Parcel M, Plan No. 81S33311

IL1

Airport Business Area

December 22, 2014

Rosewood Village Commercial Site
Webster Surveys for Saskatoon Land
Parts of NW %4 17-36-4-W3M and

NE "4 18-36-4-W3M;

Part Parcel EE, Plan No. 102028586;
Part Parcel BB, Plan No. 101875395;
Parcel S2, Plan No. 102137295;
Part original road allowance between
E. /2 Sec. 18 and W. 2 Sec. 17;

Part of Lane L2, Plan No. 102098842
FUD and R1A

Rosewood

December 23, 2014



Subdivision
Application No. 97/14:

Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 1/15:
Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 2 /15:
Applicant:

Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 3/15:
Applicant:

Legal Description:
Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Application No. 4/15:
Applicant:
Legal Description:

Current Zoning:
Neighbourhood:
Date Received:

Page 3 of 4

Brighton Phase 3

Webster Surveys for Dream Asset Management
Parts of LS 12 and 13, Sec. 29; NE 4 Sec. 30;
Parcels B and C, Plan No. 101897062;

Parcel A, Plan No. 94S05078,;

Parcel B, Plan No. 00SA23204;

Part road allowance adjoining Secs. 29,30,31,32
In Twp 36-4-W3M

FUD

Brighton

December 23, 2014

4014 Arthur Rose Avenue

Webb Surveys for Condominum Corp. 102031186
Lot 1, Block 278, Plan No. 102031186 and

Part of Condominium Plan No. 102109104
Common Area

IH2

Marquis Industrial

January 6, 2015

2018 Haultain Avenue

Webb Surveys for Verne and David Anderson and
Eugene Danko

Lot 3, Block X, Plan No. G805 and

Lot 32, Block X, Plan No. 101356792

R2

Adelaide Churchill

January 8, 2015

101 — 129 Jessop Avenue

Webb Surveys for Her Majesty the Queen and
City of Saskatoon

Part Lane L2 and Parcel E, Plan No. 65502405
IL1

Sutherland Industrial

January 20, 2015

569 and 603 Nordstrum Road

Webb Surveys for Various Owners

Lots 10, 11, and Walkway Closure of Lot B,
all in Block 945, Plan No. 81522154

R1A

Slverwood

January 20, 2015




Attachments

Plan of Proposed Discretionary Use No. D22/14
Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z2/15
Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z3/15
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 84/14
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 93/14
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 94/14
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 95/14
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 96/14
Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 97/14
10.  Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 1/15
11.  Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 2/15
12.  Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 3/15
13.  Plan of Proposed Subdivision No. 4/15

RN @R NS
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Plan of Proposed Discretionary Use No. D22/14
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Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z2/15
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Plan of Proposed Rezoning No. Z3/15

T Cose RV Cemtermial] T
rive

DCD6

~

B3

Hassard Way Palliserg ; Way
g& RMTN1 s e
s{é gfé/// R1B
ZIITTTN . fomlTT
. “RIA—
22nd Street
M3

L

File No. RZ03-2015

7/// /4 From B1B to B2 by Agreement

PROPOSED ZONING AMENDMENT

Z o




NONSOS “PIT SA20UNS UOSIDT

L juauniodsq saomtas Ajunwwoy

"UOOIDYSDS JO A1) Byl 4o /£Gg Jaquinu
#Mo{g Jo suolsinoid ayy Jepun pasoiddy

Proposed Subdivision No. 84/14

- ._0 m\r_:m pJo7 UDMaYD]DYSDS
¢ \J\é v nas A

¥lOZ ¥l 48quisaoN

= — = sny} pPaURNO S| PIPIIPGNS 89 O] DY
S8.38W Ul 28iD S)UBLWIBINSDaW

00+ ‘L 8[02g
FI10OC
‘SIS ‘UOSIDT 'V PIbmOoH 11q
UDMIYIIDYSDS

N EM ‘G 20y ‘98 ~dm
98 03S F/I MN Yl Ul
6ErLY UDId P.OY

# MOO[g F I JOT JO JID] JO
UOISINIPANS Pasodoid O UDld
UOOIDYSDS

[

‘UaopPUNGY 8}8J2U02 D
uo xa|dnp Aaiols omjf

£l

./
‘UoopUNGY 81240U0D )
D uo aboiogy Ly




No. 93/14

ivision

whs S %102 QY 2100

& | 2yrag-opvopwopregsizis| coizis | vi0z s smque)des
oy sy bumoig on ous viog e )

IF 91 52 4 $4pa 5 buom {ueimce paygous § s AbeuInes o/ peeer | #i/0Z atn| €

yuawiiodag ssumiag Ayunwwon auy jo seboutw |oisusY

R 1 o 1508 1uuwioe penes e on | o
ey w0 | on
005 : | - 9jeag

WO0IONSOS JO ALY BUl JO LCCT ON MOKG
ZQEN:Oh quqm 40 suaismoid auy sapun panosddy T NOOLYMSYS 40 ALID :© paulwox3
‘uoojeySES anojuassy
IBNPIEM-Q "8BY-9€ "dM| -GZ 085 ¥ "M'N s10g P11 vomaworsos zgflior - sumo
796806101 ON UB|d - D [82id
10 ||e jo uoisiApgns Buimoys

uniuiwiopuop) puejaieg
“QWOQOLQ JO ueld HOABAHNS ONYT NYMIHOLYHSYS

puo paunwoxl

: kg

ABBUTSOS 10y (UBLIBSD] WO'C PBSOdElg m R A/.u ]

uoranisued Auo 0} soud SeIaD; IS jo sBuMo 3y) AQ payuea
11905 PUNCIBIAPUN JO LOINDO| BU| ‘UMOYS S0, PUNDIBIIPUN
01 }90x3 3y} O] SO SRJULIONG OU SaxOW Pl SKBAING UDIPLIAK &

J0BJAY) SIOWIZEP PUD SAABW Ul BID SIUAWBINSDAN =

553 JO 20w S210333H §9°|
) puD Bu ueN0uq ANDRY O AQ pauing S paMeaIns 99 0) L0LIOH e

Proposed Subd

SJLON
Tysi00] oF EWgI00] o b .
900 | 6 w9i00| 5 virsq \t\\
8 "y 300 8
L evzeoo] z6 By 000128 o ugh ooy n
] T 9I00 | 9 Y TS PISILY
5/ Y EI00 56
e epl00| o€ (s se9 01 sbeen)
& W pi00] € wED
7] rlgo| 2 i iwn ol
7] ey s100] i Egﬁﬁﬂ.ﬁ“ :
“yzi00 | oc w700 o¢ prassay: S
w100 89 eypi00]| 62 - i [
wiii0a| 89 Pupi00| 82 w50 | T
eygi00| 29 P PI00 {0y S20 of aberrD)
Tyal00| 99 Y p100 welo
Fip100| 55 #2100 &
eigloa|  #9 00 (poyaoues 3G oy EETEEEE S 5
T9i00]| 9 5100 B v (h T 2
By G100 29 oy o0 i e G
BY 5100 i Y pio o V
=500 09 E P00 o]
900 6% w2100 -~
"5100| &5 7100 =
5 9100 X s
£ B4 9100 )
o5 24 9i00 w =
»s Py 500 %
&8 ey 600 a
25 Ty 6100 =) Pl
5 By 9100 ) w
05 ®i9/00 2 m
a7 By 9100 -] % o
7 %9100 & =
2 wizi00| 7 W
a ey E100| 9
3 W00 ¢ H
(22 eqgi00| v -+
w600 € wE00| € a
®y6i00] 2v eycio0| ¢ b
®ygi00] v By ri00| 1 1
easy | un easy | M ks ~ F
iy a0ée

[ BT
g

g !
< |

h 15§ 55
I
o519 oy !
veig pboy | 96806101 ZW dus sepng ey
|
|
|||||| 7l
9L68ISIF ON " on 4 .0_2.\- qg.t@.-t ueld
veld  pbey |




ddprszell alld

No. 94/14

=

=

v

= ONINNY1d ALINNWWOO
M AN diysieujied pajlwil
= & $211.W095) SN
w

g 4

% . dofenng pueq uemayojeyseg
3 ———
o

=

—

oy

7102 ‘AInr jo kep Uz
SIU} UBMBLD)BYSES JO 9IUIACIH
al] uj UcoieysSeS 18 pajeq

"(soB 6g'y) BY 96°| SUie)U0D pue

aul] pausep pjog Ul pauipno si pascidde aq o) Baly

‘wg OF Aq Auea Aew pue sjewixoidde ale sjuswiainsespy
*10949Y) S[BWIDBN PUB SAJI9W Ul 8I SjusWaInNseapy

YLOZ 'LL AN tABAINS AeuiLlBld

WIN - drr - Sa :Slepy| _ #8Z8LL TON gor

P6YGEL20) UBld ‘€81 Y20id ‘81 107 ‘UoojENSES JO A0

P6SZIZ0L UBld 'EG) H001g '/} 107 ‘PRl BpRUBY |[BUS

(S4aNmo

0001:) ajeag

¥10Z ‘Anp

'S'1'S ‘BSSRINOY "Y' UIA|RD
uemayaleyses

uoojeysesg jo A9

JBINEM - G "9BY - 9¢ "dm ] - 61 998 p/L "M'N
P6vSZLZ0L UBld ‘€81 Mo0ld ‘gL R LI S107
960198202 PUe LEOLLBZOZ # |934ed adepng
jO Hed jo

NOISIAIQENS d3S0d0dd 40 NY1d

N
o

ABiauzyses. o
———de—a————ud S SELEL

FBERELN

Lpnq 3

19MOdYSES I_.O.d i

e d——— e —

o

€8l

ot dd
r_“ | o
m | 9" 0L=00Y
_ I
h . | .
o i (0e96°0) | (oB06°0) s
stal BUBE'0 PO ey/c 0
af Gl 9z o | v S
218l = | i 1] R
1 Ea , A 2 |=
I3 ﬂ—_ I @ (4]
1 _ s |z
/__vf | =
= 1 68'69 | 8b'So &
ey .&uu I 2
z 00 1 B | \_\
8|0 | 2%
Lm0 | A
2 Lw \ BUGZ 0 an \\\ “l )
e & \ €2 al®. 7 )
I 2 \ a7
B ._H // 7 \\oe/\\
@ . rd
; oe \
i Am;mw.% E 1"
H € N Sl
gl sg ¢ 1 \ 9’59 =
a1 o J 7 =
1 N
___ \VA < mv
_4_ \\N \v\
b by :
g I - el (0BL20) =
@ mm_ A \N@w P ENEcD 00e
2 \\V/\in.u.\ e
2 S,
i S IR o s B i G s
| S AP A
s S e i ] 1295 &
S0'LEh | S
“““ D L NG
fswm_umn_ [eLses
190118 LEag|
EED veld A 85202568 Leld

A4

85202568

R T




4 BMpZL ABargIFIS ¥aLELS | #10Z ‘6 i8queidag 16 epp
N8y rawep Gumelqg ‘ON 8l ‘ereg Ag pexoay | :Ag umeiq)
‘Juswesea pasodoid peppy vroesientl e
Juswases pasodoid peppy pLoc/Z i 1
uoisiABl eleq o

Auedwor) Aeayiey Jeuclen velpeue)
paroiddy pue peujexs

HOAIAHNS ANYT NYMIHOL 36,.1\

~TY oS

1 Ag

000¢: | ejess

uoojeyses Jo

NVMIHOLVYISYS

Ao

JONEM - G "0BY - L€ 'M] - G09S /L "IN
LLEEES L8 "ON UBld p,6ay - W [8oied
Jo Lied jo uojsinpgns Buimoys

5IAIdENS d3S0dO4d 40 NV'ld

Proposed Subdivision No. 95/14

“§56( 10 GO SBIBJOBH G SUIEIUOD PUB 8Ll UBYoiq AABaY B AG peuilne s pedenins aq o] oo «

*J0aIBY) S[PLLIBP PUE SBNSU U} SIE SIUWSINSESY] -

‘SEfIANOR UOINSU0D AU O]
HOBY PIES JO J8UMO 8Y] Aq pejjiIeA 8q IS S8jIIZe) PUNCIBIaPUN JO HONEIO| BY L "LUMOYS
] puno:BIapun ey} jo UOIED0| 198X8 8l) O] SE 86juBJEnS oU seNew pj] sAeAINg uBIpLBl e

S3LON
00¢:| -8|eds
neleqg _
do —1 [1£€ES18
Z20625k8 ON ==
z _ | sniesay
o€ W i
= R 1aM0d /) m mm
_ sy P 4= R redjaunpy
Lﬂlnﬁﬂ e x‘ o8 iel
xvn_ u..,pw | ‘BY 60
| B 8w EX
D \BA\ 7 =
.._q..w. i £ —1— 1amod 9N
3 e ]| o
_ ¥ | wonounp
h N
| £ =l
| & =
8 e
| -
! - ueld p.bsy
ueld p,bey 1
| oe T
I/ T

L0LIESLL ON

ueld p.oay
g Gg MI

i
51e0 amh on W
. Ll 7
P ——
==

sweses

860¥&S9L ON

a0eld 8N

ueld

L

£c65LS558 ON

920/0S€L "ON
ueld p.ay
828B)d YET

anuaiy 4

JusLiases]
1amod ¥ w617
UOCIBNSES
pasodold

o gt

_ BY 610

{| X

}_ L‘:m_ii
m M a/lesay
N £y

HL—}

Jediounpy

ueld p.be

ugld p.bay

vv




wEiib

102-623(7-50d-pOCMISTY-SODPriFIMS
*py] sAaaing
ueIpLIY

“oeav’ T g

b $o0piog Ao 8 10 sTeUN YD

" £E53 ‘ON MmAg 10 SUSiEia! o4l 190N pRAGKIY
NOQLYNSYS I AU * GINWVXT

Proposed Subdivision No. 96/14

(33984 W L1 39 #/ M'N SOUMO) GNT SONICHIDH YONYIEVSYD | QINIVXS

18 18370 “un0) QLT SINTNISIANI NOHIACH | QINIWVXE

ozav’
AN e BEuRyY (BUELL) § 1O4EY PUB ) DO0IeYRG e

{81285 b/ 3N H6unQ) NOOLYNSYS i ALID S QINYXT

WS | P B0 AITOE PEAL O] PAIEIGHY SELIE Mo

] sva.
S0 MO B (AP BTN DG ) PO SR
Voo o5 g SRS @ ¢
R

ICLAR B8 BB SBAND O S BN
(a0 T55 7} SarmiR0y I51'G SurIuD puE
o iy AaRaY it PRI 81 UEPAPGAS 10] pasosiaxd wE S O VOO
s 10 U3 oG BB Ak PUR SIS 818 UNOYS SRRV
s 0§ 4 ki A s Al Gt SRS

1084940 SPUESS PUR SEASUL Uf A8 UMY SIS BUBIST

[EEE]

#102 G soquusaq possl

102 "W0E 1Q0P0 Jodaang puv] UBMBOIEYSES

0001t IWOS
#10Z W0} 1999190

xnopey ' Aeunyy :AQ

NYMIHILVNSYS ‘NOOLYYSYS
N

YANE M IDH-9E°dML-8L°03S TN
N ZpBBE0Z0L “ON NYTd 2T INVT

40 NOMHOD ONV

21°035 21 M ¥ 81 035 &1 '3 NIIMLIE

FONYMOTTY QVOH TYNIDIHO
40 NOUHOL ONY

562/E1201 "ON NV'1d ‘25 130HVd

40 TIV OnV

JONE M-+ IDE-9E'dML-BL'OFS %' TS

i GEESLBL0L 'ON NV 1d ‘88 T130HVd

40 LHVd aNY

HONE M- IDH-9E' dML-L1'DTS HM'S

i 98SPZ0Z0L 'ON NV'1d ‘33 TIOHVd

40 1HVd ONY

BNE My FOH-9E' AML-8LOTS AN

¥ UOWE Mp'FOH-9E'dML-LE DTS Y MN
40 §1Hvd 40

NOISIAIGENS 30V4HNS

ONIMOHS

AJAHNS 40 NV1d d35040Hd

aoomdsoy E

S

i
a zifow # a4

7

£
R

WAGUJdY ONINNYIA SNIGNTS

~

,

>

\
B o

N N

£- 1 -9E-L10

S /1 M'N

3

e
oo

H?i:
8 i T aw

(Buipuad jeaciddy)
pannugns uopedydde 2SO Peoy —am

—tiior =

sttt

11994 91l s

WAOUAIY SNINNVI ONIONId

v B,

PEESL101 O R

ag

o w0 -3

(5308 03'1) "W £30 = VAHY

(5ane €5'1) 4 0BLD = VIRV

r

R N 7 T I

15¥3 QuvAITNOg

QOOMISOH

Ngioire ran o

(300 09°1) "By 450 = VAWV

7 g

o

{5908 DGV'Z) ¢4 BOU'Y = VAW

dniasay
—jediaunyy-

(5ame £677) "7 0840 = WAV

(500 ar0)
oI = vy

SB2LE1Z05 O v

[v)

Z4SaRIZDI O VB

6dl
anssay
fedpjungy
waid




dreq Proposed Subdivision No. 97/14
devel




uoisialg juswdopprag B Bujuuolg jo Joyoaug
N ssgcez—+l 2104

Aq vEu.n_En_ uoojoysDS Jo K310
au} Jo £EG9 ON MDK@

Jo suolsinold sy} Japun panroaddy

LHHILS

J0AsAING puUDT UDM3BYDIDYSDS
'y1g Aupnup M N

Vs

w G0 F Aq Asauns jo up|d [puy sy} Wouy
Kion Aow pup ajpwixosddp 94D umoys saoupisig

S

Proposed Subdivision No. 1/15

(o0 F1Z°T)
DY F0O6'0 SuIPjUOD pup 3ul| psysop ‘pOg D ypm
pauiino s| panoisddo aq o3} up|d siy} jo uonlod

'JOBJaY} S[DWIOSP PUD S8J}AW Ul 9D UMOYS SuOISUSWI(]

0001-T A'IVOS

'STT'S ‘d9dAM AL Ad
NVMAHDIVIASVS ‘NOOLVIISVS
HONHAV S0¥ 4NHLYV v10v
VddV NOWIWOD 01601201 "ON

NV'Id WAINIWOANOD 40 1LdVd
% 9811¢0201 'ONNV'Id

8LT D01 ‘T LOT
JO NOISTAIALNS
dd50d0dd 40 NV'1d

T
I 1 /
| = |
| i |
] o
g | g
9811£0Z01 31 = I3
el E m |2
=] 33 g x s
| 585q o |
< o 3
| Fc-F& & _
2t 9" 0 W [
] DoQE £,
- (=%
N BORE 5 Fo6'5Z | ™
| 228= @ ,
g9
I 8§~% |
_ N _
| @ I
2 o | 2
3| H |5
| H I
_ L — = ﬁ
oo o
_ ?rm ;mﬁ_.om |
E csibalto s seegiae w s o3 e i
b= » | Kiopunog bunsixg i
8.¢ _ o |
} | I
N _ [
| |
z! 4 I
o] oy ".o
=
| 8.¢ 2 |
c _ ©
| 9 3 S
= | ] | F
o | 9 _
- Too.n 2 06— f=—
_ c _
18
_ = _
| = |
= 12
Sl Firez |9
up|d e R LR — — ==
g L s z
%] — © by o
co W 2
® o =
o_n H H A
o
788 »

LHHALS

dANHAY dSOY¥ dNHILYV

AVd

9811£0201

“oN

vic

un|d

LSTL



Proposed Subdivision No. 2/15

uolsialg
juawdojeaag pup Buluubld jo Joyoauig
2}bQg

ucoIDSDS Jo A0
3y} 4o /0G9 ON MDKg
J0 suoisiroid sy} Jepun paaosddy

'sadjaw Fg'0 Aq Asains jo upid |puy sy} wouy
Kioa Apw pup sjpowixosddp 8JD umoys suoisuswig
‘Josuayy

S|[DWIOBP PUD S8J}8W Ul 9JD UMOYS Suo|suawii(]
(o0 ¥91°0)

DY F90°Q SUIPIUOI puD 3ul| paysop ‘plog O yym
paulino si pappqns aq o} upid siy} jo uoplag

|pag Jofaaing pupn :o_._..mcﬁuv_mﬂum\
Glog ‘¢ Atonuop 9984 Y.

Y
000G -l IIVOS
IVMIHOLVYMSYS ‘NOOLYMSYS

INNIAY NIVLINYH 8102
MAN Q¢ M—G 39Y

—9¢ dML—22 23S ¥/1 MS
C6/9G¢10L "ON up|d

X M00718 ‘¢¢ 1071 %

G089 ON up|d p bay

X Y0079 ‘C 107

40 NOISIAIAENS
Jd350d0dd 40 NV1d

NIVLINVH

ANNIAY

13341S

auny s,

paLing

vI1139vsi

SYJ osg¥/Z—¥l

sdoain. J9244)

Aq paupdaig

!
|
u
- ) 10—..__:_ .mn.qu.l paling o B “ e s
|
_
_
5089 on
5089 o |
/ | g
!
U0/ P63y |
e
118
69,95£101 oN B/ 3
£ ~ 8| v SC p 6oy
== o
X 2 956965101
G082 ON | |m /t
sonudg < | 8
¢0°L | st on b/
5.1.._‘ ‘..?\. m
MW%\MN. AN
Sl lesoseiol [f 2, uo/d I 5
Hiim v w h Tﬂo Q_ﬁ_\q \Qam%m\
m CF m Sy z999¢ci01
T < il g or
ol 09Z% X [ 13 oN UDjA
b EF VA o V\
L B s R S B
ol Z3 "y | soee oW
Mol T X
840 Dk = QD\Q\MW 263y
k]
- 1| £19968404
LDy p. 63y | _ oN 65 o)
_
$0895C101 on o/ | sos9 on
X e | _ cc
[ | ot p,bay
SISISELOL op uoyy W _ S995£101
179 o |_ow EE word
|



PLAN OF PROPOSED Proposed Subdivision No. 3/15
- KEY PLAN SUBDIVISION OF
e PART OF LANE L2 &
REG'D PLAN NO 65S0.-vo
SW 1/4 SEC 36—
TWP 36—RGE 5—W 3RD MER
SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN
SCALE 1:1000

Seal

T.R. Webb January 15, 2015

Saskatchewan Land Surveyor

Dimensions shown are in metres and decimals
thereof and may vary from the final plan of
survey by 0.5 metres.
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Proposed Subdivision No. 4/15

ROAD

PLAN OF PROPOSED
SUBDIVISION OF

LOTS 10 & 11, BLOCK 945

| REG'D PLAN NO. 81522154 &
WALKWAY CLOSURE OF

LOT B, BLOCK 945

REG'D PLAN NO. 81822154
NORDSTRUM ROAD
SASKATOON, SASKATCHEWAN |
BY T.R. WEBB, S.L.S. |
SCALE 1:500

Dimensions shown are in metres and decimals thereof.

.

Portion of this plan to be approved is outlined
with a bold, dashed line and contains 0.11% ha
(0.27+ ac.).

Distances shown cre approximate and may vary
From the final plan o*wcmw. by £ 0.1 m

_~TR. Webb January 20, 2015
~  Saskatchewan Land Surveyor

Seal

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

Prepared by

Community Services Department 14—2638sc NLD

|

S |
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7.1

The Chair will provide an update on the following items, previously considered by the
Commission, and which were considered by City Council at its meeting held on
Monday, February 23, 2015:

7.1 UPDATE ON REPORTS TO COUNCIL

a. Discretionary Use Application — Private School (Kumon Learning Centre)
1025 Boychuk Drive
Applicant: Calvin and Laurie Fehr

b. Proposed Rosewood Neighbourhood Concept Plan Amendment and
Proposed Rezoning from FUD to R1A — Glen H. Penner Park and
Neighbourhood School Sites
Applicant: Boychuk Investments
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