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SASKATOON NORTH PARTNERSHIP FOR GROWTH
DISTRICT OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN

WHAT WE HEARD REPORT

2020 P4G District Official Community Plan Consultation
June 25, 2020 — July 10, 2020




CONSULTATION OVERVIEW

The public and stakeholder consultation for the Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth
(P4G) District Official Community Plan (DOCP) took place from June 25 to July 10, 2020.
Rights-holders, ratepayers, and other stakeholders in the P4G area were given opportunity
to review and provide feedback on the draft DOCP.

Covid-19

Because of restrictions on public gatherings due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the P4G was
unable to hold in-person public information sessions for the DOCP. Instead, the P4G hosted
an online consultation through the P4G website to capture input.

Building on 2017 engagement program

The engagement was a follow up to the engagement program undertaken for the original
Regional Plan endorsed by the P4G member municipalities in 2017. Activities at that time
included a public open house, seven targeted information sessions, and an online survey.
Additionally, the project team worked closely with representatives from all of the First
Nations with reserves or land holdings within or near the P4G study area.

Regional Plan vs District Official Community Plan

After the Regional Plan was endorsed in 2017, the Regional Oversight Committee (ROC)
directed the Planning and Administration Committee (PAC) to begin work on establishing a
new P4G Planning District based on the Regional Plan. A planning district is comprised of
three primary documents: District Plan (or District Official Community Plan); District Zoning
Bylaw; and, a Planning District Agreement. Accordingly, the Regional Plan was revised to
meet the requirements of a District Plan, from hereon in known as the P4G District Official
Community Plan.

The focus of the 2020 consultation was on the changes from the Regional Plan to the
DOCP. Appendix 1 summarizes the major changes.



WHAT WE DID

Ideally, the engagement would have used the open house format to solicit feedback.
However, because of restrictions on public gatherings due to the COVID-19 pandemic, in-
person public information sessions were not an option. Instead, the P4G website,
partnershipforgrowth.ca, was employed to host a virtual consultation and capture input.
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Engagement Notification

To build awareness of the engagement and drive traffic to the website, communication and
notification of the online consultation was undertaken through various means:

e [ etters sent to RM of Corman Park landowners and
First Nations with land interests in the plan area on

June 19, 2020
e Over 270 email notices sent to stakeholders on June DIBTRICT OPFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN
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Presentation of Materials

On the P4G website visitors were directed from
the main page to the DOCP consultation page
where they could:

e Review a summary of differences between
the P4G Regional Plan and the draft
DOCP.

o Viewthe mapsthat will be part of the
DOCP, including a District Land Use map.

e Review the draft content included in each
part of the DOCP.

e Read Frequently Asked Questions about
the DOCP.

e Tell us what they thought of the draft
DOCP.

Feedback Options

Interested parties were given a number of
options to provide feedback including:

e Completing a feedback form on the website
e Direct email to P4G Director

e Callthe P4G Director

e Send in a letter via regular mail

e Setup an in-person meeting with the P4G
Director
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Feedback By Communication
Method

= Website ® Email = Phone = Meeting = Letter via email




WHAT WE HEARD

The following section summarizes the participation, reach, feedback, input and comments
submitted in response to the consultation. Appendix 2 contains a complete list of comments,
phone calls, emails, and letters submitted. Potentially identifying or confidential information
has been removed.

Reach of Consultation

In order to maximize the reach and participation of the consultation a number of methods of
communication were employed as indicated above. Over 1750 letters to ratepayers,
landowners, and rights-holders (ie. First Nations) in the RM of Corman Park were mailed the
week prior to the consultation. Over 270 emails to stakeholders were sent out.
Advertisements were place in local newspapers and social media was employed to further
expand the reach and direct interested parties to the website. Finally, select stakeholders/
partners of the P4G included the consultation in their social media outreach.

Participation

According to analytics gathered on the consultation for the website, approximately 2,230
new users visited the website and explored the information provided. Prior to the
consultation the traffic to the website was negligible. Facebook ads were viewed by almost
30,000 users, resulting in just over 1,000 clicks to the P4G website. The Twitter ads were
less successful only resulting in 16 clicks to the website.

Feedback

The consultation resulted in 48 direct contacts with landowners, the public and stakeholders
up to and including July 23, 2020. The P4G Director responded to direct questions and
requests for follow up. In-person meetings were also held with those interested.
Approximately 73% of the responses were from landowners, 22% from stakeholders, and
5% from other respondents that did not indicate whether they were a landowner or
stakeholder.

Feedback, Input & Comments

The response was varied and there were a range of issues. However, certain themes were
evident in the responses. The responses to the consultation has been categorized into the
following topic areas.

1. General (19%)

Subdivision (19%)

Development (6%)

Green Network Study Area/Environment/Wanuskewin Viewshed (17%)
Land Use Designation/Zoning (12%)

Infrastructure/Roads/Drainage (21%)

N OO KN D

Consultation Process (6%)



Each of the topic areas is summarized below and includes a sampling of comments
received.

1. General

Most responses by landowners or stakeholders were specific to their current
circumstances rather than the overall plan. The following are a sampling of general
comments regarding the plan:

e ‘First impression...looks like it hits the mark!”
o ‘I have reviewed a lot of the material put together and it was very well done.”

e ‘I would like to acknowledge the significant level of effort made by the P4G members
fo foster growth and developmentwithin the Saskatoon Region.”

o “This is a very positive, and historic step for regional planning in the Saskatoon area
and for Saskatchewan.”

2. Subdivision

Most responses by landowners were inquiring about the ability to subdivide their land in
the future, typically to support a residence. Many were aware of the current subdivision
regulations and wanted to know if the rules were changing or if they were changing to
support their specific circumstances. The agriculture residential subdivision policies have
not changed from the Regional Plan except for some clarity regarding quarter sections
designated both Green Network Study Area and another designation. There was some
confusion regarding resubdivision in multi-parcel country residential subdivisions given
current zoning overlay regulations. Comments related to subdivision include:

e  “Curious about # of parcels per Vato be allowed.”

e “Has 70 ac. 10 ac subdivided previously. Understood new policy may allow up to 4
residences on a Y. Would be supportive of plan if so.”

o “We're in the future Urban Residential zone for up to 1M growth and have been
waiting many years to develop a 2nd residence on 80 acres that we had to leave for
careers 15+ years ago... Really want to come back HOME ! So excited for the
process to get wings and Grow !”

e ‘It doesnt seem fair to implement a policy that requires property owners living in
areas who could previously subdivide their properties if they owned 9.2 acres or more
to now have to own at least one and a half (1.5) times the number of acres than the
average lot size of the original registered subdivision plan when a long standing
precedent has been previously and fairly been set by the RM when they alloned a
good portion of the existing properties in the area to be subdivided.”

e “Received letter regarding consultation and wanted to know what it meant. Hoping to
subdivide land in future of shop and to give land to son.”
3. Development

This category is regarding the potential for future development and how soon land could
be developed.



e “we have lands in the north of waneskawin heritage park. Half mile north of the park.
It's in the green network study area. What does that mean for our lands as far as
development potential.”

o ‘isthere a power grid near by that land - and the reason why i am asking , would a
solar power farm be an option for the city to consider beside agriculture?”

e “Our company owns +/- 96 acres of future development land We are exploring all
options to move forward with this (industrial park) project.”

e “The Development sector will not tolerate internal squabbles causing delays in
approvals!”

. Green Network Study Area/Environment/Wanuskewin Viewshed

The Green Network Study Area garnered the most varied responses. There were
qguestions about what it was, what are the restrictions on current land use, and what does
it mean to future land use. Overall there was a balance between positive and negative
responses to the GNSA and the environmental policies in the plan. Comments included:

o ‘I would like to bring your aftention to my concems with the P4G plan in regards to
"viewshed" protections.”

e “Concerned about GNSA designation on property.”
o ‘I was wondering what exactly the “green network study area”is.”

o “Why is green network developmentallowed at all? If so, why are offsets not enforced
similarto those required for re-development of agricultural land?”

o “We are also encouraged by the pledge in section 8 to protect wetlands. These are
fine and necessary principles, which we strongly support. Unfortunately -- tragically --
the closer we getto implementation of these intentions the weaker the plan
becomes.”

. Land Use Designation/Zoning

Many landowners wanted to know what the land use designation meant to their land and
how it affected their ability to develop their land. Some confused the DOCP Land Use
Designations with Zoning Districts from the Zoning Bylaw. When it was explained that
the land use designations in the DOCP are intended to reflect the long term future use of
the land and that zoning districts were about current development most were satisfied
with the response.

o “Will DCR4 change?”

o “We understand that the future zoning for our area will be commercial/industrial,
however with the Opimihaw Creek running through it, we feel our land would be
better served if it was zoned for residential use.”

e “Considers their land to be ideal for future commercial/industrial development. Would
like to see land use map designation changed from Ag to Urban Comm/Indust.”

o “The area designated is by number 36 on your map, East on Highway 5. It is a small
area which is totally surrounded by farmland and country residential acreages. It is
out of place and not welcome there, whatsoever! Many of us local residents want that
Rural Commercial/ Designation to be replaced by Country Residential.”



6. Infrastructure/Roads/Drainage

A few questions related to the Saskatoon Freeway, which were referred to the Ministry of
Highways and Infrastructure and their project website, saskatoonfreeway.org. Other
comments were concerned about current paving projects, or lack of paving which were
referred to the relevant municipality. Similar questions were raised regarding drainage
and what will be done to prevent flooding inthe future. Relevant agency stakeholders
such as SaskWater, Ministry of Highways and Infrastructure, SaskEnergy, etc. provided
comments and suggestions and were overall supportive of the policy framework in the
plan.

o “‘Will the Green Network Area between Martensville and Warman include a drainage
project to accommodate water that flows through this area from the north in times of
excess runoff and/or rainfall ?”

e “Thank you for your consideration of including infrastructure corridors into the OCP.
While installing natural gas to urban areas, we see this as a major contributor to costs
and delays for developers. Including infrastructure corridors in the OCP is a big step
to efficient and affordable installations to meet demand, whether it be natural gas,
powver, water, tel, or any other providers.”

e “Theirland is now receiving storm waters from Aspen Ridge and other portions of that
watershed. The P4G North Partnership has identified the lands held by the
family as part of the overall developmentplans. The family had never been consulted
by the City of Saskatoon, the RM of Corman park or the WSA until we approached
them to learn of the P4G plans for this privately owned land.”

7. Consultation Process

Out of all the comments, two responses by landowners were particularly concerned
about holding the consultation during a pandemic, let alone online. It was strongly
suggested that the Regional Oversight Committee postpone the consultation until after a
vaccine was available.

e ‘It is unethical to hold this event virtually and it should be done in person.”

o “Does not believe itis possible through this engagementto get anything changed.
Dissatisfied that engagement is being held online. Should be in public. Covidis a
convenient excuse.”

SUMMARY

This report is limited to a compilation of the comments received during the consultation. The
Planning and Administration Committee (PAC) will assess the feedback and, if required,
draft amendments to the Plan for consideration by the Regional Oversight Committee.



Appendix 1

Summary of differences between the Regional Plan and the draft DOCP

P4G boundary reduction
e The P4G area has been reduced to focus on future urban growth areas and areas of
Shared regional interest.
District Land Use Map changes
o Martensville boundary alteration.
o Martensville’s West Sector Plan.
e The Loraas composting facility in the RM of Corman Park.

e The proposed Eagle Heights country residential subdivision inthe RM of Corman
Park.

Future Urban Growth Areas

e Policies in designated Future Urban Growth Areas have been included in the DOCP
to offer more flexibility in accommodating rural development opportunities, but with
enough predictability that they will not impede potential future urban
growth. Additionally, planning requirements for various types of development have
been clarified.

Separation distances

e Separation distances are used to prevent conflict between certain land uses. Affected
municipalities mustagree on any changes to separation distances in or near future
urban growth areas.

o Detailed separation distances currently found in the P4G Regional Plan will be moved
to the District Zoning Bylaw.

Green Network Study Area

o Developmentdensities for properties that are partly designated as being in the Green
Network Study Area have been clarified. Where a property also has another
designation, the lower density requirement will apply.

Regional Infrastructure, Regional Institutional Facilities, and Waste Management and
Remediation
e Regulations for waste managementand remediation in the P4G Regional Plan will be

included in the District Zoning Bylaw and remainder of policies combined with the
Regional Infrastructure and Regional Institutional Facilities section.

Regional Retail

o A new land use designation to accommodate future Regional Retail proposals has
been added to the DOCP.

e A new section has been added to the DOCRP for the Regional Retail designation,

complete with objectives and policies for regional retail developments to ensure
consistency across the P4G area.



Appendix 2
Feedback

The following contains the feedback received during the consultation for the draft P4G
District Official Community Plan. It includes feedback submitted through the website, emails,
letters, phone calls and in-person meetings. ldentifying information has been removed.
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Feedback Registry #: 1

Date: 6/23/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

Will DCR4 change?
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Feedback Registry #: 2

Date: 6/24/2020

Method of Contact: Email
Type of Respondent: Unknown

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area

Comments:

| would like to bring your attention to my concerns with the P4G plan in regards to
"viewshed" protections. It is understandable that Wanuskewin would wish to have the
lands, which they do not own but are simply within their field of view, maintained in a
manner that is beneficial to their operation, while the costs and opportunity costs of
maintaining the lands in that manner accrue to others, namely, the individual land
owners. However, such an arrangement is not fair to those land owners who accrue
100% of the costs of viewshed protection solely for the benefit of Wanuskewin. While
Wanuskewin may be beneficial to the broader community, that is little consolation to the
land owners who will have the use of their land severely restricted and made subject to
the whims and discretion of un-elected officials at Wanuskewin under the proposed
"viewshed" restrictions. In order to remedy this situation, | would propose that in the
event that Wanuskewin has identified particular lands which they wish to have
maintained in a particular manner, they could be offered the opportunity to lease a
"viewshed" from the legal owner of that land. The lease payment would provide a
benefit to the land owner sufficient to offset to the costs and opportunity costs of
maintaining the "viewshed" while the cost of the lease payment to Wanuskewin would
be balanced by the tangible and intangible benefits Wanuskewin receives in the use of
the "viewshed". A simple analogy to this is a movie theatre. A person may like to have a
free viewing of a movie in a theatre, but for them to enjoy the "viewshed" of the screen
they must purchase a ticket to pay for the work and expense that others have put
themselves to in order to provide that "viewshed" that is the screen and the movie. To
force landowners to maintain their land as a "viewshed" for the benefit of Wanuskewin
without compensation is akin to forcing the movie theatre to provide free admission. |
note that even Wanuskewin is allowed to charge admission, in effect selling a
"viewshed" which is owned, and maintained, and paid for by others. Please let me know
what steps you will be taking to provide equitable sharing of both the costs and the
benefits of the "viewshed" between Wanuskewin and the legal land owners who have
purchased the "viewshed" land and continue to pay for its upkeep as well as its property
taxes. Thank you
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Feedback Registry #: 3

Date: 6/24/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):

Land is no longer in Plan area

Comments:

Concerned about GNSA designation on property
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Feedback Registry #: 4

Date: 6/25/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner
Land Use Designation(s):

?

Comments:

Number of concerns, road conditions, taxes, farms not paying fair share, intensive
livestock allowed to close to residential, too much manure to be spread.
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Feedback Registry #: 5

Date: 6/25/2020

Method of Contact: Phone/Email
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/Industrial -1 million
Green Network Study Area

Comments:

Ability to create acreage from their 80 acres - neighbour said they couldn't because of
Wanuskewin; west side summer road? Status? Improvement?

Follow up email comment June 29, 2020 to our call - Further to our telephone
conversation, we would like to submit a few comments and a request regarding the
zoning of our land north of Wanuskawin Heritage Park. We understand that the
future zoning for our area will be commercial/industrial, however with the Opimihaw
Creek running through it, we feel our land would be better served if it was zoned for
residential use. We would very much like to build a second home overlooking the
Opimihaw Creek, so our son, who farms with us, could move into our current home, but
in order to do so, we would need our land to be re-zoned. With future development
decades away, we see no harm in sub-dividing and building a new house, so please
consider our request to re-zone our land to Country Residential. Thank you for your
consideration.
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Feedback Registry #: 6

Date: 6/25/2020

Method of Contact: Email/Phone
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/Industrial -1 million
Green Network Study Area

Comments:

Hi we have lands in the north of waneskawin heritage park. Half mile north of the park.
It's in the green network study area. What does that mean for our lands as far as
development potential. Or permitted uses or discretionary uses. | can't seem to find
anything on the site that can assist with these questions. The parcel site is 73 acres
and has the opimihaw creek running through it as it makes it's way to the park and then
to the river.

June 30, 2020 phone call - Knowing that Opimihaw creek needs to be protected for
drainage, would the RM consider buying the land? What about temporary permitted
uses - campground, tiny homes on lease lots, etc. Asked about having to give up certain
amount land upon subdivision and development and working with neighbour to develop.
At this time land appears useless to them as a developer.
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Feedback Registry #: 7

Date: 6/26/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/Industrial - 1 million
Agriculture

Comments:

It is unethical to hold the consultation while there is a global pandemic occuring and
demanded that it be delayed until there is a vaccine. Requested copy of consultation
report be provided that reflects her comment that it is unethical to do consultation
virtually during a pandemic. Concerned that P4G Director and the elected officials are
not familiar enough with the stories of the people in the community to make these
decisions.
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Feedback Registry #: 8

Date: 6/26/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Agriculture

Comments:

Wants to get together to discuss his land.

July 2, 2020 - Land is directly east across hwy 11 from Warman. Was disappointed with
location of new interchange north of Warman. Should have been south side of Warman
where there is more development potential. Considers land to be ideal for future
commercial/industrial development. Would like to see land use map designation
changed from Ag to Urban Comm/Indust. Sees potential for area south of new
interchange to be developed. Noted that land immediately north of his land is within this
designation. Warman Ferry Road could be developed similar to Valley Road south of
Saskatoon. Need bridge at ferry crossing.
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Feedback Registry #: 9

Date: 6/29/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

Curious about # of parcels per V4 to be allowed
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Feedback Registry #: 10

Date: 6/29/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

Has 70 ac. 10 ac subdivided previously. Understood new policy may allow up to 4
residences on a . Would be supportive of plan if so.
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Feedback Registry #: 11

Date: 6/27/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):

Land is no longer in Plan area

Comments:

Curious why there is no road access to the planning area shown from the north-east.
The Clarkboro Ferry is the highest traffic ferry in the province. Even so, the traffic from
Highways 41, 2 and 27 into the planning area would easily be doubled today if the ferry
were not a bottleneck at peak travel times during the day. Replacing the existing ferry
with a bridge, and completing the gap in paving between Highway 27 and the Warman-
Ferry road would facilitate commuter travel and also reroute a significant volume of
heavy commercial trucking currently entering the city via Highways 41 and 5.
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Feedback Registry #: 12

Date: 6/29/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/Industrial - 700,000

Comments:

Hello P4G Planning Committee. My name is and | have lived, worked gone to
school in North Corman Park my whole life. | have lived in Warman, Martensville and
rural area and the one thing | can tell you is there is "NO" desire to improve the lives of
the citizens as a whole. Martensville, Warman and Saskatoon look out for their own
business interests and I'm assuming that this committee is made up of business owners
and not the citizens of the areas that will be affected? | have seen roads and lands
developed for no other reason then profits for developers and businesses. | would like
to believe this committee would be different in that they put growth and success of the
community's they represent (Tax Payers) first before their own interests. A perfect
example would have been too see the "New" 305 highway run from South entrance to
Warman to the "Old" 305 North of Martensville. This would have made a safer route
with one less railway crossing and less twist and turns, plus costs would have been
lower due to the land and acreages they had to buy or move. As well there was the
great opportunity to have a major roadway to move traffic from hwy#11 to hwy#12
between the two cities. Now! Martensville is planning on going West and Warman going
North instead of growing as one for the betterment of the citizens. Please feel free to
contact me if you like, too explain how this committee is different.



Q
Q% . TP Ppp— 2020 Consultation

(;13;'1’NICT ()FF'CIA[M éonmumtv PLAN June 25’ 2020—Ju|y 10[ 2020

Feedback Registry #: 13

Date: 7/1/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

1. Fantastic work by Neal Sarnecki in the past year to get pull everything together and
great movement on this expansive project. 2. We're in the future Urban Residential zone
for up to 1M growth and have been waiting many years to develop a 2nd residence on
80 acres that we had to leave for careers 15+ years ago... Really want to come back
HOME ! So excited for the process to get wings and Grow !
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Feedback Registry #: 14

Date: 7/2/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

Just a small note that | have reviewed a lot of the material put together and it was very
well done. Kudos for the completeness of the information and ease of access. You
have our full support and look forward to final adoption of the DOCP later this year. As
you may know we are anxious to have the current proposed document adopted as we
would like to build on the 70 acres we have in Corman Park and move back from
Regina. Thanks again for all your hard work.
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Feedback Registry #: 15

Date: 7/2/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

Will the Green Network Area between Martensville and Warman include a drainage
project to accommodate water that flows through this area from the north in times of
excess runoff and/or rainfall?
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Feedback Registry #: 16

Date: 7/2/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Thank you for your consideration of including infrastructure corridors into the OCP.
While installing natural gas to urban areas, we see this as a major contributor to costs
and delays for developers. Including infrastructure corridors in the OCP is a big step to
efficient and affordable installations to meet demand, whether it be natural gas, power,
water, tel, or any other providers. For reference the RM of Edenwold just added similar
language to their OCP, as well, if you are looking for alignment in wording or description
of infrastructure corridors from other jurisdictions. Feel free to reach out if you have any
questions or thoughts about the infrastructure corridors in the future.
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Feedback Registry #: 17

Date: 7/2/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

| was wondering what exactly the “green network study area” is. We will be living right
next to it on Clarence Ave S in Grasswood.l am asking, as at the moment people from
Saskatoon are using it as a dog park. | have contacted the RM of Corman Park and
they informed me that it was private property and that it is not a dog park. There are
private property signs, but some were taken off or loosened by the weather. The RM
informed me that dogs are not to be running loose, as it is a bylaw, and that animal
control would check on it. | am unsure if anything has happened, as it is still being used
as a dog park.l find that spot is getting busier every year. More and more people are
using it as a dog park and dumping ground, which does not sit well with us. People are
out there as early as 5 am and sometimes until after 9 pm. Every time the dogs bark, we
have to go see what is happening, as we do not know if someone is in our yard or not.
Sometimes people park right by our property and let their dogs loose or they,
themselves, are wandering. | believe that we are the only property directly adjacent to
this "green network study area”, and everyone else backs it.It is a safety and security
issue for us and our family. We would like to know what it will be used for. If it is a public
space, it will be very hard for us to feel safe. Too many people already use it and if it is
turned into an actual public space, it will be very concerning for us.Hopefully, you can
give us some insight into what will be happening with this space and what it will mean
for us and others whose properties border this space.
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Feedback Registry #: 18

Date: 7/3/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/industrial
Agriculture

Comments:

Concerned about expansion of Corman Park-Saskatoon Planning District expanding to
include his land and identifying it as urban comm/indust. Does not want to have to get
permission from 5 municipalities to change use of land, especially 3 that are nowhere
near his land. Impacted by freeway and did not have a good experience with the
planning for that. Would prefer to have his land remain designated agriculture. He asked
how many have individual farmers have been able to get their land changed in
designation. Does not believe it is possible through this engagement to get anything
changed. Dissatisfied that engagement is being held online. Should be in public. Covid
is a convenient excuse.
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Feedback Registry #: 19

Date: 7/3/2020

Method of Contact: Email/Phone
Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Further to our discussion on July 3, 2020, below are some comments related to the P4G
plan:

Part 3

. 13.3.4 f) - Access to nodes from a provincial highway or Saskatoon Freeway
needs to be from a permanent access point.

. 14.3.4 f) - Access to nodes from a provincial highway or Saskatoon Freeway
needs to be from a permanent access point.

Part 4

. 27.3.3 — New development needs to rely on permanent access points to provincial
highways or Saskatoon Freeway.

Schedules A to C (maps):

. Map legends should be changed from “potential interchanges” to
“‘planned/potential interchanges”.

. Some of the potential interchanges related to the Saskatoon Freeway are not
included or up to date. Maps should be updated to reflect the results of Phase 1 of the
Saskatoon Freeway study.

Schedule B: District Land Use Map

. Access to nodes from a provincial highway or Saskatoon Freeway needs to be
from a permanent access point.

. No direct access to the Saskatoon Freeway will be permitted. Any new
development should be from a permanent access point that meets control of access
plans.

. There will be no permanent access point on Highway 16 between the Saskatoon
Freeway and Dalmeny Access Road.

Please feel free to call me if you have any questions or wish to discuss further.
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Feedback Registry #: 20

Date: 7/3/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Letter from Minister of Government Relations acknowledging level of effort by P4G
members to foster growth and development in Saskatoon region.



Govarnment
af ——
Laskatchewan

[Wlimkstar of
Gowvermamart Relatons

Leqmlathie Bullding
Reginm, 5K Candely 215 (03

July 3, 2020 2000-243

heal Sarnecki, RPF, MCIP

Saskatoan North Partnership for Growth
S1Ete 103, 207 4% Ave Morth
SASKRATOCN 3K 37K JK]

nsarnecki @uieda_ooim

Dear Meal Samedki:

Thank you for your Juwe 28, 2320, emall regarding rights holder and stakehalder
consultation for the draft Saskatoon Morth Partrersilp for Sraswth (P4G) Districy Official
Camununity Plan,

| would lke to acknowledgs the denificant level of effort made by the PAG membeds to
fostar g+owth and dsveloprent within the Saskatoon region. The Govemment of
Saskatchewan recognizes and commend: vour hard work to devalop reglotal partnerships
and advance rapional planning initiatives for the betterment of your communities. The P4G
Iz avaluable project that will sarve to demonstrate the opportunitees 3d beneflts of
ragiona planning and inter-municipal co-operation throughout Saskatcheawan,

pfficlals i my minlstry’s Community Planning Brandh are available to ataswer quesklons and
provide adveee 35 the PIG District Offsal Community Plan progresses through the
consultation and approval phases. If vou have amy questione, please contact John Guencher,
Director of Cormmunlty Planning, at 306-333-61 18 or jpho.puentber oy sk.ca.

Sincorcly,

e

Lork Carr, CDr

Minister of Government Relathons

Minlster Resporsibe For First Metions, kétls and Morthem Affairs
Minister Responsibds for Provinclal Caphtal Commission

Minlster Resporsilde for Saskatchewan Public Safety Agesacy

el Jolin Guenther, Director, Community Flanoing, Goverament Relations
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Feedback Registry #: 21

Date: 7/5/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

Requesting paving of 450 m portion of Range Road 3050 by Saskatoon that is in City
that connects to McOrmond Drive. RM is paving the remainder to Hamlet. See
submitted letter.



From: XXXXXXXX<XXXXXXXX@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 5, 2020 5:01 PM

To: Neal Sarnecki

Subject:Fwd: Range road 3050 incomplete paving

Attachments: Range Road 3050 incomplete paving.pdf

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: XXXXXXXX<XXXXXXXX@gmail.com>
Date: Sun, Jun 21, 2020 at 9:25 PM

Subject: Range road 3050 incomplete paving

To: XXXXXXXX@saskatoon.ca>, Hon XXXXXXXX.minister@gov.sk.ca>, Hon
XXXXXXXX.minister@gov.sk.ca>, Hon XXXXXXXX@ saskparty.com>, XXXXXXXX@rmcormanpark.ca>,
<XXXXXXXX@saskatoon.ca>

Dear Public officials and administrative staff,

Please ensure that the attached document reaches the desk of the intended recipient. Thank you.

Kind Regards,

XXXXXXXX

306. XXXXXXXX



June 18, 2020

Dear Ministers and Public Representatives,

I am writing to you on behalf of the residents of River's Edge Hamlet Community
regarding a gravel road used by our neighborhood as well as the residents of Saskatoon and
surrounding area. Our recent hamlet meeting focused on the many concerns surrounding this
road. | was asked to write a letter communicating these issues.

Range Road 3050 is a gravel road located north east of Saskatoon near the new North
Commuter Parkway. It connects to this parkway and as a result sees a high level of traffic,
particularly traffic connecting to highway 41. With increased traffic our community has been
witness to the many problems on this road, including: safety issues, accidents, maintenance
problems and further road deterioration.

The RM of Corman Park administration has realized these issues and started the process
of paving this road. However, we understand that the City of Saskatoon contained portion, a
portion that only spans approximately 450 meters, is not presently planned to be paved. Not
completing the city portion of the road would be an ongoing maintenance issue, a poor use of
public funds, and most importantly an unsafe situation.

Our community is disappointed that the City of Saskatoon has not partnered with the
RM. We realize that part of the decision may be based on our location just outside of the city.
However, many of us own Saskatoon businesses , pay taxes within the city and support the
Saskatoon economy and community in many ways. This road is inadequate due to city
expansion and should be part of the city's shared responsibility. Beyond our own community
needs, we know that leaving the city portion of the road gravel is quite frankly the wrong thing
to do. This road is needed for the many travelers from various areas of the province.

We are hopeful that we can facilitate the best result on this project; as such we have
copied this letter to the interested parties . Mr. Adam Tittemore, Corman Park Administrator, is
very familiar with the project. He can be contacted at: 306-975-1651.



We ask that you please do what you can to encourage this project to be completed fully.
This is certainly a worthwhile use of public funds and it would certainly improve the safety for
both our residents and all residents of Saskatoon and Saskatchewan.

Thank you for your consideration,

Eric Granberg

34 River’s Edge Lane
Saskatoon, SK S7K 3J9
ericgranbergl@gmail.com
Phone: 306.881.5858

cc: Hon. Greg Ottenbreit, Minister of Highways and Infrastructure
Hon. Paul Merriman Saskatoon Silverspring-Sutherland

Hon. Bronwyn Ere, MLA Saskatoon Stonebridge - Dakota

Mr. Zach Jeffries, City of Saskatoon Ward 10 Councillor

Mr. Terry Schmidt, City of Saskatoon Transportation

Mr Adam Tittemore, RM of Corman Park Administrator
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Feedback Registry #: 22

Date: 7/6/2020

Method of Contact: Email/Phone
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area
Agriculture

Comments:

Email - My name is . Our company owns +/- 96 acres of future development land
on the east side of highway 11 across Warman. We have been deeply involved with the
R.M of Corman Park,City of Warman and Aecom engineering.Please review 7 page
attachment. We are exploring all options to move forward with this project. We have
interest from end users.

Follow up Phone call - Purchased land in 2007. Went through discussion with Warman,
RM and AECON back in 2013-14 about his land to develop as industrial park. At the
time he had everyone's support for his development and that he doesn’t understand
what has happened in the meantime. He asked what the purpose of the consultation
was.
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Annexation Information

From: [N« warman. ci:
Sent: Murch-07-14 2:44:27 PM

~ I ol com)
Hi
Foliow up to our phone call the other day hare is seme Information regarding your annoation maues.

“The RM of Corman Park has concerns with the Oty of Warman annexing tand on the east side of Higrwa
11 a5 we had predicted.

“The Citv of Waarman proposed we look at the site for possibe interim development prior to
anmexation.This would mesn allowing you to develop 1o an agreed upon set of standards while the land
<till remains in the AM but service it with City of Warman services,

“The AM, Oty, and Developer would negotiate and enter into sgreements related to sesvicing, access,
taation, development fees, development standards, lane usc.

Orcs the above was agroed upon the RM and Oty woulkd enter Into an sgraement with you in retstion Lo
development of your property Once a agreements are executed and the partes agree you would be
allowed to develoo and sesvice your property with City of Warman senvices,

The City of Warman would still require you to pay for all costs associeted with servicng your property,
and standard dovelopment fees (agreed upon by all parties| would be at vour cost.

The land may be annesed in the IOng TENT DNCE 300055 And Seviopment i Warman crosses Mighway 12

This woulkd be a first for this region in terms of approach to developments in the RM on an arban fringe
Ivowever, | think # done propedy could be a benefit to you, in terms of allowing you to davelop quicker
then vou tould otherwise, and a benefit to the Oty in tarms of infrastructure dofiars, and the RM In terms
of Taanor.

Further to your guestion could we push the RM to annex the tand? We could do this and the sopication
would evenitsally land 5t the SMS (Saskatchewan Municipal Board) who would render 3 final dectsion. |
would venture to guess that if this is the case SMB would proboebly side with the AM due to the lecation
of the land. That process could tz&e a year or mare and if we did lose we would he right back to when we
are now.

As for timelines; because we are breaking new ground 50 to speak this will take a while. Bexow (s & very

-Fall 2014-City of Warmsan, RM and Developer enter in to talks 1o Negotate agreements and structure
hsmdmawmmmﬂnmuhmmuumwwhmdmmqndhu wse (Light
Industrisl/correnardal
-&unwmmmmmmmmmmMammnmm
| estmates,
| _garly 2015-spring 2015 agreements are compileted and executed, land i resoned.
Summer 2015 RM aliows development to procesd.

Lmslummhiholwuﬂalﬁn&esobﬂaﬂu nurmnber of different issues could efther extenc

| of2 0140307 12:35 P
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the timeling or decrtass it One big swe we will have bo deal with i Highwes and access, there sa log o
siudy' gaing on in this region in mgands tp Highssy 11 and we would went an OF from Highweys ooor o
Aevbapimanl starime

i my epireon this is probably the most feashile way to get your propesly developed in the short term

{arm o R lERAfE et Wi S0 Radis sorme Wme to digest this anid e will heve a chat sdhien | am back and
can go Trom there with ahatever strategy we decios on

1Fyos1 R @y queestions in the interim el free o e-mal me and | will resoond when | can,

#ope thiz helps.
Mznager of Flanning and Development
107 Centralk Stresl WesllPO. Box 340Warman. SKIS0K 450;

SRR LIT 156
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RE: Warman - I

5

I @ 2<com.com>

Thu 2018-12-06 7:28 PM

To: _@hotmail.:ew»
Hey I

As you know, the land development process is quite involved. Most
of the comments below came from discussions with our planner.
This is just a summary of typical projects required to achieve
annexation and Plan of Proposed Subdivision approval.

The Official Community Plan has two immediate land uses that
would apply; Highway/Arterial Commercial and Industrial.

Other designations could also potentizlly apply, and, within all of
these there are more detailed zoning designations to select
(including some forms of residential).

For now, 1 will just assume it will become a large lot
commercial/industrial land use,

There are tasks to implement OCP requirements and possibly
Planning for Growth committee reviews (although this is not within
a ‘Future Urban Expansion Area’).

We (or the City staff if they agree) can coordinate the annexation
process to bring the land into City of Warman.

We will complete the Concept Plan layout and Infrastructure
Review (along with supporting tasks).

The City of Warman or P4G may require a Comprehensive
Development Review Report be submitted with the CP or during
the annexation process.

00150522, 10:4 % em
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The Concept Plan would be used directly by the Saskatchewan Land
Surveyor for Plan of Proposed Subdivision application.

As this all takes place, we would have ongoing involvement with
Provincial staff in the Government Relations department as the
final approver.

Required Tasks:

Annexation Support (depending on level of involvement )
Conceptual Plan and Infrastructure Review

Site Survey

Environmental & Heritage Review (Initial may be sufficient)
Topographic Survey

Geotechnical Report

Traffic Impact Assessment

Possible CDR (there are efficiencies if done in coordination with CP,
if required at all...)

Plan of Proposed Subdivision coordination

Fees to completed these tasks are estimated in the $200,000 range.

This is a well situated development site and would be a strong
addition to City of Warman market area.

| think the City, RM, and Province would be enthusiastic to have this
development take place.

We can prepare a formal proposal for planning and engineering
fees but would welcome a meeting ahead of the proposal to better
understand the expectations for this property.

I - c

Project Engineer, Water, Western Canada

0 +30c S

20190822, 1:12am
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Depends on Bow detaiksd vou want 0 get . The option s that we ask ot
the propeny o the P

pgineer 1o ook al servicing

1hnt work (probably wont' be that substantind) tsen
hing within vour property o you hire an engineer 10 come up with a servic ng phan

nd we et 1t approved by our enginect
-

C

sty e and charge vou fog

| with anyt

voud

wrole

CUn Moa, A
mn..ﬁ
Lan youl [“L‘.I s¢ advise how much vour | A ENeC! will cost
Regards

Daute: Mon, 28 Apr 2014 08:47:39 06400
Subpect; Re: SERVICING
o

- ypucally we would pot get lnvolved in your hiring an engineer to come up with a servic ing

trategy for your property. | could have our Engineer look ot it bowever, we will charge vou fir

whatever time be puts into i Please ndvise if this i what vou would like me to &

On Frs, Apr 25, 2014 a 1247 M NG wrute

How are you. Hope spring & finally |

e.In your expert opinton how much will it approxinsately
vost s0 bring services to our site. Have you done any cost analysis.Can you please pet quotes from a
fow engmeering fiams, We would HKe o find oot efMicient and cost effe

IVE Wy,

y 3
negards

V&asw\av{ Ma

nager of Plaming and Develdopment
17 Cantral Street WestiP.O, Box 340Warman SKISOK 450
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Feedback Registry #: 23

Date: 7/7/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

Lives on acreage in Grasswood - 5 ac. Wants to understand meaning of notice and if it
affects her land.
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Feedback Registry #: 24

Date: 7/7/2020

Method of Contact: Phone/Email
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban commercial/Industrial - 1 million
Agriculture

Comments:

Owns 80 ac west of Saskatoon on Dalmeny Rd. Wants to know potential use of lands -
hotel, residential?

July 10, 2020 email - | have quick question - is there a power grid near by that land -
and the reason why i am asking , would a solar power farm be an option for the city to
consider beside agriculture?
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Feedback Registry #: 25

Date: 7/8/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):

Land is no longer in Plan area

Comments:

Wanted to confirm their land was within plan area and if so what was the impact?
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Feedback Registry #: 26

Date: 7/8/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area
Urban Commercial/Industrial - 700,000

Comments:

Saw map in paper and it was to small to read. Wanted to know designations of lands
and what it meant.
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Feedback Registry #: 27

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Rural Commercial/Industrial
Country Residential

Green Network Study Area

Comments:

| am not sure why you have our land RM of Corman Park zoned as Rural
Commercial/Industrial instead of Country Residential Neighbourhood as your
Partnership For Growth Map shows, but by doing so you have limited the options we
have for future subdivisions from 3 parcels per 80 acres to 1 parcel per 80 acres as per
your land use designation information. All other properties around our 80 acres are
zoned as Country Residential, except PSI property which is directly south of our 80
aces across Highway 5. Coincidence. We think not! Also our land is in the Green
Network Study Area. So you actually have our 80 acres in 3 different Land Use Zones.
Right now we are Zoned Agriculture , which allows 3 parcels per 80 acres. Have you
even driven around your growth map area to see the land owners you will be affecting?
Do you honestly think that we will be able to sell our land in the future with all these
zoning regulations?

Instead of spreading out The City of Saskatoon clean up and use what you already
have!
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Feedback Registry #: 28

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Website

Type of Respondent. Landowner/Developer?

Land Use Designation(s):
Rural Commercial/Industrial

Comments:

Thank you for the opportunity to contribute to the P4G process by reaching out for
comments from affected landowners.

It is our understanding that the area on Hwy #5 East currently projected as Rural
Commercial/Industrial was initially to accommodate one specific proposed development
from a company called PSI. If this were zoned as proposed, it is within a clustered
country residential area consisting of Saddle Ridge, Discovery Ridge, Strawberry Hills
and Settler's Ridge. Also contained within this area is agricultural and agricultural
residential (which does not appear on the land use map).

This projected zoning is not consistent with all adjacent and nearby properties which
includes a multitude of housing within the 4 existing neighboring multi-parcel
subdivisions.

With the amount of land surrounding Saskatoon currently allocated as
Commercial/Industrial along with the current construction in the RM of Blucher to
accommodate these types of businesses, this one-off zoning just does not align with
existing land use. If allowed, it would be sandwiched between urban to the west and
country residential housing to the east. Leaving the land zoned agricultural is the most
appealing option for future land use. If the P4G committee intends to retain this
proposed zoning, we feel a 1 mile separation from any existing residences should be
implemented.

Another concern is access from Hwy #5. Currently, there is no highway intersection
that would accommodate access to the parcel. In 2 years, Hwy #5 is to be twinned;
however, as the construction plan has not yet been created, what is the committee’s
plan for access?

To summarize, we do not feel that this Rural Commercial/Industrial zoning is a fit in this
location amongst residential landowners. It should remain as agricultural.
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Feedback Registry #: 29

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Rural Commercial/Industrial

Comments:

Just today, we received notice of this new proposal and would like to make a formal
submission regarding a section of land near us. We are long time residents in the area
of concern.

There was major opposition starting in 2016 regarding the proposal by PSI
Technologies for a large commercial development along Highway 5, Specifically
concerning NW and SW 3/4 Section 36, Township 36, Range 4, West of the 3rd M.
This development fell through.

However, according to your map, this particular area is still deemed Rural
Commercial/Industrial which is of great concern. All around it, is a mix of Agriculture and
Country Residential. All the residents moved here for exactly that, not to have a
commercial industry ruining the scenery and quiet of country living.

Traffic safety was also in jeopardy, with so many large trucks turning at the intersection.
Down in a valley, vehicles travelling in either direction were unaware that traffic may be
stopped either way, waiting for a vehicle to turn, until they came over the hill. There is
little time or room to safely react.

The area designated is by number 36 on your map, East on Highway 5.

It is a small area which is totally surrounded by farmland and country residential
acreages. It is out of place and not welcome there, whatsoever!

Many of us local residents want that Rural Commercial/Designation to be replaced by
Country Residential.

Thank you for your attention in this matter.
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Feedback Registry #: 30

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Congratulations on moving the P4G to The proposed District Planning stage. This is a
very positive, and historic step for regional planning in the Saskatoon area and for
Saskatchewan. Although it would be better to keep the area larger, | can understand the
pressures and need to compromise in the spirit of reaching an agreement on the overall
plan.

Urban and rural development are both accommodated within this plan. | am very
pleased to see the identification of significant natural areas shown as a 'network’
remains an important feature of the plan.

Reducing land use uncertainty provides an economic advantage to Saskatoon and
area. This plan achieves that.

Overall, this is a great achievement for all of the partners involved and a significant
benefit for growth in our region.
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Feedback Registry #: 31

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

As president and managing officer of lands affected by the PG4 project we have grave
concerns with respect to the proposed closing of the intersection of Highway 16 and
Township Road 380 (the Reddicop Industries corner). | want to meet, in person, with
someone with authority to discuss a solution to the proposed closing of that
intersection. The closure would cause literally millions of dollars because of the
devaluation of prime development area, namely 112 acres with three-quarter mile
highway frontage.
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Feedback Registry #: 32

Date: 7/9/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

My name is . I live on an Acreage in the RM of Corman Park . Our Address is

Grasswood. Parcel \We have a 10 acre lot. My question to you is
should | be subdividing my lot right now ? | was talking to today. Sheis a
planner at the RM of Corman Park . She suggested | talk to you about my Concerns
after the implementation of the P4G plan . She says that after the plan is implemented |
would need 1.5 times more land in order to subdivide. Please advise me. | wasn't
planning to subdivide however it would probably be financially wise to do this now if the
opportunity will soon be closed to me .
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Feedback Registry #: 33

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Further to your email below, thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the
draft P4G District Official Community Plan (DOCP). SaskWater has a long history
providing potable and non-potable water services in the Saskatoon area and we look
forward to working with the P4G group for many years to come.

Our comments on the DOCP are as follows;

As a significant supplier of water services around Saskatoon, SaskWater supports
working co-operately with the P4G to be part of the solution for providing water services
in the area. SaskWater has water supply infrastructure and dedicated staff that can be
utilized to provide water to customers efficiently and effectively. Our hope is that the
P4G will regularly engage SaskWater in discussions about water services in the P4G
area so that we can partner together to provide water services in the best manner
possible. We request that P4G be open to including SaskWater in conversations about
water servicing in the P4G area so that our respective groups can plan effectively to
provide the most optimal water solution for residents and support growth in the area.
For example, once the new water pipeline is built to service Martensville directly from
Saskatoon, SaskWater’s existing pipeline (Saskatoon Potable North), that is used to
supply Martensville, will have additional capacity to provide water service to the area.
SaskWater estimates that the Saskatoon Potable North pipeline will have capacity to
supply an additional 1.3 million m3/year or the equivalent of a population of 10,000
people. In addition SaskWater will continue to supply water to customers outside the
P4G. A co-operative approach is critical to ensure this is done in an efficient manner.
SaskWater looks forward to future discussions with the P4G around water servicing.

The common approach today for water service to Country Residential subdivisions is
through a community association or water co-op operating as the legal entity that
SaskWater provides water to at the point of delivery. Specifically to clause 24.3.3 in the
DOCP, SaskWater’s interpretation of this clause is that what is described, is very similar
to the current common approach. Is Sask\Water’s interpretation correct or is the way
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Country Residential subdivisions are to be provided water services going to significantly
change under the DOCP?

Thanks again for the opportunity to provide feedback.
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Feedback Registry #: 34

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact:. phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):

Country Residential

Comments:

Concerned about new policy for resubdivision that affects his 10 ac lot in Grasswoods.
He was planning to subdivide in the longer term future, but the new policy that requires
the lot be 1.5 times the size of the average lot of the original subdivision would prevent
that from happening. Not ready to spend the money to subdivide now before new policy
takes effect. Noted that others in their subdivision have been able to subdivide down to
5 ac. Concerned that area was not directly notified of this specific change, since it will
affect a lot of landowners. Would like the area to be grandfathered in with current policy
that allows subidivision of a min. of 9.2 ac into two 4.6 ac lots.

July 10, 2020 - email & letter - see attached letter.



Hello Neil

My name is XXXXXXXX and | am contacting you regarding the draft criteria in the forthcoming
PAG District Official Community Plan for re-subdivision of country residential lots.

My wife XXXXXXXX and | own 9.73 acres of land in the Grasswood area of the RM of Corman
Park. In the area we live the current rules for subdividing your property are that you are required to own
a minimum of 9.2 acres which allows for the smallest parcel after the subdivision is completed to be a
minimum of 4.6 acres. | was talking to one of the planners at the RM of Corman Park and he informed
me that when P4G is implemented that our property would no longer be eligible to be divided.
Specifically he said that the parcels for subdivision will have to be at least one and a half (1.5) times
larger than the average lot size of the original registered subdivision plan area and therefore after P4G is
implemented property owners in the Grasswood area would need to have 13.99 acres of land in order
to qualify to subdivide their properties.

My wife and | currently do not have any plans to subdivide our acreage, however we do
understand that doing so would increase the overall value of our property by several hundred thousand
dollars or more so we are now faced with having to make a decision on whether or not to do so. When
you view this specifically from a financial perspective it seems like an obvious decision to proceed with
subdividing our property and just continuing to live on it until we do want to sell it, even after taking
into account that we would likely end up spending $60,000 or more to meet the criteria to divide our
property and also end up paying substantially higher taxes on the two properties than we currently do
on our existing property. It is however more complicated than that; specifically because we are not
currently planning on selling our property and moving when we make the necessary changes to our
property to allow it to qualify for the subdivision it will no longer be set up in the manner we designed it
to when we developed it for keeping our horses. Therefore we find ourselves in the situation where we
have to make a decision to divide our property and live somewhere that no longer meets our needs,
divide our property and sell it and move to somewhere that meets our needs or to not divide our
property and lose several hundred thousand dollars of equity that would have eventually been available
to us were we still able to subdivide our property some time in the future when we are ready subdivide
it and sell it.

There are about 10 properties within a % a kilometer of where we live that currently have more
than 9.2 acres of land and less than 13.99 acres and | am sure there would be many more if you looked
at the entire Grasswood subdivision(And other areas of the RM this may apply to.), therefore all of these
property owners/tax payers will be forced to deal with making the tough decision of whether or not to
divide there properties at a time when they were not planning to or to lose out on potentially hundreds
of thousands of dollars of equity from the sale of their properties when they are ready to sell.

There are 5 acreage owners on the % mile long road that we live on that have already
subdivided their properties and there are 4 properties that still have 9.2 acres or more that could
currently be subdivide if the owners choose to do so before P4G is implemented. In my opinion dividing
these remaining acreages at some future date is not going to substantially change the makeup of the
area and allowing 4.6 acre parcels to be divided in this area in the future seems reasonable especially
when you take into account that there is a small subdivisions North of Grasswood Road on Clarence Ave
that shares a property line with the Grasswood properties in that area that was approved to subdivide
parcels much smaller than 4.6 acres.



In addition to this, if these properties could be subdivided in the future, they would generate much
needed tax revenue for the RM at that time which would benefit all taxpayers in the RM.

It doesn’t seem fair to implement a policy that requires property owners living in areas who could
previously subdivide their properties if they owned 9.2 acres or more to now have to own at least one
and a half (1.5) times the number of acres than the average lot size of the original registered subdivision
plan when a long standing precedent has been previously and fairly been set by the RM when they
allowed a good portion of the existing properties in the area to be subdivided.

| am personally not familiar with what options you may have that could fairly deal with this issue
as | do not have a background in urban planning but | would like to request that you consider revising
this draft ruling that would prevent anyone in the Grasswood area who owns 9.2 acres or more land(Up
to 13.98 acres) from subdividing their properties at any time in the future. | am essentially requesting
that property owners that own 9.2 acres or more land in the Grasswood area be grandfathered to allow
them to use the existing subdivision rules in the future. With the precedent being set over many years in
which the RM has fairly allowed a good portion of property owners to subdivide properties as small as
4.6 acres off their existing 9.2 acre or larger properties this seems like it would be a fair revision to make
that would not put any undue hardship on any property owners in the Grasswood area or any property
owners in the rest of the RM of Corman park.

If you have any question regarding my feedback, please feel free to call me at 306-XXXXXXXX.
Thanks for your time regarding this matter.

XXXXXXXX

XXXXXXXX,

Grasswood SK

XXXXXXXX
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Feedback Registry #: 35
Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Phone
Type of Respondent: ?

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area

Comments:

Two questions:

1. Why is green network development allowed at all? If so, why are offsets not enforced
similar to those required for re-development of agricultural land?

2. As the biggest urban centre in the area Saskatoon funds a disproportionate share of
costs for the area in terms of social housing, Meewasin funding and other spending
committments. Why is in Saskatoon's interest to be in a partnership that shares
revenues equally and costs unequally, to it's great financial detriment? Other major
cities like Calgary and Toronto either annex surrounding lands or merge to share costs.
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Feedback Registry #: 36

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

See attached letter



10.

P4G comments

Decision making and public engagement — is there going to be a section that addresses this
process, including partners, etc.

Baseline analyses — Are there background studies underlying future land use choices that help
leverage the value of various elements including capital financing of development (e.g. levies),
Agriculture, environmental protection, Housing? Examples could include market studies,
infrastructure master plans, storm water management, population and demographics, flood
plain analysis, or health impact analysis.

Development standards on hazard lands — will there be further policy development pointing to
regulatory change that identifies important criteria to regulate development within various
locations including protecting steep slopes and mitigating subsidence, wetlands, drainage
basins, and river channels?

Consider strategies for riparian area protection for various water bodies that could include
buffer width averaging where prescriptive setbacks cannot be met in specific circumstances —
see https://www.researchgate.net/figure/Example-of-Average-Buffer-Width-calculation-The-
wetland-boundary-is-marked-by-a-thin fig2 282705016

Consider offering policy direction regarding wet and dry flood proofing standards, flood plain
analysis and suitable mitigation measures in concert with WSA that improve property
development opportunities while managing risk (e.g. developing of non-habitable structures,
flood fringe/way analysis).

Consider smart growth principles as a comprehensive approach to balancing competing needs —
e.g. environmental and parks — and master planning all elements including parks,
transportation, environmental, water, liquid waste, solid waste, water, storm water, airport
noise contours and flight path protection, economic and social -
https://www.planning.org/policy/guides/adopted/smartgrowth.htm

Agriculture fragmentation and land uses — consider that the fringe urban areas will come under
urban levels of development pressure and encourage locating ag uses on prime land with high
quality soils, and major transportation corridors — outside the urban fringes.

Consider a levels of service section that provides for roads, infrastructure and other services
that are scalable — reference Level 1 — all services; Level 2- roads, water; Level 3 — roads.

Consider minimum parcel size as holding areas for country residential development adjacent the
urban fringe, to accommodate further future density.

Consider mixed land uses in a more regional rural and urban context, that are compatible and
encourage a range of diverse affordable housing and methods of mobility.



11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Consider more criteria for storm water management that manages ground water impacts, on
site storm water retention and mitigation and reducing hard surfaces through greenscaping.

Consider an active transportation section.
Consider brownfield’s strategies that tap in to funding opportunities.

Consider a fiscal impact analysis that addresses the capital cost of development and assigns
values to a development levy strategy that is distinct from direct servicing impacts.

Consider implementation strategies for all elements with a timetable and resources and link to
key community indicators.

Consider a high level road classification system
Grammar note - 11.3.4.(c) measure should be measures

Part 2 — Section 3.2 Where this Plan provides that a matter or development may be undertaken
at th discretion of Corman Park, that discretion shall be exercised by Council where so required
by the Act or may be exercised administratively or delegated to the Corman Park administration
by Council where enabled by the Act.

¢ What exactly does this mean? Isn't this already regulated through the PDA for permitted
& discretionary use permits and some going to the development officer? It does not say
how the district is involved

Section 8.3.8 - Buffers around wetlands and water courses are required to maintain and improve
water quality, minimize disturbance to native vegetation, and provide habitat for wildlife. A 30 m
buffer shall be provided, however, it may be reduced based on supporting environmental and
technical plans acceptable to Corman Park. No development shall occur and native vegetation
should be maintained within the buffer.

e s this something we will need to apply through the subdivision process?

Section 11.3.2 - Subdivision of a Quarter Section
e Will rezoning be required to accommodate the density proposed in that section?

Section 11.3.8. Agricultural Residential Development on Fragmented Parcels.
e How do we for see this working?
e What would be the plan for fragmented parcels that are not in the two residences per
quarter?
e Section 11.3.8 b) is bolded, just as an FYI.

12.3.9 Subdivision of Existing Country Residential Lots.
e Determining what the original registered subdivision plan has been a challenge.



23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

e The language contained in this section is borrowed from the previous DP. Is there a
reason why this language is being retained? (i.e. the 1.5 times larger than average lot
size and a lot larger than smallest lot in the original registered plan) Would
consideration to a standard minimum parcel size and servicing (e.g. water and sewer) be
a better measure?

e May want to clarify that despite public consultation, council reserves the right to make
an independent decision. The public is merely consulted.

Section 15.3.17 b) Urban Residential Neighbourhood Area Density:

50 residents and jobs combined per gross developable hectare (20.2 residents and jobs combined
per gross developable acre).

e How do you regulate the # of people and jobs? Is it based on an average of ppl per
household?

e The above would apply to 15.3.26 Mixed-Use Node Density as well.

The PDA references the implementation of inter-municipal development agreement, if
applicable. The review sheet indicates that this is not applicable in the P4G.
e Should this be revisited given that this is an inter-municipal district?

The provision of municipal reserve (MR) for school purposes etc..

e Section 15.3.15 of the document is a little light on addressing school sites. Recognizing
that schools are not typical to rural areas this area may still need to be reinforced to
address potential school sites in future urban areas. It does allude to the significant
public amenities, trails etc...but does not mention school sites as a consideration.

Specific criteria for certain items (e.g. contract zoning, DL’s and SA’s) is deferred to the PDA. It is
more common to see criteria within the document that addresses these items rather than
making reference to another document.

The implementation of DL’s is critical to the success of development and infrastructure in the
PAG. Establishing DL’s will also highlight the infrastructure and recreation needs of the P4G. It is
recommended that this be a priority project.

The DP operates as the OCP but is still a district plan. While addressed throughout, we would ask
that the P4G also ensure the following is addressed in the DP. This is from section 102 of the
PDA. Please review and comment.

(10) A district plan must contain statements of policy with respect to matters the affiliated
municipalities consider:

(a) to be of intermunicipal or regional significance in the planning district;

(b) to be necessary to co-ordinate community and land use planning and services within the
planning district; and



(c) to be necessary to ensure that the district plan is consistent with any provincial land use
policy or statement of provincial interest.

(11) In addition to the plan contents required by subsection (10), a district plan may contain
statements of policy with respect to:

(a) any matter mentioned in section 32;
(b) sector-specific planning;

(c) district public works;

(d) district service delivery;

(e) district public facilities, including the development and maintenance of educational,
cultural, recreational and health care facilities;

(f) district economic development;
(g) the co-ordination of approaches for stewardship of environmentally sensitive lands;

(h) matters dealing with significant transportation and municipal infrastructure within
the district;

(i) district settlement patterns; and

(j) any other matter considered by the district planning commission or district planning
authority to be of regional or interjurisdictional significance, or necessary to co-ordinate
community and land use planning and services between municipalities and with an
Indian band.
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Feedback Registry #: 37

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

See attached letter



July 10, 2020

Attn: Neal Sarnecki

RE: P4G DOCP Consultation

Thank you for the opportunity to review the work done to date on the
District OCP. I have looked at the text and mapping and have some quick
comments that came to mind.

1. In refining the P4G borders, what discussions took place with the
landowners on inclusion or exclusion from the district?
2. District Land Use Map: Schedule B

d.

d.

Loraas expansion to the west of existing site labeled as
Regional Infrastructure. Should this not be crosshatched as
per Possible Expansion in legend like Airport and WHP?
Potential Expansion - Noted is Airport - Should this not be
Regional Infrastructure as Transportation? The Loraas
Landfill is Regional Infrastructure in a similar way!

The Martensville, Warman and Osler wastewater lagoons
may very well need expansion and where might that take
place? A regional wastewater collection and or treatment
facilities may come before any expansion is required! Same
consideration for the Biosolids site!

Changes noted on the map would alert the viewer that these
are “likely” in the future.

3. Isit worth mentioning in the text “what “could be defined as
“Regional Infrastructure (not exhaustive)” for clarity? ie: water,
wastewater, transportation, recreation, protective/ emergency
services, education, power generation, etc. (Ref LUP 20.3.3->.7)

o1

Regional Retail - how does this relate to Urban Mixed-use nodes?
Future Urban Growth Areas - Schedule C - It would seem realistic

that over time towards a population of 1M, the land use from
Saskatoon, Martensville and Warman between Hwy 11 and 12
should be a natural for development focus. This then would bring
the three municipality boarders together. As it is, it will become
“no man’s land”! Was this ever a strategy for consideration before
moving to develop north of Saskatoon and East of Hwy 117?



6. General Policies/ Land Use — Will there continue to be heavy
consideration given to the conversion of good farmland for
development purposes? ie: possible rejection of development
from prime agricultural land! If so, will a rational be devised to
deal with this?

7. Section 12.3.8 a - commercial, service & recreation in Country
Residential development.” “market need for the proposal”. Does
this mean the P4G is second-guessing the entrepreneur and will
require evidence of a good business via a cost/ benefit needs
study or such?

8. Green network study area — How will this designation/ restriction
be managed with the current landowner that is affected?

9. Wanuskewin Heritage Park (WHP) - Does the land shown as WHP
impacted in “Viewshed” consider the effect of the future view
from the top of a multi-layer Saskatoon Freeway intersection
structure? This may be three layers up and view of a great
distance from both vantage points due to proximity!

10. Regional Infrastructure (20.3.3->.7) - does this apply to both
public and private sector operators?

11. LUP 21-3.3 - Joint Concept Plan - Would this run in conflict with
possible private sector Agri-Business developments that might be
proposed for alternate locations in the P4G. What is the benefit
and motivation here?

12. No detail on Regional Retail and Urban Mixed-Use Nodes - When
and where are these discussions?

13. Servicing - LUP 24.0, 25.0, 26.0 and 28.0 all refer to embracing (?)
technology and innovation in dealing with servicing. It is entirely
possible that the “private sector” will see the supply of these services
as a business opportunity. Has the thought process around the
infrastructure considered such? Public/ Private Utility Supply has
been big business in many jurisdictions!

14.Development levies and servicing agreement fees will be very
contentious going forward. Would suggest a separate study by a
proven expert be employed!!

15.Total Alignment as per LUP 31.3.27 will need to be firmly supported
or the system of regional co-operation breaks down. The
Development sector will not tolerate internal squabbles causing
delays in approvals!



16. LUP 31.3.15 - Concept Plan Cost/Benefit consideration
‘Expectations” for subdivision social, economic and environmental
will need to be well spelled out. These can be easily manipulated and
thus the proponent should employ experts in the filed!

17.Definitions — Seems to be missing some items, BUT much more
important to have a robust “Definitions Section” in the Zoning
document.

[ have also noted that the P4G planning district is expected to take effect in
early 2012, government approvals a major consideration. Has the Ministry
of Government Relations been involved during the draft preparations?

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment/ question these
important documents. First impression..."looks like it hits the mark!”

If you need further explanation of some of my comments, please feel free
to email me.

Best regards,
XXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXX
Saskatoon, Sk
XXXXXXXX
306-XXXXXXXX
XXXXXXXX@shaw.ca
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Feedback Registry #: 38

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

See attached email



From: XXXXXXX< XXXXXXX@cpaws.org>
Sent:  Friday, July 10, 2020 4:49 PM
To: Neal Sarnecki

Subject:P4G draft DOCP consultation
Dear Mr Neal Sarnecki,

Please find detailed below our comments in respect of the draft DOCP consultation. We welcome the
opportunity to comment on this plan and ensure the voice of our natural environment and important
flora and fauna are given the necessary consideration as this plan moves forward.

THE OVERALL DRAFT DOCP

CPAWS-SK welcomes the intent of this draft plan. Notably, your sustainability para. 2.3.3 in which you
state "natural resources and environmental processes essential to the regional ecological health and
productivity will be maintained and conserved." We, of course, would seek to better understand the
extent of this "maintained and conserved" position, noting the extensive nature of this planned growth
area. The same thoughts are relevant to your paras on 'Natural Environment and Drainage' (2.4.7) which
states, "key ecological areas will be conserved, enhanced, and connected to promote the health and
sustainability of the regional landscape. Flooding and drainage issues will be linked with an
understanding of natural systems and considered at local and regional levels, with a focus on reducing
risks through integrated approaches."

Based on the information available, we remain concerned about the ongoing expansion within the
northeast quadrant of the city and into the RM of Corman Park, and the potential impact these plans
could have the ecological features of the Small and Northeast Swale and the broader ecosystem. The
completion of a detailed and coordinated environmental assessment or like work i.e. work associated
with the Regional natural Areas Strategy and Green Network Study Area will effectively inform
avoidance, mitigation and compensation measures that could then best inform decision- maker.
Additional concerns remain around land use permissions in key areas due to the intent of the
Agriculture and Natural Resources para. 2.4.8 which states, "land uses will be managed to ensure a
balance between needs for growth and the sustainability of these economic sectors."

More broadly speaking to the potential impacts of this draft DOCP we would want to ensure the
following measures form part of any environmental assessment/study/review work and decision-making
process for the broader planning area and bespoke development areas:

* Any natural and cultural landscapes, including, but not limited to, native grasslands, wetlands,
and riparian habitats, that fall within this plan have been formally assessed for their ecological and
cultural value.

* An appropriate species inventory survey should also be undertaken where natural habitat (as
mentioned above) or species have already been identified. As a result of these measures we would want
to ensure no native grassland and important wetlands and riparian habitat identified in these studies
are lost, fragmented or degraded as a result of this DOCP and that any avoidance, mitigation or
compensation measures can be adequately assessed for their effectiveness and ability to, as you have
stated, 'conserve, enhance and connect key ecological areas'.

POLICIES

Indigenous Inclusion - Section 5.0

CPAWS-SK welcomes this policy regarding engagement, collaboration and partnership development
with First Nations, Metis communities and Indigenous organizations. It is critical that engagement is



undertaken at the earliest opportunity to ensure land-use decisions can be driven in partnership with
Indigenous communities from the start and not as a later aspect of the engagement process. Where
necessary, we would consider this beyond reserve boundaries, as noted in para. 5.3.4 (Integration of
Land Uses) regarding adjacent lands, but also for the broader implications of impacts to natural
landscapes that have significant cultural and ecological values.

Natural and Heritage Resources - Section 6.0

As previously noted, we welcome the intent of this draft plan and the same goes for the objectives and
policies (6.2 & 6.3) centred on Natural and Heritage Resources. CPAWS-SK welcomes the proposed work
to develop a Regional Natural Areas Strategy and we look forward to commenting on this document. It
will be critical that this document is completed before land use and subdivision decisions are made and
approved. This strategy must inform this process.

We acknowledge that this draft plan does account for key natural landscapes and plans to develop
further work towards maintaining and enhancing natural and important ecological features. As part of
any further study and as noted above, CPAWS-SK would want to ensure these important landscapes and
features are not further degraded, fragmented or lost as a result of this regional plan. It is important we
understand the features of these landscapes. The NE and Small Swales, a case in point. With the Small
Swale sitting within or in close proximity to the plan boundary, thus connecting both jurisdictions plans,
and the NE Swale which extends some length through the City of Saskatoon, this Plan area and beyond,
it is clear this region represents and forms part of a wider important ecological and cultural landscape.
We know these swales are teeming with biodiversity and thus home to a number of at-risk species who
depend on the likewise critically endangered native grassland and wetland ecosystems present.
Fragmenting this land further will only serve to degrade these features and potentially its ability to
function. It will likely degrade this biodiversity-rich ecosystem and we already know we are losing
biodiversity across the world at an alarming rate.

We must also acknowledge the cultural significance of this area and its connection to other important
lands i.e. Wanuskewin Heritage Park - for which a critical component is its planned UNESCO World
Heritage Site status application.

CPAWS-SK welcomes reference to habitat conservation measures and specifically your reference to
Species at Risk in para. 6.3.4. Again, we will look to the planned Regional Natural Areas Strategy, Green
Network Study Area and/or other key and necessary environmental studies to adequately inform the
design of this growth plan regarding Species at Risk and its intent around land use designation in and
around important natural habitats in the area. We are also interested to read para. 6.3.9 around
'Designating Environmental Reserve' and look forward to reading more about the intent here and the
potential for a broad suite of land protected in perpetuity.

Water Resources and Wetlands - Section 8.0

CPAWS-SK welcomes the intent around your water resources and wetlands (section 8.0) objectives and
policies. We look forward to commenting further on these areas and to ensuring, as you state in para.
8.3.3, "wetlands located within the Green Network Study Area will be a priority." We would most
certainly recommend a wetlands policy is developed for the district. Of course, while having such a
policy in place would be welcomed, unless it is properly used and implemented it only serves as a
background document. We have already seen this in the case of the wetlands policy for the City of
Saskatoon who has previously acknowledged such policies have been left on the shelf or just used as
guidance when critical infrastructure and land use planning decisions have been made.

We are concerned by the intent of para. 8.3.6 'Least Disturbance of Wetlands'. This suggests that
wetlands will predominantly be affected by this plan and the "least possible disturbance and/or
alteration" encouraged. There is no suggestion that important wetlands within this plan area will avoid
disturbance or alteration. This seems counter to your wetlands being a priority statement. CPAWS-SK



would encourage this plan and the development of a wetlands policy to identify key wetland features
and ensure such areas are adequately buffered and free from disturbance or alteration.

All buffers should provide adequate protection to the riparian and wetland habitat. We would
encourage that the intent should not be to reduce such buffers where possible but ensure any decision
is based on robust environmental data to support either a reduction or increase in such a buffer. Where
many aspects of these buffers include other critical habitats i.e. native grassland, we would expect
additional buffers to be imposed to these areas, ensuring all habitat is provided with the necessary
space to thrive and operate at an optimum function. CPAWS-SK agrees that "no development should
occur and native vegetation should be maintained within the buffer."

Minerals and Extraction Resources - Section 9.0

CPAWS-SK welcomes the criteria for minerals and aggregate resource industries, as noted in para. 9.3.2.
We especially support the need to address the "(d) potential impacts to surface water, groundwater,
drainage patterns, slope stability, wildlife habitat, heritage resources and rare or endangered species;
(e) the environmental implications of the operation including storage of fuel tanks or chemicals, and/or
measures for the release of contaminants; and (f) plans for reclamation of the land for an approved end
use."

Agriculture - Section 11.0

With a bespoke policy on the discouragement of fragmenting agricultural land (para. 11.3), we would
encourage the same courtesy is given to native prairie and wetland habitat as a minimum.

Green Network Study Area - Section 17.0

CPAWS-SK welcomes the objectives (17.2) of the Green Network Study Area (GNSA) but we are
concerned, while restricted, there remains permission for the intended use of agriculture cultivation
within the GNSA. We would want to ensure any refinement criteria, as noted within your land use page
for the GNSA (https://partnershipforgrowth.ca/regional/green-network-study-area/), is subject to, as
noted at this link (para 13.05), a "development review that is undertaken according to the policies of
this Plan." No native prairie, wetland and riparian habitat should be lost to agriculture cultivation. We
would wish to ensure the 'Green Network' remains an area that prioritizes the enhancement,
management and protection of significant ecological and cultural landscapes.

We look forward to the public consultation process that will share any refinement to the GNSA as noted
within para. 17.3.3 'Refinement Through Concept Plans'. Again, we would not want to see any
refinements of the GNSA that will result in the loss, fragmentation or degradation of native prairie,
wetlands and riparian habitat.

In the link to the GNSA work above, it is also noted that "after the Green Network Study Area is refined,
the final delineated areas should be amended in the Regional Plan. Areas that are no longer included
within the Green Network should be reclassified according to the surrounding land uses and their
location within or outside of future urban areas." While the need for refinement may be necessary
based on further study and data of the area, we must acknowledge that this refinement should also
include and consider reclassifying areas previously not in the GNSA into the network - not just removing
areas within. Even if not the intent the wording is suggestive of a desire to limit or reduce the size of the
GNSA in order to maximize other infrastructure.

CONCLUSION

At this time and without the necessary supporting environmental data and studies - which are proposed
as part of this draft plan - we must consider that this plan poses a significant threat to the ability of the
broader ecosystem, which includes that of the Small and NE Swale, to function both in terms of its
ecological services to existing and planned residential communities but also to its ability to function
ecologically. We look forward to reviewing and commenting on the relevant documents as this process
progresses.



We further remain concerned that some land use areas and the size and permittable use of the GNSA
could have a likely significant effect on the ecological integrity of the key habitat features of the area.
For nature to function in an urban setting - for the benefit of city residents, wildlife and positive climate
action - it needs space and connectivity to thrive and function. For the ecological services these areas
provide, planned development in close proximity could have dire consequences on their ability to
continue to support and deal with future flood and water management needs.

We would encourage the partnership developing this plan to progress this work in a way that is both
sustainable, linked to your sustainability para. 2.3.3, and does not compromise the ecological integrity of
this ecosystem. These comments are formed based on the general theme of the draft plan. We reserve
the right to provide additional comments within the process that we may not have made here.

Kind regards,

XXXXXXX Manager of Operations and Programs (southern region)
Canadian Parks and Wilderness Society (CPAWS) - Saskatchewan Chapter
Suite 202, 220 (@thetwotwenty) 20th St West, Saskatoon, SK

306- XXXXXXX| XXXXXXX@cpaws.org

WWW.cpaws-sask.org
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Feedback Registry #: 39

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Website
Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to this draft plan, on behalf of Wild about
Saskatoon. We appreciate all the intentions expressed in section 6.0 of the plan,
including the promises * to identify (inventory), protect and enhance natural and
heritage resources in the planning region; * to develop a Regional Natural Areas
Strategy that provides natural and naturalized corridors for species movement; * to
protect species at risk * and to establish buffers for sensitive areas through
Environmental Reserves. We are also encouraged by the pledge in section 8 to protect
wetlands. These are fine and necessary principles, which we strongly support.
Unfortunately -- tragically -- the closer we get to implementation of these intentions the
weaker the plan becomes. The Green Study Area, where many of these intentions will
be realized, is too narrow and constrained throughout, without adequate buffering. It is
compromised from the start by the intention to accommodate agriculture, recreational
facilities, and stormwater infrastructure. If the Partners are serious about their stated
commitment to sustainability and conservation, these values must be given priority
within the Green Network, at a bare minimum. How can you maintain or enhance
connectivity and ecological health/function if the Green Network is interrupted and
fragmented by other uses? Answer: you cannot. We recommend that you establish a
Special Policy to protect and enhance the remaining natural grassland in this region,
including a broad margin along the river and the Swale corridors. This policy would
prohibit any further loss, degradation or fragmentation of natural grassland and express
an explicit intention to reconnect surviving fragments of natural habitat. Protecting
natural grassland would also contribute to climate-change mitigation, by sequestering
carbon -- a serious consideration that is missing from the plan. Finally, sincere,
determined conservation of natural areas would contribute to reconciliation. As the Truth
and Reconciliation Commission explains: "Reconciliation between Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal Canadians, from an Aboriginal perspective, also requires reconciliation with
the natural world. If human beings resolve problems between themselves but continue
to destroy the natural world, then reconciliation remains incomplete." This is advice that
we hope you and your partners will take to heart.
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Feedback Registry #: 40

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Urban Commercial/Industrial - 1 million

Comments:

My name is and my husband, , and | own the first acreage along

. We, and at least some of our neighbours ( ), have some
questions for you about your P4G Plans in the area, and wondered if we could meet
with you Tuesday, Wednesday or Thursday next week, or at your earliest convenience?

| have also sent an email to about the following issue, so would like to discuss
that as well. Thank you very much.

We look forward to hearing from you.

Email to re Odour Issue

Hi :

| apologize for not getting back to you sooner, but for the last couple of months, we
have hesitated to sign the agreement because of a sporadic odour in the area that is
more chemical-like than sewer or gas-like. At 1:30 am this morning — July 10, 2020, |
woke up to it once again, and then at 6:40 am, when my husband, ___, was on his way
to work, he smelled it again near Moody’s, to the point that he saw a Government of
Canada truck sitting there, and stopped to ask them about it. They had no idea what it
was, but confirmed that they too smelled it, and advised that we contact our counselor.
The odour seems to come out of nowhere early in the morning, after work hours or
during the night. We have tried to track it down but have not been successful.

We are more concerned about it being a harmful chemical odour and have noticed that
we have both had an unusual cough and feeling of congestion in our lungs. We want to
confirm that this odour is not harmful, so want to know the source of it, and also that it is
not someone dumping something in the area in a non-environmental way. When we first
moved to our acreage, we had huge blow flies to the point that if you opened the doors
to the house, approximately a dozen would fly in. It turned out that this was due to
someone dumping swine entrails and leftovers from butchering pigs, in the pasture
across the road. The smell we are experiencing now is strong enough, that we
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immediately close our windows when we notice it, but of course when you are sleeping,
you do not always wake up right away.

May | confirm that Randy Rooke is still our counsellor? Please note that | am also
including this in the P4G feedback to Neal Sarnecki, as today is the deadline. We will
help in any way we can to identify the source of this smell. Please advise how we
should move forward.

Thank you very much.

July 14, 2020 - meeting at property. Discussed purpose and meaning of Plan, how the
Planning District will work, who makes the decisions, and expected timing of future
development. Also wanted information regarding private wastewater treatment plants
and separation distances.
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Feedback Registry #: 41

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area
Agriculture

Comments:

See attached email



From: XXXXXXX@hotmail.com>
Sent:  Friday, July 10, 2020 7:11 PM
To: Neal Sarnecki; XXXXXXXLtd.

Subject: Fw: Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth (P4G) Regional Plan:
Update + June 2017 Public Information Session

Good evening Neal.

| am forwarding my email from Sept 2017 that informed the P4G of our family farm's ( XXXXXXXLtd)
concerns and questions regarding the P4G future planning. We have sent several emails in the past
voicing our family's concerns regarding the P4G and we would like to hear your comments as to how
our land/future development will be affected and regulated by the new P4G proposals.

Our land includes:

- XXXXXXX

(Turf fields -with above/below ground
irrigation, crop fields,
turf shop/office, irrigation lagoon)

- LSD XXXXXXX(Crop field, future turf
field/development)

- LSD XXXXXXX(Crop field, future turf
field/future development,

yard subdivision)

Thank you for your time.

XXXXXXX- XXXXXXXLtd

From: XXXXXXX@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, September 24, 2017 9:01 AM

To: XXXXXXX@saskatoon.ca < XXXXXXX@saskatoon.ca>

Subject: Fw: Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth (P4G) Regional Plan: Update + June 2017 Public
Information Session

From: XXXXXXX@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2017 4:52 PM

To: XXXXXXX

Subject: Re: Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth (P4G) Regional Plan: Update + June 2017 Public
Information Session



Mr XXXXXXX:

It appears that the (P4G) Regional Plan is taking form and our land (NE 11-36-6-W3) is now in the Green
Network Study Area, formerly the Conservation and Drainage Area.

With no specific guide lines or policies in place for this area after several years of study, we adamantly
request that portions our XXXXXXX remain as Agriculture (or Country Residential) similar to XXXXXXX
and that a review be done for the Boundary Refinement of the Green Network Study Area as it pertains
to this quarter. Once specific guidelines and consistent policies are proposed, we would be

ready to consider and comment on the Regional Plan.

We would like to strongly recommend that the representatives from the P4G physically inspect the
NE 11 quarter and the surrounding land so that a common sense approach is taken and practical
decisions are made before informing us what we can and cannot do with our land.

Originally, there was concern that there was potential flooding concerns that would prohibit any
residential/agricultural development on this quarter. The West Corridor Route was another concern at
one time and now the P4G objective wants "to maintain and enhance a connected natural
infrastructure system to manage storage and drainage and address storm water issues". This appears
to be the main reason for restricting future development on the NE 11. There are some locations that
may not be suitable for development but there definitely are others where residential housing and
agricultural development would contribute to the beauty and esthetics of the area without affecting
existing waterways, wildlife, etc. In fact, the location of some of the existing yard sites may be more of a
concern for the proposed Green Study Area.

Our Turf Fields and Turf office/shop currently surround the existing waterway system in this area, and
our storage lagoon is one of the main features of the existing waterway. Our concern is that the
proposed land use changes could potentially affect the future of our family turf farm and its future
agricultural growth and development. This is a major issue that must be considered before the

PAG is finalizes its Regional Plan.

We want to bring this to your attention before the finalization of your regional plan and would like to
hear your comments. We are not prepared to approve or accept any regional plan proposals until there
are specific common sense guidelines and policies that have been thoroughly researched and
investigated. Our family turf farm's future and our future land development should not be threatened
or restricted because of vague concept planning proposals and unclear development policy.

Please relay our concerns to your board. Thank you.
Regards;

XXXXXXX- XXXXXXXLtd

From: XXXXXXX< XXXXXXX. XXXXXXX@o02design.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 7, 2017 11:14:43 AM
To: XXXXXXX@hotmail.com



Subject: Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth (P4G) Regional Plan: Update + June 2017 Public
Information Session

Good afternoon:

Thank you again for your interest in the Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth (P4G) Regional Plan.
The P4G is pleased to announce the draft Regional Plan is complete, and is now available for preview at:
http://partnershipforgrowth.ca/regional_plan/.

The draft Plan recommends a series of guiding principles and policies around land use, transportation,
servicing, and implementation, as well as proposes new governance and administrative structures for
the Region. This Plan reflects the feedback and input we have received from the public and stakeholders
over previous engagement events.

In addition to the draft plan, the Regional Servicing Strategy and the Regional Governance and
Implementation Strategy are also available for preview.

The P4G invites you to a Public Information Session for the draft Plan and Strategies:

Public Information Session

Tuesday, June 27, 2017

Open House: 4:00-6:30 p.m.

Public Presentation: 6:30 p.m., to be followed by a moderated Q&A Session
North Ridge Centennial Community Centre

901 3rd Street North, Martensville, SK

You are encouraged to submit questions or comments in advance for the Moderated Q&A Session via
the P4G website at http://partnershipforgrowth.ca/regional_plan/. Please note an open microphone
will not be provided at the event but question/comment forms will be provided to fill out to have your
question asked. Summaries of the responses will be posted on the website after the June 27 meeting.
The project consultant (02 Planning + Design) and representatives from the partner municipalities and
SREDA will be in attendance at the Session.

For additional project information, visit http://www.partnershipforgrowth.ca or contact us at
XXXXXXX@Saskatoon.ca.

Thank you for your continuing participation in this project.

Sincerely,

XXXXXXX

Project Manager, Regional Plan
Saskatoon North Partnership for Growth
XXXXXXX@Saskatoon.ca

XXXXXXX

Senior Planner

02 Planning + Design, Inc.
XXXXXXX. XXXXXXX@02design.com
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Feedback Registry #: 42

Date: 7/10/2020

Method of Contact: Phone/Meeting
Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area
Urban Residenital - 700,000
Urban Residential - 1 million

Comments:

See attached email & attachments to email

July 23, 2020 - In-person meeting - Land includes the NE Swale and development in
City of Saskatoon is increasing the amount of storm water onto there lands affecting the
ability to farm. Despite multiple requests for information on the drainage plannning for
the new neighbourhoods, they have not be able to get answers. Also concerned that
plans are being made for their land without consultation with the landowners.
Designating land for conservation is devaluing their property. Told by Saskatoon Land
that area of land in swale covered by water has no value, despite city using it as their
storm water management facility. Would like help getting City and RM and WSA to table
to discuss the flows onto their land and return it to pre-development flows.
Communication with affected landowners is required.



From: WSO shaw

Sent:  Friday, Juby 10, 2020 10:23 PM

Tor Meal Samecki

Subject-FW: PAG feadback from the XXX Fanmby

Attachmerds:  2020_07-20 Letter Lo 0000000 pdf: OO Respomse Lettes May 0d, 2020, docx; 005

Response Letlen May 04, 2020 pdl; CO5 Response Lettar. doo: XKNO0 application for 3 premiminany
s sLgation. pl; Xoo0oooxx Dismissal Response Letler Lo WA, Wovember 21, 2019, pdf;

WA Drlannissal Levtar, pdf

| Pmprasant thi 00N family |hat owng saveral quarter secthons of land immediatety norh of 1he
Cily. There 1and i i récs|ving storm walers from Aspen Ridge and ather portions of thad watershed.
The FaG North Farnnership has identiimd the lands held by the X0000000 family a5 parl af the gvesall
develppment pans. The famaly had never béen tonsutted by U City of Saskatoon, tha B of Comman
park or the WSA unhil we approached them 1o learn of Lhe PG plans for this privately ownbed Land.
There have been several letters between the City of Sackaboon and mysedfin an attempt to address our
concenns. | have attached them dor your condideration, Thit somall shrng {Tes below} has most of cur
concerns identified over tamea.

Flease consider our comrments, questions and concerns. We would ke to meet when it makes qangs 1o
Turther 1he dosusseens on our concemrns over the discharge of starm water gnte O00000K Lands and
the gweradl lack pn consideration ol the interests of the currend land owners,

Plazase feal frea to contact ma opde you have had & changs (o revsew 1his docomentation.

R

From: XXX Sackatpon.cax

Sant: Monday, March 2, 2020 12:5%

Tio: KRN0 =W 3 shanw ==

Cez X000 @ Saskatoon ca s XON000 @Saskatoan cax: KKK @ Saskatoon. car;

N o kadceon, can NN E N E NN N RN Y X RN NN S A hodma L oo >

WA N @ ekl it s ; KEEXKEHX ORI < WM R S @ s askte] net =) XXX ml
<A @ Enas kil ners, KXKEHAH L esack caz; KK rmoormanpark ca s

Swubject: RE: Mortheast Swale Reports
Goad afterndan XEENEEE

I ann writing 1o folkgw up on the amail Lhat was e toyou on Friday Fabroary 21, | would kike to
condfirm that you have received the miforrmatson and ifyou ane stlll inlarested In satling up a ture
nreeting,

Plagag [usl ot mg know.
Regarik,

KEHXKEKE | rel XXEXLx
Customer Servlce Manager



Chty of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SKE ST QIS

KRR X XX s askatoon.ca

wiww Aaskatoon.ca

Hyou receive this email i encar, please do nob review, dtribute ar copy the infoematon.
Pleace contact tha sender and delete the message and any atlachmenls.

From: Kinr

Senl: Frday, February 21 20020 3:13 Fid

Ton KRN o U e e shanar_Cac

O X0 B Ak at oo, ca > BEEKEENE S Saskatoon s SEEERK K @Saskateon car,

BN NN S bt O T O X R < M R S ol coim
FIDOOTC s kel ma s JOCH XX KRR, < IO S R K s askt el net-, }X0000mla
<H0O0O0CK idadd saz ks, nel>; XXX wsask, cax; KEXXEXNXE rmeormangar.ca =

Subject: RE: Northeast Swale Reports
Good Attar oo KXXEXEEX

Thank you for wpul patkence as our subject matter spperts had an opportunity to provide: responses 1o
your gueshions. | have atached the [oer U b baen compoted wilh the informarion you requested.

1 wroubd like lo disure you that any mesting set up will absolutely have the subyect matter mcpers in
attendance |5 there any suggested Time that would Le bast for 1his mesating?

1 hope Lhe indormatlon provided helps answer your questions, boweer il 1here i anything ebe pleacs
bet e ki, 1 will Axval locthar confrmaton from you when we can begin [ookng a senting up 2
meeting with all those recqured.

Regards,

KOG | el BT MK

CusTarmes Sarvice Manager

Cily of Saskatoon | 232 3rd Avense Horth | Saskatoon, Sk 57K (U5

KRR KxEE @oackaloon, L3

www. saskatoon.ca

Hvoy receive this email in arror, please do not review, detribale or copy the inforemation,
Please contact the sandar and delate tha rmesiages and any atlachmants,

Fromm; )00 | mailkauOoonio b aw ca)

Sant; Fricky, Febtuary 14, 2020 333 Pid

Tz HXAXE RN g S askabion. ca:

Co XX diackatoon.cay) KX S Saskatoon. cax, KX KNKEK B Saskatoon cis;

KON RN K T St kAT e, £ DD T 00 < 0 S50 hotmall o,

KXWRN DK D s s b ], v OO0 R <O K (e kX R s askbel net>; )OO Kmla
< XIGO0O0CT milaSrsas kel st 000K iwash, e KX SE s Xfirmoormanganc car

Subject. Re: Hortheast Swale Reponts



Thank you for this response. | ook bo the responias to our questions, Please be aware thar we wil
wand to have the people represanting the city that can answet our lechrucal questions wnthe room for
the mecting, | am an aguatic seignlizl wilh 35 years enperience with water guality ssues and would
therefore sppreciate IHal your experise be present.

1can b reached at thes e-mall or at X000 when & comes tame 1o coordinate the tirming of the
meetllng. | raprasent four Famlby members that own land in the e of concemn, thelr families and some
af ther immediate neighbors so meetng Iogisuics can take sorme tinme,

| hawe inchrded some of the doturmsniation we have sybanitted in [he past incase oo did net have it in
YOUr POS3REET0N.

LYY R R

Erowmn; "X < XXX Saskatoon.cat

To: KRN N dPshaw.ca

Co: "XENEN R 00000 ESaskatoon,cas, "ENNNNEX" <XNRNEN @ iazkatann cas, "R
XSO e Sackat oo Cax, MDD IO RSk Al . C A, IO K00
SRR CEemr atmai] coms, KAKERRKE WIICO Esdkielmets R HO S i "
CHIGOCUDCOOM DO R @ s skl ners, "LXEXRANAmIE" SOUELOUCL milagsackialneys, 00000
HRAE s sk, Caz, KX XX XK KAX AR moomangark.ca>

Sent: Friclay, February 14, 2020 1-48:0d PM
Subject: RE: Nartheasl Swale Reporta

Halle & o,

Thank yiu For your Tolkow wp small,

by name is XXXXXAKYK and | am a Customer Service Manager for tha Ciky of Sagkatoan X000 has
asked that | become Inwohsed ac a gingle point of tontact, as your concerns vobee 3 number of different
people from difteren areas and ha wanted to snsurs that yed recelve theaby raspanses. by position s
to ensura that any questions or concems regarding sperations o programs cat be answered promptly
ard 1o work, when requirad, wills gther divisions (depantments o provide a singles response. [t ako to
#nsurd 1hat someong 15 no; trangferred between areas where information can get lost or Cause aedbes
fraslration

A meeting was held the mormng, February 104h o ensure thil your cormmeents and questhens from your
previous armdil are addretiad by the correct people. A formal response is being put together and will
te provided by (he and of nent wask  We would aka llke to further discuss setting up a meeting ones
this infarmation has been raceed

1 ook forward 1o working with you to codrdinate and sddress the corcerns: that you have braught
forward,

FPleasa ol roe know ITyou have any other queshions or concams.

Regards,



WANKAKN | e X000

Customer Service fanager

City of Sackatoan | 222 3rd Averue Horth | Sackatoon, 5K 37K Q)5

WK D sackalann. £a

wowrw Saskateon ca

If woas recaiva This sl 1 #rrar, please do not review, dstribute or copy the information. Plesge

cantact the setvder pid debeta the me:zage and any attechrmants,

Franmns JO0O000E [rvadio; X308 0000K @ s haw.ca]

Sant; Februsry 12, 2020 3:13 P

T xx s AdSackatoon, cax; ol KK i Saskatoon.car Coo )IOKENE K@ Saskapoon (3]
ENENE MM S bt . Lo MMM O O T S keat o ca KON X
MUK KA SE D hotmal. com, KOO0 @5 askbel ne =, 000000000000

O R B MO R e sk Ll et = S0 M mila <000 ke s as kel peet
JOUOCOUCK @ v sask Gy KRN KRN @ cormanpak, Laz

Subject; Be: Noptheast Swake Reporls

1 have not been contacted by your lab coordinador 1o address cur corrmarnts aed queslion:  For some
of my questhons, a laboratory coordinator will not ba the 3ppropriste persan 1o respond a we are
askhng the City for it's mitigation in case it cannol risel surface water guallly gusdelings. Please provide
e Wik the conbacy infartracen for the ek coprdmaror 50 | can contadct them directly for a discussion.

We have not heard back on our hydrology repart based questiens which doesn't need the input of the
lah coordingtor. When can we expect tosee a0 answer?

There has ako not baen any response to aur reguest lor 3 meetng with thae Chty Lo discuss the Issues
brought forward by ey seviews. | ggain ask for @ meetmg date to disguss cur concerns.

EXENE KN

From; "EARARARXT <R Sackatgoncar

T "X AR XN OO0 @3 haw cax

C: 0000000 <I0D000MXESaskataon cax "X0000XN" IR XxSaskaloon Cax, "AKE0R"
SNXXNCGE Saskat o onea, JO000CO0OCOCOIEX" <X SE@hotmad, comz, XXXk XK
XD M s st ) e e, RN N0 A AT R M R R RO e ac kel naty, TERR AR mIa"
A mla @ ads ke L riag s, DT B ek pax, KK KGO0 mocrm anpark. caz,
RN S Ak AL gD LA, OO O i ack atoon, cax

Lent: Monday, lanuvary 27, 2020 2:31: 28 PM
Subprit: RE; MNortheast Swals Reporis
Hi XX,



As your waler quakily comirments are quite tachnical, | hava passad them anto our Lab Cogrdinater at
1he Environmental Lab for review  This ah manliors water qualily af the larger storm water outfall
structures and They are sware of currend sU e water regulations That 1he City must abide by.

We Fall thal we wiould report back regarding water quantity comments at the samea Ume.

I woukd aka like to annolvce thal KOUOCENK has baen hired 85 the new Dlrector of Saskatoen Water 35
I am retiring tfacine Jan 31, 2000 XXCKNKXK wil be taking over Lhis Me, rherefore, future
correspondense shoukd be drected Lo him. He ol B oc'ed sbove.

Ak, XXXRNEKK, Engineening & Planning Manaper, is on a ane year kaye and we have hirad KKK
1o teka over his position until Jan 1, 2021, | hava ce'ed har a3 well,

| have pagsad e inlodrmation on o them and antbdpate 1hey will need until end of first week of
Fehruary to carch up.

1oagninsy, P Eng. | tel KXXNXARLK

Director of Seckatoon Water

Ciry of Saskatoon | 1020 Avenue H South | Saskaloon, 3K ST 1KG
fox KK N

WO A KATDON.CA

W, SESHaToon.£a

Fram: dIECOOE [ adla sOod s 1o ke : haw_ca|

Sent! Monday, January 27, 2020 728 4k

Tz B o A0 o i Sask atoomn cax

Loz MO0 R S askaloon . cas; 0O han kaloan Cas;

AOODOROOC MR A AR, LA XX XN N N X0 < XXX D0 hotmail pom=;
AOODO0O0UE Akl petz; X0 <EROOCR O saskte] net ;) J0000000(ma
cHENLKENE mlafirashieloats: HOEEK Eixd@lwsask ras; Kk KK @ moomanpark.ca

Subjeck: Re: Hortheast Swals feporis

W haye nol heard back on any of the comments we have previded on the repons or on 3 prospactne
meealing date. | will be out of town untd February d1h bt would be available to mesl after that date,

Flease consider our requeast oy response 10 our commants and questons and 8 meeting date.

BAREYXIE

Fraomy; "KEMNmE00™ o 3000 i shans, caz

Tio; " MO0 oGl K dli S ackatoon. cax=

G mEMRH N R R R Sas katoom.cax, “HHN0N " XK KN Saskaloon 33, TEINKEKEN"
OO Sackaloon. cas, JOCCOCOCOOOCOGETK" UK Ra @It innal, carm=, KEXKEHEKE
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SHOCOCO0OL M3 ERsaskied, et O KA K wiask caz, SEARARNE XEARKR X ormangark ax



Sent; Sunday, Janwary 15, 2020 1022 7: 20 Ak
Subject: Rea: Hortheast Sovakt Repors

| vave reviewed 1he warer quaklly and quantiy repon provided by the Cily of Sackatoon (005} and havi
the fallowing comnents:

1) The use of the trophic sLatus classification system for the shilkew, e phemeral wetbunds iz
wappropriate And irvklevant  ThiS seabetm (5 masnl 10 daszdfy fsh-beaning lakes and has no beanng on
the wraler bodies in question, The CO% shoubd aveld tha use of this system and wse a more apopriale
watland clasification system such 32 the one developed by olath and Yitr (1995-attached}or he Tha
Canadiae sys e of vwal land classification and 15 applkcalion ta circumboreal wetlands, 1985 Walls,
E.0r; Zokai, 5.0 Aqulla S&r Botarics 21: 45-52. Aceording Lo Zoltakand VIEE, the area i question that will
receive the C03% dicharge |s ashatlow, open water welland. Any assessment of water quality shindd be

miake usng this system.

2) The land owners CO5 storm water receiving area i cunently dry, The:e are ephemeral wellands and
retad 0o b conaidered n thar context, Cyclical fhecding and drping of this land will release metals: and
other parsmetars, A slngle water qualky sample in July of ¢ach year for metals is insURticienl to detact
seasonal change sy water qualdy due to water level changes. The 05 should considar samping in
sphing, tumtaee and (3110 be o 3 posithon te sheenve these polential fluctuations.

3) Our concern over this reporl remmadng U sarme 85 with the ydiobkogy repon. 1t only |ooks at present
day effects and daes e comsldar any changes m walay quality a3 tha CO% centinues fo develop within
the walershad &.g, Universily Heights I and 111},

4) The land owners need to knenw if the Oy has any mitigation plans if water quakity discharging recth of
Townshlp Road 374 exceeds surface water quality guidelines? 15 there any cormpansation baig
proposed il poor quallty water is discharged onto the Lind owners property? Can e CO% dwven or
wilhihold water if of doms nat need gusdeling values or will be be decharged onte the bnd owners

proparty regardiass of quakty

d) The C0% postulared as tg 1he source of arsenkc above guidelme imvek bul has po defmitive aniwer as
10 the exact source of 1his metal in the watland. This needs to ba further inyestigated, Adddional
seasonal samphing would aid in this deterrmination, The sane could be sakd for ammonda,

S) Many of the paramelers neasuwred {eg. Secchd disc] do not prowde any ugeful informaten in
datermmmng if the COS siomy water discharge is having a delrimental effect on the wetlands,

B) Thars i no divect commitnesd b catlinue manikonng at the same Requency as in previous ypear;
apart from Lhe recornmendatyons for selanmm and turbldity. With the development of new
reehghborhonds, the polential for adverse waler qualdy is increased, We would like 10 5ee an axpanded
sampling prograen that Inclodes staliong at the culvens on Township Raad 374 and north of Tewnship
Rosd 374 whan watet |2 praseanl. We abso stronghy urge the CO5 ta consider sedimant samplirg =
melals and gther paramelers (=g, salis) can accumulate in graviows of high water and b rebeased
during perpds when water Byal: fluctuals, We wonlkd be happy 10 disouss an expanded
water/sediment monidoring progeam with Lhe CO% when wa meat,



W have not heard back from tha £05 on our cormnvents for the hydrlogy report. We are stll asking
for a mesting with the CO5 10 discuss our cangerns. Please be acviced that due 1o travel commitments,
wa will nat be able 1o meet unti| afer February dih. Let us know when we can meet adter that date and

I wiill coordinale our group's presence.

LESE S Y

From: o000 " <00 @ shaw oae
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Sant: Monday, Janpany B, 2000 & 36,91 AM
Sublect: Re: Northeast Swale Reports
I had strwe additicnal Lhoughts onthe report that | would lke addressed which mclude:

1) What are the basemne water flows going north through TR 374 onto Lhe ROGowmers prosey an g
seasonzl basls andwhatis the change in flears with Lhe sdditlional stocom waler fram the Ciby,

2) The City stales Lhan tha chatges are pol "sigiaficent”™, 15 thds a statstical measure based on an
aceeplad skandard or an arbltrary siatement?

RERXRI LN

Erom: "0t R cx i k @ehaw.cax
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Lent: Sunday, Janyary 5, 020 10-01:5% PM
Subject: Ru: Northeatt Swvale Repons

| have reviewad 1he NS swale starm water report and have the following guestions or commenia. We
would ke 1the opportunily to discuss these issees with vou o early a3 possibbe stanting lansary 13th.
Soime of the land dwrers by pra-arrangad Lraval s13rlag lanuary 18th 50 3 megting betweesn the 131h
and T81h would et

1) Chur blggest concem is that this report only conselers ASpea Ridge and pashaps soom porion of the
dralnage from WHlowgroye and Evergreer. The City of Saskateon's website claark sdentifies areas



within the dralnage area ol the HE Swale 1hat are within the Uninersity Heighis Ceveloprmant Sres (a8
Undwersity heights [l and ). Why were these ot considered in the model? They will most cartalnly
cantribute flow to the areas ientified in tha report as Watland A ared B and therelore peed 1o be part of
the modeling axarcise. This is a major flaw m Uhe report aned vieeds b be rectified before any Ffinal
dasisione are made it this matier. Ao overall cumulative story warer fipw moded 5 negded 1o address
the concerne of Lhe Lind owners in question

&) The report rehes soiely on data gathersad in 2013 and a few photographs from 201%  Thds is onby 5
snagshor of the oversll water regime of this area and it incomplets. In 2013, the ares shown as (he
southern portlon of Welland B was flopded nto the neighbarcg agiculiural ands (See atlached photo
1). Photo 2 shows the same general area in March of 2015 with again extensnse Mooding outsede acrass
the entlre bow-king areas, The pamt is thal warer kvels in this area are highly variabde. All afWetland B
has been dry for three years wilh & poriion being wied for pestare, In 2003 1o 2005, water levels were
encraadiing on the neghbonng agncultural land: and cavsing access probdems. Flooding on these lands
occurs on & cagulsr Base a5 Joes dravghl. We belleve that the Ciy's storm water Bows will atter the
walar reghne and accentuate the hagh and low paints of the water regime's nomal renge, especialy
gines andy Aespen Bldge |3 besng consddered at 1his time.

3) Did the Gty consider tha information pronvided on tha flow consiecl lons 81 the north end of Wetland
B i the Novambar 2150 X000 Envmotmantal Congultmg report? The M5 swale stormn water report
provides Tk eslimades for this area sobely fram desktop tepographlical daia and does net seem bo take
into cansideration the sovers flaw ieatrichions that it We sirangly urge The Chy to re—exarbne the
outfow caloukations in [ighs of this [nfoymatien. Theve |s nowshere Lhe water can flow at & rate of 1.3
m3S5 {5 vear fiow rate} ender the present condilions at the kocation of the colapsed colvarts, 100
upstream of TR 380, . The culverts near the The [and dwners have had 10 chear the crode diteh of lce
and debris dug by the AW of Cory in the 1950's on hwo oecasions o reliewe Roodrg in the soulbhern
portian of Wetland B. The flooding ewlanded all the way to TR 373 and we ave contartwd that
adciticnal storm water From tha City weill inereage the kevs| of Booding. We vall be glad 1o provide
additional details in our reating,

4) How miuch af he Mow from the Evergreen and Wilkewgrove devalopments are diverted to the South
taskatchewan Rwver? The report is not chb=ar on this number

5] Thare is an error on page 5 ol the répoet, there wers not ¢ight culverts n place pror to The work
compleiwd by the R of Corman Park in 2015, Thers were three,

I ook Forward 10 your response conceming our requast for a mesting- Please comiact me if youw have
any question: on theye comments.,

Iwill have the review af (he mondaring repar boyow inatew days.

LEEF RN LN
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Sent: Monday, December 9, 2019 4:12:43 PM
Subject: P Mortheast Swale Reporte

HI KxXaEREX,

Fleaze find attached two reports regarding ettecs of devoprments on the NE twabe, The Northeas!
Swale S1oerm Water Repartis anupdated varsion of the reporl we sanl to WA back in 2013, K now has
the v data Including new cuberts.,

The Norheast Swabs Monitoing Report o an ppdated verson of what we send 1o Meewasin Valley
Authorily sach vear. Take 2 look at Lhe reports and Rt me kndw how much time you may need o go
through therm befors mastmg. One s ower 100 pages!

This.

KOODOOODCE, PLEnG. | el XXIXN(K

Direttor of Saskatoon Water

City of $askataon | 1030 Avenue H 5outh | Saskatoon, SK57M 1XS
far KXEEREEX

XK@ sazkatoonca

wirw saskatoon.ca



May 04. 2020
File No. TS 4111 056

B B S  MBA, CPA CMA
Acting Enginesrng & Flanning Manager
Saskatoon VWater

1530 Avanue H Saulh

Saskatgon, SK

STM 145

Dear fmmss=—ss

RE: HORTH EAST SWALE {NES) LANDOWNER CONCERNS RESPONSE TO CITY
OF SASKATOON

Thank you for responses 1o gur questions conceming the polential Impacts of The Cliy
of Saskatoon's (COS) discharge of slorm walers onto the Landownars' properties
locatad wilhin ihe North-East Swale NES. In general, we are disappombed with the lack
of impartant delalls n lhe responges provided. By ils own admizsion, il is clear thal tha
COS hax not completed the studies regquired to undersiand the full axtenl of tha
changas n the yolsne or quallty of slorm water generated by all the new housing
developments wilhin the porlion NES walarshed thal wil flow anto the landownars
property. Therafora, tha landowners ars in & difficult posdlon in having to acoss!
responses thal cannol be supported by the proper sludies,

Ve have prepared comments and responses to Ihe answars compiled by the COS.
We have kept the same frmat so that our responses can be direclly linkad 1o the COS
answer,

e have dalaysd our respanee due {o the cumani situation with the COVIOTY pandemic.
MNow that the pravinée o working towards aasing resinclions on public meatings, we can
slart 10 think ahead about a meeting date. The timing of such a meeting will dapend on
lha date the province eazas maeting resiictions. Ve all share in thiz silualion and will
ehdeavour to meet when il makes sense 10 do 50, In the meantime, please consider our
raspansas and respond to them if you can provide any further mformation.

Hydrology Report

i) This report only considers Aspen Ridge and we reguest tha results of a
cumilative storm water model,

City Response: The reportimodel was prepared in responsze o the Aspen Ridge {lImiversity
Heights I} development and ils approved concepi plan. Since there is no approved concepl plan
from any other argas that have additional storm woter Mow imto the NES, 2 model hoa not been
developed to include these areas, When a drainage plan for » new neighbourhocd development
that is in the NES drainage arca, such as University Heighus 1, 8 similar analysis and icedel ling
inciuding ihe comulative efiect on the NES will be compheted to evalvate the impacts and mquiced



measurcs 19 miligate any adverse effects for the MES and adjecent properties.

Landowner Responsa: Furlher development within the NES watershed & clearly
wlithin the currenl plans of the COS as shown in reporis and on the COS5 website. The
location and surface arga of University Heights [l has aready been determined 30 wa
are at a loss as to why this future development was not includad in the hydrology
model. This development wilil cleardy add storm water Aows to those genarated by
Aspen Ridge and this nesds fo be quanfified before any statemanis oh the potental
impacts fo the water regima within the landowners' propecty can he mads.

2) The report relies on data gathered in 2013 and photographs from 2019, which
Is & snapshot of fhe cverall water regime. Water levels in this area are Righly
variable, with regular Nooding and droughts. The Cify's atorm water Hows
will alter the waler regime and accantuate the high aad lew points of the
waler regime’s nonmal range, especially since only Aspan Ridge s belng
considerad at this time.

City Respomse: The purpose of the report and model was o cvaluate the impacts of Aspen
Ridge for various standard stonm evenis which wer2 extended to a 1-in-300-vear evert. Nomal
water levels in 2013 were used as a base lor companson of pre- and post-Azpen Ridge
develnpment. A complete long-term natural hydeological regime amd cyele of (he area was
heyond e study scope. The major hydrolosic parameters that govemn 1be water level in the
MEE are snowmelt and groundwater conollcd by long-tenm precipitations within the NES
catchment area,

Landowner Rezponse: The long-lerm nalwal hydrological regime and cycls of Lha
area should have baen part of the scope of the shudy in order tp determing potential
impacts to the dowhslream the landowners. To slale thal the COS doesnt know
bacausa it didn't look is nol an acceptable answear. |4 the COS prepared Lo updale tha
study and consder all polenbal sources of storm waler that wik cross Township Read
{TR) 374 onto tha landowners' propery?

3 Did the City consider the information provided on the Row constricions al
tha north end of Wetland B In the November 215t 2019 Schryer Environmental
Consulffing report? There iz nowhere the water can flow at a rate of 1.3 nr'/s
{3 ynear Row raiel under the presen! comnditions at fthe Jocation of the
collapsed culvarts, 100 m upsiream of Township Road {TR} 330. The land
owners have clearad fhe crude difek of lce and dedris on iwo occasions o
refieve Roodimg In the scouthern porfion of Wetiand B whick extendad to TR
374, Wa ara concerned that additional storm water from tha City will Increase
the leved of fiooding.

City Response: The restricted flow path al he norh ¢nd of Wetlind B has been captured in
LiDAR daia and considered in the medel. The flow rate referred 1o s related to the flow rale m
the valley close w the river and further downstresm of Welland B. IF fture development resabts
in additional flows, the rstmicted path at the nonh emd of Wetlind B will be Turther assessed e
determine any improvenenis needed to protect the landewners from adveérse impacts.
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Landowner Response: Do the flows ol of welland B in tha 2019 Norheast Swals
Storm Waler Repor reflact the blockages downsiream of Wetand B dendificd bh 1he
landowner report from the Novamber 21- 20137 Was |ha LIDAR able 10 detect these
bixckages? The flows to do seam the rdlect 1he Impasses © fow cbservad,

4] How muck of five Jow from the Evergreen and Willowgrove developments
are diverted to the South Saskatchewan River?

City Response: The pre-development flow rales from these iwo neighbourhoods have been
considered m the historical scenaria along with the eest of catchment area, The area of the bvo
ncighbourdoods that previeusly contnbuled to the NES which is now divened to the City's
slorm water syslem i3 approximately 400 ha and the associated flow rates are estimaled 10 be
from almest 100 Les (l-in2=year rain evenl) e 3000 Lés {1-in-S00-year rain eveni).
Willowgrove and a small pant of Evergreen previoasly comtributed to Wetland A and the
majority of Evergreen tontributed to the NES narh of Evergreen.

Landowner Reaponss: Acknowledged

E) Prior to the work completed by il RM of Corman Park fn 2019, thore wers
theee culverts and not eight (page § of report).

City Response: This number will be cormected in the report The total awmber of historical
culvertz included three culverts casc and three culverts west o Sl amily housc drivewny on
TR374 sl vwe undemeath of (e driveway, The vormect number of culverts has been wsed in
the historical model,

Landowner Rasponse: The landowners were only concemed aboul the Iheee culvers
east of the family house,

£) What are the baseline water flows going north through TRIT4 onfo the
landowners' property on & sersonal basie and what Is the change n flows
with the additional storm watar from the Cify.

City Respomse: The decrease inwaler 1o the swale since 2013 is infuenced by the ground water
froan e overall calchment area, snewmsl and rainfalf rooff. The fovebay minimices the
irnpact of flow rom the Aspen Ridge development into die swale during an inlense r2in cvemt.
A zeasonal or kenglermn hydrologic analysis was owside the scope of the work completed by the
Ciny.

Landowner Response: This is nal an answer fo our quesiion, Ywe askad for the
increaze in fows in mife over basaling condibons due b the developrment of the pew
reighborhoods upstieam of the landowners’ property. There are now 10 culverts thal
pass under TR 374, In & maeting with the RM of Corman Park in Seplember 2015, the
landowners weare 10ld Lthat the COS was covering the cosl of two of these culverls
because of the addillenal Aows expacted from the new urban developments upsiream.
We can therefore roughly estimale lhat flows are expecied to increasa by 20% over
baseline conditions. Haw did the RM of Coman Park know the sizé and number of
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culverts t¢ install under TR 374 and how did tha COS know that two more culverts were
tegded to accommodate additional flows? Surely this was based on a caloulation of
anlicipated flows thal the COS and Ihe RM of Corman Park can share. If this sstimale
basad schaly oh the Aspen Ridge modellng? I so, 1 would seem short sighted 1o
underlake this keval of construction and not adequately prepare for all the stenn water
that will be penerated by Ihe new housing developments within the NES drainage area.

7] The City states that the changes are not "significant”™. is this a stalistcal
measure based on an accapted standard or & srbitvary stetement?

City Response: The maxinum water kevel increase adjacent 1o Wetland B is approximately 9.03
m [or medion: stonm evenis (approximately a 1-in-5-year rmin cvent) due 10 installalion of
culvens apd improvements on TR374. This level of change is well below the variativns of water
level due 1o natural hydrologic cvcles of the NES catchmany For example, (he waner level has
been lowered by about 0.2 m since 2014 due to dry periods,

Landowner Response. |Ls unclear was is meant hy the water level increaze ad|acent
to Welland B? Does this mean the arabla lands on either side of wetland B but sfill
inside the overall NES watarshed far that area north of TR 3747 The landowners have
experisnced flooding over the years sast but pamanly west of welland B and the
additional of storm watar from waler from the COS will only add to the flosding when
high water level evenls occur, The flooding (s primarily dus 1o the lack of proper
drainage existing Yetland B which we nol beleve has been properly addressed noany
esbmates of walke) wyel ncreasas,

Water Quality Report

1) The use of the frophic status classification system for the shallow,
ephemeral wettands is imelevani This system is meant to classidy fishe
hearing lakes and hes no bearing on the NES. The COS should use & mora
appropriate wetland classification sysiem [e.g. Zolatl and Vit {1935} or The
Canadian aystem of watland clagsificaton for clrcumborsal wellands [(19835)
for water queflly assessments.

City Respomse: The 2012 Stantec report classified the MES a5 wellands. The rophic
classification provided in the City report provides additional informarkon, with the trophic stalus
elassification being designed to 1ate water bodics on the nutnent level and the Biological activity
in the s¥slem, The seope of the City™s study is o monitor the qualiny of water entering the HES
via the frehay and assess any impact an NES waler quality from the Aspen Ridge development,
The traphic slalus clagsification wag availableto reference the analytical results 1e an eslabliched
stamdzrd. The City will consider the use of other available information for a possible future

IEFHJTI..
Landowner Response; The standard Lo which ihe COS iz applying the resullz of the

water qualty analyses is not applisble W this silvakon and therefore irelevant. Az
slated marber, frophic status iz nol a measure used o classily wellands. The



landowners also strongly disegree with the statemenl by the COS Lhat s only
responsible for monitaring NES waler quality from the Aspen Ridge devekpment, The
COS musl monilor the water qualily entering tha landowners' proparly from all sources
that tha COS could nfluence through is development aclivilies.

3} The Jandowners’ COS storm water recaiving area f5 currentiy dry. These are
aphinmeral wetfands and need 1o be conrsidered in that context, Cyclical
Hooding and drying of this land will release metals and other paramelers. A
single waler quality sample in July of sach year for metails is insufficisnt o
destect seasonal changes in wafer quallty due 1o watar level changes, The
COS should considar sampling in spring, summer and sl {c be I & position
to obrserve these potential Rucivations,

Cily Respeaxe: The ephemeral wetllands have many non-peint sources of poreniial pollulanis,
including agricultural fand runofl. The Aspen Kidge development releases water via the forcbay
which iz designed o decant solids The single sampling haz been performed 10 compure water
quality on a vear-lo-year basis. The requesied anolysis and monitoring are beyond the scope for
the Aspen Ridge develnpment impact. Hewever, wour comments will be considered in
discussions with the University of Saskatchewon about 3 potential expanded zampling program.

Landowner Responsa; The COS regponse lhat increasing monitering frequency is
bayond the scope for the Aspen Ridge development k& dismissrve of cur concarns and
unacceptable as no rational has been provided as to why |he COS feels this minimal
leval of efforl is sufficient 1o detecl changes n water quality, Ve reques! that we he
part of tha discussions with the University of Saskatchewan and would ke to oblain
morg informabion abowl whal sludies are being proposad,

3 Qur concern over this reprort (3 that i only looks at present day sffects and
doas not consider any changes i water quaity as the COS5 continves 1o
develop within the watershed {e.g. Univarsity Heighis Iii),

City Response: A water quantity and quality study will be completed duning the concept plan
approval stage of possible futuee ncighbouioods that may discharge their stom inte the NES.
Further consuliations with e Minisiry of Envirvnment |Contrmmity Planoing, Land use and
Developiment), Waler Security Agency, Mcewasin Valley, and adjacen landowners will ke
conducicd when further developiment 15 planned.

Landowner Responsa: We lormally requesl that wea be allowed fo review and
comment on the scope of any water quality and quantity sludy proposed in relatlon o
new developmants that may mpact our kBnds.,

4) Does the City have any mitigation pians if water qualidy dizcharging north of
YR374 axcesds surface watar quaiity guidelines? Is there any compensation
being proposed If poor quality water is discharged onto the landowhnars’
property? Cen the COS diver? or withhold water If If doess nol mest guideline
valias or wi¥ il pe discharged onto the landowrers’' property regardiess of

quaiity?
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City Response. The forebay completely holds a 1-in-2-year rain evenl. The lforcbay is design (o
collect surface runoff and is equipped with & gae to prevent discharge inle the NES. Since the
saslem doesn’t reccive sandary sewer of discharges containing deleterions substunces oo e
level of pullutants at the Forebay is sigmificaoily lower than at the NES sites, it is wialikely povr
water quality is discharged into NES. The €y has a well- developed spill managerent program,
Any discharge or spills that adversely aHect water quality af the forcbay will have an
appropriale response 10 prévenl discharge inlo the NES and the water a1 {orebay will be re-
vouted for proper teeatment.

Landowner Response: Cur commenl here s assantially the same ag in tam 2 in that
we can't sea how tha COS will knaw Hf there 1 a poore waler qualty discharge with
sampimg only occunming once a year. Again, the COS is only addressing the condilions
for Aspen Ridge and not addressing the larger prctura as il concerne water gualily and
quanlity,

5) The COF postifated as to the source of arsenic above guideline leveis but
hes mo definitive answer a5 10 the exact source of this mretal i the wetand,
Thig needs to be further investigated. Additfonal seascnal sampling would ald
in this determination. The same could he sald for ammonia.

City Respomse: Arsenic is natwrally found in envirenment. The avérage tolal arsenic
cotcentration detected n grownd water in Sazkatchewan 1z 5. Tug/L. The Aspen Badge
development siudy monitnrs arsenic concentralion bath at forehay and NES sampling siles, The
concentration ol arcenic ig [owest ol the Torebay site whereas it concentratinn alevates within
the WES siles. This indicates source arsenic is £ither inezitn or olher non=-poml sources, Furiher
identification of sourees is owiside the scope of the smady,

The repott has used the most stringend puideline for aumoma  Ammonia concentration is the
function of lemperature and pH, and the guideline standard changes as iemperalure and pH
changes. The wetlands are knowm to remnve ammonia naturally (nitrmgen cycle). This leads by
ceaconal and dismal variation of oitrogen (&g nhrale, pitrle, ammonia, TH, ec) The
cotwentration of ammciia atthe fonebhay 1= negligible compared 1o ammonia concentrativn found
in Lhe MES, and usa resull we can ¢one lide that other sodices contribate nitrogen 10 the HES.

The concenfration of TW fowmd in ombrowopic (774me’L). oligotropic (123Xmg'L,
mineratropic { | 940mgT.) and ewirnpic (267 Imgfl.) is significan ly higher than the concentration
of T at the HNES (~FmgL)

Landcwner Responge: Once agan, we ioemally request Ihal we be allowed 10 revisw
ard commenl on the scope of any waler quakity and quantity study proposed i relalion
1o ey developments thal may Iimpact oor lands,

6) Many ol the parameters measured (e.g. Secchi disc) do nol provide any
useful information in defermining if the CO3 storm waler discharga is having
a detrimantal affect on the weliands.

VWater quality parameters have been selected basad an Ihe following guidelnas:



+« Canadian Councll of Ministers of the Envirgnment {CCME);
hitg.ffst-15 come, cafeninde:. himl

+ Water Sscurty Agency — Surface Water Quality Objeclhves:
hitpg: e ums sk cailikbarihater S 2 0Ino Surtace Y2 Oiatmrie pbts 203565 20.
b e LI e Y 2 b Y 2 e by S o chinpera S 2 n e nmy S 2 0k il 40 2 a4 (e 5 of

Cily Response: Wilhin the above relereiwes, there are varions bevels of surfoce water gquality
guidelines. We chuse the Guideline/Objectives for the Protection of Aqguatic Life, which i the
most stringemt and based on the assumption that fish are present in the NES. Some of
monitoting parameters are indicators. The information obtzined from these measured patamsters
helps the City to determing additiona| testing needs or response action feg. Secchi disk, DO,
lurbudiry. etc ).

Landowner Reapange: Anthropoganic saurces of matale, hydrocarbons and salis
wilhin ihess new developments should bé the responsibility of the COS and we took
forward 1o furdher discussions on this subject with the COS and the University,

T) Thare iz no direct commiiment to continue monitoring af the same frequehicy
as in previous years aparl from the recommendations for selenium and
turbidity. With the development of mew nweighborfioads, the potential for
adverse warer quality is Increased. We would fike 10 $se an expanded
sampiing program that includes statfons at the cutveris on TR374 and north
of TR374 when water Is preseni. We aiso strongly urge the COS fo consider
sadimeant sanpling as metals and other paramelers (e, salts! can
accumuiate and ba relsased during periods when weter levels fluctuate. We
would be happy to discues an expanded water/sedinrent moniloring pragravm
with the CCS witen we mest.

City Response: AL this stage. sampling lcations adequately addicss the impacts of the Aspen
Ridge develapment, Sampling locatons are expeciod 1o be cxpamded al locations with direct
distharge if and when fulure potential neighbowrhoods are propoesed to drain to the NES.
However, we would weleome your input about the scope for a potential future NES monitering
program for consideration dureng our discussions with the University of Saskatchewan.

Landowner Response. We stronghy helieve that the sampling fréquency and locations
are inadequate to address our concems and again requesl thal sampling be completed
on |he walar [mimediately prior to flowing onto our lands {i.a, south side of TR 374),
This sampling should occur in spring (frechat), summer and fal. Winter samplmg
shouldd not be required unless flows are detected.

Clty: Thank youw sgain [ vour queslions, and Tor your suggestions about an expanded rescarch
program._ [ will be comtacting vou shorlly w0 amange & mecting at the sarliest
convenicnce to inélude oue staff with experise in waler hydraulics ad water quality, In the
meantitee, if you have any questions, please contac i direc 0y



Landownar Reaponse: A face 1o face mesting at this time iz nol feasbly due 1o the
COVID19 pandemic. For now, our inleractions will have 19 bg through comespondence
and teleconferanca until such fime as a mulb-person meeting Is possible, Wa would
appreciate a respotise o our commends in this letter and hope that & meeling with the
COS k possible over the nexd few months.

We ook forward to further discussions wikh you.

Sincerely,

=
Schryer Environmantal Cohsuling

Saskatoon. SK. 575 1HS
R TEEERY,

CC:
B rector, Saskatoon Water, Clly of Sashatoon
I tomer Sarvics Manager, City of Saskatoon
EESSeheanaasses Landowner

SN | andowner
I | - ndovar
s | Landownef
. L andowner
I R of Corman Park
FEEFEIEE WEA
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Fet:ruary 20, 2020
Filea No. TS 4111055

Schryer Environmental Consulting

= = —— - ]
Saskatoon, 3K 575 1HE

Daar
RE: NORTH EAST SWALE (NES) LANDOWNER CONCERNS

Thank you for your inguiry about lhe City of Saskaloon's monllorng and reponing of the
NES, and for sending the background comespondence with the Waler Securily Agency
(WSA) The NES's unique ecological, hydrodegical, and hydrogeological characionstics
have been the subjecl of several sludias, The MES's water level 15 larpaly impactad by
ground water, historical showmelt and rainfall runofl from the calchment area. As you
naote, the scope of the City's moedalling and assessment considers the Impact of Aspan
Ridge Developmanl, which acoounis for 270 hactaras or 2.3% of the NES's approximale
12,004 haslare catchinenl area. Drainage concept plans for any future development have
not yet been prepared, and bacauvse of tha many uncartalnlies have basn oulside the
scope of the Cily's modelling and invesbgalions. The Norheast Swale Developmant
Guidelings {2012) preparzd by Stantec are used by the City lo #nsure thal developments
folow best practices 1 prtect the swale and s sumounding environs from adverse
impacls,

Your abndoad questions and the Cry's responses ara provided. We would welcoms a
meeling with you and the landowners to further discuss any oncems.

Hydrology Report

1} Thiz report only considers Aspen Ridgs and request for reaulte of a cimmulative
sicrm water model.

The reportfmodel was preparad in response (o the Aspen Ridoe (University Haights
) davelopmant and ite approved concepd plan,  Singe lhara is nd appeoved concapt
plan from any other areas thal have additional storm water flow inte the NES, 2 model
has nol been developed o include these areas., When a drainage plan for a new
neiphbourhood develpmeant that ks in tha NES drainage area, such as University
Heighils 11, 2 similar analyds and modelling intluding the cumulalive effect on tha NES
will & complated 10 evaluate the mpacts and required measurss Lo miligale any
adverae effects for tha NES and adjacent properties.
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The report reling on date gathered in 20713 and photographs from 2019, which s
a smapshof of the overall water regime. Water favly in this area are highly
varlable, with reqular Mooding and droughts. The City's storm water Fows will
altar the water regime and accentuate the fugh and low points of the water

ragime’s novmal ranga, especially sinca only Aspen Ridge 15 baing considored
af this Hme.

The purpose of the repord and model was o evaluate tha impacls of Aspen Ridge Tor
varigus standard stormm events which were extendad 10 a 1-i-500-year avenl. Normal
waler levels In 2013 were usad as a basa for comparison of pre- and post-Aspen
Ridge developmenl. A comphate long-tarm natural hydralogical regima end cycle of
the area was beyond the stixdy scope. The major hydrologic parameters thal govern
the watar leyal In the HES are snowmelt and groundwater conirollad by long-temn
precipitations within the NES catchment arsa

Did the City consider the Information provied on the flow constrictions at the
north end of Wetiand B in the November 215t Schryper Envirommaneal Consulifng
raport? There I3 nowhers the waler can flow et a reile of 1.3 m¥s (§ yoar flow
rata) under the present conditfons af the jocation of the collapsed culverfs, 10
m upstream of Township Road (TR} 380, The fand owners hava cleared the
cride ditch of ice and debris ot two occasions o reffeve floodimg fn the
sourthrern porfion of Wetland B which extended o TR 374. We are concerned
that addiiconal storm water from the City will incraase tha level of lfooding.

The resiricled flow path at the north end of Wetland B has been captured in LIDAR
dala and congldered in the model, The Row rata referred to is relaled to the flow rabe
in the valey close lo the river and further downstream of Wetland 8.  IF Tubuce
development results in additional flows, the restriclad path at the north end of Welland
B wili be Turther assessed lo delarmine any Improvemenis needed to protect the
landowners from adverse impadcts.

How much of the flow from the Evergresn and Willowgrove developments ara
diveried o e South Saskeichewan River?

The pra-development flow rates from these bwo neighbourhoods have boen
congidered in the higlonical scenania along with the rest of calchment area. The area
cf the two nelghbourhoods thal previously conlibuled 1o tha NES which |8 rQw
diverled to the Cily's storm water systern is approximalsly 400 ha and lhe assockated
fow rales are estimatad to be from almos! 100 Lis {14n-2-year rain evert) to 3,000
Lfs {1-in-E00-yaar rain event), Willewgrewe and a small par of Evergrean praviausly
contribuled to Welland A and the majority of Evergreen coniributed to the NES nordh
of Eveargrasn,
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§) Prior fo the work complated by the RM of Corman Park in 2019, there were thres

cutverts and not sight (page § of raport),
This numbar wil ba comecled in tha report. The total numbsar of historeal culveris

inchuded three culverts sasl and Ihrea culverts wesl of Dub’s family howss driveway
on TR374, and two undemeath of the driveway, The correct numibed of culvars has
baer usad in the historical model.

&} What are thy baszslire walar flows going north through TR3IM onto the
landowners’ property on a ssasonal basis and whalt is the change in fows with
the additional storm water from the City,

The dacraaas [ waler to the swake sinca 2013 18 influancad fxy the ground watar from
the pvarall calchmant arma, snowmelt and rairfall runoff. The forabay minimizes 1he
impact of Aow from the Aspen Ridge developmant inle the swale during an intense
rain event. A seasonal or bongd term hydrologic analysks was oulskde the scopa of tha
work complaled by the Cily.

7} The Cily states thaf the changes sre not "significant”. 15 this a statistical
measurs baged on an acceptad standard or an arbifrery statemant?

The maximum waler lavel increase adjacent to Welland B is approxrnalely 0.03 m for
medivm stomn events {approximalely a 1-in-5-year raln svenl} due lo installalion of
cubiarts and mprovements on TRIT4, This level of change iz wall Hakow the
vanations of water igvel due to natural hydrologic cydes of the NES catchmenl.  For
axampla, the waler kevel has bean lowerad by about 0.2 m since 2014 dus o dry
pariods.

Water Guality Report

7} The use of the wrophic stalus classification system for the shaliow, ephemeral
weatlands is rrelevanl. This system is meant fo classify Kah-beering lakes and
has no beaving on the NES. The COS should use a more appropriate watiand
clessification system [e.g. Zofatl and Vit {1985) or The Capadian system of
watland clazsification for circtiirboresl wetiands (18851 for waler gquality
assessmanis,

The 2012 Slanlec repor classified the NES as wetlands. The tophic classification
provided i tha City repant provides addillonal informalion, with the Irophle status
clazsificalion being designed to rate water bodies on the nubneml level and 1he
biclagical acthvity in the system, The =cope of the City's study is to monitor the quakily
of watar entering the NES via the forasbay and assass any impacl on NES water quality
from the Aspen Ridge devalopment. The trophic slabis clagsificalion was availabla to
rafarence Iha analvical results 1o an eslablished slandard. The City will coneider the
use of olher avanlahbe inlormalion for 2 possible fulure repon.
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The landowners’ COE stormr walsr recefving erea is curreirtly ory. These are
ephemeral wetlands and nesd to be consicdered in that comtext Cpolfical
Rooding and drying of this fand will refease metals and other parameters. A
single water quality sampie in July of each year for melals Is insufficlent to
detect seasonal changas in water quality due to water level changes. The COS
should consider sampling in spring, summer and fall to be in & position to
chzserve these potantial Ructiations.

The ephemeral wetlands have many nonpomil sources of potentlal pollulants,
ncluding agriculural land runoff. The Aspen Ridge development releases waler via
the forehay which s dosigned o decanl solids. The singlea sampling has been
performed 1o compare water quality on & year-to-year basis, Tha requasiad analysls
and monitoring |5 beyond the scope for the Aspen Ridge development impad.
Howeaver, your commenis will be considered In discussions with the Univarsity of
Saskatchewan about a polential expanded samplng program.

Our concern ovar this report Is that i enly looks af pregent day affacts and doss
Aot consider any changes in water qualily as the COS confinues o devaelop
wiltrint the watershed (e.g. University MHeights ).

A walar quantity and guality sludy will be completad during the concepl plan approval
slage of possible fulure neighbourhoods that may discharge their storm inte the
NES. Further consultations wilh fhe Ministry of Envirenment (Communily Planning,
Land use and Developmant), Water Securily Agency, Meswasin Valley, and adjacant
lard owners will be conducled when further devalopiment is planned.

Dous the City have any mifigation plans if watar qualify dischargitg north of
TRIT4 axceeds surface walter gualily guidelinas? [s thare any compensation
baing proposed ¥ poor quality waler iz discharged onto the landowners’
properiy? Can the COS divert or withhold waler if it does not meel gindeline
vakias or will it be discharged ontc the landowners' properly regardiess of

guality ?

The forebay completely habds a 1-in-2-year raln event, The forebay is design to collect
gurface runoff and k& equipped with a gate to prevent discharge mro tha NES, Since
the systkem doesn’ receive sanitary sewer or discharges containing deletsricus
substances and the level of pcllulants at the forabay is significantly lower than at the
HES sile<, it is unikely poor water qually is discharged into NES. The Clty has a well-
developad spill managemenl program. Any discharge or spills that adversely atfecl
water quality at the forebay will have an appropriale response 10 prevenl discharge
intc the NES and the water at forebay will be re-routad for propar reatment,
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The COS postulated 23 10 the source of arsenic atove guidaline levels bul has
no definitive answer ax (& tha exact gource of thiz metal 10 the wetland, This
needs to be further investigated. Additional seasonal sampling would ald fn this
determination. The same could be said for ammonia.

Arsenic i naturally Round n emnvironmend, The average tolal arsente concaniration
cetacied i ground water in Saskalchewan is 5.7ugll. The Aspen Ridge developmend
study moniors arsetic concaniration both at forebay and NES sampling sites. The
concentration of arsenic i lowesl at the forebay slte whareas s concaniration
glevates within the MES sites. This indlcalas source arsanic is aither in-situ or other
non-point sources, Further idenlification of sources is oulskle tha scope of the study.

The report has used the mesl siingent Quideline for ammania. Ammonla
concentration is the function of lemperature and pH, and the guidaline standard
changes as temperature and pH changes. The wetlands ard known fo mogye
ammonia naturally [ndrogen cycle}. This leads to seasonal and diumal vanialion of
nitrogan {e.g. nitrate, nilile, ammonia, TH. etc.) The concaniration of ammonia at the
farebay is negligible compared to ammonia consentrakion faund in the NES, and ac a
resull we can conclude that other sources conbribule nifregen to the NES.

The concentralion of TH found in ombrotropke {774mgL), ollgowopde (1232mgiL),
minerotropis (1980ma/L} and sulropic [2871mg/L) Ie significantly higher than the
concentration of TH at the MES (—~3mgfL).

Many of the paremeters measured (e.g. Secchl disc) do not provide any usaful
informaticn in determining If the COS storm walter discharge {5 having a
detrimental effact on the watiands,

Water quality parameters have bean salsciad based on the following guidelines:

s Ganadian Council of Ministers of the Environmenlt {CCME):
bt f2d=te_come.cafendimdex himd

»  Water Sacurity Agency — Surface Water Cualily Objectiwes:
Rt vonss weagsk Saia|obe bW ale r¥h 20 nd & Yo 2 W sterenb W R Y-
% 2 Do e O o e Choy L sl 2 ] ool S 2 i e i S O s i 0 e S0 N0 1 5, ot

Within the above references, there are varcus levels of surface water quality
guidalines. We chose the Guideline/Objectives for the Proteclion of Aquatic Life,
which ig the mosl siringenl and basad on the assumption thal fish ars present in e
HES. Some of monitoring parameters are indicadors, Tha information ohlained fram
lhesg measured parametars helps the City o determine addilional lesting needs or
reeponae achon (a9, Sacchi dizk, DO, urbidity, &c.)
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7) There Is no direct commitment (o continue monitoring al the same fhaquency as
in previous pears apart from the recommendations for sefenium  and
mfﬁd.fty With the developmernt of new neighborhooads, the potential For
adfverse watar quality is increased. We would ke to $ee an expanded sampting
progranm that Includes statfons at the cuiveris on TR3I74 and north of TR3ITS
whaern water is prasent. We also strongly urge the COS lo consider sadimant
sampling as metals and other parametars (9.g. salts) can acciomilate and be
relaased durlng periods when waler lavels flucfuate. We would be happy fo
discuss an expanded water/sediment monitoring program with the C05 when
wa mael

AL this slage, sampng locations adequately addrass the mnpacts of the Aspen Ridge
development. Sampling localions are expacied to ba axpanded at locations with
direcl discharge if and when fulure potanlial neighbourhoods are proposad to drain o
the NES. Howsever, we would welcome your inpul aboul the scope for a poleniial
fiture NES mondloring program for consideration during our discussions with the
University of Saskatchewan.

Thank you agaln for your quastions, and for your suggestions about an expanded
research program. [ il be conlacting you shorily lo arange a mesting at
the eadiest conveniance to include our staff wilth sxpertise in water hpdraulics and
water quakity. In the meantime, if you have any quastions, plaase contacl I
dirgoty at 306

Wa look furward o further discussions walh you,

Sincerely,

[ [T
Acting Enginaaning & Planning Manager
Saskatoon VWatar

co: NG ireclor, Sastadaon Wader, City of Saskatoon
B ctomer Service Manager, City of Saskaloon



S-:Brgcr [ nvironmental Cansulftins

November 21, 2019

e

Wirtér Secunty Agency
d02-1101 1019 Straat

MNorth Battleford, 3K, S9A 0Z5

Do

On October 10, 2019, I = bmitted a letter ko the Yater Secunty
Aoency (YWSA) o initiste an investigatson imto the direchon of storn water degcharges
from the City of Saskatoon (City} ande prvate lands hald by the pladnliffs isted balow.
The lands in questlon are pan of e nofbecn porion of whal is taraed the
“Northeast Swak” (Hareafter the ME swalke), north of Township Fosd 374 (Figure 1).
These are four lands owners involved n this request That aach own one quarer-
saction (hat will b impacied by storm walar fnom the City. The owners of the quarier
sacticns of land are:
I e excact locahon of thelr lands 13 shown in Figure 2,

Cn Oclober 30, 2019, NG recoivad s letter from the WSA tha
cismissed the requesl for assistance regarding dranage warks subiitted on Qctobar
10, 2019, an Echryar Enviranenantal Cansulling {SEC} has
raviewesd He & latar and the landowners are very concemed shout Hhe cursory
approach the WEA has taken to addreas the insuss pragented.

o octecl [N Direcior of Seskatoon Water, 1o request &

rsating with the Cily to discuss the concems of the landewners. INIIEEIEGEGN' 21:¢

requested that any relevant shedies or reports b providad priod Lo Lhe mealling S0

Ihay colki be reviewsd. The inial rezponse from [ ~<s thal they wars

willing to meat once they had the contact informabon for &R the plamtis, Onca (hat

was provided by I »1d the requast for ralevant studias was rapsatad, Mr
B - he followang respones;

"Our Hydrofechnical Emginesing Speciaisd 18 aur of e his week 5o wa Wil ol
frave suffician e 1o pod the Information togathar io Ghae vou 3PDFopate ime prior
lo the proposad mesting date. He wilf be back next week, Also, | have taled o our
fechinical gmoup and fhey inform me fhal they have nob pdamatiied the lalesi
madwayicuver changss in the XFSWM computer model. I order fe do (his we wilf
have to survey He colvert focalions ard inver? elevaiions. The Suivey (ear 15 Lngar
ancther manager S0 f am rof Sure whal e limeting on the suyrvey wold be. Haviag
CuUrrant conlitions i an important pant of ihe nfovmation fo be presenled

Onea | firow mare abowt the somay work and how fong § will faka io yodalediin e
mcctel ared therr eresle an informalion package Rark is mes e (o ihe
shakefodtiars, | will nodify you T Ve have no resson 1o belave the Criy will not
procasd with a maceting and wa Kok foraarm 1o raealang the updated storm water

Pape Yol 3
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managemenl model, The full e«mail fransgrlpl betwesn [ 24 the City of
Saskaloon s avallable in Sppandix .

In ils response to the requas hor assistance, the WEA slales Ihat they based ther
decision in part ofthe “roview of the 2013 hydraloglcal analysis™, This analysis is
based on ou-af-gdals and incomplais information based on the response providad by
ths Cily of Saskatoon. Tha plairdiffs fomaly request thad 1he WESA retract this
statement and repeat their analysis once lhe updated modsl becomas availeble.
Thers have basn numercus changes to the study area inchading the recenl
announcement of 1he development of Universily Heighis ) thal have not besn
cansudered by the WSA, Hopefully, the City of Saskatoon has included all potental
sources of storm waler thal will drain towards the plaimliffs land o ther updated
modal. No conclusions on the poterdial Fnpacts of this starm water discharge can be
mada unfil tha ypdated madel b avallable ) has basn reviewed,

The WSA mantions thal an on-site inspection ook place on Octaker 180, 2018, ILis
incomprehensidle (o0 us why were none af The planlifts o [N advised of his
ispechion Ba thal they could digcuss their concarms with representatives of the WS4
e would have been happy to show the WEA 1he axacl areas whane we halwys
there will be impacls from 1hiS stonm waler dranags,

The WSA narrow inlsrprelation of what constiiutes drainage works i unaccaplabke.
To limit this interpretation solely lo e cuberty on Tasnebap Road 374 and pass tha
rezponzikility onts the RM of Comman Park is damaging Lo the [andowners that will
b rercabving Lhis slonm waler. The RM has not at any time staled thad thay would
take responsibilny to accommodate (his drainage ar how it accomplishad,

In tha original letiar to the \WSA, the issua of the lack of proper drainage at the norh
and of lhe swale was brougit forward for sssesermant, The drainage dilch in
queshon was excavaled m 1955 by |he then BM of Cory and hence is not subject to
aty parmit undar the Act  Thie drainage ditch was oniginadly dug to drain e NE
swale dunng high water events in tha 1950°a. 10 would ot have bean constrocted i
Auading ef Ihe upsiraam parlions of the [and bordering the NE swale was not a keng-
standing issue. The landowners have experienced numertus Nooding ewanls on
thelr |ands, downstraam of Township Road 374, for decades. With the addition of
tha slofm waler from the City of Saskatoon, this can only increase In frequency and
intensity if the drainage at the oullet of the NE swale s nol addressed.

A deladlad survey of this drainage ditch was complatad on Movember 8th, 2014 by
B o crved four constiichons andior bockages Lo the flow of
water cut of the ME swale dumrg his invastigalion (Figure 3). In general, the
drarage dilch is approximataly 5 m wide and 1.5 m desp. The soils at Iha bollom
arg a mixture of Clay, oam and coarse sand, Thare 1 i NR-rap or olhar erosion
protection presanl. Pholo 1 shows tha first constriclion to the flow of water. The
dilch at 1his location is narrow and slevated which will resirict propes iow, Norh ol

Fage kof 3
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lhe Phiote 1 location, a natural gas pipeline crosses he ditch (Figure 1), This
pipeine i3 shallow and could be eroded il hmayvy AXws wers [0 O A% [Iand & No
eros0n protection. An sarh dam has baen built over the years at the kocation of
Photo 2 to make a pond for cattle o water themsetves. It at the border of a lags.
active paziure for cattie. The only possibke path for walers |8 thraugh an srodad hole
m the dam an the west side. This apanlng is barely 1.5 m wide and chittared with
debwls.

In the 1940’2, a mad was built across the flow chantal Lo provide accass Lo lha f2rm
Jand 1o Tha south. A culvert was installed I allow for the passage of water, This
cubvart is now completely collapaed (Fhote: 3) and tha landawnsrs stated that the
waler flows ower (e road durlng hph flow svanls, Phato 4 shews {he two culvarts
on Township Road 380, These culvert fill with ice in winter due to springs in the arag
and are madequate 1o handlke sxigting flows.

There are alao sgnificant harltags razources i the arss that have not bean
investigated and documented propedy. [N <i:b:d that “The area has
many any cultural lealures thal date back 1o sady setllemant of rural Saskatoon, The
kiztoric trad calked Elbow to Fort La Come circa 1851 to 1882 passed through the
araa. This trail i3 docurmnerded the Atlas of Saskalchawan . Tha Irai passad through
what now ks Range road 2044, 11 passed through I pax=ture and [N

I >=lure; desp wagon ruls are evident there, The sarlest telegraph line
was constructed using poplar iees sourced from local bt and oxen. Il was _
conghuctad with volurtesr [abour v 1833 by ke Clarks who 3eftled on NE 32 -37 4-
W3, operated the telegraph office and the scheol called Kilmaur, After the rebelllon
the tlegraph polas were raplacesd with tamarack poles. Saricae was axpanted 1o
Sackatoon and Liewalhm fam became the talegraph office post office and resting
place for the NWMP. Llswelhym tom was kocated noath of Ihe ravine along (he river
bark,. Owng the Northwes raballon Colonsl Middlaton campsd neac the raving
balora haadeg lo Baloche. Poneer families halped by providing hay and other
provigiongs_ After thia, [N - kad t 1ha military haspital in Saskateon
lencing Iba woundad. In [ yard thers is Lhe remnants of & partialky
buit stone house. The owner of the Land decded & abandon hrg farm afee big sod
house was burmed down on January 1 1885, This partially buil housas = one of Iha
oddas] budding In the region. One of the fust Familiss in the area was the Blackleys',
Thay have & family grave sta on N W28 5740 3. A jone mapls bras i the rlddis
of s fiskd marks thel graves. This was astablished in 1880, The slona barn in
B aid was completed by the R smily in 1928, His one of the
only ones in this region.” Tha plainlitts request that a propar herllage resoace
aszessmant of the araa be completed prior 10 the ntroduction of stomm water 1noa
the: City of Saskatoon to prevent the loss of thage imponant histancal rasaurcas,

Pagm3of 3
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Finally, the W5A slated Ihal stonmwater quality and micst aspacts of itz managenant
|5 specifically ragulstad undes 1ha 2015 Soface Viater Quality Chjectives, We
strongly disagres with this statement. Stormwaters ARE surface walers discharged
from a specfic source and localion and tharaiore ara subjact to the guidelines.
There are catde and wildkls within The boundarias of ihe area thal will receive the
alormwatar and the WEA i obligaled to enforca the guidelines to protedt the waler
qualily entering the plaintiffs lands. The City of Saskadeon made rafarmnce Lo Lhe
resuks of Wl waler quality mondloring program o [  Yve request 1hat
thaga results to made available o us For review. Mownhg forward, we wish 1o s a
water quakity monitonng prograen n place 1o damonstrate that the 20135 3uface
Wiater Gualty Obaclivas are baing met at Township Road 374, before the water
anlars the plaintiffs land  This program will need 19 be comprehensne and induds
gampling during high arwd lew wedar evants and have ssasonal componenis.

Givan the information provided in this documert, especially n referance to the fact
that the City of Saskalogn has not comphéied ks update to 15 slonm water
managenan] model, we fomially request that the WSA withdraw its October 305
letter of dismissal. Mo decision m this matter can ba macles unid all of the facls have
are made availabke to all partles concarced, W also have nd communication from
tha RM of Carman Par that they are willing to take responsibility for management of
the storm water once il has passed through The culvarls al Tawnship Road 374 as
the WS5A has ahadad b Dair bettar. The plaintifis have vl 12 meet with tha City of
Saskatoon 1o learn of the results of their studies so any dacision in ihis malter is
premature,

W Ipok forward to your response and woukd liks o meed with the WESA, staff 1o
discuss this rnatber in person.

Sncarely

Scwer Environmental Gonsulting
Saskaloon

fheEE
- E——
I 2.2
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P O irecior of Saskatoon Water

. ~<inistrator, RO, of Comman Park No, 344
I .M. of Corman Park No, 344
N R M. of Corman Park No. 344
EERaaree
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Figare | Lacation of Water Discharge by City of Saskatvon

Untitled Map L.euend
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Figurx X Lacation of Four Quarter-Sectkng

UntHisd Map
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Figwre 2 Localien of waser New restrictivos dowastresm of NE ywale

Untitied Map
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Photo 1: Channel restriction m excavated ditch
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Pheia X Collapsed culvent balow okt road across low channel,

!f. 70 P -

Photz 4: Culverts acrass Township Road 380,
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Appendix |. E-mail trangcripl betwosn Dummm o [ Director
of Saskatoon Water,



Shaw Webmail -ﬂshznﬁr.c

RE: Application for a prefiminary investigation

From [, s -icatoon oo Wed, Nov 06, 2019 11:53 AM
| Subject : RE: Applcation for a prafiminary investigation

To : T, favv.ca>
Ce : |, - 5 <'<at0on. 2>

e

Qur Hydrolechnicsl Engineerlng Speciatist is oul of 1own this week 30 we will not have
sufiicient lime 1o put the information together to give you appropriale Ume prior to the
proposed meehng date. He will be back next wsak. Also, | have talked to our technical
group and they inform me that they have nolimplemented the latest roadwayfcubvert
changssin the XPSWM computer modsl. In order to do this we will have 1o sUrvey the
culvert locations and invert elevations. The survey team is under another manager sa |
arm not sure what the timeline an the survey would be. Having cutrent conditions is an
impartant pan of the infarmaticn to be pressnled.

Lnce | know rore about the survey work and how lohg it will take o updateirun the
model and than create an information package thal is meaningiul to the stakeholders, )
will notify you,

From: ([ - - - < :|
sﬂ'l'lt: 'Whednesday, Movember 06, 2015 ;32 AR
To: Esaskatoon cew

ubject: re: Appacation lor a preliminary investgetion

I bava spokan ko e slakehaldars and they weold like le mesl in e aftermaon of November 141h, Ve woukd profar 1 P &
Dul can sctommicdate 3 Igter $tar 1iine, Ther wil be saversl peofie weshing ko Stlerd the mestog ncduding possibly
regweseitallyes o (e R of Comman Fark and WA 30 we waukl 35k that you provics & boadroom lame anpugh to
BoCnrrad e 16-20 paogle.

I hive el recalved any I 2udies Kiat wers originel e-mall. Whan cinows axpacl 10 80 IRDSE 58w tan be propely
frapared for the mestmg ?

Let me know K you can accommodale thes meeting lime




Sent! Thorsday, Oclober 21, 2010 7:20:11 P
SI.Ib]Bf.:h F: Applicatmn for 3 prelinansey inesstigatign

G afternoanall,

I have recelved the fallowang emall 'l:hrnui!'!_ Cily Manager, City ol Ssskataon. | amthe Dirgetor of Saskatoon
Waer which s responsi @ far providing design enginearing services for waler and sewser serviging [-Metludmng storn waber
managament] for new Saskatoon Land developrents. Saskaigon Walsr also provides Teehnical support bz aur Planrng
drisign Tow spansion of the iy 1o a S00.000 popuylibat,

| wanbed ko Fooch base with ygu to netify you that we are surrenty working on & pestartaton fo highdlght the wotk that has
been done by our dasign tean o mitgate efects of runctf in the NE swale. Ths indude; egtansiee computerized storm
wiler modelling and the msults of our water quality monstorlhg program. 1don't annclpate that it wHl take tas mwaeh tme
to pall thisinformation together,

IF1 hawe missed a stakehoider please let me know. 1380 _ru:l _-::-n the "Request for Assistance

Regarding Dralnage Wiorks™ hut don't havs their emails. Alge, bime lwa emalks in belew emaif and | don’t kheva 1 they are

stakahoiders ([ | ould someone b able 1o previde me appropeiabe esmtact informabon.

Thank you.

Dt | hive  comnphete llst, 1will ask kristin bo boek 2 meeting ta discuss g eoncarns and our deslgn. Thank yau.

I - (1.

Director of Sadoacsan Warer
City of Sackarenn | 1030 &wenue HSouth | Saskatoon, 5K ST 1E5

fax 30E
ackatoon,Co
vy, saskatoon.cg

Fron: | - - . ;-

Sarte Setaber 10, 2009 2:0% P

To S .2
Co

= Re: Application for a gprelaminary investigation

Ploarse sme atached the apphcadlon for a pralimmeny nvesigallon by F & Bahall ¢r hatgslt a0 Thres ottier
kard cawners Into dhe: urieanded dischargs of Sem waler from he City of Saghateon ok herlanc, The delas of e
obpecliorg to this discharge are slached bo Ihe applcabion 1o,

1oy M kg [ollowup this. soplicalon wilh a mssling to Qo theough the delxb of our concems. Bapoepanatropns of the R4

of G Frark would also k8 1o participate [n ihis manting and have reguasiad thad it be hald in S8skaloo, They will
provice tha mecing mam, Fleaoe sl us aeouw whan you could parlicipate In hig meeding,
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B Reguest Far Ascntance Regarding Drainage Works - I3MISSAL

Water Securily Agency [W5A) is providng its recammendation related 10 5 written regquest to
resolve an issue related to drainage workd wnder The Waier Securlty Agency dct jthe “Act”]
submittad by I the "Petitioner ™ of Avsinbeia, Saskakchowan agalnst the City
of Saskatoor [the "Respondent™] of Saskatooen, Saskatchewan on Cctober 10, 2015, The
Respondent is being provided wath & Copy of the request 35 required by subsection AH 3| of the
Act,

1he Respondent’s lands, inentioned i the reguest, are tha University Heights and Aspen Ridge
neighbourhoods ecated wilhln the City of Saskatosh,

WS4 irvethigated as required by subsection BOIA] a1 the AL which Included a revisw of
avallable historke aedial and satellte photography, review of the 20113 hydrological analysis, in-
offkee fike roview, and sh on-site inspection undertaken on Cctober 16, 2019, WS k providing
its decision and weltten reasons a5 required by subsaction S0I5) of the Act.

FINTHINGS
The Investigation by W5 resulted in 3 determination of the following.

» The City [Clty) nf Saskatoon is managing the imlarnal stormwater works Lo the natural
Quthet,

s In arcordance with the Water Seourity Agency Regulations ["the hegulations] 2}
starmwater colkections wholly within an Urban buniclaaly that do it divvert waker
Iram tha normal cutlet are nat consldered dranage works,

302 Retra | Bk Towwer 1900 - 108Gt SArset hooaph Extlefard SK SIS Conddd phe MRS 1 g HMEA G TR
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Page 2

s A February 14, 2019 |etter from WA 1o the City indicatas to the City that an Approval
under the Act |5 not required kor the stormwster development within its Wrban
Bopundaries providng |6 does not divert watar from ats natural outlet.

v The City in its Qctabet 2012 repart “Aspen Ridge Meighbourhood Impact on the Nodeh
Eact Swale Stormwater Systern” rapent eanchuded that the development will hawve
rninimal impacks on the water levels of major wetlands.

*  The Rural Muniipality (RM) of Cormvan Park No. 344 has installed 10 new cubvarts
through Township Road 374

+ The RW has 2 culverts sasting throwgh Tewnship Road 3340, Capacity through this
rrasshng is significantly lower than uptrearn

it is the Rt respansibillty to maintain and accamimadate natural drainage. Colusrs
thraugh pwnicipal roads are not conssdered drainage warks undar 2[h] of the
Regulations provided they sccommodate the flow of surface water.

DECIEKON
1. WA o dismissing the request far asslstance regarding drainage werks.

2. Draimage works as defined by the Act and Regulations do not énxlst on the Respondent's
larids,

The RRA apphad For an aAquatic Habitat Protection Permi [(AHPPF) and received the permit 10
wnstall 7 culverts within the North East Swale. Uniier The Emaronmental danagement angl
Frotecbon Act, WSA's review was lwmted to potentisd direct and impacts to auacle habltat that
could résulr from tha installation of the proposed cubveris. While changes in munidpal fand wse
within the Ak may alter the flow in the Morth East Swale, that dewslopment was not subject to
réyvhew by the AHPP program.,

Erclosed Rnd the WSA™S 2014 Stonmwater Gujdedings and Z015 Sarlace Warer Quahiy
Cbjestives for your information. Stormwater quality and most agpects ol lts rhanagament |s not
specficaly regulated,

Schrvar Environmental Consulting noted that a ditch swsts in the W 33-37-14 W3 that dees
impact water kevels ina portion of the swale. WSA has no record of this ditch and it doses
require ar approval under the Act. W5SA is willing to work with the current landowner through

the approval process.

-3
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It i3 the City's and RM's responsibility ko ensurg that crossing capaciies are adequats 1o pass
natural Mows and net freate excmss erosion o finoding.

WA repommends you continue 12 work with the City of Saskatson. WA had o discustion with
the City's Director ol Water, I—_——— I indicoted the Lity wll set up 3 MeEting
with the group to discuss the current situarlon inchuding Fydrology and water quallty.

If youa have any questlons or concarns relating to this letter, pledce do not Jiesitale to conladct

e

Sincerely,

L

Supervisar, Morthwest Regienal Serdces
Water Sexurlty Agendy

Enclosure

co I ity oF Saskatoon, Infrastructure Services Nepartment, Saskatoon
er: Reeve and Cownchl, Rural kunicpality of Corman Park Mo, 344, Saskatoon
o [ Schever Eovironmentat Consulting, 3askatoon



())) Water Security Request for Assistance
Agenc) Regarding Drainage Works

Regional File:
General Informatlon:

1. Mome of Pentioner ; _

{Hamamet (First Name)
Mailing Address: I sshiboia
City: nibola - Prevince: EI{_ Paogial Cosde: -

E-man] Address: -lﬂm"'tm"-"iI oM Fax Mo iﬂ—l-—
Tekephone Mo 3&3'- Cellular Mo _306'_

2. Locaion of Petitioner's Residenpe:  Same as above

. Tssue the: Pelilvener vl ke el ved. See aftached loler ard figures for datalls about our concems.

We whch the WA, I Emnaktic Ak (M posion il ctanaa {i =, Boeda 1hal this akarm waker dremape sl hang onoaur [ands,

4. TMame ol Bes
R

Mame; _~ ~ ° T >
2 ddreast 111 Pirehousa Drive, Saskawon, Sackawhewan 57K 5% Phone Mo _3‘:'5'242"9‘3'3‘3

ne:
trnan Fak

Locotion of residence of owner of works: I'!E

5. Locationand descripton of drainage works: {in shis spaee, prowide o fegal desceipiion of e lands thad are
heing draimed and a5 oocnrolely @ possthle  desceipiton and focanon of the dramage wowrks cousing e
proflenr.

RG- 143 Page | of 3
QLAY



6. The space on the Tollaowme page 15 provided Toe a skeich plan Please show an e skekch 2z much delail as
possible ko accuraiely illustrale the problem prompting the reques) for assisime:. A larger map can be
aitpched (f raquired. Information shoold iclude the Tollewring:

)  Sechon Numbers, Township and Rangre;

By Ares affected by ihe probbern with locaton of netural runs, slgughs, water bodics, coanstrucied works
and'or odber works contributing to the problem:

¢ Names of owners'occupants of land invodved,;

dy  [rrection of water flow betore and Biter the problen aroze; and

€} Any additcmal wilonmation 10 25550 with (e request o assisiance,

Ri5. 143 Page 2 of 3
0x1E17



1" acknowledps any iofoomation subriemed a0 Supgor! of 1his request will be subject t¢ dschsert wnder the
Fremdom of |aforwdtion and Prmectien of Prvcacy Legislenon (FOIPY 1T smpont ing infaomaninm chnlians
confibeninality prrvision, the Periizoner mouse proyide o ketver feom (he anthoe of the infarmalion
atkntwledgimyg i [afgrmanon i; being provided ioohe Waler Securiky Agency and suihorizing il Lo be made
petlic.

Datked al Sashkatoon _ « Saskatchewan, 1his ¥ day ol 10th 3 lﬂig
| satinm) tnwmher] Imanthb A rar)
i RO 1) efthionear / I-'ﬁ{’l"_ —SF=T
RG-143 Page 3 of 3
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October 10, 2019

Watar Security Agency
402-1101 101* Shreat
Norh Battlelord, 5K, 594 D25

oes I

This lettar iz & request for the Waler Secunty Agency (WSA) 1o inlliate an
mvestigaton nto the direclion of slorm waier discharges from |he City of Saskatoon
(Cily} anto private lands. The lands in quastion are part of the northem podion of
what is termed the *Northesasl Swals” (Herealer the NES), nordh of Tawnship
Road 374 ({Figpra 1), Thara ars four Eands ownars invobeed it this reguesi that each
M Orvd uarter-seclion thal will be mpacted by slom water from the City. The
owners of the quarer sectons of land ars:

The sxact kncation of their lands 1B 3hown mn
Fraure 2,

The: land cwniers have known since 2013 1hal the City, in cooparation with the RM of
Carman Patk (RM), plans on dirscting stomn water generated in the new housing
developmearnts of Everarean_ Aspen Ridge and Universty Hesghts )l orto thea lancds
iFigure 3. [ s britad har ohisctions n 2013 and was promisad by
e RRA 1o kaap har posled on any developmeants, This did not occur, The City has
indide no attenpts 10 contact any of the land owners about the potendial sffects of the
siorm water (hat are belng diracied owards thene None of these land owners have
glven consant 1o having thesa storm waters dumped onto their lands and have grave
concems aboul the long-temn consequencss of this evenl.

There is no quastion that slom waters from the City will be directed onto the land
owners propady. The RM is curmently upgrading the size and humber of culvens
which pass under Township Rosd 274, Thare are now 10 new, d8-inch culvens
{Fhates 1 and 2) n phcs under This road whare only five much gmaller ones exizted
beafore. Tha size and number of new cubverts is logically therg to accemmondala the
increased flows that will be generatad by tha storm waler collaclion ayslem
upslream. & delegalion of the land owners attended the RM council maetng on
Qctober 7, 2019, The delegation gave 5 présamation to e Resve and council
abaut thelr concams and ywars represanied hmm‘ Schryer
Ermwaronntental Consulting (SEC). Before the preseniation, Councilon: wers
advized by the RM stal that the culverls wers basg installed, Ona councillor ashad
about the aoul of eo many tulvers and was told That the City was paying for two of
tha 1an being installed because of the incraazed Aows expacted from upstréam. K is
clear, bazad on this slatemant, thed thers will be intreased flows of storm walsr from
the Cily onlo [ha [and ovniers properly beyond whet can be expected under nalural
conditions.

Fegelof 3
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The patential chengs in the hydrological regmme: 1o the guarter section is
ol Krowm as they have nol bean consubled by the City of The . The land cwnems
hays grave concamad about the potenbal quallly and quantily of storm walar that will
be directed o their lard, For this reason, Ihay have hirsd the sarvicas of SEC o
myetipte the potendial affacte of the City's plan to diract stom water into their

proparrthes,

The land ownare haye two rmajor concems that nead Lo be properly addressad. The
first in the polental toxicity of the slorm waters which could leed to conlaminalion ol
their lands, Tha second is Nooding of thesr 1anos on 8 permanent bases.

SEC reviewed tha Morheas! Swals Devalopmant Guidelines (Stantec Consulting
Ltd. 2012) to determine if any petential impacts to the knds dowmsirearn (north) of
the: porfion of the awole under shady in 2012 had bean considared. The raport only
cxamired tha swale ard devalopment in and aound the swake within city limits at
the time of the stody. Flooding and polerial 1oxicily of the storm water recanmyg
environmean] were menlionsd 2% potenlial issues bul it is row krdwn il any of e
racommandatons were implemented. No water quality sampling program was
proposed to detammine if storm water from the new davslopmenls was conlaminalad.
Several studies across Narth Ames|ca have docurnented thal stom water discharges
cary many potartially toxic matals (s.g., Al Cu, ZM, Ph), hydrocarbons, sals and
pesticidazingeclicides. All of this will &nd up flooding the larda 1h quastion and can
increasa the contamibanl burden awver tae. W waler beang discharged in, tha low-
Iyinyg areas become wetlands and wetlands sequester metals nte the sodfsedimants,
The vast megority of (he [and i question is curranily dry (Figure 4) and a portion is
being used as pasture {- fyuartar saction).

The Aspen Ridge Meighbourhaod Concapt Plan (Cry of Saskaloon 2018) was also
raviewed for any Infarmatian on the poleniial afscte of slorm water drainage from
lhie davslopmenl on Heatcoat lands. This document anly assazses the paricn of
the NES that can be considered part of Aspen Ridgs. It dogsn't acknowlecye
downstraam affecls of alllwr flooding or conlamnation. An Emviropmental
Azgazsment was completed bul agam the Torus was vary narmow and only assassed
the kand currently undar davelopment. All the waler from Aspen Ridge will be
direciad towards the Lands in question as shown in Figure § of the Aspen Fidge
documant. The polential for changes in waksr egima and watet conlamanation are
mentigned bt ng mondaring to detarmine f any affecls are occumng is proposed,
Mo mdigation of polanbal downstream effects is discussed,

The Stantec Consulting Lid, 2012 only considarad flows from University heights in s
astimation of the potential for downstream ficoding and again the scopa of Ihis sMudy
was very limiled to areas immadiately adlacenl Lo the housihg devalopmants, The
game can e sald for the Asper Ridas study that onfy khoked at the potential change
in waler ragime affact on the swale next to the developmend, Mo sty could be
found thal considers e cumplalng affacts of aH of theos devalopanls (@4, A5

Fige2of 3
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Ridga, Universily Haighls I, Evergrean), plus the Aows from other City storm watar
dialnage systems and future housing developments on the wolami of wader 1hal wadl
be ganerate anc cireclsd onto the [and ownars propedy. This k& a serlous flaw in the
marnagamant plans for City glorm water and needs 1o be addressed mmediately.
Tha changas o the Aow regime onto the Knd owhers propetty will be measwrable
and pemmanernt and cannot be allowed wilhoul dract and meaning full consultation
and subgegquent mitigation,

A vital aspact to the introdoction of storm walers onto e land Swhars propeny that
has not ban corgiderad i the outflow af ihe NES saulh and sofh of Township
Raad 380. Asthe NES passes through land, it becimes & NEmow
ratich thal passes under Townehip Road and avantually into the Sauth
Sagkalchewan River (Figura 3}, Fiow [$ resbiciad by Lha size avd slevation of te
Iranch and ravine. The additioch of slorm waters at ihe sautbem end of the HES will
msul in fliooding of the tour: er Sachon i quashon as the wate: wil nava
nowhere 10 go, H::ﬂially excavated tha channal to creais the trench on
his land (Figura §) thal faads into the ravineg when the area expanenced large snow
meh aveaniz. However, this remains a major constnchon 1o proger flow oul of the
HES and murst be addressed 5o hal all of I1he HES, fram Ihe Cily baundary all tha
way to ks outflow to the South Saskatchewan River, is properly managed and
fleading can be pravented,

wolld ika Lo mast with the YWSA Lo discuss Lhis matter. The BEM of
Corman Park would also ke to paricipate in this mesling as agresd in the
October ™, 2019 mesting, Cur prafrence wouk! ba 1o hold the mesiing in
Saskaloon as thers will be 2-3 rapresantatises from e FM &nd the land osners
themsatves. We look forward to the inlbadion of 1his prebminary invesligation and
hope 10 hedr from you Soot about & poasible date for the msating,

Sincarsly

Schryer Envirenmental Consuling
Soskaboon

Page 3 of 3
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Figwre | Locathow oF Water Discharge by City aF Sacksisan

Untitled Map L.egend
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Figure I Location of Foar (rmarler-Scelsons

Uniitied Map
I




Scl'lr&cr [ nvironmental Cﬂn$u|tiﬂg

Figure } Localion of Flaaed City St Water Disclarge frem Mow Developments

Untitled Map I..egend
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Figurc 4 Currenl Stadms of Land to Receive Siorm Wader fram City
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Figwre * Lacstien of Excavated Tremch pwd Ravime
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FPhoto 1: Culvarts Install Under Township Road 374

Phols 2! Culvaris installed Under Townzhip Road 374
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(;13;'1’NICT ()FF'CIA[M éonmumtv PLAN June 25’ 2020—Ju|y 10[ 2020

Feedback Registry #: 43

Date: 7/15/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
Green Network Study Area

Comments:

Meewasin can play a critical role in the development of the Green Nework, providing
support for studies, to assisting with determining boundaries, identifying ecosystems
services of the network, to doing design development. The policies in the DOCP are
trying to maintain habitat and the ecological function of the network corridors while also
balancing development of adjacent lands, similar to what Meewasin has been doing for
the past 40 years. Look forward to exploring collaboration with the P4G to achieve
mutual goals.
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Feedback Registry #: 44

Date: 7/16/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):

Urban Commercial/Industrial - 1 million

Comments:

Received letter regarding consultation and wanted to know what it meant. Hoping to
subdivide land in future of shop and to give land to son.
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Feedback Registry #: 45

Date: 7/17/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Agriculture

Comments:

Interested to know what the plan means and what effect it may have on their lands.
They have 10 acres and plan to subdivide in future.
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Feedback Registry #: 46

Date: 7/21/2020

Method of Contact: Email

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

The R.M. of Corman Park is proposing to pave part of Grid 394 this year in 2020.

There are a number of thoughts | have on this proposal, and many of them will likely
reflect those who will be paying for it. Especially the frustration that they haven’t even
tendered it out and they are sending us speculated costs. Sadly, we, the tax payer,
haven’t had a lot of time to discuss the implications of this project on our lives and our
pocketbooks. The letter sent out to all recipients was dated June 19th, which means, if
we checked the mail every day, we may have seen it somewhere between the 23rd or
25th. | write this on the 15th of July and the R.M. had a final decision on July 13th. That
gave the rate payers 3 weeks to gather information, meet with council, and figure out
what they want to do. Why does the Council of R.M. see fit to thrust this upon us so
quickly?

‘Why haven’t we had more time to discuss this?” Can someone explain to me why we
aren’t having this conversation over a period of a year or so? Talking about this over a
period of a year gives all peoples effected by this proposal the opportunity to speak their
thoughts about the construction project. The idea that the R.M wants to push this size of
project through and start this year in 2020 is crazy. Do we have a politician that has an
agenda?

| love the idea that Grid 394 becomes pavement, but if the quality of the pavement is
similar to the Blumenhiem Rd, or the Neuhorst Rd, then forget it! In a few years we will
be dodging pot-holes. And with the heavy traffic this road sees, that’s by another
definition — ‘an accident waiting to happen! Paved roads increase every drivers speed,
and in the middle of a heavily populated area, on a broken paved road, that can only
mean more carnage.

| also love the idea that Grid 394 becomes pavement, but not if we have to pay for the
entire project. | believe the R.M. should be paying 75%, not the rate payer! The R.M. will
not only save money in maintenance, but they will make money by increasing property
taxes. So, for the rate payer to be paying 75% of the bill up front and financing the rest
through their increased tax bill is by definition — ‘theft through Municipality governance!’.
The Municipality is stealing from the ratepayer to increase it's value and to fill it's
pockets. This has nothing to do with making a few ratepayers who live along this road
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happy. This is clearly an investment for the R.M. of Corman Park and the R.M is making
the rate payer pay for it! It's a short-term ‘investment’ for the R.M. of Corman Park, but
it's a ‘long-term’ payment plan for the rate payers. That’s a win/win for them, but not for
the property owner.

So, lets get back to the table and renegotiate this construction plan because this isn’t
right.
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Feedback Registry #: 47

Date: 7/22/2020

Method of Contact: Phone

Type of Respondent. Landowner

Land Use Designation(s):
Country Residential

Comments:

Interested to know what the plan means and what effect it may have on the country
residential neighbourhood and if there was an opportunity to have the P4G Director
speak at a meeting of residents or AGM. In particular they were concerned about the
location of the Saskatoon Freeway.



@ e C S 2020 Consultation
DISTRICT OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN June 25, 2020 — July 10, 2020

Feedback Registry #:. 48

Date: 7/29/2020

Method of Contact. email

Type of Respondent: Stakeholder

Land Use Designation(s):
n/a

Comments:

Ministry of Agriculture - See attached letter



Ministry of Agricidture

Saskatchewan/, s

Rogan 02 J0RE Albart Strast
Fegqina, Canada 545 OB

Fhone: 306-737-5350

July 18, 2000

Meal Samecki

Cirector

Saskaroon North Parinership for Growth
103 = 12 ath Avenue M

SASKATOON 5K 57K QK1
nsamecki@sred . com

Dear Meal Sameghi:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Saskatoon North Fartnership for Growth {PaG)
dreafl Bistrict Official Community Plan [HCPY. I'd like to commend the five mumicipalities involved
in the P4G for their leadership in partnering on land vse, davelopment and infrastracture in the
greater Saskatoon aresd and ansuring that planning docements remain relevant.

Agriculture s important (o Saskatchewan. Saskabchewan's 20202030 Growth Plan outlines a
nurtrer of goalz w grow Saskatchewan's AErCUltural economy and the processing of the
province’s agricyifural products, The Saskatoon reglon iz an important agnicultural area and we at
thie Minlstry of Agritulturs (Ministryt are encouraged that the DOCP supports primary agricuiture,
value-added agriculturg and agriculture research within Lhe planning district. The DOCP will be
impaontant 1o guide long tertn prowth of these seclars withinthe region.

The Ministry has the following connments on the existing Regional Plan and draft DOCP,

General

The Ministry generally supparts the contents of the existing Regional Plam and draft DOCP, 115
encouraging that primary and value-added agricu lturg arg ecansmic prbarkties in the region. The
Statemernts of Provinciol interest Regatations oulline Govermment’s priorities for land use and
development and | would enoturage you to review the Statement of inkerast for Agrcuituce and
Value-Added Agribusingsses inupdating planning documents of the Pag,
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Latd Wse Maps

Updated land use maps are important signals bo the development community and industry,
Despile primary and valye-added agriculture belng an economlc priority of the reglon, the
significant presence of planned urban residential, country residential and commercialf industrial
land use |5 evident. Agricubure land |5 and will become anincreasingly scarce resgurce in the
regicn. Preserving land desipnated for agriculural use will be importanl piven the competing land
use and development prigrities. The Ministry recommends that agricultueral uses be protected.
Change from an agricubturad use should be strategle and anly If necessarny.

Land LPse Catepories

It ie noted that the sprcultuce land vse ¢ategony actommadates agricultural residential land use
and putlings policies for subdividing agricultwral land. In practice, subdividing a parcel of
agricultural land For residential or cther uses can increase the potential for land use conflict,
impede the aperation, expanzion and development of agricultural oparations and often results in
the fragmentation of agriculteral land The statements in place to minlnlze the disruptlon of
agriculture and fragmentation of agricultural land are noted; hawever, it is impoprtant that the
P4G munlcipalites cansider the impacts of subdlvision pelicies for agniculture land wse gheen the
cormpating [and use prassuras in Lhe region,

The Ministry s keenly nberested o the concepl of industrial parks as they have the polential to
attract agriculure value-added invesiment. We are interested in understanding the future
planning and [acations of industrial parks and are looking forward o particlpating [n the P44
Dastrict £oning Bylaw eonsultaban proce s, If you have any questions of wiould like to discuss
valye-added agriculture, feel free to contact Godwin Fon, Mreckar of the Ministny's Malue-Added
Undr at 306-933%- 7694 or Godwin Pon@eoy.sk.oa,

The Ministry s also interested in the Comian Park-Osler Agni-Food Node a5 it [5 an [nberesting dea
wilh Lhe potential bo atbraet an array of agribusinesses, [t is roted that adjacent land usas ta the
agri-food nodde include urban residential and urban commercialfindustrial and [ would enggyrage
the PAG 1o conslder 1the potentlal mpacts of ntensified agriculture processing on adjacent [and
uzes. Policies need to be established to protect these developments and future intensificaticn
appertunities to establish investor confidence and manage expecrations of nearby resldential
owners and developers,

Fequired Separatlon Distantes
I is hoeed that existing required separation distances for intensive livestack aperations inthe

Regional Plan will be camied forward into the District Zoning Bylaw. In gur experience, [onger
separathon distances do not necessarlly reduce [and use conflict, Separation distances ¢an
adwversely limit the potential for intensive livestock operatians to develop and expand. In areas
zoned Far agriculture, the Ministry is currenthy recommending sgparation distances to a single
resilente not exceed 1,000 meters, The Miristry would be willing to work with the PAG if
required separation distances {or intensive livestock operations are reviged in the Future.
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Thark you again for the appertunity bo comment. Please keep me informed about the upLoming
engagement session focusing on the daft PAG Planning District Zoning Bylaw., If you have
questlons or would ke to discuss our feedback, please contact Jason Panner, Policy Analyst, ot
306-7SB-D1B6 ar @eor pennerdgoy sk 03,

Sincerely,
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cC: Godwin Pon, Directar, Value Added Unit, Ministry of Agriculture



