Chief Whitecap Park – Preliminary Plan Review Meeting

 Thursday January 29, 2009 

City Hall - Committee Room A  

1:30pm – 4:30pm 

Present:
Brenda Wallace (Meewasin Valley Authority), 

Cam Patterson (Stantec), 

Tony Kuchapski (Whitecap Dakota First Nation), 

Paul Panchuk (ROLO), 

Craig Riddell (RM of Corman Park), 

Glen Grismer (RM of Corman Park), 

Brad Babyak (City of Saskatoon), 

Scott McCaig (Land) 

Chair:
Dylan Czarnecki (City of Saskatoon)
1. Welcome and introductions


Dylan welcomed everyone to the meeting and introduced Scott McCaig, Land Branch, and Glen Grismer, RM of Corman Park to the rest of the CWP Steering Committee.


2. Approval of minutes from the October 9, 2008 meeting

Any changes to the October 9, 2008 meeting minutes must be emailed to Dylan Czarnecki by Friday February 6, 2009. October 9, 2008 meeting minutes will be posted on the city’s website after February 6th. 

3. Website information update  http://www.saskatoon.ca/org/leisure/index.asp
Dylan reminded everyone that the information on Chief Whitecap Park is available to the public through the city’s website. 

4. Review comments about CWP Preliminary Plan

Dylan provided a brief overview of the stakeholders’ comments on CWP Preliminary Master Plan.  The overview focused on the stakeholders main objectives and he explained a few elements that each stakeholder would like to see in the concept plan.

Dakota Whitecap

· Wants to see an interpretive are that can be used for quiet enjoyment of natural, historical and cultural areas

· Wants to see the natural area maintained and restored for future generations

RM of Corman Park

· Would the park to be accessible with roads and parking lots that are build and maintained for current and future needs

· Wants to see the park as a safe environment and see’s great value in having the current and future users in the park to self police this area

MVA

· Views CWP as a “Nature Experience” park.  

· This means a blend of conservation, recreation

· Also means a that the park has proper access and navigational trails

· Conservation – protect, maintain and enhance all cultural historical and natural elements

· Recreation – Ensure that all current and future users can enjoy the park in the use it was intended for

· Access and navigation – Ensure the park has adequate parking and an accessible and functional tail network 

ROLO

· Want to retain their historic trail network that has been used for years

· Would also like to retain an adequate off leash area with access to the river

· Supports the creation of an interpretive area with varying themes

· Supports the plan to re-vegetate and enhance the landscape

· Supports a plan to add additional amenities such as garbage cans and benches

5. Discuss options for a compromise

Dylan indicated that there are some logistical items that need to be worked out however the only incompatible use with CWP Preliminary Master Plan is approx. 400 metres of the secondary trail at the south end of the park. Currently the concept plan includes this trail designated as on-leash and ROLO is requesting that this section of trail be off-leash.

Discussion:

Craig Riddell:

Personal view of the plan is questioning if there is too much being planned at CWP. Is CWP duplicating amenities such as cultural, natural and heritage interpretive areas that already exist?

He would like to see the stakeholders work together to avoid conflict with the interpretative area.

He is involved with this committee because he represents the residents of RM in this area and they were unclear and concerned about what is going to happen to this land.  

Brenda Wallace:

Does the steering committee need to complete an environmental inventory and/or a heritage assessment prior to presenting the Master Plan to the public? This may help clarify what specifically will be included in the interpretive area.

If the group can agree on the preliminary master plan concept, is it possible to complete the environmental inventory prior to detailed design of the park?

Glen Grismer

RM of Corman Park would like more substantial information and detail to make an inform decision on the uses of CWP. The RM’s concerns of road maintenance, parking, residents adjacent to the park, naturalized areas, inclusion of the Trans Canada trail, Police and safety concerns will need to be addressed.

Is there a possibility for the steering committee to agree to an interim plan and continue to discuss the long term use of the park without getting hung up on the specific details?

Paul Panchuk:

Members of ROLO have a petition from the residents in the area of CWP and a large number of them have signed this petition in favour of keeping the existing park in its natural state. 

ROLO agrees with some development in the area, however, there needs to be more clarification on whether the cultural, historical and natural areas are interpretive or commemorative.

ROLO wants off-leash access to all the existing trails that are located throughout CWP.

Paul stated for the records that “our organization [ROLO] was not a part of the decision making process which resulted in the Master Plan concept, as stated in Section 2 'Review CWP Master Plan Development Process', paragraph one. We feel that our input was not given rightful consideration and the input of parties who did not attend the last two Committee meetings was fully implemented.” 

Cam Patterson, Stantec:

Provided a quick overview of the development process and indicated that the general public will be made aware of this plan once the steering committee can come to a compromise on the Master Plan.

Cam raised concerns that Stantec created the CWP Concept Plan without consulting all the stakeholders.   

6. Moving forward 

The stakeholders responded to Dylan’s question of, “which options (On-leash, off-leash or no-dogs) for the designation of the south trail are you in support of, or opposed to”

ROLO wants the south trail to be designated off leash;

MVA wants the south trail to be designated as on-leash or no dogs;

WDFN wants the south trail to be designated as on-leash or no dogs; and 

RM of Corman Park would like to see more work done on the south end of the plan prior to presenting to the RM’s Council.  

7. Other

Brenda suggested that we should simplify the south end of the master plan until the steering committee can flush out more details on the concept of the historical, natural and cultural interpretative area. 

Brenda also suggested that the plan should show some type of shelter belt planting to distinguish the Trans Canada Trail from the rest of the park. 

Scott suggested that further discussion is needed in regards to the farming lease that exists in the park.  Scott suggested that a plan for phasing out farming needs to take place and a timeline for this is needed before spring.

8. Meeting adjourned 3:20pm

