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1. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 10 - 25

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of 2016 10 24 be
approved.

2. QUESTIONS AND INFORMATION ARISING OUT OF THE MINUTES AND
NOT OTHERWISE ON THE AGENDA

3. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST

4. APPROVE AGENDA AS PRESENTED

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the Agenda for 2016 11 07 City Council Meeting as presented
be approved.

5. PROCLAMATIONS/DELEGATIONS

5.1 Shine the Light

Libertine Wilson, Co-Chair Shine the Light campaign

5.2 Global Entrepreneurship Week

Heather Lewis, Entrepreneurship Coordinator, YouLaunch, Sault Ste. Marie
Innovation Centre



6. COMMUNICATIONS AND ROUTINE REPORTS OF CITY DEPARTMENTS,
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES – CONSENT AGENDA

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that all the items listed under date 2016 11 07 – Agenda item 6 –
Consent Agenda be approved as recommended save and except Agenda
item 6.6.

6.1 Street Closure – Moonlight Magic 26 - 44

A letter of request for a temporary street closing in conjunction with Moonlight
Magic – November 17, 2016 is attached for the consideration of Council.

• Pim Street to Dennis Street – from 3 p.m. to 12 a.m.

The relevant By-law 2016-181 is listed under item 11 of the Agenda and will
be read with all by-laws under that item.

6.2 One Year Extension of Contract for Petroleum Fuel Products (2016PWT-28-T) 45 - 46

A report of the Manager of Purchasing is attached for the consideration of
Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the report of the Manager of Purchasing dated 2016 11 07
concerning One Year Extension of Contract for Petroleum Fuel Products be
received and that the contract for the supply of petroleum fuel products as
awarded to McDougall Energy Inc. be extended for a one (1) year period
commencing January 1, 2017.

6.3 One Year Extension of Contract for Security Services at the Civic Centre 47 - 48

A report of the Manager of Purchasing is attached for the consideration of
Council.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the report of the Manager of Purchasing dated 2016 11 07
concerning One Year Extension of Contract for Security Services at the Civic
Centre be received and that the contract for the provision of security services
at the Civic Centre as awarded to the Commissionaires be extended for a one
(1) year period commencing January 1, 2017.

6.4 2017 User Fees 49 - 50

A report of the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer is attached for the
consideration of Council.
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The relevant By-law 2016-180 is listed under item 11 of the Agenda and will
be read with all by-laws under that item.

6.4.1 Appendix A 51 - 51

6.5 Board – Committee Appointment Process 52 - 56

A report of the Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate Services is attached for
the consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the report of the Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate Services
dated 2016 11 07 concerning Board – Committee Appointment Process be
received and that the revised Board – Committee Appointment Policy be
approved.

6.6 Walk of Fame 57 - 63

A report of the Deputy City Clerk is attached for the consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the report of the Deputy City Clerk dated 2016 11 07 regarding
Walk of Fame be received and that option 4 – reclaiming the existing granite
maple leaves and placing them in flower beds in the downtown area ($20,605
plus $2,000 ongoing for maintenance) be referred to the 2017 budget for
consideration.

6.6.1 Amendment to Main Motion

Mover Councillor S. Myers
Seconder Councillor S. Butland

Whereas Canada 150 is upon us and the Walk of Fame program initiated in
2006 does recognize people who have contributed to history and development
of our community; and

Whereas the granite maple leaf awards which were embedded in the sidewalk
suffered damage and stress such that they had to be removed in 2015; and

Whereas a review of their condition has been undertaken by the Deputy CAO
of Public Works and Engineering and an option to redeem and replace all 38
awards has been found; and

Whereas the plan to reinstate the maple leaf stones will eliminate the risk of
such damage recurring; and

Whereas the one-time cost to repair 33 and replace 5 and reinstate all 38 of
the existing granite maple leaf stone awards is $20,080;

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that the main motion be amended as follows:

DELETE the words "plus $2,000 ongoing for maintenance"
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ADD the words "be undertaken as soon as possible with funds to be taken
from the unforeseen account; further that annual maintenance estimated at
$2,000" 

(be referred to 2017 budget for consideration).

6.7 Celebrate Canada Program – Funding Application 2017 64 - 65

A report of the Supervisor of Community Services is attached for the
consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the report of the Supervisor of Community Services dated
2016 11 07 concerning Celebrate Canada Program funding be received
and that staff be authorized to apply to the Department of Canadian Heritage
for the 2017 Celebrate Canada Program to assist in funding the City of Sault
Ste. Marie Canada Day Celebration.

6.8 Sackville Road Extension – Engineering Services 66 - 67

A report of the Design and Construction Engineer is attached for the
consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the report of the Design and Construction Engineer dated 2016
11 07 concerning Sackville Road Extension consultant selection be received
and that Council authorize entering into an agreement for engineering
services with Kresin Engineering Corporation.

An individual engineering agreement with an estimate of engineering fees will
be brought to Council for approval at a later date.

6.9 Fort Creek John Street Diversion Aqueduct Phase 3 – Engineering Services 68 - 69

A report of the Design and Construction Engineer is attached for the
consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the report of the Design and Construction Engineer dated 2016
11 07 concerning the Fort Creek John Street diversion aqueduct consultant
selection be received and that Council authorize entering into an agreement
for engineering services with STEM Engineering.

An individual engineering agreement with an estimate of engineering fees will
be brought to Council for approval at a later date.

6.10 Municipal Council Support Resolutions 70 - 85
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A report of the Environmental Initiatives Co-ordinator is attached for the
consideration of Council.

The relevant By-law 2016-186 is listed under item 11 of the Agenda and will
be read with all by-laws under that item.

6.11 Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Agreement 86 - 87

A report of the City Solicitor is attached for the consideration of Council.

The relevant By-law 2016-174 is listed under item 11 of the Agenda and will
be read with all by-laws under that item.

6.12 Mayor’s Community Development Initiative 88 - 105

Reports of the Mayor and the Project Co-ordinator, Downtown Development
Initiative are attached for the consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the reports of the Mayor and the Project Co-ordinator,
Downtown Development Initiative dated 2016 11 07 concerning Mayor's
Community Development Initiative be received and that the reports be
referred to the Community Adjustment Committee.

6.13 Land Use Restriction Exemption – 540 Second Line East and 2059 Second
Line West

106 - 115

A report of the Senior Planner is attached for the consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the Report of the Senior Planner dated 2016 11 07 concerning
Land Use Restriction Exemption – 540 Second Line East and 2059 Second
Line West be received and that Council exempts the projects on 540 Second
Line East and 2059 Second Line West from any or all of the residential,
commercial and industrial land-use restrictions as identified in Sections 2.3(e),
2.3(f), 2.3(g) and 2.3(h) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.1.

6.14 Bennett Boulevard and Texas Avenue – Additional Crossing Guard 116 - 119

A report of the Director of Public Works is attached for the consideration of
Council.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that the report of the Director of Public Works dated 2016 11 07
concerning Bennett  Boulevard and Texas Avenue – Addit ional
Crossing Guard be received and that the implementation of a second adult
crossing guard at the intersection of Bennett Boulevard and Texas Avenue be
approved.
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7. REPORTS OF CITY DEPARTMENTS, BOARDS AND COMMITTEES

7.1 ADMINISTRATION

7.2 COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

7.3 ENGINEERING

7.4 FIRE

7.5 LEGAL

7.6 PLANNING

7.7 PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORTATION

7.8 BOARDS AND COMMITTEES

7.8.1 PUC Third Quarter Shareholder Report 120 - 131

The PUC 2016 Third quarter shareholder report is attached for the
consideration of Council.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that the PUC 2016 Third Quarter Shareholder Report be received as
information.

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS, NOTICE OF MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS
PLACED ON AGENDA BY MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

9. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUCH MATTERS
AS ARE REFERRED TO IT BY THE COUNCIL BY RESOLUTION

10. ADOPTION OF REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

11. CONSIDERATION AND PASSING OF BY- LAWS

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that all By-laws under item 11 of the Agenda under date 2016 11 07
be approved.

11.1 By-laws before Council TO BE PASSED which do not require more than a
simple majority

11.1.1 By-law 2016-174 (Agreement) Court Security and Prisoner Transportation
Program

132 - 158
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A report from the City Solicitor is on the Agenda.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-174 being a by-law to authorize the execution of
an agreement between the City and Her Majesty the Queen in Right of
Ontario as represented by the Minister of Community Safety and Correctional
Services to extend the Court Security and Prisoner Transportation (CSPT)
Program to 2018 be passed in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.2 By-law 2016-175 (Agreement) Lease Caterpillar Financial Services Limited 159 - 181

Council Report was passed by Council resolution on July 18, 2016.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-175 being a by-law to authorize the execution of
two (2) Lease Agreements between the City and Caterpillar Financial
Services Limited for two (2) 2016 Caterpillar Motor Graders complete with
Snow Wings and Front Blades be passed in open Council this 7th day of
November, 2016.

11.1.3 By-law 2016-180 (Finance) 2017 User Fees 182 - 204

A report from the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer is on the Agenda.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-180 being a by-law to establish user fees and
service charges be passed in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.3.1 Amended Schedule I 205 - 210

11.1.4 By-law 2016-181 (Temporary Street Closing) Moonlight Magic Event 211 - 211

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-181 being a by-law to permit the temporary
closing of Queen Street East from Pim Street to Dennis Street on November
17, 2016 to facilitate the Moonlight Magic Event be passed in open Council
this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.5 By-law 2016-183 (Zoning) 188 Kohler Street (Ruscio Masonry Construction) 212 - 214

Council Report was passed by Council resolution on October 24, 2016.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers
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Resolved that By-law 2016-183 being a by-law to amend Sault Ste. Marie
Zoning By-laws 2005-150 and 2005-151 concerning lands located at 188
Kohler Street (Ruscio Masonry Construction) be passed in open Council this
7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.6 By-law 2016-184 (Development Control) 188 Kohler Street (Ruscio Masonry
Construction)

215 - 217

Council Report was passed by Council resolution on October 24, 2016.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-184 being a by-law to designate the lands located
at 188 Kohler Street an area of site plan control (Ruscio Masonry
Construction) be passed in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.7 2016-185 (Surplus Property) 13 Salisbury Avenue 218 - 219

Council Report was passed by Council resolution on October 25, 2016.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-185 being a by-law to declare the City owned
property being civic 13 Salisbury Avenue as surplus to the City's needs and
to authorize the disposition of the said property be passed in open Council
this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.8 By-law 2016-186 (Resolution) Municipal Council Support (4 Solar Projects) 220 - 232

A report from the Environmental Initiatives Coordinator is on the Agenda.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-186 being a by-law to authorize the execution of
two (2) Municipal Council Support Resolutions and two (2) Municipal Council
Confirmation Resolutions to support two (2) rooftop solar photovoltaic
systems at 556 Goulais Avenue and 500 Second Line East; and two (2)
ground mounted solar photovoltaic systems to occupy a portion of 540
Second Line East and 2059 Second Line West submitted to the Independent
Electricity System Operator Feed-In-Tariff Program be passed in open
Council this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.1.9 By-Law 2016-187 (Administration) Non-Union Salary Freeze Amendment 233 - 233

Passed by Council resolution on October 24, 2016.

Mover Councillor F. Fata
Seconder Councillor S. Myers

Resolved that By-law 2016-187 being a by-law to amend By-law 2002-194,
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being a by-law to establish non-union job classifications, benefits, and
salaries be passed in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016.

11.2 By-laws before Council for FIRST and SECOND reading which do not require
more than a simple majority

11.3 By-laws before Council for THIRD reading which do not require more than a
simple majority

12. QUESTIONS BY, NEW BUSINESS FROM, OR ADDRESSES BY MEMBERS
OF COUNCIL CONCERNING MATTERS NOT OTHERWISE ON THE
AGENDA

13. CLOSED SESSION

14. ADJOURNMENT

Mover Councillor M. Bruni
Seconder Councillor S. Hollingsworth

Resolved that this Council now adjourn.
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 1 

 

REGULAR MEETING OF CITY COUNCIL 

MINUTES 

Monday, October 24, 2016 

4:30 pm 

Council Chambers 

Civic Centre 

 

Present: Mayor C. Provenzano, Councillor S. Butland, Councillor P. Christian, 

Councillor S. Myers, Councillor J. Hupponen, Councillor M. Shoemaker, 

Councillor R. Niro, Councillor M. Bruni, Councillor F. Fata, Councillor R. 

Romano 

 

Absent: Councillor S. Hollingsworth, Councillor L. Turco, Councillor J. Krmpotich 

 

Officials: A. Horsman, M. White, L. Girardi, T. Vair, S. Schell, N. Kenny, M. Figliola, 

P. Niro, S. Hamilton Beach, D. Elliott, D. McConnell, V. McLeod, F. 

Coccimiglio, R. Toth-Rissanen 

 

1. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the Minutes of the Regular Council Meeting of 2016 10 11 be approved. 

Carried 

2. QUESTIONS AND INFORMATION ARISING OUT OF THE MINUTES AND NOT 

OTHERWISE ON THE AGENDA 

3. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST 

_____________________________________________________________________ 
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3.1 Councillor R. Niro – Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team 

Son employed by OLG. 

3.2 Councillor M. Bruni – Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team 

Employed by OLG. 

3.3 Councillor M. Shoemaker – 2016-177 (Zoning) 267 Cathcart Street 

Applicant is a client of law firm. 

3.4 Councillor P. Christian – Sault Ste. Marie Public Library 

Employed by the Algoma District School Board. 

4. APPROVE AGENDA AS PRESENTED 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the Agenda and Addendum for 2016 10 24 City Council Meeting as presented 

be approved. 

Carried 

5. PROCLAMATIONS/DELEGATIONS 

5.1 Community Recognition Award 

Chris Rous, Chair – Cultural Advisory Board was in attendance. 

Recipients: Kathryn McAuley Yukich and Wendy A. Hamilton 

5.2 Fringe North Festival 

 Tova Arbus, President – Fringe North International Theatre Festival was in attendance. 

5.3 A-11-16-Z - 899 Second Line West 

Bartholomew Bradley and Sandra McFarling were in attendance. 

5.4 A-15-16-Z – 188 Kohler Street 

 Barry Fera, Steve McGuire, Andy Boston and David German were in attendance. 

6. COMMUNICATIONS AND ROUTINE REPORTS OF CITY DEPARTMENTS, BOARDS AND 

COMMITTEES – CONSENT AGENDA 
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Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that all the items listed under date 2016 10 24 – Agenda item 6 – Consent Agenda 

be approved as recommended, save and except item 6.8. 

Carried 

6.1 Correspondence 

6.1.1 Northern Ontario Large Urban Municipalities (NOLUM) 

Correspondence from the NOLUM Mayors to the Federal Liberal Northern Ontario Caucus 

regarding FedNor was received by Council. 

6.1.2 Convergent Energy and Power Inc. 

Invitation from the Mayor to attend a future meeting of Council. 

6.1.3 Minister of Innovation, Science and Economic Development 

Correspondence from the Mayor 

6.2 Street Closure – 2016 Rotary Santa Claus Parade 

• Bay Street from Elgin Street to Pim Street – from 5:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.  

• Pim Street from Bay Street to Queen Street East – from 5:00 p.m. to 6:30 p.m. 

• Queen Street East to Gore Street – from 5:30 p.m. to 7:30 p.m. 

The relevant By-law 2016-178 is listed under item 11 of the Minutes. 

6.3 Royal Canadian Legion Branch 25 Tax Exemption 

The report of the City Tax Collector was received by Council. 

The relevant By-law 2016-171 is listed under item 11 of the Minutes. 

6.4 2016 City of Sault Ste Marie Credit Rating 

The report of the Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the report of the Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer dated 2016 10 24 concerning 

the 2016 City of Sault Ste Marie Credit Rating be received as information. 

Carried 
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6.5 Information Flow Policy 

The report of the Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate Services was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the report of the Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate Services dated 2016 10 

24 concerning Information Flow Policy be received and the Information Flow Policy be 

approved. 

Carried 

6.6 Downtown Business Improvement Area Board of Directors 

The report of the Deputy City Clerk was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the report of the Deputy City Clerk dated 2016 10 24 concerning Downtown 

Business Improvement Area Board of Directors be received and that Councillor R. Romano 

and Joseph A. Bisceglia, Kristi Cistaro, Frank Gaccione, Bryan Hayes, Rory Ring, Angela 

Romano, Paul Scornaienchi and Grace Tridico be appointed to the Downtown Business 

Improvement Area board of directors to hold office until December 1, 2018. 

Carried 

6.7 Potential Sale of City Owned Property 

The report of the Deputy CAO, Public Works and Engineering Services was received by 

Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the report of the Deputy CAO, Public Works and Engineering Services dated 

2016 10 24 be received and that Council direct the Legal Department to create the necessary 

bylaw to declare the property at 13 Salisbury Avenue as surplus, and further to authorize 

disposition of said property. 

Carried 

6.9 Pigeon By-law Amendment 

The report of the City Solicitor was received by Council. 
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Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the report of the City Solicitor dated 2016 10 24 concerning Pigeon By-law 

Amendment be and received and that Council take no action. 

Carried 

6.8 Risk and Liability Regarding Water Fountain – Goulais Avenue and Second Line West 

The report of the Risk Manager was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the report of the Risk Manager dated 2016 10 24 concerning Risk and Liability 

Regarding Water Fountain – Goulais Avenue Second Line West be received and the Public 

Utilities Commission of the City of Sault Ste. Marie be directed to cap off and permanently stop 

the flow of water at the fountain located at Goulais Avenue and Second Line West. 

Recorded For Against Absent 

Mayor C. Provenzano X   

Councillor S. Butland X   

Councillor P. Christian X   

Councillor S. Myers X   

Councillor S. Hollingsworth   X 

Councillor J. Hupponen X   

Councillor L. Turco   X 

Councillor M. Shoemaker X   

Councillor R. Niro X   

Councillor M. Bruni X   

Councillor F. Fata X   

Councillor J. Krmpotich   X 

Councillor R. Romano X   

Results 10 0 3 

Carried 

 

Page 14 of 233



October 24, 2016 Minutes 

 6 

7. REPORTS OF CITY DEPARTMENTS, BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 

7.1 ADMINISTRATION 

7.1.1 2017 Capital Budget 

The report of the Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the report of the Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer dated 2016 10 24 concerning 

the 2017–2019 Capital Budget and Forecast be received and that the 2017 Capital Budget and 

Financing Sources as set out in Appendix B and Capital from Current allocation and projects in 

Appendix D be approved. 

Postponed 

Moved by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Seconded by: Councillor F. Fata 

Resolved that item 7.1.1 be postponed to the December 5, 2016 meeting of Council. 

Carried 

7.2 COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

7.3 ENGINEERING 

7.4 FIRE  

7.5 LEGAL 

7.6 PLANNING 

7.6.1 A-11-16-Z – 899 Second Line West (3) 

The report of the Senior Planner was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that the report of the Senior Planner dated 2016 10 24 concerning A-11-16-Z – 899 

Second Line West (3) be received and that Council deny the applicant’s request to rezone the 

northern 21.3m (70’) of the subject property from “C.4” (General Commercial Zone) to “C.4.S” 

(General Commercial Zone with a Special Exception) to permit dwelling units to be located on 

the ground floor. 

Page 15 of 233



October 24, 2016 Minutes 

 7 

That Council rezone the northern 21.3m (70’) of the subject property from “C.4” (General 

Commercial Zone) to “R.2.S” (Single Detached Residential Zone with a Special Exception) 

with the following provisions:  

• To permit two (2) single detached dwelling units on the subject property; 

• To reduce the exterior side yard setback requirement for the western dwelling 

unit from 4m (13.1’) to 2m (6.6’); and 

• To require the applicant to purchase and attach 3m (10’) of the adjacent 

North Eden Street Right Of Way, to the subject property, prior to the passing 

the implementing zoning by-laws 

and that the Legal Department be requested to prepare the by-laws necessary to effect the 

same. 

Carried 

7.6.2 A-15-16-Z – 188 Kohler Street 

The report of the Senior Planner was received by Council. 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the Report of the Senior Planner dated 2016 10 24 concerning Application A-15-

16-Z – 188 Kohler Street be received and that Council rezone the eastern half of the subject 

property from “R.2” (Single Detached Residential Zone) to “R3.S” (Low Density Residential 

Zone with a Special Exception) to: 

1. Permit two (2) multiple attached dwellings and one (1) semi-detached 

dwelling to be constructed on the same lot; 

2. To reduce the frontage requirement from 18m (59’) to 17m (55.7’) for the 

parcel which is proposed to be occupied by a semi-detached dwelling; and 

3. To reduce the north interior side yard requirement for the ‘middle triplex’ and 

semi-detached dwelling from 3m to 2m. 

4. That through the Site Plan Control Agreement a 5m Easement in favour of 

PUC Services Inc. be registered along the north lot line of the subject 

property; 

further that the eastern half of the subject property be deemed subject to Site Plan Control 

and that the Legal Department be requested to prepare the by-laws necessary to effect the 

same. 

Carried 

7.7 PUBLIC WORKS AND TRANSPORTATION 

7.8 BOARDS AND COMMITTEES 
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7.8.1 Sault Ste. Marie Public Library 

Councillor P. Christian declared a conflict on this item. (Employed by the Algoma District 

School Board.) 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the report of the Sault Ste. Marie Public Library Board dated 2016 10 24 be 

received and that the recommendation of the Board to close the Churchill Branch Library with 

the intention of pursuing a public library location at the Alexander Henry school site with the 

establishment at that location of fully accessible and consolidated archives be approved. 

Officially Read and Not Dealt With 

Amendment:  

Moved by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Seconded by: Councillor R. Romano 

Resolved that the report of the Sault Ste. Marie Public Library Board dated 2016 10 24 be 

received and that the recommendation of the Board, being Option C, to close the Churchill 

Branch Library and Korah Branch Library and consolidate into a new northern branch with 

consolidated, fully accessible archives be approved and that Council request the Library Board 

to maintain appropriate presence at the Northern Community Centre to support senior and 

youth programming at the Northern Community Centre. 

Recorded For Against Absent 

Mayor C. Provenzano X   

Councillor S. Butland X   

Councillor P. Christian - 

conflict 

   

Councillor S. Myers X   

Councillor S. Hollingsworth   X 

Councillor J. Hupponen X   

Councillor L. Turco   X 

Councillor M. Shoemaker X   

Councillor R. Niro X   

Councillor M. Bruni X   
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Councillor F. Fata  X  

Councillor J. Krmpotich   X 

Councillor R. Romano X   

Results 8 1 3 

Carried 

7.8.1.1 Library Community Plan/Steelton Seniors Centre 

The report of the Manager of Recreation and Culture was received by Council.  

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that the report of the Manager of Recreation and Culture dated 2016 10 24 

concerning the Library Community Plan/Steelton Seniors Centre be received as information. 

Officially Read and Not Dealt With 

Amendment: 

Moved by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Seconded by: Councillor S. Myers 

Resolved that the report of the Manager of Recreation and Culture dated 2016 10 24 

concerning the Library Community Plan/Steelton Seniors' Centre be received and Council 

authorize the moving of the Steelton Seniors' Centre to the Northern Community Centre. 

Carried 

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS, NOTICE OF MOTIONS AND RESOLUTIONS PLACED ON 

AGENDA BY MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

8.1 Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team 

Councillor R. Niro declared a conflict on this item. (Son employed by OLG.) 

Councillor M. Bruni declared a conflict on this item. (Employed by OLG.) 

Moved by: Councillor P. Christian 

Seconded by: Councillor F. Fata 

Whereas the Sault Ste. Marie Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team was formed in large part to 

deal with the impending modernization of Ontario Lottery and Gaming (OLG) located in Sault 

Ste. Marie; and 
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Where City Council approved $750,000 of EDF funding to support the efforts of this group over 

a three-year period; and 

Whereas the Sault Ste. Marie Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team has identified a broad range 

of initiatives relating the OLG's modernization and the lottery industry in general; and 

Whereas OLG recently announced that their plans to pursue modernization, as previously 

announced, is no longer being considered, 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that Council request that the Sault Ste. Marie Lottery and 

Gaming Pursuit Team provide a status update at the first Council meeting in November.  The 

update should focus on the plans being pursued and explain how the recent OLG 

announcement impacts the group's scope of work and ultimate goals over the next few years. 

Carried 

8.2 Updates to Council 

Moved by: Councillor S. Butland 

Seconded by: Councillor P. Christian 

Be It Resolved that Council introduce the practice of allocating 5 to 10 minutes  at each 

Council meeting to provide updates to Council and more importantly, the community at large 

on initiatives that are pending, ongoing, prospective and new as being considered by staff, 

EDC, Innovation Centre, private enterprise. 

Some possible presentations:  

1.      Status of Sault Ste. Marie Lottery and Gaming Initiative 

         a)  Lottery and Gaming Pursuit Team 

         b)  Data Centre 

2.      Small Business Development 

3.      Enrolment and future plans for Sault College and Algoma      

         University 

4.      Progress of casino privatization – permanent structure 

5.      The Tech 

6.      Call Centres – present situation, future plans, staffing issues 

7.      Airport Development Corporation 

8.      S.I.S. Manufacturing Corporation 
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9.    Searchmont 

10.  Tenaris – present situation and future? 

11.  Energy storage 

12.  Environmental Waste International 

13.  Tourism 

14.  Community Energy Strategy 

15.  Community Adjustment Committee 

16.  City Staff – housing, construction activity etc. 

17.  Potential economic initiatives through City/First Nation Chiefs 

18.  Any others deemed pertinent and appropriate by staff, EDC,SMIC, Council 

Carried 

8.3 Freezing Non-Union Salaries 

Moved by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Seconded by: Councillor F. Fata 

Whereas the City faces annual increases in staff salary costs; and 

Whereas the Council of the City of Sault Ste. Marie is committed to finding cost savings in 

these difficult economic times; and 

Whereas the Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie is anticipating a budget deficit in 2016 

and a significant budget shortfall in 2017. 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that staff be requested to prepare an amendment to By-law 

2000-147 (non-union salary administration by-law) which would have the effect of freezing 

annual non-union general economic salary increases until January 1, 2018. 

Recorded For Against Absent 

Mayor C. Provenzano X   

Councillor S. Butland  X  

Councillor P. Christian X   

Councillor S. Myers X   

Councillor S. Hollingsworth   X 
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Councillor J. Hupponen X   

Councillor L. Turco   X 

Councillor M. Shoemaker X   

Councillor R. Niro X   

Councillor M. Bruni X   

Councillor F. Fata X   

Councillor J. Krmpotich   X 

Councillor R. Romano X   

Results 9 1 3 

Carried 

8.4 Public Works Third Party Review 

Moved by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Seconded by: Councillor F. Fata 

Whereas Public Works represents a quarter of the City's entire budget; and 

Whereas the Council of the City of Sault Ste. Marie must determine how to most effectively 

deliver services; and 

Whereas the Council of the City of Sault Ste. Marie is committed to finding cost savings in the 

delivery of services in order to maintain a level of service that residents deem appropriate; and 

Whereas the recently adopted vision for the Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie is 'To 

be the leading innovative, dynamic and efficient municipal corporation in the Province of 

Ontario', 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that the Public Works Department be directed to hire an 

independent consultant to report to Council on potential savings in the Public Works 

department before deliberations for the 2018 budget to ensure that Sault Ste. Marie taxpayer 

dollars are being maximized by making the City a leader in the delivery of municipal services, 

with funding to be sourced from the existing Public Works budget. 

Recorded For Against Absent 

Mayor C. Provenzano X   

Councillor S. Butland  X  

Councillor P. Christian  X  
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Councillor S. Myers  X  

Councillor S. Hollingsworth   X 

Councillor J. Hupponen  X  

Councillor L. Turco   X 

Councillor M. Shoemaker X   

Councillor R. Niro  X  

Councillor M. Bruni  X  

Councillor F. Fata X   

Councillor J. Krmpotich   X 

Councillor R. Romano  X  

Results 3 7 3 

Defeated 

9. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUCH MATTERS AS ARE 

REFERRED TO IT BY THE COUNCIL BY RESOLUTION 

10. ADOPTION OF REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

11. CONSIDERATION AND PASSING OF BY- LAWS 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that all By-laws under item 11 of the Agenda and Addendum under date 2016 10 24 

be approved, save and except by-law 2016-177. 

Carried 

11.1 By-laws before Council TO BE PASSED which do not require more than a simple 

majority 

11.1.1 By-law 2016-158 (Street Assumption) Various 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-158 being a by-law to assume for public use and establish as 

public streets various parcels of land conveyed to the City be passed in open Council this 24th 

day of October, 2016. 

Carried 
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11.1.2 By-law 2016-170 (Street Assumption) Amend By-law 2016-110 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-170 being a by-law to amend Schedule "A" to Street Assumption 

By-law 2016-110 be passed in open Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.1.3 By-law 2016-171 (Taxes) Royal Canadian Legion Branch 25 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-171 being a by-law to exempt from taxation, except for local 

improvement rates, property of the Royal Canadian Legion, Branch 25 be passed in open 

Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.1.4 2016-176 (Official Plan Amendment) 267 Cathcart Street 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-176 being a by-law to adopt Amendment No.217 to the Official 

Plan for the City of Sault Ste. Marie be passed in open Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.1.6 By-law 2016-178 (Temporary Street Closing) Rotary Santa Claus parade  

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-178 being a by-law to permit the temporary closing of various  

streets to facilitate the annual Rotary Santa Claus parade on November 19, 2016 be passed in 

open Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.1.7 By-law 2016-179 (Regulations) Exemption from Noise By-law and Firearms By-law 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-179 being a by-law to exempt the 49th (SSM) Field Regiment 

Royal Canadian Artillery, while using the Roberta Bondar property in the vicinity of the former 
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tour boat mooring site, from By-law 2008-168 being a firearms by-law to prohibit the discharge 

of firearms in the municipality and from By-law 80-200 being a by-law respecting noises in the 

City of Sault Ste. Marie be passed in open Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.1.5 2016-177 (Zoning) 267 Cathcart Street 

Councillor M. Shoemaker declared a conflict on this item. (Applicant is a client of law firm.) 

Moved by: Councillor S. Myers 

Seconded by: Councillor J. Hupponen 

Resolved that By-law 2016-177 being a by-law to amend Sault Ste. Marie Zoning By-laws 

2005-150 and 2005-151 concerning lands located at 267 Cathcart Street be passed in open 

Council this 24th day of October, 2016. 

Carried 

11.2 By-laws before Council for FIRST and SECOND reading which do not require more than 

a simple majority 

11.3 By-laws before Council for THIRD reading which do not require more than a simple 

majority 

12. QUESTIONS BY, NEW BUSINESS FROM, OR ADDRESSES BY MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

CONCERNING MATTERS NOT OTHERWISE ON THE AGENDA 

13. CLOSED SESSION 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that this Council proceed into closed session to discuss: 

• the acquisition of properties in the downtown area 

• one legal matter (potential renegotiation of a contract) 

(a proposed or pending acquisition or disposition of land – section 239 (2)(c) Municipal Act; 

advice that is subject to solicitor/client privilege – section 239(2)(f) Municipal Act)) 

Further Be It Resolved that should the said closed session be adjourned, the Council may 

reconvene in closed session to continue to discuss the same matter(s) without the need for a 

further authorizing resolution. 

Carried 
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14. ADJOURNMENT 

Moved by: Councillor R. Niro 

Seconded by: Councillor M. Shoemaker 

Resolved that this Council now adjourn. 

Carried 

_________________________ 

Mayor 

 

_________________________ 

City Clerk 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Tim Gowans, Manager of Purchasing 

DEPARTMENT: Finance Department 

RE: One (1) Year Extension of Contract for Petroleum Fuel 
Products (2016PWT-28-T) 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to provide information concerning extension of the 
contract for Petroleum Fuel Products, as required by various departments of the 
City for an additional one (1) year period commencing January 1, 2017.  Staff is 
seeking Council approval of the extension. 

BACKGROUND 
Award of the tender for the supply of Petroleum Fuel Products to McDougall 
Energy Inc. was approved by City Council on November 6, 2013.  This award 
was for a two (2) year period; allowing for one (1) year extensions by mutual 
agreement. 

ANALYSIS 
McDougall Energy Inc. is in agreement with a one (1) year contract extension for 
the supply of Petroleum Fuel Products. Present annual consumption is 
approximately 2,800,000 litres.  McDougall Energy has agreed to maintain the bi-
weekly price adjustment established in the original tender; which is based on 
changes to the average petroleum rack prices for Toronto Ontario as listed in the 
Bloomberg Oil Buyer’s Guide, plus administration fees and taxes.  

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Funding for this activity is provided within the operating accounts of the user 
departments. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This is an operational matter not articulated in the Corporate Strategic Plan. 
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2016 11 07 
Page 2 
 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
Resolved that the report of the Manager of Purchasing dated 2016 11 07 be 
received and the recommendation that the contract for the supply of Petroleum 
Fuel Products, as awarded to McDougall Energy Inc., be extended for a one (1) 
year period commencing January 1, 2017, be approved. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Tim Gowans 
Manager of Purchasing 
705.759.5298 
t.gowans@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Tim Gowans, Manager of Purchasing 

DEPARTMENT: Finance Department 

RE: One (1) Year Extension of Contract for Security Services 
at the Civic Centre 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to provide information concerning extension of the 
contract for provision of Security Services at the Civic Centre, as required by 
Building Services Division of the Engineering Department for an additional one 
(1) year period commencing January 1, 2017.  Staff is seeking Council approval 
of the extension. 

BACKGROUND 
Award of the Request for Proposal for the provision of Security Services at the 
Civic Centre to the Commissionaires was approved by City Council on November 
19, 2012.  This award was for a two (2) year period; allowing for one (1) year 
extensions by mutual agreement. 

ANALYSIS 
The Commissionaires are in agreement with a one (1) year contract extension for 
provision of these services.  Present annual costs are approximately 
$110,000.00, HST extra.  The Commissionaires are requesting a 1.0% increase 
in fees.   

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The recommended increase will increase the service cost by $1,100.  The 
increase can be accommodated within the existing Building Services Division’s 
Security Accounts. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This is an operational matter not articulated in the Corporate Strategic Plan. 
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RECOMMENDATION 
Resolved that the report of the Manager of Purchasing dated 2016 11 07 be 
received and the recommendation that the contract for the provision of Security 
Services at the Civic Centre, as awarded to the Commissionaires, be extended 
for a one (1) year period commencing January 1, 2017, be approved. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Tim Gowans 
Manager of Purchasing 
705.759.5298 
t.gowans@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Shelley J. Schell, CPA, CA  Chief Financial Officer and 
Treasurer 

DEPARTMENT: Corporate Services 

RE: 2017 User Fees – Bylaw 2016- 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
Under the Municipal Act, section 391(1) municipalities have the authority to 
impose fees or charges for any activity or service that they provide.  Staff is 
seeking Council approval of the user fees included in the schedules of By-law 
2016-180 found elsewhere on the agenda, with the effective date of January 1, 
2017. 

BACKGROUND 
User fees are one of the few controllable sources of revenue that can reduce the 
reliance on property taxes.  The rationale for user fees is that those who clearly 
benefit from the service should be the ones to pay for it.  Constraints exist that 
prevent full cost recovery for some activities and services, such as market 
pricing. 

All departments have reviewed their applicable user fees and provided 
suggested increases to assist in the deflecting of additional costs anticipated for 
2017.  Service level changes are not reflected in the analysis and thus the total 
budget impact may be more or less than shown.  

ANALYSIS 
Increasingly municipalities are looking at user fees to help offset the impact of 
municipal services on property taxes.  Services funded through taxation result in 
the general tax base funding whether or not they receive any direct benefit.  
There is also a range of services that are provided to benefit the common good 
of the community which would be funded through all or in part through taxation. 
Staff is recommending that for 2017 a comprehensive User Fee Study be 
conducted to update the user fee model and calculate the current full cost of 
providing services. 
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For 2017 the current pricing methodology will be used.  Changes to some fees 
equate to an estimated Consumer Price Index change of 2%.  Some fees are not 
recommended for change due to current market pricing.  A summary of User Fee 
Service Charges Budget Impact is included in Appendix A. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The change in the User Fees as recommended reflects an estimated increase in 
revenue of $193,087. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This is an operational matter and not articulated in the Strategic Plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer dated 2016 
11 07 be received and the recommendation that Council approve the user fees, 
effective January 1, 2017.  By-law 2016-180 that authorizes the user fees can be 
found elsewhere on the agenda. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
Shelley J. Schell, CPA, CA 
Chief Financial Officer & Treasurer 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE MARIE APPENDIX A
USER FEES AND SERVICE CHARGES BUDGET IMPACT
2017

DEPARTMENT: $

Clerks -                       

Community Services Department
Bondar Pavilion 316                      
Athletic Fields/Bellevue Park events 1,190                  
Historic Sites Board -                       
John Rhodes Community Centre-Arena
  Ice Rentals 10,017                
  Ice Skating 293                      
John Rhodes Community Centre-Pool
  Public Swim 2,224                  
  Swim Instruction 5,150                  
  Swim Teams 655                      
  Swim Instruction-Schools 187                      
McMeeken Centre
  Ice Rentals 2,672                  
  Ice Skating 70                        
Essar Centre
  Ice Rentals 2,700                  
  Meeting Room Rental 328                      
Day Nurseries 2,525                  

Engineering & Planning
-                       

Finance -                       

Fire Services -                       

Legal -                       

PWT
Cemetery fees -                       
Transit 164,760              

Total Budget Impact 193,087           
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Malcolm White, Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate 
Services 

DEPARTMENT: Corporate Services 

RE: Board – Committee Appointment Process 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to respond to a council resolution and provide a 
recommendation to amend the City’s current process of making appointments to 
boards and committees. 

BACKGROUND 
The following resolution was passed at the 2016 10 11 Council meeting. 

Whereas the City of Sault Ste. Marie City Council makes appointments to more 
than 40 boards and committees; and 

Whereas the majority of the appointments are volunteer positions; and 

Whereas boards and committees are very important to our community and its 
development; and 

Whereas it is very important that appointments are skill-based and that we 
ensure that the volunteers appointed to boards and committees have the right 
skills and abilities needed by the respective board or committee; and 

Whereas the City of Sault Ste. Marie City Council wants to ensure that it is 
making the best appointments possible and using the best process available to it 
to make those appointments; 

Now Therefore Be It Resolved that the City Clerk's Office be requested to report 
on or before the first meeting in November providing its best advice on how City 
Council should hereafter make its board & committee appointments. 
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ANALYSIS 
As Council is aware, a new board and committee appointment process was 
recommended by a special committee of Council and approved in 2015, and has 
been used to make a number of appointments, primarily in filling vacancies that 
have arisen since January, 2015.   

There are two areas of concern with the current process.  The first is the general 
apprehension that has been expressed by citizen applicants as to the open 
manner in which their suitability for appointment is considered.  The second is 
the need for a skills based appointment process to ensure boards and 
committees that require a mix of specific skill sets will have those needs 
addressed. 

To address these concerns, staff is recommending the use of a nominating 
committee that would review and consider the merits of all citizen applicants to 
boards and committees and present a slate of recommended applicants to 
Council for approval.  The composition of the committee would consist of 3 
members of Council and the following staff members who administrate various 
boards and committees: 

 Deputy City Clerk 
 Secretary/Treasurer – Committee of Adjustment 
 Manager of Recreation and Culture 
 Curator – Ermatinger/Clergue National Historic Site 
 Accessibility Co-ordinator 
 

The committee would be classified as a task force under the procedure by-law 
and consider citizen applications only.  The appointments of members of Council 
to boards and committees would follow the current process. 

The attached policy contains the revisions necessary to effect the addition of a 
nominating committee to the existing process. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

Adoption of the amended policy will have a nominal financial impact, but will 
require an increased level of staff time to implement, particularly in election years 
and for mid-term appointments. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This matter is not linked to a focus area in the current strategic plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  
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Resolved that the report of the Deputy CAO / City Clerk – Corporate Services 
dated 2016 11 07 concerning Board – Committee Appointment Process be 
received and that the revised Board – Committee Appointment Policy be 
approved.  

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Malcolm White 
Deputy CAO / City Clerk 
Corporate Services 
705.759-759-5391 
m.white@cityssm.on.ca 
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INFORMATION MANUAL 

 
A-III-1 

 
 

Subject: APPOINTMENTS 
 

Department/Division: Boards and Committees 
Source: City Council 
Date: 2016 11 07 Page: 1 of 2 

 
POLICY STATEMENT The City of Sault Ste. Marie is committed to ensuring the 

appointment of qualified candidates to boards and committees in a 
manner that is open, transparent, fair and equitable and strives for 
representation that is consistent with the makeup of the community. 

  
PURPOSE This policy outlines the process by which council members and 

citizens are appointed to boards and committees, whether they be  
boards and committees of Council, other boards and committees or 
boards and committees to which Council nominates members for 
consideration. 

  
PUBLIC NOTICE The Clerk's Department issues public notice to all media and the 

corporate website concerning upcoming vacancies on boards and 
committees including the form of application approved by Council 
and the timeline for receipt of applications.. 

  
APPLICATIONS A citizen must submit an application on the form provided by the 

City Clerk if he/she is interested in serving on a board or 
committee.  Council members must indicate their interests in writing 
to the City Clerk following the same timeline as citizen applications.   

  
  
ELIGIBILITY OF 
CITIZENS 

Council may make appointments at their discretion and are not 
limited to only eligible electors except where provided otherwise by 
statute.  No citizen shall be appointed to more than five (5) boards 
and committees. 

  
ELIGIBILITY OF CITY 
EMPLOYEES 

City employees are not eligible for appointment to the: 

 1) Parks & Recreation Advisory Committee, or 
 2) Committee of Revision. 
 3) Public Library Board 
   
NOMINATING 
COMITTEE 

A Nominating Committee, consisting of three members of Council 
and the Deputy City Clerk, Secretary/Treasurer – Committee of 
adjustment, Manager of Recreation and Culture, Curator – 
Ermatinger/Clergue National Historic Site and the Accessibility Co-
ordinator shall consider all citizen applications with reference to 
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particular skills required by various boards and committees.  The 
Nominating Committee shall provide a slate of recommended 
citizen applicants to Council for their consideration. 

  
APPOINTMENTS City Council will meet in open session, either at a regular meeting 

or a special meeting called for that purpose to make appointments 
to the boards and committees. 
 
The agenda for such meetings shall contain the names of all 
applicants (council members and citizens) who have indicated an 
interest in serving on the boards and committees being considered.  
Further to the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of 
Privacy Act (MFFIPA) the application forms and supporting material 
for each applicant shall be circulated only to Council. 
 
Council may request further information concerning an applicant, 
either in writing or by personal attendance at the meeting. 
 
When considering citizen appointments to a particular board or 
committee, members of council shall consider the recommended 
slate of applicants recommended by the Nominating Committee.  
Council shall nominate members of Council for consideration of 
appointments requiring a member of Council.  
 
Should the number of nominees exceed the number of vacancies 
for a board or committee, balloting will take place in accordance 
with the provisions for simultaneous recorded vote in the procedure 
by-law. 

  
 Every appointment made by Council to boards and committees 

shall be at the pleasure of Council, whether or not the appointment 
is for a specified time period. 

  
APPOINTEES 
NOTIFIED 

The City Clerk notifies all appointees in writing of their 
appointments following the meeting. 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Rachel Tyczinski, Deputy City Clerk  

DEPARTMENT: Corporate Services 

RE: Walk of Fame 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to obtain direction as to the Sault Ste. Marie Walk of 
Fame. 

BACKGROUND 
The Sault Ste. Marie Walk of Fame was established by By-law 2002-193 on 
September 9, 2002 to “provide recognition in the form of stars embedded in the 
sidewalk within the downtown area...in partnership with the Downtown 
Association to persons in recognition of outstanding achievement”. To date there 
are 38 recipients of the award. 

The “stars” have taken the form of a granite maple leaf and were embedded in 
the sidewalk adjacent to the Essar Centre. Unfortunately the maple leaves were 
adversely affected by weather conditions and were taken up in the course of 
Queen Street streetscaping in 2015 and remain in storage at Public Works.  

By Council resolution of May 27, 2013 Council directed staff to review options to 
remediate the situation and (including investigating relocation of the leaves) and 
report back to City Council with recommendations and associated costs. 

A February 3, 2014 report to Council outlined costs to embed the maple leaves in 
the façade of the Essar Centre ranging from $70,000 to $175,000 for a projected 
66 awards. Council approved option 3 ($56,520 to replace the then 36 awards) 
subject to approval as a supplementary item in the 2014 budget. The project was 
not subsequently approved as a supplementary budget item. 

The Deputy CAO Public Works and Engineering Services, the Planning Director 
and the Deputy City Clerk met on October 27, 2016 to review various options to 
revive the Walk of Fame. 
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ANALYSIS 
Staff have identified several in-house solutions, two of which were presented to 
Council in a report dated September 28, 2015. 

1. High quality vinyl floor graphic of a maple leaf with the inductee’s name 
and year the award was presented. These could be applied in 
chronological order to the main concourse floor area at the north exit of 
the Essar Centre. 

2. 6” x 6” aluminum leaves which could be mounted on the exterior of the 
Essar Centre – estimated cost $1,000 each. 

3. Illuminated pillars of varying heights which could be placed throughout the 
downtown area – estimated cost $1,000 each. 

4. Reclaiming the granite maple leaves – cutting the existing maple leaves 
from the surrounding concrete, cleaning and buffing. These could be 
placed on pedestals in flower beds throughout the downtown area. Of the 
current 38 maple leaves, 33 are salvageable and five would need to be 
replaced. Estimated cost to clean and buff $185 each. Estimated cost to 
replace $620 each. Estimated cost to erect $300 each. 

Staff is recommending option 4.  

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The cost to reclaim the existing granite maple leaves would be $20,605. A 
funding source will need to be identified. 

On a go-forward basis the cost for each new award would be $1,085.  

It is recommended that $2,000 be budgeted annually for maintenance in the 
event of damage. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
Vibrant downtown areas is a strategic direction under the Quality of Life focus in 
the corporate Strategic Plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Deputy City Clerk dated 2016 11 07 regarding 
Walk of Fame be received and that option 4 – reclaiming the existing granite 
maple leaves and placing them in flower beds in the downtown area ($20,605 
plus $2,000 ongoing for maintenance) be referred to the 2017 budget for 
consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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Rachel Tyczinski 
Deputy City Clerk 
705.759.5392 
r.tyczinski@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Rick Borean, Supervisor of Community Services  

DEPARTMENT: Community Development and Enterprise Services 

RE: Celebrate Canada Program – Funding Application 2017 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to request approval to apply to the Department of 
Canadian Heritage – Celebrate Canada Program for financial assistance for our 
Canada Day Celebration on July 1, 2017.  

 
BACKGROUND 
Each year, the Community Development & Enterprise Services – Recreation and 
Culture Division coordinates a July 1st Canada Day Celebration held at Roberta 
Bondar Park. This celebration includes protocol opening ceremonies, family 
entertainment throughout the day, followed by a fireworks presentation at dusk. 
An application is made annually to the Department of Canadian Heritage for 
financial assistance. In 2016, the City received $5,200.  

 
ANALYSIS 
The Department of Canadian Heritage – Celebrate Canada Program Provides 
financial support to municipalities for Canada Day programming and activities.  

 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
There is a line item in the Community Services Department budget to support 
Canada Day programming and activities. The funding received helps to offset the 
costs incurred for the Canada Day Celebration.  

 
STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
The Strategic Plan does not specifically address this matter.  
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RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

That the report of the Supervisor of Community Services concerning Celebrate 
Canada Program funding be received and the recommendation that staff be 
authorized to apply to the Department of Canadian Heritage for the 2017 
Celebrate Canada Program, to assist in funding the City of Sault Ste. Marie 
Canada Day Celebration be approved.  

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Rick Borean 
Supervisor, Community Services  
705.759.5312 
r.borean@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Carl Rumiel, Design and Construction Engineer 

DEPARTMENT: Public Works and Engineering Services 

RE: Sackville Road Extension – Engineering Services 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to obtain Council approval to retain a consultant to 
provide engineering services for the design and contract administration of the 
Sackville Road Extension project that is planned for 2017. 
 
BACKGROUND 
The extension of Sackville Road to Third Line has been a transportation initiative 
for many years. It is also the preferred alternative under a recent Environmental 
Assessment to alleviate congestion on Great Northern Road. It is required 
primarily due to the increase in traffic relating to and developments in the Great 
Northern Road corridor including the relocation of the hospital.  

As part of the environmental assessment completed in 2012 it was 
recommended that Sackville Road be extended to Third Line including services 
and a class A urban road cross-section.  This is also included in the 2017 Capital 
Road Construction Plan.  

ANALYSIS 
In accordance with the City’s procurement policy for retaining consultants, a 
Request for Proposal was sent to engineering consultants that are on the City’s 
current Vendor of Record list for the Linear Municipal Infrastructure category. 
Staff received proposals from the following firms: 

 AECOM   

 Tulloch Engineering 

 Kresin Engineering Corporation 

 WSP 

 STEM Engineering Group 

 GHD 
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All proposals were reviewed by a committee of engineering staff.  The committee 
followed a detailed scoring system that considered consulting team, detailed 
methodology, schedule and fees.   

Based on the committee’s results, it is recommended that this work be awarded 
to Kresin Engineering Corporation. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Kresin’s fee estimate included in their proposal submission is $283,000 excluding 
HST.  Based on the contents of their proposal, the Engineering Department will 
work with Kresin to develop an engineering agreement that will be brought to 
Council at a later meeting. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This report is linked to the new infrastructure focus area of the strategic plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Design & Construction Engineer dated 2016 11 
07 concerning the Sackville Road Extension consultant selection be received, 
and that Council authorize entering into an agreement for engineering services 
with Kresin Engineering Corporation.   

An individual engineering agreement with an estimate of engineering fees will be 
brought to Council for approval at a later date. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
 
Carl Rumiel, P. Eng. 
Design and Construction Engineer 
705.759.5379 
c.rumiel@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Carl Rumiel, Design and Construction Engineer 

DEPARTMENT: Public Works and Engineering Services 

RE: Fort Creek John Street Diversion Aqueduct Phase 3  – 
Engineering Services 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to obtain Council approval to retain a consultant to 
provide engineering services for the above-mentioned project.   
 
BACKGROUND 
In 2015 and 2016, the City completed two phases of constructing a Fort Creek 
diversion aqueduct along John Street.  The next phase in this project is 
continuation on John Street from Cathcart Street to Edinburgh which is part of 
the 2017 Capital Road Construction Plan. 

ANALYSIS 
In accordance with the City’s procurement policy for retaining consultants, a 
Request for Proposal was sent to engineering consultants that are on the City’s 
current Vendor of Record list for the Linear Municipal Infrastructure category.  
Staff received proposals from the following firms: 

 STEM Engineering 

 Tulloch Engineering 

 WSP 

 AECOM 

All proposals were reviewed by a committee of engineering staff.  The committee 
followed a detailed scoring system that considered consulting team, detailed 
methodology, schedule and fees.   

Based on the committee’s results, it is recommended that this work be awarded 
to STEM Engineering. 
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The City, the province and the federal government will share the $31.26M Fort 
Creek aqueduct improvements in thirds, or $10.42M each as part of the Small 
Communities Fund (SCF) portion of the Build Canada Fund.   
 
STEM’s fee estimate included in its proposal submission is $452,330 excluding 
HST.  Based on the contents of the proposal, the Engineering Department will 
work with STEM to develop an engineering agreement that will be brought to 
Council at a later meeting.  Engineering fees are eligible expenses within the 
funding program.   
 
STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This report is linked to the new infrastructure focus area of the strategic plan. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Design & Construction Engineer dated 2016 11 
07 concerning the Fort Creek John Street diversion aqueduct consultant 
selection be received, and that Council authorize entering into an agreement for 
engineering services with STEM Engineering.   

An individual engineering agreement with an estimate of engineering fees will be 
brought to Council for approval at a later date. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
 
Carl Rumiel, P. Eng. 
Design and Construction Engineer 
705.759.5379 
c.rumiel@cityssm.on.ca 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Corrina Barrett, Environmental Initiatives Coordinator 

DEPARTMENT: Public Works and Engineering Services 

RE: Municipal Council Support Resolutions 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to request Council support for two (2) rooftop solar 
photovoltaic; and two (2) ground mounted solar photovoltaic applications being 
submitted to the Independent Electricity System Operator Feed-In-Tariff 
Program. 

BACKGROUND 
The Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) is a provincial program administered by the Independent 
Electricity System Operator (IESO), which provides a pre-determined rate per 
kWh generated depending on the project type (i.e. rooftop solar, ground mounted 
solar, etc.). New applications and applications that did not receive FIT 4.0 
contracts will be able apply to the IESO (formerly known as the OPA) between 
October 31, through November 18, 2016, but will be subject to the FIT 5.0 rules.   

Under the FIT 5 rules, priority points could be awarded to projects that receive 
municipal Council endorsement in the form of an IESO prescribed “Municipal 
Council Support Resolution” and “Municipal Council Resolution Confirmation”.  

N-Sci Technologies Inc. is requesting Council support for two (2) rooftop solar 
photovoltaic systems at the following locations: 

1. Northern Community Centre, 556 Goulais Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ontario; 

2. Public Utility Commission Inc., 500 Second Line East, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Ontario. 

As well as support for two (2) ground mounted photovoltaic systems to occupy a 
portion of the following locations: 

Page 70 of 233



Municipal Council Support Resolutions 
2016 11 07 
Page 2. 
 

1. Public Utilities Commission Inc., 540 Second Line East, Sault Ste. 
Marie, Ontario; 

2. West End Waste Water Treatment Plant, 2059 Second Line West, 
Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. 

These projects support the Alternative Energy Capital of North America 
declaration carried at the regular Council meeting dated 2008 09 08:  

Moved by Councillor S. Butland; Seconded by Councillor T. Sheehan: Resolved 
that Council adopt the mantle of being the “Alternative Energy Capital of North 
America”. 

These projects are also important to the development and maintenance of the 
community’s role in the alternative energy sector. The presence of solar energy 
generation and manufacturing has positively influenced the economic and 
environmental landscape of the community. 

ANALYSIS 
Information and documentation was provided by Michael Paciocco, from N-Sci 
Technologies Inc. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
There is no direct budgetary impact related to this request. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
This report is not linked to a Corporate Strategic Direction. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Environmental Initiatives Coordinator dated 2016 
11 07 concerning Municipal Council Support Resolutions be received. By-law 
2016-186 appears elsewhere on the agenda authorizing four (4) Municipal 
Council Support Resolutions and is recommended for approval. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
 
Corrina Barrett 
Environmental Initiatives Coordinator 
705.541.7175 
c.barrett@cityssm.on.ca 
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      Transmittal 
Project No.: 22-7 
TRS-227-002  
Date Issued: 28 October 2016      Page: Page 1 of 1 
 

To: City Clerk, City of Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. From: N-Sci Technologies Inc 

Email:  cityclerk@cityssm.on.ca  

633 Albert St. E. 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 2K5 
CANADA 
Tel. 705-949-1033 x200               Fax. 705-949-2486 

 
 

Customer Ref # Quantity N-Sci Ref. # Description Comment 
 1  Prescribed-Form-Municipal-Council-

Resolution-Confirmation PUC Garage 
 

 1  Prescribed-Form-Municipal-Council-
Resolution-Confirmation West End 
Community Centre 

 

 1  Template-Municipal-Council-Support-
Resolution - PUC Garage 

 

 1  Template-Municipal-Council-Support-
Resolution – West End Community Centre 

 

     

     
 

Copy to (indicate email or courier): 

ted@superiorenergysolutions.net   
rreid@nsci.ca  
lmuio@nsci.ca  
 

Signature 

 
Acknowledgement Required (Yes/No):  No  

Acknowledgement 
Please sign this acknowledgement and fax back to the FAX number above upon receipt of this transit document. 
 
       
Received by (print name)  Signature   Date 

 

NOTE: PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES ARE PROVIDED BY N-SCI TECHNOLOGIES INC. UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF:  
PEO CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION #100078827 OR APEGGA PERMIT TO PRACTICE #P11680 
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

500 Second Line East

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

556 Goulais Avenue

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Rooftop Solar Project

500 Second Line East

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Rooftop Solar Project

556 Goulais Avenue

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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      Transmittal 
Project No.: 22-7 
TRS-227-003  
Date Issued: 28 October 2016      Page: Page 1 of 1 
 

To: City Clerk, City of Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. From: N-Sci Technologies Inc 

Email:  cityclerk@cityssm.on.ca  

633 Albert St. E. 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 2K5 
CANADA 
Tel. 705-949-1033 x200               Fax. 705-949-2486 

 
 

Customer Ref # Quantity N-Sci Ref. # Description Comment 
 1  Prescribed-Form-Municipal-Council-

Resolution-Confirmation 540 Second Line 
East 

 

 1  Prescribed-Form-Municipal-Council-
Resolution-Confirmation - 2059 Second Line 
West 

 

 1  Template-Municipal-Council-Support-
Resolution - 540 Second Line East 

 

 1  Template-Municipal-Council-Support-
Resolution – 2059 Second Line West 

 

     

     
 

Copy to (indicate email or courier): 

ted@superiorenergysolutions.net   
rreid@nsci.ca  
lmuio@nsci.ca  
 

Signature 

 
Acknowledgement Required (Yes/No):  No  

Acknowledgement 
Please sign this acknowledgement and fax back to the FAX number above upon receipt of this transit document. 
 
       
Received by (print name)  Signature   Date 

 

NOTE: PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES ARE PROVIDED BY N-SCI TECHNOLOGIES INC. UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF:  
PEO CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION #100078827 OR APEGGA PERMIT TO PRACTICE #P11680 
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Non Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

540 Second Line East

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Non Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

2059 Second Line West

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Non Roof top Solar Project

540 Second Line East

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Non Roof top Solar Project

2059 Second Line West

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie

Page 85 of 233



        

 

The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Nuala Kenny, City Solicitor  

DEPARTMENT: Legal Department 

RE: Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Agreement 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to seek Council’s approval to extend an agreement 
with the Minister of Community Safety and Correctional Services for funding for 
court security and prisoner transport until 2018. 

BACKGROUND 
The current agreement with the Ministry expires on December 31, 2016.  The 
funding agreement with the Province has been in place since 2012.  The City 
provides the Province with its court security and prisoner transportation costs and 
the Province allocates funds accordingly. 

ANALYSIS 
The new agreement continues on the same terms in essence.  The City through 
Police provides court security and prisoner transport for court appearances and 
for transport between correctional institutions.  The Province agrees to provide 
funding for the same.  The Province makes payments to the City in instalments 
throughout the term of the contract. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The funding is of significant assistance in providing the essential services of court 
security and prisoner transportation. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
The agreement is consistent with the City’s commitment to fiscal responsibility 
through providing quality and affordable services. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  
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Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Agreement  
2016 11 07 
Page 2. 
 
The Agreement with the Province for funding of court security and prisoner 
transportation is recommended for your approval.  By-law 2016-174 which 
authorizes the execution of the agreement is located elsewhere on the agenda 
and is recommended for approval. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 

Nuala Kenny 
City Solicitor  
 
NK/sp 

 

\\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\COUNCIL REPORTS\2016\Court Security and Prisoner Transportation 
Agreement.docx  
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Victoria Prouse, Project Coordinator, Downtown 
Development Initiative 

DEPARTMENT: Community Development and Enterprise Services 

RE: The Mayor’s Community Development Initiative 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
Over the past few months with Planning staff’s support, the Mayor hosted sector-
specific roundtable meetings concerning community development in Sault Ste. 
Marie. This report advises City Council on the key issues, themes, and 
opportunities emerging from these discussions. 

BACKGROUND 
In October 2015, the Mayor issued a transmittal to Council stating his intention to 
launch a community development planning initiative. The correspondence 
emphasized the important role community stakeholders play in harnessing 
existing assets to overcome the community’s systemic barriers and achieve 
sustainable prosperity and resiliency. 

Consequently, the Mayor and Planning hosted ten roundtable meetings with 
approximately 90 stakeholders from the following sectors:  

 Health 

 Education 

 Social services 

 Arts and culture 

 Immigration 

 Large employers 

 Small to medium enterprises 

 Downtown  
 
In addition to these eight sessions with Planning staff support, the Mayor held 
informal sessions with members of the Mayor’s Youth Advisory Council (MYAC) 
and the executive members of the Algoma Leadership Table.  The Algoma 
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The Mayor’s Community Development Initiative 
2016 11 07 
Page 2. 
 
Leadership Table is comprised of representatives from many Sault and area 
social service agencies, such as Thrive Childhood Development Centre, the 
Algoma District School Board, Algoma Family Services and the District Social 
Services Administration Board. 

Dialogue at the meetings was loosely structured on the following points:  

 Shared challenges and opportunities of individual organizations and the 
entire sector 

 Short and long-term goals  

 Areas where the city could prove to be of assistance 

 Potential avenues for collaboration with the City or across sectors  

These meetings provided valuable perspectives and applied insight on the 
current socioeconomic issues facing organizations, sectors, and the entire 
community. Overall, stakeholders were very appreciative of being included in 
these discussions and expressed the desire to remain engaged on an ongoing 
basis.  

ANALYSIS 
Following these meetings, Planning Staff consolidated minutes and extrapolated 
common themes across sector discussions. This exercise revealed significant 
overlap concerning stakeholder’s perceptions of key issues facing the community 
as well as general consensus over effective approaches to overcome these 
challenges, increase prosperity and become more sustainable. The following 
section highlights key issues and opportunities that were recurring focus areas 
throughout these discussions and represent actionable initiatives for 
consideration by City Council and the Community Adjustment Committee.  

Key issues 

Though acknowledged by stakeholders in different contexts with unique 
ramifications for different organizations, the key issues identified below represent 
deep-rooted citywide challenges synonymous across sectors. These issues are 
complex and interconnected: their causes and effects are intertwined.  

1. Population and demographic trends  

Stakeholders identified Sault Ste. Marie’s youth outmigration, aging population, 
and lack of diversity as barriers to sustainability.  

Youth outmigration was raised as a significant challenge to achieving community 
prosperity. Postsecondary institutions shared struggles with stagnant enrollment 
despite aggressive recruitment campaigns and high rates of student satisfaction. 

Page 89 of 233



The Mayor’s Community Development Initiative 
2016 11 07 
Page 3. 
 
For major employers, this issue emerged as contributing to their struggle in 
finding suitable employees with desired skillsets within the city and difficulty in 
recruiting young people from outside Sault Ste. Marie.  

Stakeholders are concerned about our community’s aging population, which will 
continue to grow in disproportion to our overall population. The health and social 
services sector highlighted the increased burden of care required by this 
population cohort. For example, this will present significant challenges in having 
sufficient resources to deal with the influx of people requiring health care and 
affordable housing. Large employers are concerned about the impending 
recruitment gap due to high numbers of retirements and a lack of young people 
to fill these vacancies. For small retail businesses, succession planning is a 
significant challenge, as the traditional ‘family business’ model has been 
weakened with youth outmigration. A large proportion of small business 
proprietors, specifically in the downtown are approaching retirement age without 
the security of a successor.  

Participants provided anecdotal evidence that our city is becoming more diverse, 
with an increasing mix of immigrants from around the world. However, 
newcomers identified the homogeneous nature of our existing population as a 
significant barrier to integrating into the community. Visible minorities and 
immigrants flagged racism and exclusionary attitudes as pervasive issues across 
the community. Stakeholders expressed the desire for community leadership to 
become more diverse to assist with promoting inclusion. Furthermore, 
newcomers from other parts of Canada expressed feeling excluded socially and 
from the workforce because they were labeled as ‘outsiders’.   

2. Economic diversity and business development  

Economic diversification was the most substantial priority identified by 
stakeholders. Consensus emerged over it being imperative that the city’s 
prosperity no longer be intertwined with the status of Essar Steel and the steel 
market. Stakeholders recognized value in focusing on small business 
development in lieu of seeking investment from a major industry.  

Indeed, small business owners highlighted difficulties in launching their 
enterprises and found some approval processes to be intimidating. However, 
many business owners were grateful for the assistance of the city’s incubators 
and small business support provided by the EDC and Innovation Centre.  

Economic diversification was identified as an opportunity to reverse the trend of 
an increasingly precarious workforce in Sault Ste. Marie. Stakeholders 
acknowledged that although there are many jobs available in the city, these 
positions are poorly paid, lacking benefits and long-term job security.   
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3. Quality of life  

Many stakeholders brought up quality of life as a strong asset to our community: 
housing is relatively affordable, there are relatively low crime rates, there is close 
proximity to amenities, and we have access to beautiful natural spaces for 
outdoor recreation. However, observations and issues facing individuals and 
organizations challenge the assumption that all Sault Ste. Marie residents benefit 
from a high standard of living.  

Major employers, arts and culture, education, and the immigration sector linked 
negative perceptions of the city’s quality of life as a significant push factor for 
youth outmigration and a barrier to recruiting new residents. Stakeholders 
pointed to our city’s lack of ‘metropolitan’ amenities (e.g., sidewalk patios, public 
art, investment in culture, festivals, a robust active transportation network) as 
contributing to a lack of civic pride and positivity about living in Sault Ste. Marie, 
especially among youth. Stakeholders emphasized the role a healthy and vibrant 
downtown plays as an economic driver for our city.  

Though most stakeholders believed city residents enjoy a relatively high quality 
of life, the social services sector emphasized the growing social exclusion facing 
several neighbourhoods – especially Gore Street and James Street areas – and 
increasing poverty and income inequality in our community. Specifically, 
affordable, safe, and secure housing is scarce, causing individuals to settle for 
substandard conditions and rent from slum landlords. Furthermore, many people 
are dependent on public transit to access amenities and employment, which 
significantly restricts their mobility and ability to take advantage of the quality of 
life attributes other community members praise.  

The social service and education sectors also flagged trends in social conditions 
that challenge traditional service models and challenge the notion that all Sault 
Ste. Marie residents benefit from a high quality of life. In the education sector, 
school boards report increasing incidences of children not achieving readiness 
for school. “School readiness” is a multidimensional concept with implications 
across sectors: it encompasses physical wellbeing, language development, 
cognition and general knowledge, and motor skills development. Furthermore, 
our community is facing significant increases in the number of individuals facing 
mental health challenges and a lack of resources for addressing these needs. 
Additionally, though crime rates have decreased across the community, law 
enforcement is now contending with increasing rates of domestic violence and 
transgressions related to mental illness.  

Summary of issues 

The community’s deep-rooted complacency, linked with a failure to adopt 
innovative strategies for overcoming systemic issues was brought up in different 
ways at each of the eight roundtable meetings. Many stakeholders pointed to an 
‘insular’ attitude incapable of establishing a new trajectory from the status quo as 
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the root cause of the above issues. Stakeholders emphasized that for our city to 
truly become resilient it will require a community-wide cultural shift.  

Key Opportunities  

Building on the key issues identified in the previous section, this section 
describes several actionable opportunities for the City to pursue. These 
opportunities mirror prevailing themes emerging from roundtable meetings as 
ways to overcome systemic issues and cultivate a cultural shift towards 
becoming a more sustainable, progressive, and inclusive community.  

1. Community Marketing  

Stakeholders agreed that Sault Ste. Marie residents lack community pride, and 
felt this was a root cause of population stagnation and youth outmigration. 
Stakeholders believed it was the responsibility of the City to actively promote the 
community in a positive light for residents. Indeed, a comprehensive marketing 
and public relations strategy was identified across sectors as an imperative step 
towards fostering a positive, unified community identity.  Stakeholders contended 
the City requires a stronger unique vision to market both outside and inside the 
community, marketing unique advantages SSM has compared to other mid-size 
cities.  

All sectors recognized the benefits this strategy would yield: a positive campaign 
can promote tourism, recruit skilled workers, advertise to immigrants, encourage 
youth to remain in the city, and foster community cohesion and pride.   

2. Economic independence 

As discussed in the above section, reliance on Essar Steel, the steel industry, 
and the global steel market presents a formidable barrier to achieving genuine 
long-term sustainability. Stakeholders were adamant that the City should focus 
economic development efforts on industries and enterprises independent from 
the steel industry. Stakeholders cautioned the logic that procuring one large 
employer will serve as a cure-all for our city’s problems. Specifically, 
stakeholders identified the value in supporting small business development. 
Stakeholders suggested the city should continue to invest in small business 
support through combining and expanding the EDC and SSMIC incubators and 
provide guidance and training for new business owners (e.g., creating a business 
development ‘roadmap’). It was also recommended that the City look to other 
communities such as Windsor and Hamilton that are actively working to transition 
from a single-industry economy.  

3. Investing in Quality of Life  

Stakeholders emphasized the importance of City Council recognizing the value of 
making decisions and allocating resources to infrastructure and initiatives that 
ultimately lead to positive quality of life outcomes, specifically in terms of urban 
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development, community amenities and promoting arts and culture, and 
increasing mobility.  

One stakeholder effectively summarized this opportunity by observing, “Overall, 
there are not enough compelling reasons to come to this community. We don’t 
stand out enough and lack a unique selling proposition. There are lot of things we 
could do to make Sault Ste. Marie cleaner, cooler, and more beautiful.” 

It was identified that the City must change their attitude towards urban 
development and infrastructure to encompass a more holistic focus on achieving 
outcomes that enhance the quality of life for all residents. Stakeholders’ 
description of the issues and opinions on moving forward encompass what urban 
planners identify as “Placemaking”: a multifaceted approach to enhancing 
people’s connection to a space. Placemaking has also been identified as a tool 
for economic development. Stakeholders recognized the cultural and economic 
value of projects such as Queenstown Commons and the Huron Street Welcome 
Feature as well as festivals, events, and arts and culture and the role that these 
initiatives play in building a beautiful and exciting city. Stakeholders flagged the 
attitude of withholding funding for ‘nonessential’ public realm enhancement 
projects as counterintuitive on the basis that these projects should proceed for 
their ability to retain and attract youth and enhance people’s connection to 
particular neighbourhoods and the city overall. Stakeholders expressed 
overwhelming support for downtown revitalization initiatives and were in favour of 
proposed projects, policies, and operational adjustments recommended in the 
draft downtown strategy.  

Though it is easy to get around the city by car, addressing the barriers to mobility 
non-drivers face was widely recognized as a priority. In particular, stakeholders 
identified value in committing to continually improving the city’s active 
transportation network and retrofitting existing roads with enhanced sidewalks 
and cycling facilities without waiting for the road to be reconstructed. Criticism 
emerged over recent cuts to the public transit schedule and the difficulty with 
existing routes in travelling to different areas around the city and there was 
widespread recognition that large investments must be made in order for our 
transit network to increase ridership and for residents to perceive it as a viable 
alternative to travelling by car. Stakeholders pointed to the success of the John 
Rowswell Hub Trail as evidence of how active transportation can yield wide-
reaching benefits for the community: the trail is now advertised in tourism 
documents, marketed in real estate advertisements, and is a significant source of 
community pride. 

4. Service delivery at City Hall  

The role of City Hall, specifically city staff and how the Corporation can best 
advance community development goals forward was frequently discussed. 

Page 93 of 233



The Mayor’s Community Development Initiative 
2016 11 07 
Page 7. 
 
Bureaucratic challenges and intimidating processes were identified as inhibiting 
programming, activities, and business development.  

Many opportunities for more efficient and responsive service and communication 
were identified throughout the process. Specifically, the concept of a liaison 
officer emerged as a mechanism to ensure organizations’ needs are being met 
and they are being referred to the right person to obtain their service as quickly 
as possible. Stakeholders felt that the City should take a more active role in 
encouraging groups to host events in the downtown.  

Some stakeholders expressed frustration with contacting City Hall and being 
passed around to several different people before they were finally directed to the 
appropriate person. This issue could be mitigated by providing basic staff training 
to familiarize staff members with the official roles and responsibilities of all staff 
within the organization.  

Stakeholders believed City Hall should take a leadership role in identifying and 
promoting community outcomes and providing more guidance for particular 
sectors. For example, the arts and culture sector believed that a citywide culture 
strategy would help to increase prominence of arts and culture and increase 
cultural literacy across the community. The social services sector similarly 
identified the prospective benefits of developing a child and youth strategy: these 
policies would identify concrete goals for the city to work towards and promote.  

Several “quick wins” for the City to move forward with were also identified 
throughout the meetings, including increasing enforcement of property standards, 
signage, and traffic regulations (i.e., no cycling on sidewalks, especially in the 
downtown); relaxing paid parking enforcement downtown (i.e., offering a ten-
minute ‘grace period’ for expired tickets like they do in other cities); and 
increasing signage for cyclists and throughout the downtown.   

5. Cross-sector partnerships  

All sectors recognized the value in partnership building across sectors to achieve 
mutual gains. A lack of conversation across sectors towards similar objectives 
was identified as a pervasive barrier. The Algoma Leadership Table (a 
consortium of social service providers) provides a strong example of the 
synergistic power of partnership models. Stakeholders suggested the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie could act as a partnership facilitator to bring organizations 
together and engage in dialogue. Many stakeholders emphasized the significant 
potential of the City playing a more formal role in facilitating partnerships 
between community organizations and postsecondary institutions. For example, 
formalizing a relationship between local employers and postsecondary 
institutions was identified as a worthwhile way to simultaneously address the 
community’s impending skills gap and youth outmigration due to lack of 
employment.   
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6. Inclusivity, equity, and social support  

Stakeholders stressed the significance of the City becoming more inclusive and 
supporting the needs of residents, and the critical role the Corporation and the 
Social Services Board plays in achieving these goals. Neighbourhood-based 
poverty is increasing, and is of particular concern for children growing up in these 
areas. Investing in the James Street neighbourhood (similar to what has 
proceeded on Gore Street with streetscape enhancements and increased social 
support through the Neighbourhood Resource Centre) was suggested as a 
method to improve the livelihoods of individuals residing in that area and to 
reconnect the neighbourhood to the rest of the downtown.  

Stakeholders also identified a lack of affordable housing in the community. 
Affordable housing has a transformative effect on individuals’ livelihoods: without 
safe, stable, and sound housing it is difficult to obtain meaningful employment 
and maintain physical wellbeing. Stakeholders would like to see increased 
investment in affordable housing as well as larger incentives for local developers 
to incorporate affordable units in their developments.  

Stakeholders described multiple benefits of making investments that would 
position the City as a leader in geriatric care. This idea has multiple benefits. 
First, our growing seniors’ population would ensure adequate resources and 
excellence in care to meet their specific needs. Second, the city could become a 
destination for individuals requiring specialized care and thus attract medical 
specialists and potential research opportunities.  

The conversations around social inclusion and newcomers mandate that 
something must be done to discourage racism and encourage inclusion both on 
a personal level and in the workforce. Stakeholders believed it was the City’s role 
to reduce racism. Some suggested a public education campaign to encourage 
understanding of different cultures. A few stakeholders suggested the City 
appoint diverse community members to their boards and committees to 
demonstrate to both newcomers and existing residents that visible minorities can 
take leadership roles in our community. 

CONCLUSION  
The Mayor’s Community Development Initiative exposed many valuable ideas 
which stem from stakeholders’ valuable experiences working in our community. 
The individuals that volunteered their time to take part in this process should be 
commended for their participation.  
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
Not applicable. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
The issues and opportunities emerging from this exercise align with the vision 
and directives of the Corporate Strategic Plan.  
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RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the report of the Project Coordinator, Downtown Development 
Initiative, dated 2016 11 07 be received as information and that Council forward 
this report to the Community Adjustment Committee for its consideration.  

 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Victoria Prouse, MPl 
Project Coordinator 
Downtown Development Initiative 
705.759.5373 
v.prouse@cityssm.on.ca 
 
VP/ps 
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Christian Provenzano BA., LL.B, LL.M   

Mayor

  
 

 Corporation of the City of  
Sault Ste. Marie

 

 
November 7, 2016 

TO: Members of City Council 

Community Adjustment Committee 

AUTHOR: Christian Provenzano, Mayor 

RE: Community Development Initiative 

  

________________________________________________________________ 

Overview 

This report is supplemental to the report of the Planning Department and adopts 
and relies upon the information outlined therein.  In that respect, I want to note 
the very good and hard work by a number of our city hall employees who 
assisted with the community consultation:  Don McConnell, Steve Turco, Peter 
Tonazzo, Victoria Prouse from our Planning Department and Mike Ward and Lisa 
Bell of my office. Their effort was one of two key reasons that our consultation 
process was a success.  The second key reason was the community itself.   

We opened the doors to City Hall and asked the community to come in.  To a 
person, to an organization, to an agency, it answered the call. We held 10 
consultation sessions that involved close to 90 participants from our community.  
Dealing with the challenges a community faces, finding its opportunities and 
moving it forward requires community consensus and collective effort.  I am 
confident, as the Mayor of the community, that we have both.   

The intent of the consultative process that I initiated was to hear from people 
involved in a variety of local sectors, to identify common challenges, 
opportunities, themes and avenues of collaboration, and to look for tangible 
actions that the City of Sault Ste. Marie could take to precipitate economic and 
community development.  

No matter the sector or group of people we were meeting with, common themes 
and comments emerged time and again.  Just as important, it was evident to us 
that large parts of our community want to be an active part of a larger effort to 
meet our challenges and develop our opportunities.       

For my part, it is evident that our community cannot continue with the status quo.  
If it does, if it continues to assume that it can rely primarily on the steel industry 
our economy will not develop beyond what it is today.  We can hope that our 
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local steel mill has a long and productive life but we cannot continue to take that 
presumption for granted or plan based upon it.      

Sault Ste. Marie has an aged demographic and its death rate is outpacing its 
birth rate.  Our community needs people to move to Sault Ste. Marie and while I 
appreciate that people need opportunity, people also create opportunity.  What 
people also need is to feel welcomed, respected and connected.  Our community 
has to focus on and embrace migration, immigration and diversity.  Like the arch 

 

We also need our youth to want to stay or to want to return after they have had 
the experience and opportunity of living elsewhere. That requires, in my 
estimation, a renewed civic pride and a focus on quality of life initiatives. We 
have to be positive about our community, focus on its great attributes and the 
quality of life that we can offer.    

In many ways, our community is not alone in its challenges.  Many communities 
are faced with the same issues to varying degrees.  I have a great deal of 
confidence in our City staff, our community leadership and the people I have met 
and listened to throughout this process.  I know we as a community can meet our 
challenges and be a role model for other communities trying to do the same.    

specific matters referred to in the report from planning and offer some additional 
opinions and suggestions in order to encourage discussion amongst Council.  To 
be clear, the following is an expression of my thoughts and opinion based on the 
consultation and should not be taken as supported or endorsed by staff.   

Economic Development  

a. Reorganize/Refocus our Efforts 

As a primary matter, the City has to begin taking a leadership role in Economic 
Development.  I think it is fair to say that taxpayers naturally look to us to support 
the development or our economy.  I think it is also fair to say, generally, that the 
City has historically outsourced that responsibility to the Sault Ste. Marie 
Economic Development Corporation (SSMEDC) and the Sault Ste. Marie 
Innovation Centre (SSMIC).  In addition to these two independent bodies, City 
Council has access to the Economic Development Fund which is distributed at its 
discretion but generally on the recommendation of the SSMEDC. 

The City has begun the process of taking more direct responsibility for its 
economic development efforts through its corporate reorganization and the 
creation of the Deputy CAO Community Development and Enterprise.  I believe 
this is a very positive development.   The City has also undertaken an 
examination of its economic development efforts.  My understanding is that 
Council will have a report before us by the end of the year and I am confident 
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that we will consider it thoroughly and make productive decisions based upon it.  
In the meantime, and subject to the recommendations we will receive, I believe 
that we need to expand the scope of the Economic Development Fund and 
increase the funds available through it.     

The development of our economy is not simply a matter of retaining businesses 
or attracting new ones.  The development of economy correlates to the 
development of community a productive and healthy economy requires and 
starts with a productive and healthy workforce.  Despite our higher than average 
unemployment rate, there are good jobs in this community that are going unfilled.  
Some of those jobs could serve to attract people to our community (or back to 
our community) and some of the jobs can serve as opportunities for people who 
are unemployed, underemployed or on social assistance.           

I believe we need to expand the Economic Development Fund into the 
Economic and Community Development Fund and increase the fund in order 
that we may also encourage and participate in community development projects 
in addition to economic development projects.  The fund should have new terms 
of reference and be administered by City Council upon the recommendation of 
the Deputy CAO Community Development & Enterprise and the Chief 
Administrative Officer.   I note, importantly, that I do not believe the additional 
monies should come from increasing the tax levy.  I believe the resources should 
come from the current funding envelope and I have asked MDB Insights (the 
consultant commissioned to review our economic development efforts) to assess 
this suggestion in order that it may provide advice to Council in its report.   

b. Cluster Development Opportunities 

Additionally, through the consultations it was evident that there is some social 
and economic opportunity in two specific sectors:  Health Care & Education.  A 
number of opportunities within and amongst the sectors were discussed and I 
believe those discussions need to continue.  For instance, in the health care 
sector, it was noted that both Sudbury and Thunder Bay have centres of 
excellence in different health care fields but Sault Ste. Marie does not.  Although 
some minor challenges were acknowledged there was no significant reason that 
Sault Ste. Marie cannot and should not develop a centre of excellence.   

the lottery and gaming task force) could be created through the DCAO 
Community Development and Enterprise.  There are community leaders from 
both sectors who expressed a willingness to continue to work with the City and 
each other to find develop opportunities.  The City can support and facilitate the 
development of sector specific projects and should make those efforts.   
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Community Pride & Identity  

One of the most frequent things that we heard is that we need a much better 
collective sense of not only who we are as a community but who we want to be.  
To put it simply, the overwhelming consensus was that we lacked a community 

value proposition:  why people should want to live, work and play here  the 
value in and of our community that makes it attractive.   

The developme
value proposition was generally noted as important to: 

1. Community Pride; and,  
2. Population Retention & Growth; and,  
3. Attracting Business & Tourism. 

One participant made a particularly effective point that underlines the issue.  Our 
community and area offer some of the best cross country skiing, downhill skiing, 
hiking, boating (including canoeing and kayaking), camping, fishing and mountain 
biking in the province and as also compared to upper Michigan.  Notwithstanding, 
we do not celebrate or sell these really attractive attributes.   

Another important suggestion was that the brand should belong to the City but 
the City has to ensure, when developing it, that it is a brand that will be used by 
our community partners when promoting and selling the community.  Specifically, 
the City has to develop a brand that the College and the University support and 
will use as they promote their own institution through the community and to the 
world at large.   

As an accompanying effort to developing a community brand, the City (in 
conjunction with its partners) may wish to consider developing a purpose-built 
website to target and attract new residents and workers to the community. This 
would obviously align with efforts to newcomers to settle here and to drive 
growth. 

There are some existing sites launched by other Canadian communities that 

website (http://moveupprincegeorge.ca/) provides an interesting example of how 
another northern, mid-sized city is marketing itself. The site was developed after 
the community undertook a labour market needs assessment to determine its 
future workforce needs. The website was launched in combination with a 
marketing campaign in several major cities (Edmonton, Vancouver, Toronto and 
London, ON), one that targeted prospective residents who were likely to be 
receptive to moving to Prince George.  
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The site provides information about job opportunities and the mechanics of 
moving to Prince George, but it also does a great job communication the stories 
of people who have chosen to move or who already reside in the community and 
what they like about it.  

Both of these projects will require resources and I recognize that we have some 
very difficult budgeting decisions ahead of us.  Notwithstanding, we have to be 

suggest that these two investments would meet that threshold.   

Creating an Inclusive and Welcoming Community 

I want to start by recognizing that we have a number of organizations doing good 
work making Sault Ste. Marie a more inclusive and welcoming community 
including: the Local Immigration Partnership, New to the Sault, Sault Career 
Centre, Sault College, Algoma University and Refugee 705. I note, additionally, 
that Councillor Romano has lead a group that has study and considered the 
issue of immigration to our community and I look forward to his report to Council.   

Sault Ste. Marie has come a long way in becoming a more welcoming community 
but we still have a lot of work to do.  For our community to grow and thrive, our 
community needs migrants and immigrants to locate or relocate to Sault Ste. 
Marie.  People want to live in a community where they feel welcome, accepted 
and included.  City Council and administration has to support and supplement the 
good work already occurring and there are a few things we can do in the near 
term. 

a. Boards and Committees 

One of the comments that I found very incisive came from a participant at the 
immigration and diversity round table.  The individual commented that minorities 

ecifically on the boards and 
committees that govern our community agencies.  The City has to make a more 
significant effort to ensure that diverse perspectives are given the opportunity to 
be heard and to be a part of the decision making process.  City Council will 
shortly be assessing the Boards & Committee appointment process and we 
should be mindful of this advice when ultimately deciding a way forward.                  

b. First Nations and Metis 

It is especially important  that we continue to build our relationship with local First 
Nations and Metis residents and neighbours. Sault Ste. Marie is bordered by two 

identifies as First Nations or Metis, making for one of the largest urban First 
Nations populations in the province. 
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Both City staff and members of Council have been making strides in recent years 
in terms of building positive relationships with the First Nations and Metis 

for City staff, councillors and community members. Another informational session 
on First Nations for members of Sault Ste. Marie City Council is being planned 
with Batchewana First Nation. While progress is happening, there is certainly 
more work to be done and our community as a whole has to be willing to 
continue moving forward in the spirit of reconciliation. 

c. Transit 

Part of being inclusive requires the presence of a well-functioning and convenient 
transit system. Sault Transit is relied on as a primary mode of transportation by a 
variety of groups, some of them at risk of being marginalized. These include: low-
income persons, seniors, persons with medical conditions who are unable to 
drive, youth, and post-secondary students. 

To be clear, there is no suggestion that the staff and management at Sault 
Transit are anything but professional. However, there was frustration expressed 
about the frequency, timing, availability of transfers and other systematic transit 
issues. We heard that it could be time-consuming and onerous for many transit 
users to travel to appointments or locations in different parts of town. As an 
example, we were advised that it took a single mother almost 2 hours to travel to 
the Social Services building for a scheduled appointment. 

As with many of the issues canvassed in this report, there are no easy or 
inexpensive solutions available that would quickly bolster our transit services. 
However, addressing the issue first requires a better understanding of how the 
system could be improved and what that would entail. To that end, the route 
optimization review scheduled for 2017 is an important first step in assessing 
what could be changed. 

d. Supporting Arts and Culture  

want tourists to visit, if we want youth to stay, if we want former residents to 
move back, and if we want newcomers to decide to live here, then we need to 
offer a compelling mix of things to do and places in which to do them. A 
compelling arts and culture scene is a vital part of the equation. 

Part of the effort to enhance arts and culture could involve the development of a 
city-wide culture strategy, one that would increase the prominence of arts and 
culture and build understanding about the sector. 

Certainly, times have been tough, but we cannot look at our arts and culture 
investment as discretionary or an extra. If anything, we need to re-examine our 
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spending to see if there are ways to make needed new investments and 
reinvestments into the sector. The coming transition with the Sault Ste. Marie 
Public Library may offer one opportunity in which to reallocate funds across the 
sector both for the benefit of the library and other cultural institutions supported 
by the City. 

Our Downtown 

The downtown was a topic of its own consultation, but also a topic that came up 
from session to session.   The downtown related to the development of the 
economy, to attracting and retaining youth and young professionals, to 
addressing socio-economic challenges and to creating a community that people 
wanted to live in.  Suffice it to say, focusing on improving our downtown was a 
very frequently identified priority.     

Over the last several years, the Planning Department has been administering a 
Downtown Improvement Plan which has facilitated the inflow of over $80 million 
in private sector investment. 

Recent downtown improvements include the refurbishment of Gore Street that 
will soon be completed. There has also been considerable development in the 
Canal District neighborhood, with new developments including the pump track, 
the Etienne Brule site, new investments by Parks Canada at the Sault Canal site, 
and private sector activity at Mill Market, Mill Square and The Yard. 

The next phase in the downtown redevelopment plan is currently being finalized 
by the Planning Department. Though this is a difficult budget year, it is critical 
that the City conduct all necessary preparations in 2017 in order to prepare for 
implementation in 2018. 

Out of respect for Planning and their forthcoming plan, I will refrain from offering 
too many specifics about what I would like to see occur downtown. However, I 
will offer one general idea for consideration that I feel is important. 

To my mind, one of the challenges for improving the downtown is that most plans 
anticipate taking a protracted approach, with public investments and 
improvements being made gradually over many years. This tends to yield 
incremental progress that can be difficult to see, in part because of our 

-out physical form. A block-by-block approach runs the risk 
that by the time the last block is renewed that the earliest ones will be looking 
tired again. 

Our downtown revitalization efforts would be boosted if they could be seen and 
felt quickly on a dramatic, extensive scale. For example, devoting a full capital 
works budget for one year to downtown improvements would allow for visual, 
meaningful progress to occur in a short period of time. Completing significant 
improvements quickly would be a way to generate momentum for the downtown 

Page 103 of 233



Report to Council  Community Development Initiative 
2016 11 07 
Page 8.
 
and increase positivity, which in turn would hopefully lead to renewed private 
sector investment and community interest in this essential area of the City.  

Conclusion 

These recommendations are not exhaustive.  While the challenges we heard 
about and discussed are easy enough to recognize and understand, finding 
solutions to adequately address them is more complex.  While the opportunities 
we heard about and discussed are very conceivably achievable, realizing them 
requires that we build capacity and community good will.   

There is a lot of work to do as a community which will depend on continuing to 
bring people and community groups together to work collaboratively.  To this 
end, the City can be a change agent.  It can lead, it can facilitate and it can 
encourage community and economic development but to create broad based 
community change, we need the cooperation of our community partners 
including (but not limited to):  the College and University, the School Boards, the 
PUC, Sault Area Hospital, the OLG, our private sector and our First Nation 
neighbours.  We have to continue to engage our partners, to assist them in their 
efforts and to make clear how we need their assistance in our broader 
community efforts.  

We are fortunate that in the near-term we have the Community Adjustment 

my report and other relevant information from our sessions will be provide to the 
Community Adjustment Committee to assist them in their efforts. I am hopeful 

report in spring of 2017.   

I do want to acknowledge that there have been past community development 
efforts such as Destiny Sault Ste. Marie and Building an Extraordinary 
Community. These initiatives had their successes and they also benefitted from 
the extensive and sincere efforts of many participants including past Mayors 
and members of Council. However, we are at a juncture where we need to apply 
ourselves with even greater urgency to the difficult task of reorienting our 

 To put things simply, I believe we need to shift the focus 
from maintaining the City we have to building the City that we want.   

Much of the change that our community requires depends upon the leadership of 

contemplate difficult issues, arrive at difficult decisions and maintain a spirit of 
collegiality throughout.  We will need to continue being assertive and cooperative 
to move our City forward.  I suggest to you that some of the groundwork for doing 
so is already in place and with this report you have my recommendations for next 
steps.   
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I look for and welcome your ideas and your feedback.  I am certain that with your 
input and support, the guidance we receive from the Community Adjustment 
Committee, and with buy-in from our community partners, that we will be able to 
establish ambitious goals for our City and put the necessary structures in place to 
realize them.    

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Christian Provenzano 
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Peter Tonazzo, RPP, Senior Planner 

DEPARTMENT: Community Development and Enterprise Services 

RE: Land Use Restriction Exemption – 540 Second Line East 
and 2059 Second Line West 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to request a ‘Land Use Restriction Exemption’ 
Resolution for two (2) ground mounted solar photovoltaic applications. 
 
The applicant is PUC Services, and the proposal is to occupy a portion of 540 
Second Line East (Zone 1 Reservoir site at PUC headquarters) and 2059 
Second Line West (water treatment plant). 
 
BACKGROUND 
The Feed-In-Tariff (FIT) is a provincial program administered by the Independent 
Electricity Operator (IESO), which purchases power produced by renewable 
energy sources (wind, solar, hydro) at a pre-determined rate.  The current 
application intake window is October 31, 2016 through November 18, 2016. 

This request is in addition to a Report by the Environmental Initiatives 
Coordinator (appearing elsewhere on Council’s Agenda) recommending 
‘Municipal Council Support Resolutions’ for these proposals. 
 
ANALYSIS 
Council has provided support resolutions for a number of roof mounted solar 
projects.  The FIT eligibility criteria for ground mounted projects are more 
stringent than those for rooftop mounted projects and the process is different.   
 
Additional eligibility criteria (land use restrictions) for ground mounted projects 
include: 

1. They cannot be the primary use of land and must be secondary or 
accessory to an existing use. 

2. The lands cannot have agricultural potential. 

Page 106 of 233



Land Use Restriction Exemption 
2016 11 07 
Page 2. 
 

3. The lands cannot be located on a residential property, excluding rural 
residential properties. 

 
Notwithstanding the aforementioned eligibility criteria, proposals will be 
considered if they include a ‘Land Use Exemption Resolution’ from Council.  This 
Resolution also acts as a statement of Council’s support, even if the Exemption 
Resolution is not required. 
 
The PUC headquarters at 540 Second Line East meets the eligibility criteria 
outlined in FIT.  According to the Canadian Land Inventory, a portion of the 
property at 2059 Second Line West (water treatment plant) is identified as having 
Class 3 soils which have agricultural potential, albeit very limited. 
 
In 2007, Zoning By-law 2005-150 was amended to include Accessory Use Solar 
Power Installations, permitted as an accessory use in all zones, subject to same 
applicable setbacks.  In 2008, Council passed a resolution adopting an identity of 
being the “Alternative Energy Capital of North America”.   
 
Although the City of Sault Ste. Marie has supported alternative energy proposals, 
this was not the case in other parts of the Province.  In response to a number of 
municipalities adopting overly restrictive regulations, in 2009 the Province took 
away local jurisdiction and thus the municipality’s ability to zone and regulate 
solar and wind installations in any way. 
 
The current FIT land use restrictions for ground mounted solar projects appear to 
be restrictive; however they can be ‘waived’ by local Council’s through a Land 
Use Exemption Resolution.  It appears that this framework is aimed at giving 
some authority back to municipalities.  
 
Planning Staff is recommending that Council grant the requested Land Use 
Exemption Resolutions and thereby support these FIT applications.  If the City 
still had jurisdiction, each ground mounted proposal would be permitted under 
the current zoning of both properties, subject to required setbacks.  
Consequently, in the case of these two proposals, the proponents could apply for 
permits and begin construction, without the need for Council approval or public 
notice.    
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
There is no direct budgetary impact related to this request. 

STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
The Corporate Strategic Plan speaks to Environmental Stewardship, Innovation 
and Productivity.  As previously mentioned, the City of Sault Ste. Marie self 
identifies as the ‘Alternative Energy Capital of North America’.   
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RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

Resolved that the Report of the Senior Planner dated 2016 11 07 be accepted as 
information and that Council exempts the Projects on 540 Second Line East and 
2059 Second Line West from any or all of the residential, commercial and 
industrial land-use restrictions as identified in Sections 2.3(e), 2.3(f), 2.3(g) and 
2.3(h) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.1. 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Peter Tonazzo, RPP 
Senior Planner 
705.759.2780 
p.tonazzo@cityssm.on.ca 
 
 
PT/ps 
 
Attachment(s) 
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      Transmittal 
Project No.: 22-7 
TRS-227-004  
Date Issued: 31 October 2016      Page: Page 1 of 1 
 

To: Corrina Barrett, Environmental Initiatives 
Coordinator - City of Sault Ste. Marie. 

From: N-Sci Technologies Inc 

99 Foster Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 5X6 
Phone (705) 541-7175 
Email: c.barrett@cityssm.on.ca  

633 Albert St. E. 
Sault Ste. Marie, ON P6A 2K5 
CANADA 
Tel. 705-949-1033 x200               Fax. 705-949-2486 

 
 

Customer Ref # Quantity N-Sci Ref. # Description Comment 
 1  Prescribed-Form-Land Use Restriction 

Exemption Resolution- 540 Second Line East 
 

 1  Prescribed-Form- Land Use Restriction 
Exemption Resolution - 2059 Second Line 
West 

 

 1  A-14-SK0618-001 Rev. A– Site Plan - 540 
Second Line East 

 

 1  A-14-SK0618-002 Rev. A– Site Plan – 2059 
Second Line West 

 

     

     
 

Copy to (indicate email or courier): 

ted@superiorenergysolutions.net   
rreid@nsci.ca  
lmuio@nsci.ca  
 

Signature 

 
Acknowledgement Required (Yes/No):  No  

Acknowledgement 
Please sign this acknowledgement and fax back to the FAX number above upon receipt of this transit document. 
 
       
Received by (print name)  Signature   Date 

 

NOTE: PROFESSIONAL ENGINEERING SERVICES ARE PROVIDED BY N-SCI TECHNOLOGIES INC. UNDER THE AUTHORITY OF:  
PEO CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZATION #100078827 OR APEGGA PERMIT TO PRACTICE #P11680 
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TEMPLATE: LAND USE RESTRICTION EXEMPTION RESOLUTION                          
Section 3.8(g) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0    

FIT Reference Number:

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a  

(the "Lands") in Non-Rooftop Solar Project (the "Project") on

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that the Council of

indicate by resolution that the Project has an exemption from any or all of the residential, commercial and industrial land-use restrictions as 
identified in Sections 2.3(e), 2.3(f), 2.3(g) and 2.3(h) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.  

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the exempts the Project on the Lands as

described  above from any or all of the residential, commercial and industrial land-use restrictions as identified in Sections 2.3(e), 2.3(f), 2.3(g) 
and 2.3(h) in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

This resolution's sole purpose is to provide municipal exemption from the above noted specific residential, commercial and industrial land-
use restrictions under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the 
Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

Date: Date:

under the province's FIT Program;

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-021r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

Resolution Number:

Date Resolution was passed:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant in 
order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules, even where 
Local Municipality letterhead is used. This is not to be  inserted by 
the Local Municipality.)

1

2

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

3

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

PUC Services Inc.

540 Second Line East

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

Mayor City Clerk
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Section 3.8(g) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0    

FIT Reference Number:

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a  

(the "Lands") in Non-Rooftop Solar Project (the "Project") on

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that the Council of

indicate by resolution that the Project has an exemption from any or all of the residential, commercial and industrial land-use restrictions as 
identified in Sections 2.3(e), 2.3(f), 2.3(g) and 2.3(h) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.  

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the exempts the Project on the Lands as

described  above from any or all of the residential, commercial and industrial land-use restrictions as identified in Sections 2.3(e), 2.3(f), 2.3(g) 
and 2.3(h) in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

This resolution's sole purpose is to provide municipal exemption from the above noted specific residential, commercial and industrial land-
use restrictions under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the 
Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

Date: Date:

under the province's FIT Program;

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-021r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

Resolution Number:

Date Resolution was passed:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant in 
order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules, even where 
Local Municipality letterhead is used. This is not to be  inserted by 
the Local Municipality.)

1

2

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

3

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

PUC Services Inc.

2059 Second Line West

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

Mayor City Clerk
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The Corporation of the 
 City of Sault Ste. Marie 

C O U N C I L    R E P O R T 

 

November 7, 2016 

TO: Mayor Christian Provenzano and Members of City 
Council 

AUTHOR: Susan Hamilton Beach, P. Eng. 

DEPARTMENT: Public Works and Engineering Services 

RE: Bennett Boulevard and Texas Avenue – Additional 
Crossing Guard 

________________________________________________________________ 

PURPOSE 
The purpose of this report is to seek Council approval for the addition of an adult 
crossing guard at the intersection of Bennett Boulevard and Texas Avenue. 

BACKGROUND 
One (1) adult crossing has been employed at this location for some time.  Since 
the creation of the super school Holy Cross – there has been a significant 
increase to the student population.  The number of students walking to this 
school, the traffic created by the school itself (ie. parents picking up and dropping 
off students), bus traffic as well as traffic volume and speeds on Bennett 
Boulevard have been noted to contribute to the need for a second guard at this 
location. 

ANALYSIS 
A study has been conducted through the Traffic Division of Public Works with the 
results indicating very few gaps were present for the students to safely cross, the 
85th percentile speed of 67km/hr was observed – even with a reduced speed limit 
of 40km/hr – and many vehicles are turning through the crosswalks, conflicting 
with the pedestrian traffic.   

Given the criteria established by the Ontario Traffic College “School Crossing 
Guard Guide”, this location meets the criteria for implementing two (2) crossing 
guards at an intersection and therefore this is staff’s recommendation. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
As there have been a number of locations with guards removed due to school 
closures, the salary and benefits of the additional crossing guard can be covered 
within the existing Operations budget for crossing guards.  
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Bennett Boulevard and Texas Avenue – Additional Crossing Guard 
2016 11 07 
Page 2. 
 
STRATEGIC PLAN / POLICY IMPACT 
The Corporate Strategic Plan for 2016-2020 indicates a focus on Service 
Delivery and Quality of Life.  We want to encourage our students to walk to 
school, in a safe manner, and the provision of this service contributes to this 
goal. 

RECOMMENDATION 
It is therefore recommended that Council take the following action:  

That the report of the Director of Public Works dated 2016 11 07 be received as 
information, and furthermore, that Council approve the implementation of a 
second adult crossing guard at the intersection of Bennett Boulevard and Texas 
Avenue. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Susan Hamilton Beach, P. Eng. 
Director of Public Works 
705.759.5207 
s.hamiltonbeach@cityssm.on.ca 
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City of Sault Ste. Marie
Public Works & Transportation
Traffic Division

Location: Crosswalk Across: Bennett Boulevard
Date: S. Lavergne

Start Observation:  seconds
Start Study:
End Study  metres

N 4 3 2 1 N 4 3 2 1

Group Size 16 to 20 11 to 15 6 to 10 5 or less Group Size 16 to 20 11 to 15 6 to 10 5 or less
Group No. - - - - Group No. - - - -

1 2 1 5
2 2 2 4
3 1 3 2
4 1 4 2
5 4 5
6 2 6
7 3 7
8 2 8
9 1 9
10 1 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20

Total 0 0 0 19 Total 0 0 0 13

N = 1 N = 1

Comments:  At this location on Bennett Boulevard, the width of the School Crossing is 18m and there is a reduced speed limit 
of 40 km/h during School Start/End Times.  A calculated safe gap time of 20 seconds is needed.  A speed study was conducted 
in the area showing an 85th percentile of 67 km/h. Based on the MTO School Crossing Review, an Adult School Guard is 
warranted at this location as there were less than five adequate gaps in each five minute interval of this study.   

x .15 = 1.5

8:30 AM 3:10 PM
3:20 PM8:35 AM

9:05 AM

10

Total No. of Students 
Crossing 19

AM PM

Group Size

x .15 = 0.6

Total No. of Students 
Crossing 13

0 0 0 4

Pedestrian Group Size Study
PM Study Period

Group Size

18

Adult School Guard Crossing Study for Non-Signalized Locations

Texas Ave at Bennett Blvd

Adequate Gap Time: 20

Roadway Width:3:50 PM

Cumulative 
Total 0 0 0

9/14/2016 Observer:

AM Study Period
Pedestrian Group Size Study

Cumulative 
Total
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City of Sault Ste. Marie
Public Works & Transportation
Traffic Division

Location: Crosswalk Across: Texas Avenue
Date: S. Lavergne

Start Observation:  seconds
Start Study:
End Study  metres

N 4 3 2 1 N 4 3 2 1

Group Size 16 to 20 11 to 15 6 to 10 5 or less Group Size 16 to 20 11 to 15 6 to 10 5 or less
Group No. - - - - Group No. - - - -

1 2 1 5
2 3 2 6
3 1 3 5
4 3 4 7
5 3 5 5
6 2 6 4
7 3 7 3
8 2 8 2
9 3 9
10 1 10
11 2 11
12 2 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20

Total 0 0 0 27 Total 0 0 13 24

N = 1 N = 2

Comments:  At this location on Texas Avenue, the width of the School Crossing is 10m and the speed limit is 50 km/h.   A 
calculated safe gap time of 15 seconds is needed. During the study period, there was a consistent line-up of vehicles turning 
through the crosswalk, conflicting with pedestrian traffic.  Based on the MTO School Crossing Review, an Adult School Guard is 
warranted at this location as there were less than five adequate gaps in each five minute interval of this study.   

x .15 = 1.8

8:30 AM 3:10 PM
3:20 PM8:35 AM

9:05 AM

12

Total No. of Students 
Crossing 27

AM PM

Group Size

x .15 = 1.2

Total No. of Students 
Crossing 37

0 0 2 8

Pedestrian Group Size Study
PM Study Period

Group Size

10

Adult School Guard Crossing Study for Non-Signalized Locations

Texas Ave at Bennett Blvd

Adequate Gap Time: 15

Roadway Width:3:50 PM

Cumulative 
Total 0 0 0

9/14/2016 Observer:

AM Study Period
Pedestrian Group Size Study

Cumulative 
Total
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PUC	INC.	&	PUC	SERVICES	INC.
2016 Third	Quarter	Shareholder	Report

PUC	IN	THE	COMMUNITY
Streetlight	Conversion	Project
           
  
     
               
           


PUC	Employees	Support	ARCH


            
  
          



 
           


            
            


 


BOARD	GOVERNANCE

   
    


PUC	SERVICES	INC.	
              



           
  

Page 121 of 233



Page 3 of 7

           
 

              
            


PUC	DISTRIBUTION	INC.

PUC	Scorecard	for	2015

         
        
          



 



 

 
 
             

               


 
               
  
           
     


 
 


             
    
           
              

             
second	lowest	total	bill 
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  
  



  
   
      
 

        



             
          
   
            


            
 
  
    

            
  


               
 
 

              

  
   
  
  


            
          
 
             
          

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FINANCIAL	STATUS
  


               
           
   
    


     
             


   
             
   
   

  
  
  
  
  
   
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





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






   

   



    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    

    


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






   

   



    

    

     



    

    

    

     

     

     

     

    

     

    

    

    


















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






   

   



     

    

    

    

     

    

     

     

    

    

    

    

    
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



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


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
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
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   

   



    

    

     

     

     

    

    

    

     

    

    











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






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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 

 

BY-LAW 2016-174 
 

 

AGREEMENT:  (P2)  A by-law to authorize the execution of an agreement between the 
City and Her Majesty the Queen in Right of Ontario as represented by the Minister of 
Community Safety and Correctional Services to extend the Court Security and Prisoner 
Transportation (CSPT) Program to 2018.   
 
 

THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to section 9 

of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25, ENACTS as follows: 
 

 

1. EXECUTION OF DOCUMENT 
 
The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized for and in the name of the 
Corporation to execute and affix the seal of the Corporation to an agreement 
dated January 1, 2017 between the City and Her Majesty the Queen in Right of 
Ontario as represented by the Minister of Community Safety and Correctional 
Services, a copy of which is attached as Schedule “A” hereto. This Agreement 
extends the Court Security and Prisoner Transportation (CSPT) Program to 
2018.   

 

2. SCHEDULE "A" 
 

Schedule "A" forms part of this by-law. 
 

3. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
 This by-law takes effect on the day of its final passing. 
 
 

PASSED in open Council this 7
th

 day of November, 2016.  
 
 
              

     MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
              

     CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
 
 
 
 
 
sp  \\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-174 Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Program.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 

 

BY-LAW 2016-175 
 

AGREEMENT:  (P5) A by-law to authorize the execution of two (2) Lease Agreements  
between the City and Caterpillar Financial Services Limited for two (2) 2016 Caterpillar 
Motor Graders complete with Snow Wings and Front Blades.  
 
 

THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to section 9 

of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25, ENACTS as follows: 
 

 

1. EXECUTION OF DOCUMENT 
 

 The Mayor and City Clerk are hereby authorized for and in the name of the 
 Corporation to execute and affix the seal of the Corporation to two (2) Lease 
 Agreements between the City and Caterpillar Financial Services Limited for two 
 (2) 2016 Caterpillar Motor Graders complete with Snow Wings and Front 
 Blades. 
 

2. SCHEDULE "A" 
 

Schedule "A" forms part of this by-law. 
 

3. SCHEDULE "B" 
 
Schedule “B” forms part of this by-law. 
 

4. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
 This by-law takes effect on the day of its final passing. 
 
 

PASSED in open Council this 7
th

 day of November, 2016. 
 
              

     MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
              

     CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
 
da LEGAL\STAFF\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-175 EXECUTION LEASE AGREEMENTS TWO MOTOR GRADERS.DOC 

Page 159 of 233



Page 160 of 233



Page 161 of 233



Page 162 of 233



Page 163 of 233



Page 164 of 233



Page 165 of 233



Page 166 of 233



Page 167 of 233



Page 168 of 233



Page 169 of 233



Page 170 of 233



Page 171 of 233



Page 172 of 233



Page 173 of 233



Page 174 of 233



Page 175 of 233



Page 176 of 233



Page 177 of 233



Page 178 of 233



Page 179 of 233



Page 180 of 233



Page 181 of 233



THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 
 

BY–LAW 2016-180 
 
FINANCE: (F1.1) A by-law to establish user fees and service charges. 
 

  
WHEREAS Section 391(1) of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.0. 2001, c. 25, as 
amended, states that despite any Act, a municipality and local board may pass 
by-laws imposing fees or charges on any class of persons, for services or 
activities provided or done by on behalf of it, and, for the use of it’s property 
including property under its control; 
 
AND WHEREAS it is deemed necessary to charge user fees and service 
charges;  
 
NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie 
hereby pursuant to Section 391(1) of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O.  2001, c. 25 
as amended ENACTS as follows: 
 
1.  USER FEES ADOPTED 
 

That Council does confirm and ratify the user fees and service charges 
described in Schedules “A” to “H” attached to and forming part of this    
By-law and are outlined as follows: 

 
 Schedule A - Clerk’s Department 
 Schedule B - Community Services Department 
 Schedule C - Engineering Department  
 Schedule D - Planning Department 
 Schedule E - Building Services Department  
 Schedule F - Finance Department 
 Schedule G - Fire Services 
 Schedule H - Legal Department 
 Schedule I - Public Works and Transportation Department 
 
2.      BY-LAW 2016-3, 2016-23, 2016-67, 2016-130 and 2016-155 REPEALED 
 
          By-law 2016-3, 2016-23, 2016-67, 2016-130 and 2016-155 are hereby 
 repealed. 
 
 
3.      EFFECTIVE DATE  
 
          This By-law is effective on January 1, 2017. 
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By-law 2016-180 
Page 2 
 
 
 
PASSED in open Council this 7th day November, 2016. 
 
 
 
 
      ______________________________  
                                                       MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
 
      ______________________________  
      CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
 
 
 
 
 
da LEGAL\STAFF\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-180 RE 2017 USER FEES.DOC  
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

TRANSIT CASH FARES

 - Adults $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Students N/A N/A Exempt

 - Seniors $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Children (Youth) $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

TRANSIT BUS PASSES

 - Monthly Pass - Adult $60.00 $65.00 Exempt

 - Monthly Pass - School Board $40.00 $44.00 Exempt

 - Monthly Pass - Senior $50.00 $55.00 Exempt

 - Monthly Pass - Child (Youth) $25.00 $27.50 Exempt

 - Punch Pass - 20 Rides $40.00 $44.00 Exempt

 - Senior Multi 6 Ride Pass (60 years and over) $7.80 $8.60 Exempt

 - Senior Multi 12 Ride Pass (60 years and over) $15.60 $17.15 Exempt

 - Community Living Algoma $46.00 $51.00 Exempt

 - Single Bus Pass $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Semester Pass ( one semester) $160.00 $176.00 Exempt

TRANSIT PHOTO I.D. CARD $5.00/card $5.00/card Exempt

TRANSIT CHARTERS - LOCAL

 - Weekdays per hour (minimum 2 hour) $125.00/hr $150.00 Add

 - Sundays per hour (minimum 2 hour) $135.00/hr $150.00 Add

 - Statutory Holidays per hour (minimum 1 hour) $150.00/hr $165.00 Add

TRANSIT BUS ADVERTISING

 - Governed by Agreement 

COMMUNITY BUS CASH FARES

 - Cash Fare $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Punch Pass - 20 Rides $40.00 $44.00 Exempt

PARA BUS FARES

 - Cash Fare $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Ambulatory Cash Fare $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - Attendant Cash Fare $2.50 $2.75 Exempt

 - 40 Ride Pass $70.00 $77.00 Exempt

 - 10 Ride - Ambulatory Pass N.A. N.A.

 - 20 Ride - Ambulatory Pass N.A. N.A.

 - 40 Ride - Ambulatory Pass N.A. N.A.

MISCELLANEOUS TRANSIT SHOP SALES

 - Labour 95.00 95.00 Add

 - Bus Parking $ 20.00 / day $ 20.00 / day Add

 - Bus Parking - Monthly $ 225.00 / month $ 225.00 / month Add

 - Bus Wash N/A N/A Add

 - Bus Wash - by Hand N/A N/A Add

 - Bus - Mop and Sweep N/A N/A Add

 - Bus Vacuum N/A N/A Add

 - Battery Charge N/A N/A Add

 - Service Call - Regular Hours - 95.00 95.00 Add

 - Service Call - After Hours - $130.00/ hr $130.00/ hr Add

 - Service Calls - Cost per kilometer - $ 0.45 / km $ 0.45 / km Add

CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE

USER FEE & SERVICE CHARGES - BY-LAW  2016-180   - Schedule "I"

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

SEWER RODDING

 - Calls during regular Hours $145.00 $145.00 Add

 - Calls outside regular Hours $290.00 $290.00 Add

 - CCTV Lateral Inspection $185.00 / hour $185.00 / hour Inc

 - CCTV Mainline Sewer Inspection $175.00 $175.00 Add

LANDFILL FEES (established by by-law 2003-140)

 - Tipping Fee per tonne 70.00 70.00 No

 - Gate Fee 10.00 10.00 No

 - Out of town (Prince/Rankin) Tipping Fee per tonne 70.00 70.00 No

 - Asbestos per bag following MOE Regulations (up to 4 bags) 50.00 50.00 No

 - Asbestos bulk load - MOE Regulations per tonne after 4 bags 200.00 200.00 No

 - Bio-Medical Waste per tonne per MOE Guideline 200.00 200.00 No

 - Refrigerator/Freezer Disposal (untagged) 25.00 25.00 No

 - Non Hazardous Industrial Solid Waste (for cover material) 35.00 35.00 No

 - Non Hazardous Industrial Solid Waste (Non Useable) 70.00 70.00 No

 -Residential pick up excess bag tag 2.00 2.00 No

PARKING METERS

 - Queenstown Area per hour 1.00 1.25 Included

 - City Centre Area per hour 0.50 1.25 Included

HOODING OF PARKING METERS

 - Single Meter per day 4.00 4.00 Included

 - Double Meter per day 8.00 8.00 Included

PARKING LOTS

 - Rental - Monthly 40.00 44.00 Included

 - Yearly Rate - Non Refundable 411.00 452.00 Included

 - Daily Rate 3.00 5.00 Included

CEMETERY

Lots

Adult

1 grave lot – minimum 3.5' x 10.0'

Land $459.00 $459.00

Care and maintenance $306.00 $765.00 $306.00 $765.00 Added

2 grave lot – minimum 2.0' x 10.0' 

Land $918.00 $918.00

Care and maintenance $612.00 $1,530.00 $612.00 $1,530.00 Added

Child (5 years – 10 years)

Land

Care and maintenance $329.00 $329.00 Added

Infant (under 5 years)

Land

Care and maintenance $150.00 $150.00 Added

Care and maintenance fund – lots on which care and maintenance 

charges have not been paid. 

This only pertains to lots purchased prior to January 1, 1955. This is a 

one-time charge (per lot).

$250.00 $250.00 Added

Cremation Lots (Urn Garden)

1 grave lot – .6m x .6m

Land $70.00 $70.00

Care and maintenance $150.00 $220.00 $150.00 $220.00 Added
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

2 grave lot (.6m x 1.2m)

Land $140.00 $140.00

Care and maintenance $300.00 $440.00 $300.00 $440.00 Added

Cremorial Wall Niches

Rows 1 to 4

single 10.16 cm x 20.36 cm front

Care and maintenance $693.00 $693.00 Added

Rows 5&6

single 10.16 cm x 20.36 cm front

Care and maintenance $636.00 $636.00 Added

Rows 7&8

single 10.16 cm x 20.36 cm front

Care and maintenance $536.00 $536.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "GC"

Section A-B-C-D-E-F-G-H-I-J-K

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,481.00 $1,481.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $893.00 $893.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "GC"

Section L

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,646.00 $1,646.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $999.00 $999.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "GC" (New)

Section M

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,646.00 $1,646.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $999.00 $999.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "HC"

Section O-P-Q-R

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,570.00 $1,570.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $940.00 $940.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "HC"

Section S

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,646.00 $1,646.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $999.00 $999.00 Added

Urn Garden Columbarium "GC" (New)

Section T-U-V

Companion niches

Care and maintenance $1,646.00 $1,646.00 Added

Single niches

Care and maintenance $999.00 $999.00 Added

Wall Niches (Mausoleum Phase VII)
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

Section MJ

Single Niche

Rows 2&7

Care and maintenance $735.00 $735.00 Added

Rows 4&5

Care and maintenance $851.00 $851.00 Added

Wall Niches (Mausoleum Phase VIII)

Sections ML and MM

Companion Niches

Rows 1&8

Care and maintenance $1,271.00 $1,271.00 Added

Rows 3&6

Care and maintenance $1,481.00 $1,481.00 Added

Single Niches

Rows 1,2,6,7 & 8

Care and maintenance $777.00 $777.00 Added

Rows 4&5

Care and maintenance $893.00 $893.00 Added

Mausoleum crypts - note: the price of a 

mausoleum crypt being transferred shall not

exceed the original purchase price.

Section MN

Row 4 (single)

Care and maintenance $5,912.00 $5,912.00 Added

Section MO

Row 1 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,253.00 $6,253.00 Added

Row 2&3 (single)

Care and maintenance $7,476.00 $7,476.00 Added

Row 4 (single

Care and maintenance $5,912.00 $5,912.00 Added

Row 1 (companion)

Care and maintenance $10,364.00 $10,364.00 Added

Row 2&3 (companion)

Care and maintenance $12,332.00 $12,332.00 Added

Row 4 (companion)

Care and maintenance $9,791.00 $9,791.00 Added

Section MP

Row 1 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,566.00 $6,566.00 Added

Rows 2&3 (single)

Care and maintenance $7,850.00 $7,850.00 Added

Row 4 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,208.00 $6,208.00 Added

Row 1 (companion)

Care and maintenance $10,883.00 $10,883.00 Added

Row 2&3 (companion)

Care and maintenance $12,949.00 $12,949.00 Added

Row 4 (companion)

Care and maintenance $10,311.00 $10,311.00 Added

MA – Family Units

Section MQ

Unit 1 (6 singles)
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

Care and maintenance $43,200.00 $43,200.00 Added

Unit 2 (8 singles)

Care and maintenance $56,000.00 $56,000.00 Added

MA

Section R

Row 1 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,894.00 $6,894.00 Added

Row 2&3 (single)

Care and maintenance $8,244.00 $8,244.00 Added

Row 4 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,519.00 $6,519.00 Added

Row 1 (companion)

Care and maintenance $11,427.00 $11,427.00 Added

Row 2&3 (companion)

Care and maintenance $13,597.00 $13,597.00 Added

Row 4 (companion)

Care and maintenance $10,803.00 $10,803.00 Added

MA (new)

Section S

Row 1 (single)

Care and maintenance $7,239.00 $7,239.00 Added

Row 2&3 (single)

Care and maintenance $8,656.00 $8,656.00 Added

Row 4 (single)

Care and maintenance $6,845.00 $6,845.00 Added

Row 1 (companion)

Care and maintenance $11,999.00 $11,999.00 Added

Row 2&3 (companion)

Care and maintenance $14,277.00 $14,277.00 Added

Row 4 (companion)

Care and maintenance $11,344.00 $11,344.00 Added

Interment Charges

With committal service in the chapel

Adult

single depth $740.00 $740.00 Added

double depth $910.00 $910.00 Added

Child under 5 years no charge no charge

Child 5-10 years

single depth $398.00 $398.00 Added

double depth $502.00 $502.00 Added

Cremated remains $167.00 $167.00 Added

Entombment in mausoleum $705.00 $705.00 Added

With committal service at the gravesite

Adult

single depth $950.00 $950.00 Added

double depth $1,165.00 $1,165.00 Added

Child under 5 years no charge no charge

Child 5-10 years $601.00 $601.00 Added

single depth $258.00 $258.00 Added

double depth

Cremated remains $280.00 $280.00 Added
Cremated remains (columbarium or mausoleum niches) $280.00 $280.00 Added

Entombment in mausoleum $907.00 $907.00 Added
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2016 2017 GST/HST

Services Offered Current Fee Proposed Fee Included

or Added

Cremation

Resident (at time of death)

Adult $572.00 $572.00 Added

Child under 5 years no charge no charge

Child 5-10 years $330.00 $330.00 Added

Non-resident (at time of death)

Adult $572.00 $572.00 Added

Child under 5 years no charge no charge

Child 5-10 years $330.00 $330.00 Added

Disinterment Charges

Another gravesite in a municipal gravesite

Adult $2,185.00 $2,185.00 Added

From single depth to double depth $2,375.00 $2,375.00 Added

Child under 5 years $601.00 $601.00 Added

Child 5-10 years $1,005.00 $1,005.00 Added

Cremated remains $350.00 $350.00 Added

Niche to niche $185.00 $185.00 Added
Same gravesite or removal from a municipal cemetery

Adult $1,540.00 $1,540.00 Added

From single depth to double depth

Child under 5 years $335.00 $335.00 Added

Child 5-10 years $676.00 $676.00 Added

Cremated remains $200.00 $200.00 Added

Niche to niche $185.00 $185.00 Added

From inground burial to mausoleum $3,305.00 $3,305.00 Added

Extra charge if not in concrete container $675.00 $675.00 Added

Double depth disinterments are not permitted

Additional Miscellaneous Charges

Funerals arriving after 4 p.m. – for each half hour or portion thereof $135.00 $135.00 Added

Saturday funerals entering the ceremony after 1 p.m. – for each half 

hour or portion thereof $135.00 $135.00 Added

Niche plate (including installation) $213.00 $213.00 Added

Removal of crypt plate or niche plate from the mausoleum for vase 

installation or extra engraving $110.00 $110.00 Added

Removal of niche plate from the columbarium for vase installation or 

extra engraving $50.00 $50.00 Added

Mailing of cremains

Inside Canada (insured) $80.00 $80.00 Added

to USA (insured) $97.00 $97.00 Added

outside Canada or USA (insured) $212.00 $212.00 Added

Removal of trees or shrubs from lots – per tree $44.00 $44.00 Added

Handling of wooden shells $121.00 $121.00 Added

Transfer fee $50.00 $50.00 Added

Rental of temporary storage facility (per month) $38.10 $38.10 Added

Extra charge for a container and shipment of a removal from a Sault Ste. Marie cemetery to another location sall be the responsibility of 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 
 

BY-LAW 2016-181 
 
 
 TEMPORARY STREET CLOSING:  (S4.1)  A by-law to permit the 

temporary closing of Queen Street East from Pim Street to Dennis Street 
on November 17, 2016 to facilitate the Moonlight Magic Event. 

 
 THE COUNCIL of the Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie pursuant 

to section 10 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25 and 
amendments thereto ENACTS as follows: 
 
 

1. TEMPORARY STREET CLOSING  OF QUEEN STREET EAST 
 
 The Council of the Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie hereby 

authorizes the closing to vehicular traffic of Queen Street East from Pim 
Street to Dennis Street on November 17, 2016 from 3:00 p.m. to 12:00 
a.m. to facilitate the Moonlight Magic Event. 
 
 

2. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 

This by-law takes effect on the day of its final passing. 
 
 
PASSED in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016. 
 
 
 

     _____________________________    
    MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO  
 
 
 
     ______________________________      
    CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 

 
 
 
 
 
mw \\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-181 Temp Street Closing Queen St E (Moonlight Magic).doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 
 

BY-LAW NO. 2016-183 
 

 
ZONING: A by-law to amend Sault Ste. Marie Zoning By-laws 2005-150 and 
2005-151 concerning lands located at 188 Kohler Street (Ruscio Masonry 
Construction). 
 
THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to 
section 34 of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c. P.13 and amendments thereto, 
ENACTS as follows: 
 
1. 188 KOHLER STREET; LOCATED ON SIMPSON STREET, 

APPROXIMATELY 58M SOUTH OF ITS INTERSECTION WITH 
WELLINGTON STREET EAST; CHANGE FROM R2 TO R3.S WITH A 
“SPECIAL EXCEPTION”   

  
The zone designation on the lands described in section 2 of this by-law, 
which lands are shown on Map 9 & 1-4 of Schedule “A” to By-law 2005-
150, is changed from R2 (Single Detached Residential) zone to R3.S 
(Low Density Residential) zone with a “Special Exception”. 
 

2. BY-LAW 2005-151 AMENDED  
 
Section 2 of By-law 2005-151 is amended by adding the following         
subsection 2(367) and heading as follows: 
 
“2(367) 188 Kohler Street 
 
Despite the provisions of By-law 2005-150, the zone designation on the 
lands located on Simpson Street, approximately 58m south of its 
intersection with Wellington Street East and having civic no. 188 Kohler 
Street and outlined and marked “Subject Property” on the map attached 
as Schedule 367 hereto is changed from R2 (Single Detached 
Residential) zone to R3.S (Low Density Residential) zone with a “Special 
Exception” to:  

1. Permit two (2) multiple attached dwellings and one (1) semi-
detached dwelling to be constructed on the same lot; 

2. To reduce the frontage requirement from 18m (59’) to 17m (55.7’) 
for the parcel which is proposed to be occupied by a semi-
detached dwelling; 

3. To reduce the north interior side yard requirement for the ‘middle 
triplex’ and semi-detached dwelling from 3m to 2m; and 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 
 

BY-LAW NO. 2016-185 
 
 
PROPERTY:  (MAP 27) A by-law to declare the City owned property legally 
described as PIN 31548-0127 (LT) PT LT 2 BLK 30 PL 285 ST. MARY’S PT 1 
1R9899; LT 3-11 BLK 20 PL 285 ST. MARY’S EXCEPT PT 1-5 1R8082; SAULT 
STE. MARIE, being civic 13 Salisbury Avenue, as surplus to the City’s needs and 
to authorize the disposition of the said property. 
 
THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to the 
Municipal Act, 2001, S.0. 2001, c. 25, ENACTS as follows: 
 
1. LANDS DECLARED SURPLUS 
 
 The lands more particularly described in Schedule “A” to this by-law are 

surplus to the requirements of the municipality. 
  
2. SALE AUTHORIZED 
 
 The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie shall sell the lands more 

particularly described in Schedule “A” hereto. 
 
3. SCHEDULE “A”  
 
 Schedule “A” hereto forms a part of this by-law. 
 
4. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
 This by-law takes effect on the day of its final passing. 
 
 
PASSED in open Council this 7th day of November, 2016. 
 
 
 
    ___________  ___________________ 
     MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
 
            
    CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
 
sp \\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-185 Property Declared Surplus - 13 Salisbury Avenue.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 

 

BY-LAW 2016-186 

 
 

RESOLUTION:  (E2.1) A by-law to authorize the execution of two (2) Municipal Council 
Support Resolutions and two (2) Municipal Council Confirmation Resolutions to support 
two (2) rooftop solar photovoltaic systems at 556 Goulais Avenue and 500 Second Line 
East; and two (2) ground mounted solar photovoltaic systems to occupy a portion of 
540 Second Line East and 2059 Second Line West submitted to the Independent 
Electricity System Operator Feed-In-Tariff Program.   
 

THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to section 9 

of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25, ENACTS as follows: 
 

 

1. EXECUTION OF DOCUMENT 
 
The Mayor and the City Clerk are hereby authorized for and in the name of the 
Corporation to execute and affix the seal of the Corporation to two (2) Municipal 
Council Support Resolutions and two (2) Municipal Council Confirmation 
Resolutions in the form of Schedule "A" attached hereto and dated the 7

th
 day of 

November, 2016, to support two (2) rooftop solar photovoltaic systems at 556 
Goulais Avenue and 500 Second Line East; and two (2) ground mounted solar 
photovoltaic systems to occupy a portion of 540 Second Line East and 2059 
Second Line in the form of Schedule “B” attached hereto and submitted to the 
Independent Electricity System Operator Feed-In-Tariff Program. 

 

2. SCHEDULE “A” AND “B” 

 
Schedule “A” and “B” forms a part of this by-law. 
 

3. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
 This by-law takes effect on the day of its final passing. 
 
 

PASSED in open Council this 7
th

 day of November, 2016. 
 
 
     _________________________  ____  

      MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
     _____________________________       _  

      CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
sp\\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-186 Municiple Council Support Resolutions (4 Solar 
Projects).doc 
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i) I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i) I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

500 Second Line East

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

Page 222 of 233



PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

556 Goulais Avenue

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Rooftop Solar Project

500 Second Line East

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Rooftop Solar Project

556 Goulais Avenue

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i) I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i) I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Non Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

540 Second Line East

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the Applicant 
in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT Rules.)

1

Resolution number:

Date resolution(s) was passed:

I am the / an

(the "Municipality"), and have the delegated authority to provide this confirmation on behalf of the Municipality and without personal liability.

of the

4

2

(the "Project") on

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the  
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Municipal Council Support Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

(This must be the same Applicant (i.e., same name) as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

3

(the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a 

(This must be the same description as stated in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(This must be the same description as the Lands in the Municipal Council Support Resolution or Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution provided, as attached)

(Signature block for authorized signee. Must be an original ink signature)

5

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 1 of 2 Jun 2016

A new FIT 5.0 Municipal Council Support Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution must be 
attached as Exhibit "A")

a)

Capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0.

Signed:

Title:

Name:

Date:

The resolution(s) provided with this Confirmation is (check one or both as applicable):

A Municipal Council Support Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):

A Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution (if selected, check either 1) or 2) as applicable):b)

1)

2)

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

in the Municipality under the province's FIT Program.

i)  I have confirmed that the Project being proposed by the Applicant under the Province's FIT Program is the same Project on the 
    same Lands as the Project that was the subject of the Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution attached as Exhibit "A".

A new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution. (if selected the resolution must be attached as Exhibit "A")

A pre-existing FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution which has not been rescinded. (if selected the resolution 
must be attached as Exhibit "A")

1)

2)

(the "Lands")

Mayor/City Clerk City of Sault Ste. Marie

Non Roof Top Solar Project

PUC Services Inc.

2059 Second Line West

Mayor/City Clerk

Christian Provenzano/Malcolm White
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PRESCRIBED FORM: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL RESOLUTION CONFIRMATION                                 
Section 3.8(g) and 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

(Attach one or more of the FIT 4.0.1 Municipal Council Support Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, the new FIT 5.0 
Municipal Council Support Resolution, the FIT 4.0.1 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution previously passed in support of the Project, or 
the new FIT 5.0 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolution, as applicable.)

EXHIBIT "A"   RESOLUTION(S)

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-012r1Page 2 of 2 Jun 2016

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM

  IESOMRD/f-FIT-010r1Page 1 of 1 Jun 2016

PUC Services Inc.

Non Roof top Solar Project

540 Second Line East

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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TEMPLATE: MUNICIPAL COUNCIL SUPPORT RESOLUTION           
Section 5.1(g)(i) of the FIT Rules, Version 5.0      

FIT Reference Number:

(The FIT Reference Number must be inserted by the 
Applicant in order for the resolution to comply with the FIT 
Rules, even where Local Municipality letterhead is used. This 
is not to be inserted by the Local Municipality.)

[AND WHEREAS] (the "Applicant") proposes to construct and operate a

(the "Project") on (the "Lands") in 

under the province's FIT Program;

[AND WHEREAS] the Applicant has requested that Council of

[WHEREAS] capitalized terms not defined herein have the meanings ascribed to them in the FIT Rules, Version 5.0. 

indicate by resolution Council's support for the construction and operation of the Project on the Property.

[AND WHEREAS] pursuant to the FIT Rules, Version 5.0, Applications whose Projects receive the formal support of Local Municipalities will 
be awarded Priority Points, which may result in the Applicant being offered a FIT Contract prior to other Persons applying for FIT Contracts;

[NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT] 

Council of the supports the construction and operation of the

Project on the Lands.

This resolution's sole purpose is to enable the Applicant to receive Priority Points under the FIT Program and may not be used for the purpose 
of any other form of municipal approval in relation to the Application or Project, or for any other purpose.

1

Signed:

(Signature lines for elected representatives. At least one signature required.)

Title:

Signed:

Title:

3

Date: Date:

Resolution number:

Date resolution was passed:

2

120 Adelaide Street West, Suite 1600 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 1T1 

T 416-967-7474 
F 416-967-1947 

www.ieso.ca 

FEED-IN TARIFF 
 PROGRAM

WRITABLE FORM
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PUC Services Inc.

Non Roof top Solar Project

2059 Second Line West

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

the City of Sault Ste. Marie

City of Sault Ste. Marie
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE 

 

BY-LAW 2016-187 
 

 

ADMINISTRATION:  (E.1.6) A by-law to amend By-law 2002-194, being a 
by-law to establish non-union job classifications, benefits, and salaries.  

 

THE COUNCIL of The Corporation of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, pursuant to 

Section 283 of the Municipal Act, S.0. 2001, C. 25, ENACTS as follows: 
 

1. AMENDMENTS TO BY-LAW 2002-194 
 
(a) Section 2 subsection (c) of By-law 2002-194 is deleted and hereby replaced 
with the following: 

 
          (c) General Economic Increases 
  

Schedule “B-1”, “B-2” and “B-3” of this By-law is subject to adjustment 
annually by the end of September of any given year, save and except as 
of January 1

st
, 2017 to December 31

st
, 2017, based upon a weighted 

average of wage adjustments granted to the following unionized groups 
in collective bargaining for that year: 

 
C.U.P.E. Local 3 Community Services 
C.U.P.E. Local 3 Public Works & Transportation 
C.U.P.E. Local 67 Civic Centre 
U.T.U. Local 104 
U.S.W.A. Local 2251 
Sault Ste. Marie Professional Firefighters’ Association 

 

2. EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
 This by-law takes effect on January 1, 2017. 
 

 PASSED in open Council this 7
th

 day of November, 2016. 
 
 
      _______________________________ 
      MAYOR – CHRISTIAN PROVENZANO 
 
 
      ________________________________ 
       CITY CLERK – MALCOLM WHITE 
 
 
mw \\citydata\LegalDept\Legal\Staff\BYLAWS\1.  2016\2016-187 - NONUNIONSALARYFREEZEAMENDMENT.doc 

Page 233 of 233


	Agenda
	1. Post-Meeting Minutes - Regular Council Meeting_Oct24_2016 - English.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.1 Moonlight Magic Nov 17 2016.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.2 2016PWT-28-T Petroleum Fuel Products.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.3 2012AD01P Extension of Contract for Security Services at Civic Centre.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.4 2017 User Fees.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.4.1 AppendixA.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.5 Board-CommitteeAppointmentProcess.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.5 A-III-1_Board_Committee_AppointmentsDRAFTRev.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.6 Walk of Fame.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.6 Option 1_Vinyl.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.6 Option 2_Aluminum.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.6 Option 3_Pillar.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.6 Option 4_Granite.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.7 Celebrate Canada Program - Funding Application 2017.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.8 Sackville Road Extension.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.9 Fort Creek John Street Diversion Aqueduct.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.10 Solar PV Municipal Council Support Resolution.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.10 TRS-227-002 Municipal Council Support Resolutions.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.10 TRS-227-003 Municipal Council Support Resolutions Ground Mount Systems.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.11 Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Agreement.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.12 The Mayor's Community Development Initiative .pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.12 MayorsReport_CommunityPlanning.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.13 Land Use Restriction Exemption .pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.13 Maps of Ground Mount Locations.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.13 TRS-227-004 Land Use Restriction Exemption Resolutions Ground Mount Systems.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.14 Texas and Bennett School Guard Crossing.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.14 Adult School Guard Study - Texas at Bennett (Bennett Crossing).pdf
	Back to Agenda

	6.14 Adult School Guard Study - Texas at Bennett (Texas Crossing).pdf
	Back to Agenda

	7.8.1 2016 3rd Quarter Shareholder Report.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.1 2016-174 Court Security and Prisoner Transportation Program.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.1 2016-174 Schedule A.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.2 2016-175 Execution Lease Agreements two Motor Graders.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.2 2016-175 Schedule A.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.2 2016-175 Schedule B.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.3 2016-180 RE 2017 User Fees.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.3 2016-180 Schedules A to I.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.3.1 Amended_Appendix_I.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.4 2016-181 Temp Street Closing Queen St E (Moonlight Magic)(1).pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.5 Zoning By-law 2016-183.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.6 Zoning By-law 2016-184 (DC).pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.7 2016-185 Property Declared Surplus - 13 Salisbury Avenue.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.7 2016-185 Schedule A.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.8 2016-186 Municiple Council Support Resolutions (4 Solar Projects).pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.8 2016-186 Schedule A.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.8 2016-186 Schedule B.pdf
	Back to Agenda

	11.1.9 2016-187 - NONUNIONSALARYFREEZEAMENDMENT.pdf
	Back to Agenda


