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CHAPTER 1
Community Description

The mission of the City of Sault Ste. Marie is to provide a sustainable small urban environment in an 
international setting for the well-being of its citizens by planning for and managing its physical 
development in an environmentally friendly manner, by fostering an economy to support its public and 
private infrastructure, and by nurturing historical, cultural, and recreational activities that enhance the 
quality of life within it. 

OVERVIEW 

This Master Recreation Plan covers the jurisdiction of the City of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan and focuses 
on a wide variety of the aspects of the parks and recreation programming coordinated by the City of Sault 
Ste. Marie, its Parks and Recreation Department, and its partners. Sault Ste. Marie is located at the 
northern tip of the eastern end of Michigan's Upper Peninsula. The City is strategically situated on the 
south bank of the St. Marys River at what has been called “the hub of the Great Lakes". The incorporated 
limits of the City encompass approximately sixteen square miles of area, measuring approximately three 
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miles from north to south and six miles from east to west at its widest points. The City’s 2010 U.S. 
Census population is 14,144, with an estimated 2013 population of 14,098. The City’s population has 
remained between 14,000 and 15,000 since 1980. Central to the City’s development have been the rapids 
that gave the City its name. While now regulated to a mere shadow of their former size, the rapids have 
been a fishery of the first magnitude. The St. Mary's River itself is a significant world waterway, 
connecting Lake Superior to Lakes Huron and Michigan. 

Sault Ste. Marie also enjoys one of the richest histories in the United States. It is the oldest European 
settlement in Michigan and one of the very earliest continuously European-settled communities in the 
nation. Prior to its French settlement in 1668, Sault Ste. Marie was called ‘Bahweting’ by the Sault Ste. 
Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians. The Ojibwe term, meaning ‘gathering place’ remains a fitting 
description of the community’s identity and spirit. Sault Ste. Marie’s long and rich history manifests 
itself today in various historical structures, museums, walkways and activities. Maintenance and 
development of these resources are part of the community’s recreation plan. 

The City of Sault Ste. Marie is the County seat of Chippewa County, an immense area covering 
approximately 1,575 square miles, extending over 100 miles from its farthest corners, with a population 
exceeding 38,000. The City is also the trade center for the entire Eastern Upper Peninsula, including 
Mackinac, Luce and Chippewa Counties. The general economy of this area has been dominated by 
tourism for many years, with increased year-round activity due to the development of tribal-run casinos 
in the past twenty-five years. Construction of State corrections facilities in the area during this same time 
period has also contributed to the economy along with increasingly significant agriculture, forestry, and 
manufacturing. 

Directly to the north of the City on the opposite bank of the St. Marys River is the Sault’s sister city, 
Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario. Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario, is a larger community of 75,000 people with an 

_______________________________________________________________________ 

Rendez Vous in the Sault 
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economy driven by the Essar Steel Algoma Corporation, one of Canada’s largest steel mills. The 
Canadian Sault supplements the Michigan Sault’s facilities and services with a wide array of parks, 
shopping areas, cultural facilities, health providers and other community services, and the two 
communities have entered into collaborative economic development agreements and maintain close 
binational ties.  

The available recreational facilities in nearby areas, including the wilderness in the Algoma region of 
Ontario, as well as the major State and National forests in the central and eastern Upper Peninsula, 
greatly influence the Sault economy. 

LAND USE 

Despite a corporate area of almost sixteen square miles, the bulk of the City’s development is reasonably 
concentrated. The “island” portion of the City, separated from the remainder by the Power Canal, is the 
heart of the community. The northern edge of the island is almost completely dominated by the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers with the Soo Locks and its attendant parks and maintenance facilities. Directly 
adjacent to the Locks is the City’s Central Business District, including a somewhat distinct two-block 
area of seasonal shops. The “west end” of the island, once dominated by warehousing, is in a transition 
phase, with housing, office, and retail development on the rise. A major apartment complex is located on 
the west end of the island in the area known as the West Pier, directly across the power canal from 
Ashmun Bay Park. The east side of the island is composed of grand old Victorian-era houses, many now 
converted into apartments. 

Two of the Sault’s principal roads extend out from the core of the island. Portage Avenue extends east 
and west, curving south from the west end of the island to intersect with Easterday Avenue and to the 
east paralleling the river and turning into Riverside Drive as it extends east and then south. The “east 
end” residential area extends along this section of Portage, encompassing a two block depth to the south 
off this corridor. The waterfront land use along this stretch varies from ship repair and provisioning to 
boat tours to park and recreation uses, with some obsolescent buildings and unsightly storage areas 
intermixed. The land side of Portage is sprinkled with motels, restaurants, and homes. The far reaches of 
Riverside Drive dissipate into a long stretch of riverfront homes. The other major roadway extending out 
from the island is Ashmun Street, also known as M-129 as it extends further south. The I-75 Business 
Spur branches off from Ashmun Street, forming the Sault’s principal north-south corridor to the City’s 
Three Mile Road boundary. It is along these roadways that the majority of the City’s commercial 
development will be found, including older development to the north and newer shopping center 
development along the Business Spur to the south. 

Directly to the east of Ashmun is the City’s major housing area, the “south side”. A somewhat small 
adjunct lies to the west of Ashmun in this same area, blending into somewhat larger and more stately 
homes at the ridge crest and near the university. Lake Superior State University, with its 115-acre campus 
at the site of the relocated Fort Brady, dominates both sides of Easterday Avenue directly to the east of 
Interstate 75.West of I-75, there is an immediate cluster of modest homes, mixed commerce and 
warehousing, and the City’s 64-acre Industrial Park. Further to the west are four somewhat distinct 
settlement areas: 1) the Foss/Hyde and Oak/Chestnut sub- divisions south of 4th Avenue, 2) the 
settlement around 4th Avenue and 20th and 24th Streets, including the Coast Guard housing by Sherman 
Park, 3) Lakeshore Subdivision, a modern ranch style community along the shores of the river, some five 
miles from the city center and 4) the “Shallows “ area, a converted cottage settlement directly to the west 
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of Lakeshore. In addition to Easterday Avenue, the other two major east/west streets in the City are 
Marquette/12th Avenue and Three Mile Road, the City’s southern boundary. To the west along Three 
Mile Road at I-75 is a major shopping center, commercial area and newer apartment complex 
development. There is also a municipal airport to the West of the Business Spur within this general 
vicinity. On the eastern side of the City between Marquette Avenue and Three Mile lies a large area of 
Sault Tribe reservation land containing a mix of uses including casino/hotel development, ice arena, and 
housing. Table 1-A below summarizes the existing land use within the City of Sault Ste. Marie. 

Table 1-A (Existing Land Use within City) 

Use Acres Percent 

Residential 1,518 14.9% 

Low/Medium Density 1,319 

High Density 112 

Mobile Home Parks 87 

Commercial 454 4.5% 

Industrial 216 2.1% 

Public 321 3.2% 

Public 78 0.8% 

Recreational 1,208 11.9% 

Schools 379 3.7% 

Transportation 1,229 12.1% 

Road Row 1,137 

Railroad Row 92 

Vacant Land 4,773 46.9% 

Total 10,176 100.0% 

POPULATION 

Over the ten year period between 1980 and 1990, Sault Ste. Marie’s population stabilized, and underlying 
statistics indicate a growth trend that ended a long period of economic stagnancy. Despite a slight decline 
in Sault Ste. Marie’s population between 1990 and 2000, growth appeared to have occurred during the 
1990s with increased economic activity throughout the community, and a substantial increase in 
Chippewa County’s population. Since 2000, there had also been a downturn of economic activity within 
Chippewa County, including the closure of one manufacturing firm and one of the Kinross prisons, but 
the downturn was not as great as that experienced in other areas of the State of Michigan and the nation 
during the Great Recession. Importantly, the total number of industrial jobs in the City of Sault Ste. 
Marie remained relatively stable throughout this time period, and the City is experiencing additional 
growth, including the construction of a 205,000 SF Meijer, Inc. Development and the presence of a new 
Kohl’s store. It is anticipated the City will leverage these developments into future growth opportunities 
and that the City will maximize its ideal geographic location, with multi-modal transportation networks, 
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to achieve sustainable vibrancy. Table 1-B below highlights population levels within the City and 
Chippewa County as well as throughout the Eastern Upper Peninsula since 1940. 

Table 1-B - (Historic Population Levels) 

*Please note that the actual 2000 population figure for the City of Sault Ste. Marie is 2,218 less in number than that stated on
the U.S. Census website of 16,542. This is due to an error by the Census Bureau of counting 2,218 Kinross prison group 
quarters inhabitants as part of the City’s population. The Census Bureau sent the City a letter adjusting the total figure but the 
numbers in the data bases have never been changed. Nor have the demographic details been adjusted. City staff has had to do 
this based on analysis of block data. Based on staff analysis, the breakdown of males and females is 6,887 males and 7,437 
females. 

Historically, the area experienced a positive growth curve between 1940 and 1950 and again between 
1950 and 1960 with the City growing 13% and 4.5% respectively during these increments. Between 1955 
and 1970, however, the growth trend was reversed. In the late 1970s the area experienced a shock with 
the closure of the Kincheloe Air Force Base, 20 miles south of the Sault, resulting in another population 
decrease in 1980. Area efforts to recruit new industries and major employers, to a large extent, reduced 
the impact of this base closure. The County’s 1980 population of 29,019 was about 3,000 people more 
than was expected as a result of this closure, and 1990 figures confirmed that the prison growth helped to 
fuel a population increase in the County. Growth continued county-wide between 1990 and 2000, with an 
11.3 percent increase in Chippewa County’s population. The 2010 U.S. Census showed that Chippewa 
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County’s population remained stable, losing only .06 percent or 20 people. During the same time period, 
the City of Sault Ste. Marie saw a decrease of 1.3 percent or 180 people.  

Population by Age Groups 

The age group structure of the City changed dramatically over the 30 year period between 1980 and 
2010. Table 1-C below compares the 2010 age group distribution of the City with equivalent 1980, 1990 
and 2000 distributions. Of primary significance are the changes that have taken place in the school-aged 
children, college age, mature family and pre-retirement age groups. The school age group and college 
aged group each saw a significant decline over between 1980 and 2010. In the school age group, there 
was a significant population drop from 2,707 in 1980 to 2,117, representing a 21.8 percent drop in the 
demographic. College aged residents also saw a significant drop from 2,963 in 1980 to 2,436, a 17.8 
percent drop.   

The family form group, mature family group and pre-retirement group each saw increases between 1980 
and 2010. These categories are defined as family form, which consists of an age range of 25-44; mature 
family, which consists of an age range of 44-54; and Pre-retirement, which consists of an age range of 
55-64. Family form increased from 3,103 in 1980 to 3,358 in 2010, a 7.4 percent increase during that 
period. Despite the 7.4 percent increase over the thirty year period, family form has seen a decrease of 
18.2 percent in the twenty year period between 1990 and 2010. Mature family saw the most substantial 
increase. Mature family increased from 1,354 in 1980 to 1,814, an increase of 25.4 percent. With 
continuing progress in the average life span nationwide, it can be expected that the cohort of persons 65 
and over will continue to grow and be an increasingly significant factor in the City's fabric. The plan will 
need to pay special attention to this trend, but will also address the need to retain young professionals and 
other age cohorts within the community. 

Table 1-C (Population by Age Groups) 

Age 1980 1990 2000 2010 

Change 

1980-2010 

Under 5 – Preschool 953 1,045 851 896 -6.0% 

(5-17) – School Age 2,707 2,506 2,352 2,117 -21.8 

(18-24) – College Age 2,963 2,535 2,559 2,436 -17.8% 

(25-44) – Family Form 3,103 4,103 3,794 3.358 7.4% 

(45-54) – Mature Family 1,354 1,143 1,701 1,814 25.4% 

(55-64) – Pre-Retire. 1,358 1,170 1,024 1,551 12.5% 

(65+) - Retirement 2,010 2,187 2,043 1,972 -1.9% 

Total 14,448 14,689 14,324 14,144 -2.2% 
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Racial Composition 

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the Caucasian and Native American racial groups make up the 
majority of the population of the City, at about 90.5 percent, not including those claiming dual races. 
Sault Ste. Marie’s portion of the population claiming to be Native American is 17.7 percent, which is 
significantly larger than Michigan’s average of 0.6 percent. The Native American population level owes 
to the City’s close proximity to the Bay Mills Community of Indians and Sault Tribe of Chippewa 
Indians. Excluding the Caucasian, Native American and multi-racial groups, Sault Ste. Marie’s other 
minority population of 2.2 percent is significantly lower than the state’s average of 21 percent. Table 1-D 
below highlights the composition of the City according to the U.S. Census Bureau. 

Table 1-D (Racial Composition of City) 

Population per Household 

The 2010 U.S. Census established that there are 2.2 persons per household in the City. This figure 
continues the trend toward smaller household size, down from 2.58 in 1980, 2.44 in 1990, 2.28 in 2000 
and 2.2 in 2010.  The 2010 median age figure, 34.3 years, up from 32.8 in 2000, 30.4 in 1990 and 25.5 in 
1980 reflects an expected upward trend as the "baby-boom" generation ages.  Table 1-E below shows 
these statistics. 
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Table 1-E (Median Age and Household Size) 

City of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan Michigan 
1980 1990 2000 2010 2010 

Population 
Per 
Household 2.58 2.44 2.28 2.17 2.53 

Median Age 27.5 30.4 32.8 34.3 38.1 

By relating the population-per-household figures to the age group percentages, we can see that the 
average Sault Ste. Marie household in 2010 was composed of: 

.14 Children under age 5 

.32 School-age children 

.38 College-age residents 

.51 Family-forming-age residents 

.28 Mature family residents 

.24 Pre-retirement-age residents 

.30 Retirement-age residents 
2.17 TOTAL POPULATION PER HOUSEHOLD 

On average then, 100 households will have a total population of 21.7 persons and will have 14 
preschoolers, 32 school-age children, 38 college-age residents, 51 family-forming-age residents, 28 
mature family residents, 24 pre-retirement-age residents, and 30 retirement-age residents. 

Population Projections 

Table 1-F below shows 2010 U.S. Census population figures and U.S. Census Bureau population 
estimates for 2014 for the City of Sault Ste. Marie and Chippewa County. Projections through 2019 for 
Chippewa County were developed based upon recent trends. The 2010-2019 projections for the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie were calculated using the same ratio relative to Chippewa County as the 2014 Census 
Bureau population projections. Although trends would indicate future population reductions, it is the goal 
of the City to retain and even expand its population base with appropriate development and by supporting 
an expanded presence of Lake Superior State University with a targeted effort to retain graduates while 
strengthening the local economy. 

Table 1-F (Population Projections) 

2010 Census 2014 Estimate 2019 Projection 

Sault Ste. Marie 14,144 13,939 13,758 
Chippewa County 38,520 38,321 37,976 
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Income 

According to Table 1-G, historically, Sault Ste. Marie’s median income has been below the state average. 
In 1989, Sault Ste. Marie’s median income was $21,116, 32 percent less than the state average of 
$31,020. The gap grew to 34 percent in 1999, when Sault Ste. Marie’s median income was $29,652, 
compared to $44,667 throughout Michigan. The 2010 U.S. Census states that Sault Ste. Marie’s median 
income increased to $35,323, closing the gap with the state average to 27 percent.  

Table 1-G (Median Income per Household) 

1989 1999 2010 

Sault Ste. Marie $21,166 $29,652 $35,323 
Chippewa County $31,020 $44,667 $48,432 

Tourism 

A significant portion of the Sault's economic base is built on tourism. Traditionally, the Soo Locks have 
been the main draw, attracting upwards of 1 million people to the community in some of the peak years 
in the 1970s. A variety of support facilities has developed around this focus, including locks boat tours 
and historic walking trails. The Locks, however, are not the only attraction in the area. The draw of the 
Great Lakes, the nearby State and Federal forests, the hunting, fishing, boating, swimming, camping and 
snowmobiling resources have also been a major draw. The City is also strategically located with respect 
to major tourism attractions within an hour's drive, such as Tahquamenon Falls, Brimley State Park, 
Mackinac Island, the Algoma Snow Train and ski slopes in Canada. 

Also, since the mid-1980s, a growing number of Tribal-operated casinos, some with associated hotels, 
restaurants, and entertainment venues, have been developed in Sault Ste. Marie and Chippewa County, 
creating year-round tourist destinations that bring additional visitors to the area, reportedly in excess of 
two million per year. 

While most of the annual tourists generally come from downstate Michigan, significant numbers also 
come from Ontario, Wisconsin, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Minnesota and Iowa, and nearly every state is 
represented in a typical tourism season. 

The principal challenge of Sault Area Convention & Visitors Bureau and the Chamber of Commerce 
have been to encourage facilities and activities that will "hold" the tourist for a few extra days, and to 
enhance the winter and spring seasons with activities that will help to increase the attraction of the 
community during these slower seasons. 

RECREATION PROVIDERS AND COOPERATIVE EFFORTS 

While the jurisdiction of this plan is solely the City of Sault Ste. Marie, it should be noted that the City 
works in cooperation with other area recreation providers. Within the City limits there are recreation 
facilities owned and operated by the Sault Area Public Schools, Lake Superior State University, the Sault 
Tribe of Chippewa Indians, various Federal and State areas, and private facilities open to the public. Trail 
ways and natural resources extend beyond the City’s political boundaries, and the City looks to work in 
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concert with the Eastern Upper Peninsula Regional Planning and Development Commission and other 
regional entities such as the Chippewa County Health Department’s Building Healthier Communities 
Coalition, and the Michigan State University Cooperative Extension. Additional recreational providers 
and their relationship to the City are further discussed in Chapter 2. 

In addition, the County of Chippewa offers a plethora of recreational opportunities, due in large part to 
the riches of natural landscapes it possesses. Chippewa County possesses shoreline on Lake Superior, 
Lake Huron, and the St. Marys River and is home to the state’s second largest park, Tahquamenon Falls 
State Park. To help develop an integrated strategy throughout the region, the Eastern Upper Peninsula 
Regional Planning & Development Commission created a Water Trail Plan that integrates some of these 
wonders. The plan attempts to integrate parks under the jurisdiction of different authorities, including 
municipalities, counties and non-profit entities.  

In its efforts to spur tourism, the State of Michigan manages several parks throughout Chippewa County. 
Tahquamenon Falls, truly one of Michigan’s greatest gems, offers an opportunity for locals and tourists 
alike to enjoy a scenic preserve with a well-developed infrastructure. The State also controls and manages 
many parks along the shoreline, most notably Brimley State Park and Lime Island State Park. Brimley 
State Park, located about 14 miles from downtown Sault Ste. Marie, offers visitors a sandy public beach 
on Lake Superior’s Whitefish Bay. Lime Island State Park, located on the St. Marys River, offers visitors 
the opportunity to rent cabins or just visit for a hike.  

Chippewa County is home to many non-profit parks as well, such as the Vermillion Nature Preserve and 
the Whitefish Point Light House Station. Vermillion Nature Preserve is a 175 acre preserve owned by the 
Little Traverse Conservancy, which controls several other preserves throughout the county and Northern 
Michigan. The purpose of these parks is to help educate the public on the environment and preserve 
wildlife. This is true, for example, in the case of Vermillion Nature Preserve, wherein the endangered 
piping plover, which resides in the park, is protected. A historic location in Great Lakes maritime history, 
Whitefish Point Light House Station, is a former Coast Guard base, which has been repurposed a 
museum. Whitefish Point is near many shipwrecks, such as the famous SS Edmund Fitzgerald. Fittingly, 
at the site of this former Coast Guard Station, the Great Lakes Shipwreck Museum was established, 
highlighting many of the wrecks in the region. In addition to the historic element, Whitefish Point Light 
House Station offers a rocky beach on Lake Superior and the Whitefish Point Bird Observatory. 

Chippewa County is rich in history and environmental wonder. The city’s plans to develop the waterfront 
tie into a regional trend to take advantage of these resources. Through this collaborative effort, the city 
may be able to help spur additional tourism, serve as good environmental stewards, increase community 
pride and create other economic opportunities. 
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Chapter 2 
Administrative Structure

ROLES OF COMMISSIONS/ADVISORY BOARDS 

The City of Sault Ste. Marie is governed under the Commission-Manager form of municipal government. 
The City Commission is the ultimate authority for all City functions and programs, including those of 
parks and recreation. The Community Services Board reports to the City Manager, who then reports to 
the City Commission. The City Commission has final control over the parks and recreation program 
through the budget process, through specific approvals required for expenditures over $10,000, and 
through directives given to the City Manager. 

The Community Services Board is the prime City Committee responsible for the City parks and 
recreation program. Functions of the Parks and Recreation Department are handled through the City’s 
Community Services Board, established under the authority of PA 156 of 1917. The Board has been in 
existence in its present form since 1973. It consists of nine members appointed by the City Commission 
for three-year terms. 

The Community Services Board was formally established to: 

“Act as advisory board to the City Manager and advise the City Manager concerning all phases of 
a parks and recreation program for the City, including the control of the Pullar Community 
Building; and including all activities, receipts, expenditures, supervision, and control of the parks 
and recreation system and the Pullar Community Building of the City.” 

_____________________________________________________ 

Sault Seal Recreation Area 
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The Community Services Board also has the function and duty to recommend to the City Manager the 
hiring of any employees as may be necessary to properly carry out the functions of the Board. The Board 
is further empowered to establish the overall policies and long-range programming of parks and 
recreation functions of the community, all with the consent of the City Manager. The City Manager’s 
decisions are final, unless overruled by the City Commission. Through the established processes, the City 
Commission has the final authority to commit funds for parks and recreation, accept grants, and purchase 
land on behalf of the community. 

While the Community Services Board is primarily responsible for overseeing the parks and recreation 
program, there are four other City boards that periodically overlap into recreation and at least two outside 
entities that become directly involved in providing recreational services to the City residents. Within the 
structure of the City government, the Planning Commission has the most direct overlap, and this is only 
in the planning function. It is empowered by the State and City Commission to “prepare and adopt a 
Master Plan for the physical development of municipality, such Master Plan to address the general 
locality, character, extent, and proposed use of...recreational facilities” (among a long list of other 
specific uses). The Planning Commission has had primary interest in the Recreation Plan itself, with its 
main focus being on incorporating recommendations from the Parks and Recreation Department and 
from other outside sources into the comprehensive Master Plan, in addition to insuring that no conflicts 
with the Recreation Plan exist. Because of the relatively settled issue of facility locations, very few, if 
any, conflicts have arisen. 

Other City boards that have occasional overlap with the Community Services Board and the Parks and 
Recreation Department are the Downtown Development Authority, the Economic Development 
Corporation, and the Historical Development Commission. In the case of the Downtown Development 
Authority and the Economic Development Corporation, the overlap of joint interest may exist for a 
specific project from time to time. For example, the Economic Development Corporation played a part in 
the development of the Alford Park Project, and the Downtown Development Authority was actively 
involved in the creation of a mini- park in the downtown area. The Historic Structures Management 
Committee, as well as the non-profit Le Sault de Sainte Marie Historic Sites, Inc. and the Chippewa 
County Historical Society, are primarily interested in the development of the Sault’s historic structures on 
Water Street as well as other areas. It is expected that these agencies, along with the City Historical 
Development Commission, are likely to continue to take the lead in historical development, allowing the 
Community Services Board to play a more indirect supporting role. 

DEPARTMENT/STAFF DESCRIPTION AND ORGANIZATIONAL CHART 

The operational functions of the parks and recreation system are handled through the City’s Parks and 
Recreation Department. The department currently has a full- time equivalent staffing level of 9, including 
the Assistant Public Works/Parks and Recreation Director, Assistant to the Director, and cemetery staff. 
This staff handles the primary maintenance and operations of the City’s recreational system. The Parks 
and Recreation Department also employees approximately 28 part- time/seasonal employees. In the 
summer, there is a park security officer based at Sherman Park. In the winter, eight people per shift are 
needed in order to operate the Sault Seal Recreation Area (formerly Minneapolis Woods). 

Table 2-A below shows the Parks and Recreation Department Organizational structure and the 
relationship between the Department, the Community Services Board, the City Manager, and (Mayor 
and) City Commission. 
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Table 2-A 
PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE 

City Manager 

Community Services 
Board 

Mayor 
& 

City Commission 

Assistant DPW/Parks
and Recreation 

Director

Department of 
Public Works 

Director 

Historic 
Homes 

 Seal 
Recreation 

Area 

Marinas 
and Boat 
Launches 

Aune Osborn 
Park and 

Campground 

Parks & 
Recreation 

Pullar 
Community 
Building 
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Parks and Recreation Policies and Procedures 

It is the policy of the Parks and Recreation Department to adhere to all policies and procedures as 
outlined in the City of Sault Ste. Marie Personnel Manual. The personnel policies apply to all regularly 
scheduled employees serving the City 20 hours or more per week and receiving pay checks from the 
finance department as authorized by the City Manager. 

The City of Sault Ste. Marie is an equal opportunity employer and will not unlawfully discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, sex, religion, national origin, marital or veteran status, the presence of a medical 
condition or handicap, height, weight, or any other protected status. 

The City of Sault Ste. Marie expects its employees to maintain a certain level of conduct and exhibit a 
high degree of personal integrity at all times. This not only involves sincere respect for the rights and 
feelings of others, but also demands that both in the employee’s business and personal life they refrain 
from any behavior that might be harmful to themselves, their co-workers, the City of Sault Ste. Marie, 
and the general public. Conduct, while on and off the job, affects the City’s reputation. Therefore, the 
City encourages the highest standards of professionalism at all times. The City promotes a drug and 
alcohol free work place. 

 

ANNUAL AND PROJECTED BUDGETS FOR OPERATIONS, MAINTENANCE,  
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS, AND RECREATION PROGRAMMING 

State and Federal governments maintain the facilities that are located within the City and are under their 
respective jurisdictions, including the Army Corps of Engineers’ Brady Park and Soo Locks Park, the 
State of Michigan Department of Transportation’s Rest Area, and the State of Michigan Department of 
Natural Resources’ Algonquin Ski Trail. The Sault Area Public Schools, Lake Superior State University 
(LSSU), and the Sault Tribe of Chippewa Indians (Tribe) also maintain the facilities on their respective 
properties, including two elementary schools, the secondary school complex athletic field, the LSSU 
Norris Center, and the Tribe’s Chi Mukwa (Big Bear) Arena complex.  
 
Additionally, a number of City-owned facilities are maintained as part of lease agreements with private 
parties, including the George Kemp Marina, Aune-Osborn Campground, and Water Street Historic 
Homes. In addition, the I-500 track is prepared for its annual race through volunteer efforts and Malcolm 
Park complex is predominantly maintained through the efforts of various clubs and associations that have 
a direct interest in specific ball fields. The remaining City parks, including the Pullar Community 
Building (Pullar), Kaine’s Rink, and all of the outdoor parks are maintained through the funding 
appropriated in composite Parks and Recreation Budget. The City, through the Parks and Recreation 
Department, also assists with the oversight of the historic structures along Water Street, although the 
main seasonal operation of these homes is undertaken by historical groups. 
 
Table 2-B below shows the actual annual expenditures for the operations and maintenance of various 
recreation facilities from FY 2010-2011 through FY 2014-2015; the adopted budget which projects total 
expenses for FY 2015-2016 and an estimated budget for expenses for FY 2016-2017. The salary costs of 
the Parks and Recreation Department are spread between the Pullar and Recreation columns. The Sault 
Seal Recreation Area also has its own salary budget. The total budget has generally exceeded $1,000,000 
per year over this period and it is projected that it will remain at similar levels. 
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TABLE 2-B 
PARKS AND RECREATION  

EXPENDITURES FOR OPERATIONS AND 
MAINTENANCE 

Fiscal 
Year 

Harvey 
Marina 

Aune 
Osborn 

Pullar 
Comm. 

Building 
Recreation

Sault 
Seal 

Rec. Area 
Kemp 

Marina 
TOTAL 

2010/11 $5,686 $73,171 $412,241 $526,069 $78,516 $199,154 $1,294,837 

2011/12 $5,431 $64,759 $387,980 $525,206 $59,730 $177,732 $1,220,838 

2012/13 $4,894 $73,081 $411,467 $534,511 $95,626 $197,831 $1,317,410 

2013/14 $6,159 $70,548 $407,142 $538,687 $98,849 $198,763 $1,320,148 

2014/15 $2,479 $69,448 $381,550 $423,561 $81,484 $177,739 $1,136,261 

2015/16 
Projected $4,930 $70,201 $400,076 $509,607 $82,841 $190,244 $1,257,899 
2016/17 
Estimated $5,000 $72,000 $405,000 $515,000 $84,000 $198,500 $1,279,500 

Table 2-C below details annual expenditures for recreation related capital outlay and recreational 
programming from FY 2010/11 through FY 2014-2015 (projected) as well as FY 2016-2017 (estimated). 
Over the period from fiscal years 2010/11 through FY 2015/16, approximately $2.79 million was spent 
on capital outlay projects. The capital outlay numbers represented by year on the table below do not 
include all of these expenses as some of the project cost numbers were not readily available by year. 
Capital outlay or expenditures for capital improvement projects varies from year to year and relies 
significantly on grant funding and private sources. The budgeted annual youth recreational programming 
funding to be distributed among various youth recreational groups is $35,000 for FY 2015/16. It is 
projected that recreational programming funding will remain in the range of $35,000 annually. 

TABLE 2-C 
PARKS AND RECREATION EXPENDITURES FOR 

CAPITAL OUTLAY AND 
RECREATIONALPROGRAMMING 

BY FISCAL YEAR 

2010/11 2011/12 2012/13 2013/14 2014/15 
2015/16 

(Projected) 
2016/17 

Estimated Total 

Recreational 
Programming $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $35,000 $245,000 

Capital 
Outlay $248,707 $547,178 $1,037,910 $806,104 $20,400 $131,700 $200,000 $2,991,998 
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CURRENT FUNDING SOURCES 

A variety of funding sources exist for implementing the Recreation Plan, although the actual funding of 
these sources has been decreased over time and competition for the same has become fierce.  

Many of these are federal or state programs specifically targeted to recreation, but there are also several 
programs that can help to address recreational needs from the perspective of transportation, economic 
development, or housing. In addition, there are several local sources that have been used, which will 
continue to play an important role in the implementation of the City Recreation Plan. 

FEDERAL AND STATE RECREATION GRANT PROGRAMS 

A number of Federal and State Recreation Grant Programs exist for benefitting parks and recreation 
facilities such as those maintained by the City of Sault Ste. Marie. These range from various Michigan 
Department of Natural Resources grant programs specific to recreation and related activities (such as the 
Michigan Natural Resources Trust Fund grant awards, Land and Water Conservation Fund grant awards, 
trails programs, and Recreation Passport grant awards) to other Statewide grant programs (such as 
Michigan Council for Arts and Cultural Affairs grants, historic preservation grants provided by the State 
Historic Preservation Office) as well as grants support by the Michigan Department of Transportation 
that are connected to non-motorized assets. 

 
 

LOCAL FUNDING RESOURCES 

In addition to Federal and State resources, several local funding sources are also available to assist in the 
implementation of the Recreation Plan. 

_________________________________________________________________ 

Rotary Island Park 
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Augusta Hursley Seal Trust Fund 

The City of Sault Ste. Marie became the recipient of a substantial sum of money in 1983 as a result of 
being named beneficiary in the will of Augusta Hursley Seal, a long-term resident who passed away on 
November 7, 1983. The bequest was in the form of stock which, when sold, exceeded one million dollars. 
In her will, Mrs. Seal specified that the bequest be used: 

“...For the exclusive purpose of the expansion of its present recreation system, playground, and 
parks, or the acquisition on new recreation sites as the City shall determine in its sole discretion, 
for the use and benefit of the people of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan.” 

The City subsequently created a blue ribbon “Advisory Committee Regarding the Financial and Legal 
Management of the Seal Estate” which met between February and August 1984, and which resulted in 
the creation of the Augusta Hursley Seal Trust in March of 1985; subsequently approved by the City 
electors on June 10, 1985 as a charter amendment. The Seal Trust is structured to permanently protect the 
principal and to provide an annual distribution of the interest income to the City for permitted 
recreational projects. Various restrictions apply on both the amount made available as well as the amount 
that can be spent on any one project in a given year. 

City General Fund 

The City provides annual funding for the maintenance of the City’s parks and recreation facilities out of 
the general fund. In FY 2014/15 over $604,000 was expended for the various components of the 
recreation program over and above the amount of user and concession fees received. An amount of 
$754,600 is projected over and above the amount for FY 2015/16. The general fund is also a potential 
source for development projects, although at the present time overall City general funding is limited due 
to cutbacks in State revenue sharing and increasing health insurance costs. 

User Fees and Concession Fees 

User fees and charges have traditionally played a large role in the financing of the recreation program. 
The unaudited revenues from user fees for FY 2014/2015 totaled $531,748. Projected revenues for FY 
2015/16 total $569,700, both fairly substantial decreases from the high of $681,682 in revenue in FY 
2011/12. Most of the user fees and concession fees come from ice rental fees, campground concession 
fees, and leases and marina docking fees. In the past, the city considered adding a boat ramp fee, but that 
proposal was tabled for now after the Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians provided the city with 
two installments of $15,000. The installments were received by the city in 2011 and 2013. Table 2-D 
below shows the FY 2010/11 through FY2014/15 actual and FY2015/16 projected levels of user fee and 
concession revenue. 
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TABLE 2-D 
RECREATION USER FEE AND CONCESSION REVENUES 

 
 
 

Facility 

 
FY 

2010/11 

 
FY 

2011/12 

 
FY 

2012/13 

 
FY 

2013/14 

 
FY 2014/15 
(Unaudited) 

 
FY 2015/16 
(Projected) 

Pullar Community 
Building 

 
$169,729 

 
$179,305 

 
$176,098 

 
$166,677 

 
$155,784 

 
$172,400 

Kaine’s Rink 
 

$5,328 
 

$3,475 
 

$4,313 
 

$7,175 
 

$6,739 
 

$6,300 

Aune Osborn  
Campground 

 
$177,142 

 
$177,392 

 
$193,867 

 
$219,880 

 
$158,919 

 
$140,000 

Harvey Marina 
 

$19,774 
 

$14,607 
 

$12,000 
 

$11,130 
 

$6,965 
 

$15,000 

Sherman Park 
 

$16,846 
 

$13,937 
 

$15,355 
 

$14,403 
 

$12,294 
 

$17,000 

Sault Seal Rec. Area 
 

$53,974 
 

$53,906 
 

$85,831 
 

$78,076 
 

$58,894 
 

$75,000 

Kemp Marina 
 

$180,541 
 

$164,961 
 

$187,836 
 

$147,429 
 

$128,103 
 

$140,000 

Historic Homes 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 

Community Garden 
 

$1,115 
 

$1,344 
 

$1,275 
 

$1,320 
 

$1,450 
 

$2,000 

 
Ballfields 

 
$0 

 
$0 

 
$1,825 

 
$675 

 
$2,375 

 
$1,600 

City Grounds 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$0 
 

$225 
 

$400 

Community Stage 
 

$2,906 
 

$2,282 
 

$3,282 
 

$2,432 
 

$0 
 

$0 

 
TOTAL 

 
$626,545 

 
$611,209 

 
$681,682 

 
$649,197 

 
$531,748 

 
$569,700 

 

Targeted City Funds 

There are occasional situations that occur when the sale of City real estate is dedicated to a specific park 
or project area. Prior to 2005, this occurred with the sale of a land to Locks Boat Tour Enterprise and the 
proceeds, $100,000 +/-, were dedicated for public purposes in the immediate area and used for the Kemp 
Marina project.  

 

General Obligation Bonds or Revenue Bonds 

Projects may occasionally be financed through the use of the municipality’s bonding authority, or 
through one of its creators. An example of this was the Kemp Marina Project, which was financed in part 
through a bond issue by the Sault Ste. Marie Building Authority. Marina revenues provide the income 
stream to retire the bonds. 
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Osborn Trust Fund 

The interest earnings on the Osborn Trust Fund, established in 2003, are to be used for public purposes 
relating to the interpretation, presentation, research, preservation, education and development of the 
City’s history and historical heritage. An amount of $11,000-$25,000 in revenue is projected per year. 
Funding is approved by the City Commission based on recommendations from the City’s Historical 
Development Commission. 

 

THE ROLE OF VOLUNTEERS AND PRIVATE GROUPS 

The Sault has had a long history of active financial participation by private groups, businesses, 
individuals and non-profit organizations in the accomplishment of specific recreational projects. Groups 
as diverse as the Sault Area Sportsmen’s Club, the Sault Foundation for Culture and History, the Pullar 
Recreation Committee, the Sault Country Club, Project Pride, Project Playground, Project Park, the 
Kaine's Rink Committee, Le Sault de Sainte Marie Historic Sites, the Sault Tribe, the Community 
Foundation, service clubs, sports associations and individuals have contributed hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to such projects as new boat ramps, a museum, Pullar and Kaine's Rink restoration efforts, a 
major athletic field renovation, marina development, historic homes rehabilitation, park and trail benches, 
waterfront walkways, the University’s Norris Center recreation building, elementary school playground 
development, and ball field development. 

Private non-profit groups also run the annual Salmon Derby and I-500 Snowmobile Race. The active 
participation by the community in the development of recreational facilities in the Sault is impressive and 
significant, and many of the facilities the community now enjoys would not have been possible without 
this participation. As noted elsewhere, a number of City-owned facilities are also maintained as part of 
lease agreements with private parties, including the George Kemp Marina, Aune-Osborn Campground 
and Water Street Historic Homes. All licenses and/or leases are City Commission approved agreements 
which are designed for a duration of up to three (3) years.  Specific concession agreements which are 
more private in nature are created through a competitive public bid process and all agreements are 
reviewed and monitored closely being subjected to a one (1) year renewal process. The Malcolm Park 
complex is predominantly maintained through the efforts of various clubs and associations that have a 
direct interest in specific ball fields. 

The various community recreational programs would not be possible without volunteers who organize 
and oversee the programs. The City provides recreational programming funding annually in support of 
such activities as baseball, softball, hockey, soccer, football, swimming, ice skating, and others. 
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RELATIONSHIPS WITH OTHER AGENCIES 

Sault Area Public Schools 

The school system has a number of facilities that are increasingly used by the public at large. The large 
soccer field area behind the school and the athletic field have potential for further community use outside 
of specific events. The partnerships with the City in the development of playground equipment at the 
elementary school sites in the City have opened the doors for expanding this cooperation, such as indoor 
basketball at the elementary gymnasiums. Finally, the City and the Sault Area Schools continued their 
partnership in the City’s continued leasing of the former tennis court area by the high school as the site 
for the City’s skate park.  

Lake Superior State University 

The Norris Center, expanded to include the student activities center indoor track and fitness area, is a 
significant recreation asset to the City. The wide array of indoor courts, swimming pool, diving pool, and 
exercise rooms are available to the public on a membership basis or on a daily user fee basis. 
Recognizing that the main purpose of these facilities is to serve the university students, the public must 
yield to first-use by the university itself. Nevertheless, there are many ways to strengthen the ties with the 
City and to make the facilities more accessible to the general public, especially the indoor pool, a high 
priority among the community’s recreational needs. 

Chi Mukwa (Big Bear) Arena 

The Chi Mukwa (Big Bear) Community Recreation Center is owned and operated by the Sault Ste. Marie 
Tribe of Chippewa Indians. There are two ice rinks housed in the facility in addition to features such as 
various health clubs, sporting events, youth programs, fitness classes, and multiple social events. 

______________________________________________________________________ 

The Manny R. Roucher Room at the Pullar Community Building 
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Chapter 3
Recreation Inventory

The City of Sault Ste. Marie enjoys a wide variety of recreational facilities that meet the needs of both the 
local and visitor populations. Importantly, the portfolio of recreational assets maintained by the City as 
well as its local partners makes the community unique in its rich and varied parks and related facilities. In 
turn, the community is regionally renowned for its recreational opportunities and facilities. Several 
critical factors contribute to this special environment such as:  

1) A tourism-dominated economy that creates a large demand for certain outdoor recreational
facilities;

2) A riverfront location that creates several waterfront-oriented demands and opportunities ranging
from boating access to ship-viewing;

3) The presence of major State and Federal facilities, including the Soo Locks and the International
Bridge;

4) A climate that places a heavy emphasis on winter sports;

5) Lake Superior State University, which provides a major recreational facility accessible to the
resident population and many others;

6) A significant historical environment that creates unique recreational opportunities and reflects the
City’s status as one of the oldest European settlements in the United States;

7) And an autonomous Native American reservation with fully developed recreation facilities,
including an Olympic sized hockey rink.

Taken together, these factors create a situation whereby recreational facilities and programs are addressed 
by several different public and quasi-public entities, and where overlap of interests is common and allows 
each partner to maximize collaboration and the provision of services to the broader community. 

EXISTING RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

There are approximately 1,672 acres of total recreational land within the City. Of this, 623 acres (38%) 
are City-owned, and the remaining 62% are properties owned by the local school district, Lake Superior 
State University, the State and Federal governments, the Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians, and 
private owners who may lease property to the City. 
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The Land Use table (Table 3-A) below shows the ownership/acreage of the various recreational facilities 
within the City of Sault Ste. Marie. The listed acreage totals are derived from assessor’s records and 
count the total parcel size of the facility and/or recreation area in some cases. 

Table 3-A – Land Use Table of Community Recreational Facilities (In Acres) 

Mini 
Parks 

Neighborhood 
Parks 

Community 
Parks 

Large 
Urban 
Parks 

Special 
Use 

Parks 
Sports 

Complexes 
Natural 

Resource Areas TOTAL 

City of 
Sault Ste. Marie 4.2 12.54 100.78 248.23 195.74 ----- 66.82 

628.31 
(38%) 

School Area 
School District ----- 14.75 ----- ----- ----- 34.84 120 

169.59 
(10%) 

Lake Superior 
State University ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- 40.64 ----- 

40.65 
(2%) 

Federal and 
State 
Governments 2.26 ----- 26.5 ----- 5.25 ----- 411.76 

445.77 
(26%) 

Sault Ste. Marie 
Tribe 
Of Chippewa 
Indians 0.24 ----- ----- ----- 28.38 ----- ----- 

28.62 
(3%) 

Private 
Owners 0.76 ----- ----- ----- 134 ----- 214.7 

349.46 
(21%) 

TOTAL 7.46 27.29 127.28 248.23 358.38 75.49 813.28
1,672.40 
(100%)

The cooperation among the different agencies noted above has been instrumental in providing the Sault 
with a variety of park facilities that would be difficult for the City to finance on its own. 

INVENTORY UPDATE 

City employees have conducted a comprehensive parks and recreation facility inventory. The inventory 
includes all recreational opportunities available within the City’s limits. Parks and facilities have been 
identified and inspected for handicap accessibility, barrier-free access, and classified by facility type. 

While the inventory includes all parks and recreational facilities within City limits; the focus of this plan 
only extends to parks and recreational facilities under the City’s jurisdiction. Those of other jurisdictions 
are included to illustrate the broader picture of the Sault’s recreational canvas for purposes of planning 
coordination and cooperation between local recreation providers, including the facilities of all 
jurisdictions in the inventory is consistent with the goals and objectives of the plan, illustrating more 
accurately the needs and deficiencies of the current recreational system. 
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ORGANIZATION OF THE INVENTORY 

The organization of this inventory is a direct result of the requirements set by the Michigan Department 
of Natural Resources. The MDNR has developed a set of guidelines communities in the state must follow 
to secure grant funding. While the guidelines allow for the inventory to be as detailed as the governing 
body in whose jurisdiction the parks may require, they do demand at a minimum the inventory include 
the following as described (along with relevant notes required to meet MDNR guidelines): 

Park or Boating Facility Name 
The official legal name of the park facility and/or recreation area. 

Park Size 
The size of each park in acres.  In most cases the numbers presented herein are derived 
directly from the size of the parcel the park is located on and is derived from the local 
assessor’s records.  If marked as estimated, no particular parcel is indicated and the park area 
was estimated using GIS software.  Linear parks and trails have length in miles recorded in 
place of the park size. 

Park Description
A description of the general purpose of use of each park. 

Primary Service Area 
The primary service area of each park/facility.  The service areas included are derived from 
the NPRA classification system and are based on a radius of service unless otherwise 
indicated by region, neighborhood number or, as “Community-Wide.” 

Type and Number of Recreation and Support Facilities (Including Boat Facilities) 
This information has been included with each recreation facility and organized tables 
detailing the number and type of each facility have also been included within this Chapter in 
order to meet DNR Recreation Plan guidelines. 

Accessibility Evaluation
As noted above, accessibility rankings for each City-owned park or recreational facility were 
obtained by City employees (in 2009) referencing ADA Standards for Accessible Design. For 
the purposes of this Recreation Plan, the scale that was used at the time of those ranking, the 
rankings received for each park/facility at that time, the current condition of City-owned 
facilities, and the 2010 ADA Standards for Accessible Design were compared and current 
conditions analyzed for appropriate rankings to be incorporated into this plan in order to meet 
applicable Michigan Department of Natural Resources requirements: 

2010 ADA Standards for Accessible Design [Applied for Purposes of this Plan] 
1. None of the site elements meet accessibility guidelines.
2. Some of the site elements meet accessibility guidelines.
3. Most of the site elements meet accessibility guidelines.
4. All of the site elements meet accessibility guidelines.
5. The facility meets the principals of universal design.
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This ranking system has been the result of a combination of public laws concerning public buildings 
covered by the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 or the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 and the 
Utilization of Public Facilities by the Physically Limited Act.  

SWOT Analysis 

In addition to the analysis included directly within this chapter, the recreation inventory includes a 
SWOT analysis that has been incorporated into this plan as Appendix A. A SWOT analysis (Strengths, 
Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats Analysis), is intended to measure park/facility resources and 
capabilities. Using internal and external analyses of park areas it identifies opportunities for park/facility 
development and growth. Internal analysis concerns attributes inside of a park/facility; these attributes are 
labeled Strengths and Weaknesses. External analysis concerns attributes around the park/facility area. 
These attributes are labeled Opportunities and Threats (See Appendix A). In accordance with applicable 
MDNR guidelines, the SWOT analysis also determines facility wear and tear as needed.  

Park Classification 

The recreation inventory is ordered by the major recreation providers within the City and it is sorted by 
classification. The following tables are the key for park type classification in the inventory, and are 
derived from National Parks and Recreation Association’s or NRPA’s facility acreage standards. It was 
the basis for decisions in the classification of the parks system within City boundaries. 

Classification General Description Location Criteria Size Criteria 

Mini-Park 
Used to address limited, isolated or 
unique recreational needs. 

Less than 1/4 miles distance in 
residential setting. 

Between 2500 sq. ft. and one 
acre in size. 

Neighborhood 
Park 

Neighborhood park remains the basic unit 
of the park system and serves as the 
recreational and social focus of the 
neighborhood. Focus is on informal 
active and passive recreation. 

1/4 to 1/2 mile distance and 
uninterrupted by non-
residential roads and other 
physical barriers. 

5 acres is considered minimum 
size. 5 to 10 acres is optimal. 

School-Park 

Depending on circumstances, combining 
parks with school sites can fulfill the 
space requirements for other classes of 
parks, such as neighborhood, community, 
sports complex and special use. 

Determined by location of 
school district property. 

Variable-depends on function. 

Community Park 

Serves broader purpose than 
neighborhood park. Focus is on meeting 
community-based recreation needs, as 
well as preserving unique landscapes and 
open spaces. 

Determined by the quality and 
suit- ability of the site. Usually 
serves two or more 
neighborhoods and ½ to 3 
mile distances. 

As needed to accommodate 
desired uses. Usually between 
30 and 50 acres. 

Large Urban Park 

Large urban parks serve a broader 
purpose than community parks and are 
used when community and neighborhood 
parks are not adequate to serve the needs 
of the community. Focus is on meeting 
community-based recreational needs, as 
well as preserving unique landscapes and 
open spaces. 

Determined by the quality and 
suit- ability of the site. Usually 
serves the entire community. 

As needed to accommodate 
desired uses. Usually a 
minimum of 50 acres, with 75 
or more acres being optimal. 

Natural Resource 
Area 

Lands set aside for preservation of 
significant natural resources, remnant 

Resources availability and 
opportunity. 

Variable. 
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landscapes, open space, and visual 
aesthetics/buffering. 

Greenways 
Effectively tie park system components 
together to form a continuous park. 

Resources availability and 
opportunity. 

Variable. 

Sports Complex 

Consolidates heavily programmed 
athletic fields and associated facilities to 
larger and fewer sites strategically 
located throughout the community. 

Strategically located 
community- wide facilities. 

Determined by projected 
demand. Usually a minimum 
of 25 acres, with 40 to 80 acres 
being optimal. 

Special Use 

Covers a broad range of parks and 
recreation facilities oriented toward 
single - purpose use. 

Variable- dependent on 
specific use 

Variable. 

Private Park/ 
Recreation 
Facility 

Parks and recreation facilities that are 
privately owned yet contribute to the 
public park and recreation system. 

Variable- dependent on 
specific use 

Variable. 

Classification General Description Description of Each Type 

Park Trail 

Multipurpose trails located 
within greenways, parks and 
natural resource areas. Focus is 
on recreational value and 
harmony with the natural 
environment. 

Type I: Separate/single-purpose hard-surfaced trails for pedestrians or 
bicyclist/ in-line skaters. 
Type II: Multipurpose hard-surfaces trails for pedestrians and 
bicyclists/in-lines skaters. 
Type III: Nature trails for pedestrians. May be hard- or soft- surfaced.

Connector Trails 

Multipurpose trails that 
emphasize safe travel for 
pedestrians to and from parks 
and around the community. 
Focus is as much on 
transportation as it is on 
recreation. 

Type I: Separate/single-purpose hard-surfaced trails for pedestrians or 
bicyclists / in-line skaters located in independent r.o.w. (e.g., old 
railroad r.o.w.). Type II: Separate/single-purpose hard-surfaced trails 
for pedestrians or bicyclists/in-line skaters. Typically located within 
road r.o.w. 

On-Street 
Bikeways 

Paved segments of roadways 
that serve as a means to safely 
separate bicyclists from 
vehicular traffic. 

Bike Route: Designated portions of the roadway for the preferential or 
exclusive use of bicyclists. 
Bike Lane: Shared portions of the roadway that provide separation 
between motor vehicles and bicyclists, such as paved shoulders. 

All-Terrain Bike 
Trail 

Off-road trail far all-terrain 
bikes. 

Single-purpose loop trails usually located in larger parks and natural 
resources areas. 

Cross-Country 
Ski Trail 

Trails developed for traditional 
and skate-style cross country 
skiing. 

Loop trails usually located in larger parks and natural resource areas. 

Equestrian Trail 
Trail developed for horseback 
riding. 

Loop trails usually located in larger parks and natural resource area. 
Some- times developed as multipurpose with hiking and all terrain 
biking where conflicts can be controlled. 

Note: NRPA suggested acres per 1,000 population not listed in this section of the plan. 

PARKS /RECREATION FACILITIES LOCATIONS MAP AND WALKABILITY MAP 
The map on the following page details the locations of 52 parks and recreational facilities within City 
Limits. All of the park jurisdictions are included on this map and are color coded to indicate under which 
jurisdiction the park/facility falls. The map on the page after the next page is a walkability map that 
details a ¼ mile radius from each of the noted recreation facilities.  
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City of Sault Ste. Marie
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Legend
SSM Parks
Jurisdiction

! City of Sault Ste. Marie
! Sault Tribe
! Sault Area Public Schools
! Private
! LSSU
! Sault Housing Commission
! State of Michigan
! Federal

Quarter Mile Service Radius

31	A.J. Van Citter's Athletic Field
24	Alford Park
15	Algonquin Park
48	Algonquin Ski Trails
27	Ashmun Bay Park
42	Ashmun Bay Park Boat Launch
7	Ashmun Street Pocket Park
40	Aune Osborn Boat Launch
21	Aune Osborn Park
26	Brady Park
8	Bridge Village Playground
2	Chandler Park
39	Chi Mukwa Community Recreation Center

9	Coast Guard Housing Park
46	Community Gardens
3	Dowd Memorial Park
10	Edge of the Woods Playground
32	Harvey Marina
51	High School Backlands
47	I-500 Track
34	Kaine's Rink
37	Kemp Marina
12	Kimball Street Playground
16	Lakeshore Park
19	Lincoln School
4	Lower Coast Guard Property

49	Lower River Islands
29	LSSU Norris Center
20	Malcolm Park
6	Maple / Ashmun Pocket Park
5	Market Corner
44	Market Corner Pavillion
52	Meyer Preserve
41	Mission Street Boat Launch
33	Pullar Community Center
11	Rapids Drive Playground
50	Ravine Park
22	Rotary Park

30	Sault Area High School and Middle School Center
23	Sault Seal Recreation Area
14	Saultuer Drive Playground
43	Shallow's Boat Launch
13	Shawano Drive Playground
28	Sherman Park
45	Skateboard Park
25	Soo Locks Park
17	St. Mary's Park
38	State Rest Area
36	Tanglewood Golf Course
18	Washington School
1	Weber Park
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Community Development
225 East Portage Avenue
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®
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Legend
SSM Parks
Jurisdiction

! City of Sault Ste. Marie
! Sault Tribe
! Sault Area Public Schools
! Private
! LSSU
! Sault Housing Commission
! State of Michigan
! Federal

1	Weber Park
2	Chandler Park
3	Dowd Memorial Park
4	Lower Coast Guard Property
5	Market Corner
6	Maple / Ashmun Pocket Park
7	Ashmun Street Pocket Park
8	Bridge Village Playground
9	Coast Guard Housing Park
10	Edge of the Woods Playground
11	Rapids Drive Playground
12	Kimball Street Playground
13	Shawano Drive Playground

14	Saultuer Drive Playground
15	Algonquin Park
16	Lakeshore Park
17	St. Mary's Park
18	Washington School
19	Lincoln School 
20	Malcolm Park
21	Aune Osborn Park
22	Rotary Park
23	Sault Seal Recreation Area
24	Alford Park
25	Soo Locks Park
26	Brady Park

27	Ashmun Bay Park
28	Sherman Park
29	LSSU Norris Center
30	Sault Area High School and Middle School Center
31	A.J. Van Citter's Athletic Field
32	Harvey Marina
33	Pullar Community Center
34	Kaine's Rink
35	Tanglewood Golf Course
36	Kemp Marina
37	State Rest Area
38	Chi Mukwa Community Recreation Center

39	Aune Osborn Boat Launch
40	Mission Street Boat Launch
41	Ashmun Bay Park Boat Launch
42	Shallow's Boat Launch
43	Market Corner Pavillion
44	Skateboard Park
45	Community Gardens
46	I-500 Track
47	Algonquin Ski Trails
48	Lower River Islands
49	Ravine Park
50	High School Backlands
51	Meyer Preserve
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CITY OF SAULT STE MARIE PARKS AND RECREATION INVENTORY 

The following parks and recreation facilities are operated under the jurisdiction of the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie. The City owns operates and or leases 27 parks and recreation facilities. This 
includes 7 Mini-Parks, 2 Neighborhood Parks, 5 Community Parks, and 2 Large Urban Park. 
Facilities offered by this parks system include 2 ice rinks, 5 boats launches, 2 Marinas, a 
seasonal ice race track, and two Campground Facilities; among a great deal of amenities  

SWOT Inventory Analysis is located in Appendix A, Page 117 
 

ALGONQUIN PARK 
 
Size  9.83 acres 
Type  Neighborhood Park 
Purpose Serving all of neighborhood 14,   

Algonquin Park offers abundant 
open space, basketball courts, a 
baseball backstop, and a small 
playground. The park also 
includes a large undeveloped 
wooded area. 

Service Area ½ Mile 
Facilities 4 Total: Bench; Ball Diamond; 

Basketball Court; Playground 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

 

ALFORD PARK 
 
Size  2.90 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose Located directly on the waterfront, 

Alford Park includes a lighted 
waterfront walk with benches and 
railings as well as open space.  

Service Area Community 
Facilities 4 Total: Picnic Tables; Water 

Viewing; Fishing; Benches;  
Accessibility Ranking of 2 

 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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ASHMUN BAY 
 
Size  175.71 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose This significant land parcel is 

close to downtown and offers the 
only major boat launch into the 
upper river. The site is mostly 
undeveloped and the City 
acquired it in 2000 with funding 
from the Michigan Natural 
Resources Trust Fund. In 2004, a 
multi-phased Master Plan was 
completed. Phases 1 and 2 
include property acquisition for 
trail development. 

Service Area Community 
Facilities 3 Total: Water Viewing; Fishing; 

Boat Launch; Hiking; Benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 2   

 
 

ASHMUN STREET POCKET PARK 
 
Size  0.11 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose This is a small, passive park that 

offers open space with mature 
trees and a bench for downtown 
patrons.  

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 1 Total: Benches; Flowers; 

Sidewalks 
Accessibility Ranking of 4  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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AUNE‐OSBORN PARK 

Size 16.10 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose Aune-Osborn Park is a larger 

waterfront property on the lower St. 
Marys River that is functionally 
divided into two parts. The western 
end is used as a tourist campsite 
area. The eastern end is 
undeveloped, but is used for water 
sightseeing. CMI grant funds were 
used here to construct 20 new 
modern campsites. A fish cleaning 
station has also been constructed.   

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 6 Total: Playground; Grills; Picnic 

Tables; Picnic Shelter; Water 
Viewing; Fishing; Boat Launch; 
Marina/Dock; Showers; Restrooms; 
Campground; Benches/ Water 
Fountain; Lacrosse Field  

Accessibility Ranking of 3 

CHANDLER PARK 

Size 0.62 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose Chandler Park is Neighborhood 

4’s largest park area with a large, 
grassy open area and small 
playground.  

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 2 Total: Playground; Bench; 

Winter Sledding 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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CHARLES T. HARVEY MARINA 

Size 3.68 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose On the lower river, the Harvey Marina 

has been a significant marina facility 
for the City with berthing for 30 boats. 
A major dredging project was 
completed with emergency Waterways 
dredging funds in 2000 for the 
ongoing upkeep of this site.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 6 Total: Picnic Tables; Water 

Viewing; Fishing; Boat Launch; 
Marina/Dock; Showers; Restroom; 
Bench 

Accessibility Ranking of 1 

I‐500 SNOWMOBILE RACE TRACK 

Size 51.97 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose The I-500 Track is a one mile oval 

course used once a year by a non-
profit organization for the annual I-
500 snowmobile race.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 12 Total: Snowmobile track; five 

acc. buildings; Concession stand; 
Bridge 

Accessibility Ranking of 1 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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KAINE’S RINK 

Size 0.90 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose A local piece of hockey culture, Kaine’s Rink 

has been used by generations of hockey 
players. The rink is seasonal and ice 
conditions depend largely on local weather 
conditions. The rink is used in the summer for 
community functions.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 2 Total: Restrooms; Skating; Track; Benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

KEMP MARINA 

Size  5.34 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose Owned by the City but leased to Sault de 

Sainte Marie Historic Sites, this water front 
facility is directly next to the S.S. Valley 
Camp Museum Ship and Historic Home 
District. The marina has 62 slips and was 
completed in 1998.   

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 4 Total: Bench; Fishing; Marina; Walkway 
Accessibility Ranking of 5 

LAKESHORE PARK 

Size  3.26 acres 
Type  Natural Resources Area 
Purpose Set aside for development as a neighborhood 

park facility in the future, this area is 
currently covered in dense, mature 
vegetation. 

Service Area Natural Resources Area 
Facilities Wooded Area 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

Note: Image is satellite photo of area. 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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LOWER RIVER ISLANDS 

Size  62.5 acres 
Type  Natural Resource Area 
Purpose This group of three islands, formerly 

classified as a ‘public land 
opportunity’ will be developed as a 
park in the future based on a 
previously completed Master 
Development Plan. This could 
include the construction of a 
pedestrian bridge from Rotary Island 
to the First Island (Steere Island) and 
watercraft access to the other two 
islands. Steere Island would have 
paved trails, fishing, and observation 
platforms as well as a potential 
information center.   The second 
island may remain undeveloped and 
the third would possibly have a 
rustic campground, natural trails, 
and fishing opportunities.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities Water Viewing 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

Note: Image is satellite photo of area 

LOWER COAST GUARD PROPERTY 

Size  0.80 acres 
Type  Mini-Park 
Purpose Acquired from the Department of 

Interior, this park has future potential 
for waterfront viewing. It currently 
has passive space for picnics.  

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 2 Total: Picnic tables; water viewing; 

benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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MALCOLM PARK 

Size  44.64 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose Malcolm Park serves as the community’s 

principal ball field facility. The park consists of 
nine ball fields, most with complete dugouts 
and bleachers. Restrooms, storage buildings, 
and parking areas are located throughout the 
complex. Playground and picnic areas are also 
present.   

Service Area Community 
Facilities 22 Total: 9 Ball Diamonds, Playground; Grills; 

Picnic Tables; Picnic Shelter; Restrooms; 
Pavilion; Concessions; Benches; Water 
Fountain 

Accessibility Ranking of 2 

MAPLE/ASHMUN POCKET PARK 

Size  0.60 acres 
Type  Mini-Park 
Purpose A small, passive park facility that offers green 

infrastructure and open space with mature trees 
ideally situated downtown.  

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 1 Total: Benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 4 

MARKET CORNER PAVILION 

Size  0.40 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose The Farmer’s Market Pavilion offers the 

community a unique opportunity to hold a regular 
Farmer’s Market weekly during summer months. 
The pavilion area includes attractive hardscaping 
with a fountain and a covered parking area (note: 
cover is removed during winter months).    

Service Area Community 
Facilities 2 Total: Pavilion; Benches; Fountain 
Accessibility Ranking of 4 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 

40



MISSION STREET BOAT LAUNCH 

Size  11.26 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose Located adjacent to the Aune-Osborn 

Facility, the Mission Street Boat Launch 
has a large gravel parking area, a large 
grassy area, and a concrete boat launch 
with one transient dock. The park is 
used primarily for launching recreational 
boats into the lower St. Marys River.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 2 Total: Water Viewing; Fishing; Boat 

Launch; Benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

PULLAR COMMUNITY BUILDING 

Size  1.76 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose Serving as the City’s main indoor 

community facility, the ‘Pullar’ is used for 
hockey and skating as well as concerts, 
teen dances, circuses and other special 
events. The community has undertaken 
significant fundraising efforts to support 
significant rehabilitations at the Pullar 
recently.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 10 Total: Shower; Restrooms; Skating; 

Track; Concessions 
Accessibility Ranking of 2 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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RAVINE PARK 

Size  1.76 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose This is an undeveloped green area in a 

steep topographical setting located between 
North Ravine Street and South Ravine 
Street. It includes a non-motorized trail 
over a portion of the South Ravine Street 
between McCandless Street and Hillside 
Street.  This street was closed due to citizen 
concerns about speeding in Neighborhood 
4.    

Service Area Regional 
Facilities Wooded area.  
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

ROTARY ISLAND PARK 

Size  4.16 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose This park is located just east of Aune-

Osborn Campground and offers a 
spectacular view of the St. Marys River. 
There are a variety of assets and the 
parking area on the west side of the park 
has been paved. The park will eventually 
become a gateway to the Lower River 
Island park system. The park also has a 
fishing pond for children and youth that has 
been created and stocked on the inland side 
of the park.  

Service Area Community 
Facilities 5 Total: Playground; Grills; Picnic Tables; 

Water Viewing; Fishing Pond; Restrooms; 
Benches 

Accessibility Ranking of 2 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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SAULT SEAL RECREATION AREA 

Size  32.98 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose The Sault Seal Recreation Area is the 

City’s premier winter recreation 
facility and offers a tubing facility 
with three wire rope lifts, a 
beginner’s ski hill, snowboarding, 
winter trails for cross country skiing 
and a warming building with 
concessions and restrooms. It is 
continuously improved through a 
citizen effort called ‘Project Park’ and 
also offers disc golfing.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 7 Total: Restroom; Hiking Trail; 

Sledding; Warming Station; Downhill 
Skiing; Cross Country Ski; 
Concessions  

Accessibility Ranking of 1 

SHALLOWS BOAT LAUNCH 

Size  0.75 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose A very small park located in 

neighborhood 15, this is used as the 
second of two boat launches/access 
points to the upper St. Marys River. 
Though not suitable for large boats, 
this facility is ideal for launching 
small personal watercraft. 

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 2 Total: Water Viewing; Fishing; 

Boat Launching 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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SHERMAN PARK 
 
Size  72.52 acres 
Type  Large Urban Park 
Purpose The City’s flagship park, located on the 

upper St. Marys River, Sherman Park 
contains a variety of facilities, including 
the City’s only public beach.  

Service Area Regional 
Facilities 15 Total: Public Beach; Playground; 

Large Picnic Area; Picnic Tables; 
Horseshoe Pits; Changing Rooms; Toilet 
Facilities; Pavilion; Large Outdoor Grill; 
Ballfield; Two Volleyball Courts; 
Campground; Undeveloped Area Used 
for Walking and Cross Country Skiing 

Accessibility Ranking of 3 

 

                                                                                                                

SHUNK ROAD (MEMORIAL) PARK 
 
Size  0.40 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose Located in Neighborhood 8, this fenced 

park contains a playground and 
basketball court. 

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 2 Total: Basketball Court; Playground 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 
 

SKATE/BIKE PARK 
 
Size  .50 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose Skate/Bike Park serves as the 

community’s principal Skateboarding 
facility. The park consists of six different 
ramps and 4 rails for use.  

Service Area Community 
Facilities 6 ramps, 4 rails, 1 bench, 1 picnic table 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 
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ST MARYS PARK 

Size  2.71 acres 
Type  Neighborhood Park 
Purpose Located on the City’s downtown island, 

this park serves neighborhood 2. 
Service Area School Park 
Facilities 4 Total: Baseball Diamond, Tennis 

Court; Playground; Basketball Courts 
Accessibility Ranking of 1 

WEBER PARK 

Size  0.27 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose A passive park in the City’s downtown 

by the Power Canal. Developed in 2003, 
it is a memorial to the recreation 
benefactress Augusta Hursley Seal. 

Service Area ¼ Mile 
Facilities 1 Total: Benches 
Accessibility Ranking of 4 

See Park Location and Jurisdiction Map on Page 32 

SUMMARIES OF CITY-OWNED PARK/FACILITIES INFORMATION 
The tables on the following pages summarize the information contained within the recreation 
inventory for City-owned properties and facilities and that information required by MDNR for 
inclusion in the Recreation Plan. Note that this information is broken down by general types of 
recreational facilities/assets. 
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TABLE 3‐B – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR CITY‐OWNED OR LEASED MINI‐PARKS AND NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS 

Ashmun/ 
Maple Pocket 

Park 
Ashmun Street 

Pocket Park 
Algonquin 

Park 
Chandler’s 

Park 

Farmer’s 
Market 
Pavilion 

Lower Coast 
Guard 

Property 
Memorial 

Park 
St. Marys 

Park 
Weber 
Park 

Acreage 0.60 0.11 9.83 0.62 0.40 0.80 0.40 2.71 0.27 
Accessibility 
Rating 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 4 
Number of 
Facilities 1 1 4 2 2 4 2 5 1 

Ball Diamond X X 
Basketball 
Court X X X 

Benches X X X X X X X X X 

Pavilion X 

Picnic Tables X 

Playground X X X X 

Sledding X 

Tennis Court X 

Water Viewing      X   X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at City‐owned/Leased Mini‐Parks and Neighborhoods are not shown above. 
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TABLE 3‐C – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR CITY‐OWNED NATURAL RESOURCES AREAS 

Lakeshore Park Lower River Islands Ravine Park 

Acreage 3.26 62.5 1.06 

Accessibility Rating 1 1 1 

Number of Facilities N/A N/A N/A 

Trail X X 

Water Viewing X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at City‐owned Natural Resources Areas are not shown above. 

TABLE 3‐D – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR CITY‐OWNED COMMUNITY PARKS AND LARGE URBAN PARKS 

Alford Park 
Ashmun Bay 

Park 
Aune 

Osborn Park 
Malcolm 

Park 
Rotary Island 

Park 
Sault Seal 
Rec. Area 

Sherman 
Park 

Acreage 2.90 175.71 16.10 44.64 4.16 32.98 72.52 

Accessibility Rating 2 2 3 2 2 1 3 
Number of  
Facilities 4 4 6 22 4 7 15 

Ball Diamond X 

Basketball Court X 

Beach X 

Benches X X X X X X 

Boat Launch X X 

Campground X X 
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Concessions X X 

Cross-Country Skiing X 

Downhill Skiing X 

Fishing X X X X 

Grills X  X X X 

Hiking Trails  X    X X 

Horseshoes X 

Marina/Dock   X X 

Pavilion X X 

Picnic Tables X  X X X 

Picnic Shelter X 

Playground X X X X 

Restrooms   X X X X X 

Showers X 

Sledding      X 

Volleyball Court X 

Water Viewing X X X X X X 

Water Fountain X X X X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at City‐owned Community/Large Urban Parks are not shown above. 

TABLE 3‐D – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR CITY‐OWNED COMMUNITY PARKS AND LARGE URBAN PARKS 

48



 

 

TABLE 3‐E – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR CITY‐OWNED OR LEASED SPECIAL USE FACILITIES 
 

Community 
Gardens 

Harvey 
Marina 

I-500 
Track 

Kaine’s 
Rink 

Kemp 
Marina 

Mission St. 
Boat 

Launch 
 

Pullar 

Shallows 
Boat 

Launch Skate Park 

 
Acreage 

 
2.26 

 
3.68 

 
51.97 

 
0.9 

 
5.34 

 
11.26 

 
1.76 

 
0.75 .50 

Accessibility 
Rating 1 1 1 1 5 1 2 1 1 
Number of 
Facilities 

 
1 

 
6 

 
4 

 
4 

 
5 

 
2 

 
10 

 
2 12 

Benches  X X X X  X  X 

Boat Launch  X    X  X  

Concessions   X    X   

Fishing  X   X X    

Gardening X         

Golfing          

Gymnasium          

Ice Hockey    X   X   

Marina/Dock  X   X     

Picnic Tables  X        

Pool          

Restroom   X  X X  X   

Showers  X   X  X   

Skating    X   X  X 

Water Viewing  X   X X  X  
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at City‐owned/Leased Special Use Facilities are not shown above.
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SAULT AREA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

The Sault Area Public Schools operates the following facilities which total 169.7 acres in area. 
These facilities provide recreational opportunities to the people of Sault Ste Marie but are not 
under the City’s jurisdiction. They should be considered in recreational planning decision 
making. Cooperation with SAPS should be encouraged to meet the population’s recreational 
goals and objectives. 

A.J. VAN CITTER’S ATHLETIC FIELD 

Size  19.14 acres 
Type  Sports Complex 
Purpose The School’s primary outdoor recreation facility,.  
Service Area Regional 
Facilities Track and Field; Football Field; Soccer Field; Practice Fields; Stadium 

Seating; Press Box; Concessions Area  

Accessibility Rank 2 

HIGH SCHOOLS BACKLANDS 

Size  120 acres 
Type  Natural Resources Area 
Purpose This large area to the 

south of Sault Area High 
School is undeveloped 
and holds great potential 
for future recreational 
development.  

Service Area  Natural Resource Area 
Facilities Pavilion; Snowmobile 
Trail 
Accessibility Rank 1 
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LINCOLN SCHOOL PARK 

Size  7.39 acres 
Type  School Park 
Purpose In neighborhood 7, this 

is the neighborhood’s 
primary recreation 
facility.  

Service Area  ¼ Mile 
Facilities Play Structures; 

Basketball  
Courts; Baseball 
Backstop; Open Space 

Accessibility Rank 2 

SAULT HIGH SPORTS COMPLEX 

Size    15.70 acres 
Type    Sports Complex 
Purpose  Serves the community and 

system students.  
Service Area    Regional 
Facilities  Three Gymnasiums; Pool; 

Fitness Facilities; Tennis 
Courts; Soccer Field; 
Baseball Field; Basketball 
Courts. 

Accessibility Rank  2 

WASHINGTON SCHOOL PARK 

Size    7.36 acres 
Type    School Park 
Purpose  The  chief  recreation 

facility for children ages 5‐
12 in neighborhood 6. 

Service Area    ½ Mile 
Facilities Play Structures; Basketball 

Courts; Baseball Backstop; 
Soccer Field 

Accessibility Rank  2 
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SUMMARIES OF SCHOOL-OWNED PARK/FACILITIES INFORMATION 
The tables on the following pages summarize the information contained within the recreation 
inventory for School-owned properties and facilities and that information required by MDNR for 
inclusion in the Recreation Plan. 
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TABLE 3‐F – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR SCHOOL‐OWNED RECREATION FACILITIES 
AJ Van Citter’s 
Athletic Field 

High School 
Backlands 

Lincoln 
School Park 

Sault High 
Sports Complex 

Washington 
School Park 

Acreage 19.14 120 7.39 15.70 7.36 
Accessibility 
Rating 2 1 2 2 2 
Number of 
Facilities 12 1 5 13 6 

Facility Type Sports Complex Natural Resources Area School Park Sports Complex School Park 

Ball Diamond X X X 

Basketball Court X X X 

Benches X X X X 

Concessions X X 

Football Field X 

Gymnasium X X X 

Ice Hockey 

Pavilion X 

Picnic Table X 

Playground X X 

Pool X 

Racquetball X 

Restroom X X X 

Showers X X 
Snowmobile 
Trails X 

Soccer Field X   X X 

Tennis Court X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at School‐Owned Facilities are not shown above.
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TRIBAL, FEDERAL, AND STATE FUNDED RECREATION FACILITIES 

There are several different Tribal, Federal, and State jurisdictions that operate park lands and 
recreational facilities within the City of Sault Ste. Marie. These recreation providers offer 
opportunities to City residents and visitors alike and contribute greatly to local recreation as well 
as the City’s cultural tapestry. These jurisdictions include the State of Michigan (417 acres), 
Lake Superior State University (40.65 acres), United States Coast Guard (2.26 acres), Sault 
Housing Commission (1.6 acres), Army Corp of Engineers (26.96 acres), and The Sault Tribe of 
Chippewa Indians (an estimated 19.5 acres). The continued cooperation between these 
recreational providers and the City allow City residents and tourists to experience World-Class 
recreation in a small-town environment. 

ALGONQUIN SKI TRAIL (MDNR) 

Size  411.76 acres 
Type  Natural Resources Area 
Purpose  A  major  MDNR  land  holding,  this  area 

contains  several  miles  of  trails  used  in 
the  winter  for  cross‐country  skiing  and 
snow  shoeing  trails.  In  the  summer  the 
trails  are  used  by  outdoor  enthusiasts 
and  hikers.  The  large  piece  of  land 
includes a variety of undisturbed natural 
ecosystems  including  lakes,  marshes, 
and woodland habitats. A portion of the 
MDNR trails were lighted through a local 
fundraising effort.  

Service Area  Regional 
Facilities  Restrooms 
Accessibility Rank  1 

BRADY PARK (FEDERAL) 

Size  13.71 acres 
Type  Community Park 
Purpose  Adjacent  to  the  Soo  Locks,  this park  is 

the  site  of  the  annual  City  fireworks 
display.  The  park  is  host  to  several 
significant  historical  monuments, 
displays,  and  a  sacred  Anishinabee 
burial ground.  

Service Area  Regional 
Facilities  Grills; Picnic Tables; Water  
Viewing; Sledding 
Accessibility Rank  1 
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   CHI MUKWA COMMUNITY RECREATION CENTER (TRIBE) 

Size  9.26 acres 
Type  Special Use 
Purpose  Located  on  the  Tribe’s  225‐acre 

Methodist  Mission  Reserve 
property,  the  arena  is  available  for 
use by the community. It houses two 
year‐round  ice  rinks,  gymnasium, 
exercise  facilities, a day care center, 
spa,  and  pro  shop  and  also  has 
accommodations  for  meetings  and 
parties. 

Service Area  Regional 
Facilities  Basketball  Courts;  Tennis  Courts; 

Volleyball  Playground;  Grills; 
Showers;  Ice Hockey; Skating; Track; 
Concessions 

Accessibility Rank  1 

COAST GUARD PARK (FEDERAL) 

Size    9.26 acres 
Type    Special Use 
Purpose  Located  on  the  Tribe’s  225‐acre 

Methodist  Mission  Reserve 
property,  the arena  is available  for 
use  by  the  community.  It  houses 
two  year‐round  ice  rinks, 
gymnasium,  exercise  facilities,  a 
day care center, spa, and pro shop 
and  also  has  accommodations  for 
meetings and parties. 

Service Area  Regional 
Facilities  Basketball  Courts;    Tennis  Courts; 

Volleyball;  
Playground;  Grills;  Showers;  Ice 
Hockey; Skating; Track; Concessions

Accessibility Rank  1 
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KIMBALL STREET PARK (SAULT HOUSING COMMSSION)

Size    1.60 acres 
Type  Mini Park 
Purpose  A  small  park  facility  in 

Neighborhood  7,  this  park  is 
managed  by  the  Sault  Housing 
Commission. 

Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities  Play  Structure;  Basketball  Court;  

Bench 
Accessibility Rank  1 

NORRIS CENTER (LSSU) 

Size    40.64 acres 
Type    Sports Complex 
Purpose  The Norris Center has an extensive 

collection  of  indoor  and  outdoor 
facilities  and  is  a  part  of  LSSU’s 
campus. 

Service Area    Regional 
Facilities  Soccer Field; Oval Track; Five Tennis 

Courts;  Baseball  Field;  Indoor  Ice 
Area;  Diving  and  Swimming  Pools, 
Courts, and Other Facilities 

Accessibility Rank  5 

SAULTUER DRIVE PLAYGROUND (TRIBE) 

Size    0.10 acres 
Type    Mini Park 
Purpose  A  small  playground  on  the  Sault 

Ste.  Marie  Tribe  of  Chippewa 
Indian’s 85.6 acre reserve.  

Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Playground 
Accessibility Rank  1 
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SHAWANO DRIVE PLAYGROUND (TRIBE) 

Size    0.14 acres 
Type    Mini Park 
Purpose  A  small  playground  on  the 

Sault  Ste.  Marie  Tribe  of 
Chippewa  Indian’s 85.6 acre 
reserve.  

Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Playground 
Accessibility Rank  1 

SOO LOCKS PARK (FEDERAL) 

Size    13.52 acres 
Type    Community Park 
Purpose  A  major  regional  tourist 

attraction,  this  well 
maintained park  is  located 
directly to the Soo Locks  

Service Area    Regional/National 
Facilities  Viewing  Platform  for  

Freighters; Benches;  
Fountain;  Monuments; 
Restrooms;  Information 
Center  

Accessibility Rank  3 

STATE WELCOME CENTER (STATE) 

Size    5.25 acres 
Type    Special Use 
Purpose  A Michigan Department of 

Transportation  border 
information  center  with 
restrooms  and  a  picnic 
area. 

Service Area    Special Use 
Facilities  Restrooms;  Picnic  Area; 

Grills; Benches 
Accessibility Rank  4 
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SUMMARIES OF TRIBAL, FEDERAL, AND  
STATE PARK/FACILITIES INFORMATION 

The tables on the following pages summarize the information contained within the recreation 
inventory for Tribal, Federal, and State properties and facilities and that information required by 
MDNR for inclusion in the Recreation Plan.  
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TABLE 3‐G – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR TRIBAL, FEDERAL, AND STATE OWNED/OPERATED RECREATION FACILITIES 

Algonquin 
Ski Trail 
(MDNR) 

Brady 
Park 

(Federal) 

Chi Mukwa 
Community 
Rec. Center 

(Tribe) 

Coast 
Guard 
Park 

(Federal) 

Kimball 
Street 
Park 

(SHC) 

Norris 
Center 
(LSSU) 

Saultuer 
Playground

(Tribe) 

Shawano 
Drive 

Playground
(Tribe) 

Soo 
Locks 
Park 

(Federal) 

State 
Rest 
Area 

(MDOT) 

Acreage 411.76 13.71 19.26 2.26 1.60 40.65 0.10 0.136 13.25 5.25 
Accessibility 
Rating 1 1 4 1 1 5 1 1 3 4 
Number of 
Facilities 3 6 7 4 2 11 1 1 9 4 

Facility Type 

Natural 
Resource 

Area 
Community 

Park 
Sports 

Complex 
Mini 
Park 

Mini 
Park 

Sports 
Complex 

Mini 
Park 

Mini 
Park 

Community 
Park 

Special 
Use 

Basketball Court X X X X 

Benches X X X X X 
Buildings 
(Visitors) X X X 

Concessions X X 

Grills X X X 

Gymnasium X X 

Ice Hockey X X X 

Picnic Tables X X X X 

Playground X X X X X 

Pool X 

Restrooms X X X X 

Shower X X 

Skating X X X 
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Soccer Field X 

Tennis Court X X X 

Track X X 

Volleyball Court X X 

Water Viewing X X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at these facilities are not shown above. 

TABLE 3‐G – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR TRIBAL, FEDERAL, AND STATE OWNED/OPERATED RECREATION FACILITIES 
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PRIVATE PARKS AND RECREATION 

The following private parks and recreation facilities are operated by private entities. 

BRIDGE VILLAGE PLAYGROUND 

Size    0.537 acres 
Type    Mini Park 
Purpose  Used  by  residents  of  Bridge  Village,  located  in  the  residential  development’s 

commons area.  
Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Playground 
Accessibility Rank  1 

EDGE OF THE WOODS PARK 

Size    0.80 acres 
Type    Mini Park 
Purpose  A  very  small  private  park,  this  site  contains  the  only  playground  in 

Neighborhood 11. 
Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Playground 
Accessibility Rank  1 

MEYER PRESERVE 

Size    214.70 acres 
Type    Natural Resource Area 
Purpose  A huge wildlife preserve donated to Little Traverse Conservancy  in 2005 by the 

Meyer family. This preserve in located in Section 16 of the City.  
Service Area    Natural Resource Area 
Facilities Preserve  
Accessibility Rank  1 

RAPIDS DRIVE PLAYGROUND 

Size    0.2 acres 
Type    Mini Park 
Purpose  A very small private park, this contains the only playground in Neighborhood 10. 
Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Playground; Basketball Court 
Accessibility Rank  1 
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TANGLEWOOD GOLF COURSE 

Size    134 acres 
Type    Special Use 
Purpose  A  private  18  hole  golf  course,  Tanglewood  Golf  Course  provides  recreational 

opportunities in a natural setting with multiple amenities.   
Service Area    ¼ Mile 
Facilities Clubhouse; Bathroom Facility;  
Accessibility Rank  2 

SUMMARIES OF PRIVATE PARK/FACILITIES INFORMATION 
The following table summarizes the information contained within the recreation inventory 
for privately owned properties and facilities and that information required by MDNR for 
inclusion in the Recreation Plan.  

TABLE 3‐H – RECREATION INVENTORY SUMMARY FOR PRIVATELY‐OWNED RECREATION FACILITIES 

Bridge Village 
Park 

Edge of the 
Woods Park 

Meyer 
Preserve 

Rapids Drive 
Playground 

Tanglewood 
Golf Course 

Acreage 0.537 0.80 214.17 0.20 134 

Accessibility Rating 1 1 1 1 2 

Number of Facilities 1 2 1 2 4 

Facility 
Type Mini Park Mini Park 

Natural 
Resources Area Mini Park Special Use 

Basketball Court X X 

Golf Course 

Playground X X X X 
Note: Facilities present at other parks/facilities that are not present at Privately‐Owned Facilities are not 

shown above. 
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COMPLETED NON-MOTORIZED TRAIL NETWORK INVENTORY 
This is a detailed list of all the non-Motorized trails both existing and proposed within the City 
limits. The inventory includes the length of the trail in feet, type of facility as derived from 
NPRA Park Classification System provided by the MDNR, the trail service area, and a 
description of the trail location. 

1. Multi-Use trail
Length: 0.9 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area: Community 
Accessible: Yes
Barrier Free: No 
Notes: Trail begins at LSSU Norris Center, corner of W. Easterday Ave. 

and Meridian Street, continues on Meridian to Business Spur; loops 
around Marquette Ave. to Davitt Street and back to Meridian 
Street.  The trail then continues along North side of I-75 Business 
Spur to 8th Street. 

2. Multi-Use trail
Length:  0.8 miles 
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area: Community 
Accessible:  Yes 
Barrier Free:  No 
Notes:  Trail begins at 16th Ave. east and runs south to JK Lumsen Way 

along the east Side of Shunk Road. 

3.Proposed Multi-Use Trail (“Railroad Trail”)

Length: 2.8 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area:  Community 
Notes:  Proposed trail would run from South Street to city limits.  

Snowmobile trail already in place continues to Brimley.  

4. Proposed Multi-Use Trail
Length:  1.67 miles 
Facility Type:  Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area:  Community 
Notes:  Proposed trail would follow South Street into Ashmun Bay, together 

with Proposed Multi-Use trail 5 would connect Ashmun Bay Park to 
Sherman Park 
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5. Proposed Multi-Use Trail
Length: 1.1 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area: Community 
Notes:  Proposed trail would run along 4th Street W. to Sherman Park from 

South Street. 

6. Proposed Multi-Use Trail
Length: 2.2 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II. 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Trail runs from Easterday Ave. W along 12th Street W. to 8th Ave. W to  

11th Street W. under I-75 through existing micro tunnel into Airport 
Backlands property along existing snowmobile trail and connects with I-
75 Business Spur Multi-Use trail 1. 

7. Proposed Multi-Use Trail (Power Canal Trail)
Length: 1.2 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area: Community 
Notes:  Proposed trail would run along South side of Power Canal from Portage 

Avenue through the Community Gardens onto Hurley Street and onto 
Johnston Street. 

8. Proposed Multi-Use Trail (Mariner’s Park Bikeway)
Length: 1 mile
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service area: Community 
Notes: Proposed trail would run along Johnston Street to Water Street past 

Pullar Community Center and Kemp Marina past Brady Park and end at 
Sault Locks Corps Park. 

9. Proposed Multi-Use Trail (Mission Reserve Bikeway)
Length: 1 mile
Facility Type:  Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area:  Community 
Notes: Proposed trail would start at Marquette Ave. and move Southeast to 

utility line and turn east to Riverside Drive. 

10. Proposed Multi-Use Trail (9th Street Bikeway)
Length: 1.5 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type II 
Service Area:  Community 
Notes: Proposed trail would start at Marquette Ave. and move South past 15th 

Ave. east and continue to 3 Mile Road. 
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11. Proposed Multi-Use Trail (High School Backlands Bikeway)
Length: 1.5 miles
Facility Type: Connector Trail: Type ii 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Proposed trail would run through High School Backlands property 

from  
Marquette Ave. South towards 3 Mile Road, partially along 
existing snowmobile trail 

12. Riverside Dr. Bike Route
Length: 4.1 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes:  Route Runs along Riverside Drive from city limits to Brady Street. 

Wide shoulders and signage present. 

13. Portage Ave. East Bike Route
Length: 0.6 miles
Facility Type:  On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route  
Service Area:  Community 
Notes: Route runs from Spruce Street along Portage Ave. East. 

14. Bike Route
Length: 1.6 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area:   Community 
Notes:  Route travels east along Marquette Ave. from Davitt Street to 

Shunk Street. 

15. Bike Route
Length: .63 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area:  Community 
Notes:  Route follows 12th Street W. and connects to Easterday Ave. and  

continues to Portage Ave. 

16. Bike Route
Length: 1.2 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Route starts at Sherman Park and travels south along 24th Street 

W.  
continues on 16th Ave. W and ends at 20th Street W. 
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17. Proposed Bike Route
Length:  1.9 miles 
Facility Type:  On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Proposed route would begin at 45mph speed zone east of Seymour Street 

and run along 3 Mile Road to Mackinaw trail 

18. Proposed Bike Route
Length: 0.95 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Proposed route would begin at Multi-Use trail 1 on Business Spur and 

continue South on M-129 to 3 Mile Road. 

19. Proposed Bike Route
Length: .8 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes:  Proposed route would start at Johnston Street and travel along Spruce to 

Ord Street and onto Portage Ave. 

20. Proposed Bike Route
Length: 1.1 miles
Facility Type: On-Street Bikeway: Bike Route 
Service Area: Community 
Notes: Proposed Route would start at Portage Ave.  Follow Magazine Street to 

Spruce Street, cross the Fort Street Bridge and continue along Sheridan 
Drive onto Ryan Ave. and end at Easterday Ave. 

Theme Trails (City) 
Two pedestrian trail systems have been developed over the last fifteen years. The Historic 
Walkway extends along the Sault waterfront for approximately a mile. The trail winds through 
the Locks Park, Fort Brady, the Historic Home complex and the “Valley Camp”, and passes 
many of the historic buildings and sites in the community.  It has become one of the important 
tourist linkages in the Sault. The Historic Church Pathway is a marked trail that leads to the five 
historic downtown churches, all of which are open during the tourist season for visitors. 

Waterfront Development 
Sault Ste. Marie is located along the scenic St. Mary’s River. Citizens of Sault Ste. Marie, the 
Eastern Upper Peninsula Regional Planning & Development Commission and several other 
stakeholders throughout the community, have expressed interest in developing a waterfront 
walkway. The Eastern Upper Peninsula Planning & Development Commission is attempting to 
address the public desire through the development of a Water Trail. The Water Trail is a plan to 
develop specific sites along the waterfront throughout the Eastern Upper Peninsula. Separate 
from the Water Trail, the City of Sault Ste. Marie has developed its own plan known as the 
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Waterfront Walkway. The Waterfront Walkway that would incorporate existing parklands and 
the historic walkway into a connected walkway would extend along the St. Marys Riverfront 
from the West Pier above the Locks to the Lower River Islands. The phases of this plan are 
included in future project planning.  

Snowmobile Tails 
The City is connected to the vast Eastern Upper Peninsula trail system by the Sault-Brimley Trail 
along the abandoned rail grade. The City continues to explore ways to connect this trail to the 
City’s business and hotel district.  A multi-purpose trail tunnel under I-75 was constructed in 
2003. The snowmobile trails are seasonal and offer opportunities for development during the 
summer months. A Snowmobile Trails Map is included at the end of this chapter to show the 
City’s existing snowmobile trail system. 
Type:    Snowmobile Trails 
Number of Trails: 5 
Length:   10.0 Miles 

HISTORICAL FACILITIES 
Over fifty different historical sites have been documented in the City. The City itself is of major 
historical significance, not only in European settlement history, but archeological evidence 
points to an aboriginal history reaching back more than 8,000 years. 

National Register Historic Sites 

St. Mary’s Falls Canal‐ Soo Locks (Listed 11/13/1966) 

The site of the original canal system that was 
transformed into a succeeding series of locks to 
bridge the 21 foot difference in water levels 
between Lake Superior and the lower lakes. The 
property is owned by the federal government. 

Johnston House (Listed 07/08/1970) 

Erected  in 1822, this  is the second oldest building 
in  the  northwest.  Henry  Rowe  Schoolcraft  wed 
Jane Johnston here. The City owns the building. 
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Old Fort Brady (Listed 03/11/1971) 

Erected  in 1822 and  in use  for 71 years until  the 
Fort  was  moved  to  a  new  location  on  the  hill. 
Many  buildings  and  a  stockade  existed during  its 
use, none of which remain. Site of many historical 
events,  including  the  lowering  of  the  last  British 
flag to fly over American soil. The site includes the 
Federal Building Property, now owned by the City. 

New Fort Brady (Listed 01/13/1972) 

Constructed  in  1892,  the  new  Fort  was  in  active 
operation until 1946, when the Fort was converted 
into  the  Sault  Branch  of  Michigan  Technical 
University.  The  school  became  independent  as 
Lake  Superior  State  College  in  1969,  and  is  now 
known as Lake Superior State University.  

SS Valley Camp (Listed 02/01/1972) 

The  berthed  lake  carrier  has  been  transformed 
into  a  museum  ship.  The  ship  is  managed  and 
owned  by  the  Le  Sault  de  Sainte  Marie  Historic 
Sites. 

Henry Rowe Schoolcraft House (02/25/1974) 

Schoolcraft moved  into this 15 room  federal style 
residence in 1827. The Indian Agency office was in 
one  of  the  two  building  dependencies.  The 
building  has  been  under  active  restoration  and 
reconstruction  to  its original design over  the  last 
few years. The City and “Sault Historic Sites” have 
been cooperatively working on this building.   
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Old Federal Building (Listed 09/09/1977) 

Standing on the ground of the Old Fort Brady, the 
building was constructed during 1908 and 1910, 
and occupied in 1910. The building was in private 
hands, until it was turned over to the City of Sault 
Ste. Marie. The building now serves as the City 
Hall. 

Chippewa County Courthouse (Listed 09/13/1984) 

The oldest continuously used courthouse in the 
state, this imposing structure has been completely 
renovated and restored and is in excellent 
condition. 

Central Methodist Church (Listed 12/17/1984) 

This is one of several striking sandstone churches 
in the downtown constructed around the turn of 
the century. The church was completed in 1894. 

St Mary’s Pro‐Cathedral (Listed 12/27/1984) 

Built  from  local  bricks  in  1881,  this  is  the  third 
structure on the site, and the fifth in the immediate 
area dating back to 1668 when the first church was 
constructed,  marking  the  founding  of  the 
settlement.  It has recently been renovated. 
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Cloverland Electric Powerhouse 

Placed  into  operation  in  1902,  this  hydropower 
facility was constructed   at  the same  time as  the 
power  canal  that  channels  the  water.    It  is  the 
largest building  in  the world  (1360  feet) devoted 
to power production.  The building is still in active 
use  as  a  powerhouse.  Owned  by  the  Cloverland 
Electric Cooperative,  a private utility. Part of  the 
building  includes  an  Atlantic  Salmon  hatchery, 
which  is  operated  by  Lake  Superior  State 
University. 

Historically Significant Sites 
Another 16 sites in the downtown area are of historical significance. Many of these are of equal 
quality and significance as National Register sites, and are likely to be on the national Register in 
the future. Among these are: St. James Episcopal Church, which is currently in the process of 
being placed on the National Register, the City Fire Hall, the Bishop Baraga residence, the Elijah 
Allen house, the Merchant Marine Library at the Locks Parks, the old City Water Tower (still in 
use), the Michigan Meridian (the point of departure for all surveys in the state) and the site of the 
old French Fort de Repentigny. 

Museums/Art Centers 
Six museums and art interpretive centers are located in the downtown.  The “SS Valley Camp” is 
an actual lake carrier open for viewing and serving as a site for various marine related displays 
and interpretations. The John Johnston House is operated by the Chippewa County Historical 
Society, and is open during the summer and fall. The Soo Locks Information Center displays the 
history of the locks development as well as displaying a working model of a lock. The Alberta 
House is an art and craft gallery located in a unique historical structure near the locks. The 
“River of History Museum”, which opened in 1992, originally located in the old Federal 
Building, is now located on Ashmun Street. The Steere Room at the Bayliss Public Library is the 
prime source for early documents and historical records of the area. The Chippewa County 
Historical Society has various displays and presentations at the location they own facility on 
Ashmun Street.  

BARRIER-FREE STATUS OF CITY RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is a comprehensive civil rights law that prohibits 
discrimination on the basis of disability. The ADA requires that newly constructed and altered 
state and local government facilities, places of public accommodation, and commercial facilities 
be readily accessible to, and usable by, individuals with disabilities. 

The City Parks and Recreation Department is working to make all of its facilities, parks, and 
other recreation areas compliant with state and federal barrier-free guidelines. The City is 
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planning to hire an outside contractor to inspect City facilities, including those run by the Parks 
and Recreation Department, to insure barrier-free compliance. Upgrading facilities is a priority 
and improvements are being made as funding permits. 

The I-500 Track and Algonquin Park (Andary Ave) are City owned properties, but the facilities 
on those properties are owned and managed by agencies other than the Parks and Recreation 
Department. 

The many neighborhood parks located throughout the City have barrier-free access; most of the 
parks have roadside parking. There is playground equipment located at many of the 
neighborhood parks. Benches and tables that are located at some of the parks do not meet 
barrier-free standards. Ravine Park, the Lower River Islands, Lower Coast Guard Park, the 
Carbide Dock Property, Alford Park, and Lakeshore Park are relatively undeveloped. Any future 
development on any of these properties will comply with barrier-free guidelines. 

STATUS OF PREVIOUSLY GRANT ASSISTED FACILITIES 

Following please find a table that details the status of previously grant assisted facilities and 
developments. 

Table 3- I - DNR Recreation Grant Inventory – Status of Previously Assisted Facilities 

Grant Number 
and Award Year Park Name Acquisition 

Development/ 
Improvements Current Status 

26-00140   

1968 

Minneapolis 
Woods 
Park – Currently 
known as Sault 
Seal Park 

Constructing an Addition 
on a Warming Building, 
Grading, and Finishing 
Work on Luge Run 

An expanded Sault Seal Park still 
includes a sledding area plus 
tubing run. The building is still in 
service although of limited size 
to serve the current park. 

26-141 

1968   

Mission Road 
Park - Currently 
known as Aune-
Osborn 
Campground/Park 

Toilet-Shower Building, 
Trailer Pads, 
Electrical Parking Area and 
Road, Playground Equipment, 
Landscaping 

Aune-Osborn Campground and 
Park is still operating and 
expanded. The playground 
equipment and toilet-shower 
building have been replaced due to 
obsolescence. 

26-00139 

1968 Sherman Park 

50 campsites, Boat landing/ 
unloading pier, Parking 
Area, 
Lifeguard Raft, Roadway 

Sherman Park, including the 
campground, is still operating. 
Some area was lost when the 
City built a new water treatment 
plant but a conversion was 
completed designating lower 
river islands as recreational area. 
The area of boat landing is still 
part of the park but is now beach 
area part of due to low water 
level. The lifeguard raft served 
its useful life and was removed. 

26-00979 Sault Ste. Marie Lighting and Wiring Aune-Osborn Park is still 

71



1977 
Waterfront Picnic 
Area - Currently 
known as Aune- 
Osborn Park 

Picnic Equipment 
Picnic Shelter Site 
Improvement Boardwalks, 
Sidewalks, 
Drinking Fountain, safety 
Railing, Asphalt Gutter, 
Storm Sewer, Playground 

operating. The picnic and 
playground equipment have been 
replaced as necessary after their 
useful life. 

26-01057 

1979 
Sault Ste. Marie 
Sherman Park 

Overhead Wire Burial, 
Fencing, Picnic Equipment, 
Road 
Parking Lot Paving. 

Picnic equipment has been 
replaced as needed. Parking and 
Roadways have been 
reconfigured 
somewhat per updated plan and 
subsequent grant TF03-116 

26-01475 

1988 Sherman Park 

Restroom Building, 
Playground Equipment, 
Parking Lot Paving, Boat 
Launch Paving 

Restroom building is still in use. 
Most of the playground 
equipment has been replaced 
after its useful life. The boat 
landing area is still part of the 
park but has been made part of 
the beach due to low water level. 
Parking and Roadways have been 
reconfigured somewhat per 
updated plan and subsequent 
grant TF03-116. 

BF90-287 

1990 
Pullar Building 
Rehabilitation 

Lighting/Electrical, 
Insulation, Ceiling Paint, 
Dehumidifiers, 
Engineering 

The Pullar Building is still in use, 
marking its 75th year of 
operation in 2014. 

TF97-234 

1997 
Ashmun Bay Park 
Acquisition 

Acquisition of 
50-Acre 
Waterfront 
Peninsula along 
St. Marys River. 

Park contains a boat launch, 
accessible fishing pier, and open 
space with a multiphase site 
development plan adopted for 
future trails, etc. 

CM99-246 

1999 
Aune-Osborn 
Campsite Upgrade 

New Roadway to Sites. 
New and Existing Roadway 
Paving Utilities 
22 Parking Pads 

Popular expanded campground 
continues operation. A new 
shower/laundry/service building 
was completed, funded by the 
City. 

TF03-116 

2003 

Sherman Park 
Beach 
Accessibility/ 
Upgrade 

Site Preparation/ 
Earthwork, Sand Beach, 
Sand Volleyball Courts, 
Playground Pathways, 
Entrance Drive, 
Landscaping 

Project is complete. 

TF07-174 

2007 

Ashmun Bay 
Park Entrance 
Parcel 
Acquisition 

Acquisition of 
Approximately 
3 acres at 
entrance to 
Ashmun Bay 
Park 

Project is complete. 

TF07-105 

2007 

Ashmun Bay 
Park Trail Parcel 
Acquisition 

Acquisition of 
approximately 
3 acres along 
the south shore Project is complete. 
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of Ashmun 
Bay Park to 
widen property 
for formal 
placement of a 
linear trail 

TF08-068 

2008 

Rotary Island 
Park 
Development 
Project 

Pathways, Fishing 
Platform, Drive and 
Parking Area, Restrooms, 
Lighting, Site Amenities, 
Kayak Launch, 
Landscaping, Playground, 
Signage/Interpretive Project is complete. 

TF09-105 

2009 

Sherman Park 
Picnic Shelter Picnic Shelter and Picnic 

Tables Project is complete. 

RECREATION PROGRAMMING  

The City of Sault Sainte Marie (City) does not directly have a recreation programming 
component to its operation; however, funds are budgeted and allocated on a yearly basis for this 
activity from the City Commission.  As described in Table 2-C, $35,000.00 per year has been 
utilized as a baseline funding source for providing youth recreation program funding. 

Through partnerships and collaborations youth recreation program funding is provided to 
organizations through a proposal and needs process to local youth entities such as – Little 
League, Soccer, Hockey, Figure Skating, Lacrosse, Theater and Dance, Girls Youth Softball, etc. 
The funding subsidies are provided for equipment, ice rental, uniforms, etc. to the various 
organizations.  Disbursement is provided through a paperwork system of checks and balances 
with league officers providing signatures and description of how the funds were spent. 

REFERENCE MAPS 

For further reference, a Sidewalk Location Map and a Snowmobile Trails Network Map have 
been added to this plan on the following pages. 
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SITE DEVELOPMENT PLANS 

Multiple consultant groups have worked with the City over the years to produce a variety of 
different site development plans. These plans are the result of community visioning sessions, 
design charrettes, and the Master Recreation Plan’s Goals and objectives throughout the history 
of recreation planning in Sault Ste. Marie. The most recent, relevant or viable site development 
plans have been included on the following pages and include the following development 
plans/projects [which may be better viewed in person]: 

 The development of Ashmun Bay;

 The development of Sherman Park;

 The development of Rotary Island Park

 The development of the Lower River Islands;

 The development of Malcolm Park;

 And the St. Marys River Waterfront Walkway Master Plan;

76



Fin
a

l D
r

a
Ft Fo

r
 p

u
b

lic
 c

o
m

m
e

n
t Ja

n
u

a
r

y 15 - Fe
b

r
u

a
r

y 15, 2010

r
ecreation p

lan Final D
raft 3-38

            Fin
a

l D
r

a
Ft Fo

r
 p

u
b

lic
 c

o
m

m
e

n
t Ja

n
u

a
r

y 15 - Fe
b

r
u

a
r

y 15, 2010

r
ecreation p

lan Final D
raft 3-39

77



78



79



80



81



82



             Chapter 4 
Planning Process

The City of Sault Ste. Marie Master Recreation Plan: 2017-2021 is the seventh in a series of 
specific recreation plans that have been developed over the last 40 years. In 1975, a 
comprehensive Recreation Plan was developed by the Eastern Upper Peninsula (EUP) Regional 
Planning and Development Commission, which served the City for a ten-year period. In 1986, a 
completely updated Plan was developed, again using the resources of the EUP Regional Planning 
and Development Commission as well as the technical assistance of Dr. Montcrief of Michigan 
State University. The 1986 Plan was the basis for recreational development within the City over 
the next five years. A major recreation survey was then conducted in 1991 through Lake 
Superior State University and in 1992, 1998, 2005, and in 2010, the plan was completely updated 
and used as a guide for recreational development. The 2010 plan was used as a base line for 
the 2017 plan, which has undoubtedly benefitted from the continuous and valued input of 
many individuals and organizations throughout the recent course of the City’s organizational 
history. 
The 2017-2021 update of the City Master Recreation Plan has occurred under the supervision of 
the Community Services Board, which, as previously detailed, is a City Recreation Board 
established under the authority of Public Act 156 of 1917. The Board has been in existence in its 
present form since 1973, and has been delegated the prime city responsibility for advising on all 
matters relating to a parks and recreation program for the City. Prior five-year plans have used 
various methods to obtain information regarding the recreational needs of present and future 
populations of the City.  

 _________________________________________________________________ 

Ice Sheet at Pullar Community Building 
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Public opinion surveys, targeted research, State analyses and National Recreation and Parks 
Association standards have all been used. As part of the implementation of those previous master 
recreation plans, various phased recreational site development plans have been prepared over the 
past 20 years using stakeholder steering committees and public workshop/charrette processes. 
These site development plans continue to serve as a basis for the current update, future City 
planning actions, and actionable Capital Improvement Plans and have been included elsewhere 
within the plan. 

The actual planning process for this particular plan included organized data collection, data 
review, and public input process which commenced in April 2015. The Community Services 
Board coordinated these efforts, working with Northern Michigan University, Lake Superior 
State University, the City Manager, the Assistant City Manager, the Parks and Recreation 
Director and other staff in the drafting of the plan. The specific details of the public input process 
for this Recreation Plan are included hereafter in Chapter 5, The Public Input Process. Critically, 
planning methods employed included the ‘Comparison to Recreation Standards’ method (using 
National Recreation and Park Association guidelines), a neighborhood gap analysis, and 
elements of the ‘Systems Approach to Planning’. 

ONGOING PUBLIC INPUT, TRANSPARENCY, AND ACCESSIBILITY 

More recent surveys completed by the City of Sault Ste. Marie and others include the 2006 Sault 
Ste. Marie Citizen Survey, the 2014 Sault Ste. Marie Citizen Survey, and the 2015 Park Project 
Survey (undertaken specifically in connection with this Master Recreation Plan update). A 
Master Recreation Plan Public Workshop was held on December 9, 2015. Information from 
these tools has been used throughout this plan, and the results of the 2015 Park Project Survey 
and Public Workshop have been summarized in the following Chapter, as noted previously. 

Important information is also constantly gathered by the Community Services Board through 
informal discussion sessions with specific user groups of parks and recreation facilities. The 
Community Services Board has a long history of open meetings and a deep involvement with 
virtually every recreational interest group in the City, thus giving this board a firm grasp of the 
changing needs of the community. This background information is supplemented by special 
work sessions held occasionally with select groups to identify any other needs that might not be 
known through other means. Ultimately, the Community Services Board, City Commission, and 
City of Sault Ste. Marie and strongly committed to operating with transparency and maintaining 
accessibility and encourage anyone with an interest in this plan to contact the City at any time 
regarding its contents. 

NRPA STANDARDS ANALYSIS 

The City has conducted and provided for extensive on-site evaluations in preparing the most 
recently updated recreation inventory which has helped to develop the needs and deficiencies 
analysis used herein based on comparisons to updated National Park and Recreation Association 
(NRPA) standards. Based on applicable NRPA standards, the City has an excess of overall 
recreation area, as shown on Table 4-A. With the understanding that the building block of the 
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community is the walkable neighborhood unit with local streets bordered by collector and major 
roadways, the City has been geographically divided into 15 numbered neighborhood areas as 
shown on the enclosed map for the purposes of demonstrating recreational needs on a 
neighborhood by neighborhood basis. The one type of facility that still appears to be lacking 
within the area, according to NRPA standards, is the neighborhood/mini- park acreage within the 
individual neighborhoods. While the total neighborhood park acreage shows a surplus 
throughout the entire City, the distribution is such that nine of the fifteen neighborhood areas 
have less than the recommended acreage. An updated neighborhood park acreage gap analysis is 
shown on Table 4-B.  

Based on the analysis developed in previous Recreation Plans, and the research gained from 
other instruments used for this Recreation Plan, it has been established that the Sault has an 
apparent deficiency in neighborhood facilities, that there is a comfortable land surplus at the 
community and city-wide levels that accompanies a community desire for a wide range of 
specific activities, and that the Sault has both a unique and large tourism influx that is matched 
by a large base of special purpose recreational and historical facilities operated by a wide variety 
of providers. The direct involvement of the schools, LSSU, the Sault Tribe, the Army Corp of 
Engineers and others in providing some of the recreational facilis the community desires is also 
apparent, as is the desirability for continued coordination with these providers. Useful toward 
achieving the goals of this plan, addressing particular park deficiencies, and providing for future 
improvements, Table 4-A below details the identified surpluses of deficiencies of the 
communities parks and recreation facilities using NRPA guidelines. 

Table 4-A - Acreage Standards Comparison 

NRPA 
Guidelines 
Minimum 

Acres 
(Per 1,000 

Population) 

NRPA 
Guidelines – 

Recommended 
Acreage 

(Citywide)

Public 
Parks 

Citywide

Public 
Parks 

Federal, 
Tribal, 
LSSU, 

Housing 
Comm.

Public
Parks
Sault 
Area 

Schools
Private 
Parks Total 

Surplus/ 
(Deficiency)

Mini Park 0.25 – 0.50 A 
3.536A – 
7.072A 4.2 2.5 --- .76 7.46 0.388

Neighborhood 
Park 1.0 – 2.0 A 

14.144 A – 
28.288A 12.54 --- 14.75 --- 27.29 (0.998)

Community 
Park 5.0 – 8.0 A 

70.72A – 113.152 
A 100.78 26.5 --- --- 127.28 14.128

Special Use 
Park --- --- 195.74 33.63 --- 134 363.37 N/A

Sports 
Complex --- --- --- 40.64 34.84 --- 75.48 N/A

Note: Based on U.S. Census (2010) Population Estimate Base for City of Sault Ste. Marie of 14,144 
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NEIGHBORHOOD GAP ANALYSIS 

Previous plans have shown both a current and buildout shortfall of neighborhood park areas. The 
updated inventory and analysis undertaken for this plan as noted above also shows a current 
deficiency but not to the extent of that in previous plans. In approximately the last twenty years, 
two elementary schools have closed and removed their playgrounds. Other neighborhood or 
mini-park opportunities have been added or enhanced such as Weber Park, Project Playground, 
and the Community Garden area along the power canal. No additional property has been 
specifically acquired and developed for neighborhood park purposes since the last plan update in 
2005. 

Neighborhood recreation   is particularly sensitive to locational constraints. To effectively serve 
target populations, neighborhood park facilities need to be central to the neighborhood area they 
are serving, be accessible without the need to cross a major road, and be within short walking 
distances. They also need to be sufficiently close and intuitive so that even young children can 
gravitate to these facilities, and still be within a close proximity to their homes. As noted 
previously, because of the existing development structure of the City, the Sault has been divided 
into 15 neighborhood Service Units. While some are smaller than might ordinarily be desirable, 
all of the units have been designated on the basis of cohesive existing residential groupings that 
are not broken by major traffic ways. Table 4-B below provides a neighborhood gap analysis. 

______________________________________________ 

Pavilion at Sherman Park 
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Table 4-B - Neighborhood Gap Analysis 

Neighborhood 

Neighborhood 
Total 

Population 
2010 

Neighborhood Unit 
Recommended 

Acreage 
2.00 per 1,000

Neighborhood 
Unit Existing 

Acreage
Neighborhood 

Unit Gap

Unit 1 758 1.516 0.25 -1.266

Unit 2 1,196 2.392 2.7 +0.308

Unit 3 854 1.708 0.0 -1.708

Unit 4 594 1.188 .62 -0.568

Unit 5 295 0.59 2.26 +1.67

Unit 6 2,049 4.098 7.94 +3.842

Unit 7 2,797 5.594 9.00 +3.406

Unit 8 600 1.200 0.40 -0.80

Unit 9 902 1.804 0.24 -1.564

Unit 10 1,156 2.312 0.20 -2.112

Unit 11 245 0.490 0.8 +0.31
Unit 12 351 0.702 0.0 -0.702

Unit 13 833 1.666 0.0 -1.666

Unit 14 796 1.592 12.1 +10.508

Unit 15 718 1.436 0.0 -1.436

TOTAL 14,144 28.288 36.51 +8.222

With this information, the City of Sault Ste. Marie, Community Services Board, and Parks and 
Recreation Department will be able to improve parks within those areas that have a deficiency of 
parks and recreation facilities in an effort to reach as many target populations and community 
members as reasonable.  
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CITY OF SAULT STE MARIE. 2014 COMMUNITY SUREVEY 

As noted above, the City of Sault Ste. Marie and the Eastern Upper Peninsula Regional Planning 
and Development Commission undertook a community wide survey in 2014 in conjunction with 
the update of its City-wide Master Plan update process. Following are several key highlights that 
are useful to both the planning process as well as the process through which recreation goals and 
objectives are established and implemented.  

Key Points: 
□ Over 86% of survey respondents indicated that they strongly support devoting

City resources (including funding, support staff, etc.) to the development of City-
wide bicycle path systems. 

□ Over 91% of survey respondents indicated that they strongly support devoting
City resources (including funding, support staff, etc.) to the development of a
waterfront walkway.

□ Survey respondents ranked the following improvement and development projects
in the following order of importance for completion (with the percentage of those
marking each project as the highest priority being noted in parentheses):

1. Waterfront Walkway Developments (58.77%)
2. Non-Motorized Trail Developments (17.60%)
3. Ashmun Bay Park Developments (10.03%)
4. Development of the Lower River Islands (5.29%)
5. Development of Minneapolis Woods (4.75%)
6. Development of Malcolm Park Ballfields (3.63%)

□ Approximately 60% of survey respondents indicated there are not enough Parks
and Recreational facilities.

National Recreation and Park Association Standards 
In 2011, the National Recreation and Park Association (NRPA) rereleased a national standards 
list. The list offers the NRPA’s opinion of how frequent an amenity should be offered, in a 
government’s jurisdiction, per population. Since no two cities are the same, the list is meant to be 
a recommendation not a requirement. The list does create a benchmark, which Parks and 
Recreations Programs throughout the country can compare too. The city is able to include both 
private and public held assets, as long as the asset’s use is available to the public. Given the 
annual climate cycles experienced by the City of Sault Ste. Marie, and reviewing its particular 
needs, it is the assessment of this plan that indoor options for volleyball and wading pools as well 
as the creation of picnic shelters should be supported within the coming five years. 
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Table 4-C – NRPA Standards Assessment 

Activity/Facility  No. Of Units Per 
Population 

Standard Based on 
Population  Actual  Deficiency 

Baseball  
1. (Adult & HS)
2.Youth

1 field/ 10,000 
1 field/ 6,000

1.41 
2.36 

2 
3

- 
-

Basketball 
1. Outdoor
2. Indoor

1 court/ 2,000 
1 court/ 5,000

7.07 
2.83

10 
6

- 
-

Football Field 
1 field/ 10,000 

1.41 4 -

Golf Course  1 field/ 25,000 .57 2 -

Handball Court  1 court/ 5,000 2.83 0 2.83

Horseshoe Court  1 court/ 2,000 7.07 12 -

Multi‐use court  1 court/ 3,000 4.71 4 .71

Outdoor Theater  1 theater/20,000 .71 0 .71

Picnic Shelter  1 shelter/ 2,000 7.07 5 2.07

Play Grounds  1 playground/ 2,000 7.07 20 -

Soccer Fields  1 field/ 4,000 3.54 4 -
Swimming Pools 
1. 25M
2. 50M

1 pool/ 10,000 
1 field/ 20,000

1.41 
.71

2 
0

- 
.71

Tennis Courts  1/ Court 2,000 7.07 15 -

Trails Bicycle 
Exercise 

1 mile/ 2,000 
1 mile/ 7,500

7.07 
1.89

8.16 
1.60 

- 
0.29

Volleyball Court  1 court/ 3,000 4.71 2 2.71

Wading Pool  1 pool/ 5,000 2.83 0 2.83
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Chapter 5  
Public Input Process

The 2017-2021 City of Sault Ste. Marie Master Recreation Plan update has 
incorporated extensive public input gained through a variety of sources. These sources are 
detailed below and highlight the main impacts that each public input method has had on the 
development of this plan. It should be noted that the referenced survey was released for a 
period of approximately three weeks that closed on October 16, 2015and the public workshop 
was held on December 9, 2015 [with both methods of public input being conducted one year 
prior to plan adoption] before the plan was released for its required review period and prior to 
the official public hearing being held before the adoption of the plan. 

2015 RECREATION SURVEY 

In order to incorporate relevant public feedback into the development of the 2017-2021 
Master Recreation Plan while meeting Michigan Department of Natural Resources 
guidelines for obtaining citizen input, the Community Services Board and City staff 
undertook a survey to gauge public opinion on different aspects of the City of Sault Ste. 
Marie Parks and Recreations Program. This survey, conducted in the summer of 2015, was 
announced through various media public service announcements. Hard copies of the survey 
were made available at City Hall and the survey could also be completed online through 
the professional surveying company Qualtrics. Details from the survey not included within 
this chapter, raw data responses, and the survey itself will be included within Appendix B. It is 
possible that a respondent took this survey more than one time each, and as a result, the 
survey should be utilized to notice trends and support results from other community 
engagement activities. Below are response rates from questions contained within the survey 
as well as some key points gained from the answers to each question: 

Please  indicate how often you or members of your household visited a park or recreational 

facility, within the city, in the past year. 

Answer  Responses  % 

Never  6  3% 

1 to 5 visits  29  15% 

6 to 10 visits  32  16% 

11 to 19 visits  28  14% 

Over 20 visits  104  52% 

Total  199  100% 

91



Key Points: 
□ Over 52% of survey respondents visited parks/recreational facilities more than 20

times within the past year. 

□ Nearly 2/3rd of survey respondents (66%) visited parks/recreational facilities more
than 10 times within the past year.

If  you  have  visited  a  park  or  recreational  facility within  the  past  year  in  Sault  Ste. Marie, 

which of the following have you visited? (Please select all that apply) 

Answer  Response  % 

Alford Park  33  17% 

Ashmun Bay Park  72  38% 

Aune‐Osborn 
Park 

69  36% 

Brady Park  84  44% 

George Kemp 
Downtown 

Marina 
45  23% 

Kaine’s Rink  44  23% 

Lynn Trail  12  6% 

Malcolm Park 
(Baseball/Softball 

Fields) 
43  22% 

Memorial Park  4  2% 

Project 
Playground 

80  42% 

Pullar 
Community 

Building 
87  45% 

Rotary Island 
Park 

114  59% 

Sault Seal 
Recreation Area 

57  30% 

Sherman Park  131  68% 

Soo Locks Park  126  66% 

Other (please 
specify) 

53  28% 

Key Points: 
□ On average, each option received a response for usage rates of 25-45%.

□ The three most visited parks are Sherman Park, Soo Locks Park, and Rotary Park.

□ The two least visited parks/areas are Memorial (Shunk) Park and Lynn Trail.
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□ Several other options were written in, with the Crossings Golf Course receiving
38 write-in responses.

□ Other notable write-in responses included the Kid’s Fishing Pond, Ravine Park
and Prospect Street Garden, and Algonquin Trail.

Please  indicate  the priority  in which you would  like  to see  the  following areas  improved or 

projects undertaken by ranking each  item  in the boxes next to each of the following choices 

below with the numbers 1‐10, with the number 1 being the highest priority and the number 

10 being the lowest priority. (Please do not use the same number more than once). 

Answer 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
Total 
Resp. 

Ashmun Bay Park 4 11 20 16 23 29 26 17 17 3 166 
Aune-Osborn Park 3 7 10 16 25 31 26 23 16 5 162 
Bike Trail 
Development 35 39 25 28 10 10 11 15 4 1 178 
Dog Park 12 7 25 16 20 12 11 11 37 20 172 
Malcolm Park 
(Baseball/Softball 
Fields) 3 3 7 11 19 13 21 51 29 6 163 
Pullar Community 
Building 11 10 19 14 15 19 18 17 7 38 168 
Sault Seal 
Recreation Area 
(Formerly 
"Minneapolis 
Woods") 2 9 23 23 19 24 22 11 33 1 167 
Sherman Park 9 19 26 30 33 18 19 11 5 1 171 
Waterfront 
Walkway 63 67 16 10 6 6 4 3 7 0 182 
Other: 44 6 6 1 5 1 1 0 2 16 82 

Total 186 178 177 165 175 163 159 159 157 91 - 

Key Points: 
□ The option of ‘Waterfront Walkway’ received the most positive response, with

130 top two responses. 

□ The option of ‘Bike Trail Development’ received the next most positive response,
with 74 top two responses.

□ Written responses to this question also heavily focused on the waterfront
walkway.
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On August  16,  2010  the  City  Commission  supported  and  passed  a  resolution  that  the  City 

would  post  as  "Tobacco  Free"  the  Pullar  Community  Building,  Kaine's  Rink,  Sault  Seal 

Recreation Area, Project Playground, Malcolm Park ball diamonds, the Kid's Fishing Pond, the 

beach and playground area of Sherman Park, and miscellaneous playgrounds throughout the 

City as "Tobacco Free" allowing the use of tobacco in the remaining City parks, marinas, and 

campgrounds.    Would you like other recreational sites in Sault Ste. Marie to be added to the 

City's current "Tobacco Free" resolution? 

#  Answer  Response  % 

1  Yes  109  56% 

2  No opinion  67  35% 

3  No  18  9% 

Total  194  100% 

Key Points: 
□ The majority of respondents (56%) support expanding the Tobacco Free

resolution adopted by the City Commission in 2010.

□ Written responses indicate that this resolution should be expanded to all sites.

 

__________________________________________________________ 

Rotary Island Park 
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ADDITIONAL KEY POINTS FROM 2015 RECREATION SURVEY 

In regards to responses received on the other questions from the survey, the following key points 
should be noted: 

□ Many survey respondents noted that they personally do not have a reliable source
of information to learn of parks programs, indicating a consensus that this is an
area in which the City can improve upon in the future (Question 3).

□ Many survey respondents recommended the Parks and Recreations Program
increase its web presence to increase public knowledge of events. Two different
approaches were highly recommended. The first approach was to create a stronger
Facebook presence, where Parks and Recreations staff could promote activities.
The second recommendation was to establish a program to mass distribute
upcoming program or event information in email form (Question 4).

□ Regarding areas where survey respondents felt the City of Sault Ste. Marie Parks
and Recreation Department is performing well, the most common responses
referenced the cleanliness and the diversity of facilities available and
improvements implemented from previous plans (Question 5).

□ Regarding areas where survey respondents felt the City of Sault Ste. Marie Parks
and Recreation Department could improve, responses were varied, with some of
the most common responses addressing the need for a waterfront walkway, dog
park, and other related recommendations (Question 6).

□ Approximately 24% of survey respondents are interested in volunteering for the
City of Sault Ste. Marie Parks and Recreation Department (Question 10 and
Question 11).

□ Approximately 78% of survey respondents indicated they live within the City of
Sault Ste. Marie limits and 20% of survey respondents indicated they live outside
of the City limits but within Chippewa County [the County within which the City
of Sault Ste. Marie is located] (Question 12).

□ The age ranges of individuals within the households represented by responses to
the survey were well distributed, indicating the responses can be used to assess
the needs for a variety of age groups (Question 13).
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2015 PUBLIC WORKSHOP REGARDING MASTER RECREATION PLAN 

On December 9, 2015 the Sault Ste. Marie Community Service Board conducted a public 
workshop for the Master Recreation Plan. The workshop offered a forum for citizens to voice 
their recommendations regarding the plan. To optimize input, the plan was electronically 
released nearly two weeks in advance of the workshop. Specific information relating to the 
advertising of the event can be found in Appendix C. Twenty-two members of the general public 
were in attendance, giving valuable insight into the public’s concerns. Everyone in attendance 
was given the opportunity to speak publically, to ask questions about the plan and discuss 
concerns. In addition to public comments, the community members in attendance were allowed 
to record specific comments on notecards, which they wished to be recorded in the plan, and to 
also engage in one-on-one dialogue with members of the Community Services Board and City 
Administration. Those comments, as well as a summary of oral presentations, can be found in 
Appendix C. 

Two new plans regarding parks and recreation were presented at the workshop. Elizabeth 
Wegener, a Lake Superior State University undergraduate student, presented a plan to develop 
Algonquin Park, for which there is no existing plan. The proposed plan would allow for a phased 
development of the existing playground structure and basketball court, as well as a possible 
addition of an improved trail system. The plan was referred to the Community Service Board for 
more consideration and potential adoption.  

The second plan was presented by a coalition of groups to develop the Lower St. Marys River 
Island #2. A plan currently exists for the development of this island, as referenced in Chapter 3, 
but this prior plan may be outdated due to changes in state and federal regulations. The proposed 
plan would develop a trail on the island, which would be accessible by kayak or other means of 
small floating craft. The plan was referred to the Community Service Board for more 
consideration and possible adoption. 

Many citizens addressed individual concerns. Please see Appendix C for specific responses. 
Within these responses, a few common priorities seemed to continually be repeated. The 
continually repeated priorities were to develop a waterfront walkway as well as an improved trail 
system. The common theme was that these improvements would not only improve tourism in the 
City, but also improve community health, by offering scenic opportunities for residents to walk, 
run and bike. The waterfront walkway and the trail system are umbrella topics, in which many 
attendees had specific concerns. To see the specific concerns, please review the comments 
located in the Appendix C. 

COMMUNITY REPRESENTATION 

In order to promote citizen ownership in the process of developing this Master Recreation Plan, 
the City of Sault Ste. Marie has utilized many tools to gain representative public feedback. As 
stated in Chapter 2 of this plan, the Community Service Board has served as a guide through the 
formation process. The Community Service Board is comprised of citizen volunteers, tasked 
with advising the City Commission on matters involving the Parks and Recreations Program. To 
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ensure all segments of the City’s population have had an opportunity to voice their opinions, the 
City offered several engagement opportunities.  

The first opportunity came in the form of a survey. The survey was conducted over a period of 
three weeks and was made available both online and at City Hall and notification provided 
through a variety of means, including the local newspaper. No provisions were used to prevent 
multiple voting on survey questions from a single computer to ensure citizens relying on a public 
terminal were not affected. The results of the survey and associated public notification can be 
found in Appendix B.  

The second opportunity for public engagement was a community workshop that was hosted by 
the Community Service Board on December 9, 2015. To encourage public comment on the plan, 
a draft of the plan was released over two weeks in advance of this workshop on the City website. 
The workshop offered the community a forum to voice opinions about the plan and to make 
suggestions for the Parks and Recreations Department.  

Key stakeholders from the community were also identified in advance of the workshop and 
provided with direct invitations. During the community workshop, those individuals in 
attendance were able to write observations and comments on index cards, offer group comments, 
and engage in one-on-one dialogue with members of the Community Services Board and City 
Administration. The results from the community workshop, the list of the stakeholders 
individually invited, the agenda from the event, and the associated public notifications can be 
found in Appendix C.  

Once the results of the workshop were compiled, a number of changes were made to 
the plan based on public feedback received to that point. On Wednesday, March 16, 
2016 a draft version of the plan was released to the public for a one month public comment 
period. The public comment period allowed citizens to look at the nearly finished product 
of the Master Recreation Plan and provide feedback on the same. The plan was made 
available on the City website, the City Clerk’s Office, and the Bayliss Public 
Library. Any comments received and public notifications associated with the 
comment period can be found in Appendix D.  

Finally, on April 26, 2016, the Community Service Board held a public hearing to recommend 
the adoption of the plan to the Sault Ste. Marie City Commission. This meeting was the 
final opportunity for public comment to be received before the plan was referred to the 
City Commission for approval. Minutes from the public hearing and associated public 
notification can be found in Appendix E. Following the public hearing, a discussion by the 
Community Services Board of changes (full text comments received are included in 
Appendix D and E) which included cross-referencing of information contained in the 
Appendixes and grammatical edits, and a favorable recommendation to the City Commission 
regarding adoption of the plan, the City Commission took action at its May 2, 2016 Regular 
Meeting to adopt the plan.  

Throughout the process, the City has sought to receive public comment to help drive the 
direction of the Master Recreation Plan. The City has worked to give all community stakeholders 
an opportunity to provide an opinion throughout the process, through different forums. Once this 
plan is complete, the Community Service Board will remain in place, giving citizens 
an continuous opportunity to publicly voice concerns about the implementation of this plan. 
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Chapter 6  
Goals and Objectives

The following goals and objectives were created during the development of this plan utilizing 
that information contained within the Recreation Inventory (Chapter 3); the SWOT analysis 
performed in support of Chapter 3 (Appendix A);  NRPA standards as analyzed against specific 
community needs (Chapter 4); the completed Neighborhood Gap Analysis (Chapter 4); 
highlights from the 2014 City of Sault Ste. Marie Community Survey (Chapter 4), the 2015 
Recreation Survey (Chapter 5 and Appendix B), and the Community Workshop held for in 
association with the construction of this plan (Chapter 5) as well as feedback received from 
conversations involving individual recreation providers, support groups, City staff, and 
Community Services Board members. These goals and objectives also consider the City’s 
demographics, demographic subgroups, physical characteristics, and related criteria. 

GOAL 1 

Provide a variety of parks, activities, and recreational opportunities for citizens and guests of 
every ability and age group. 

Objective 1A: Ensure that all parks and recreational opportunities promote healthy lifestyles for 
children, adolescents, families, and senior citizens.  

Objective 1B: Continue to make accessibility improvements at existing facilities while designing 
new facilities that incorporate the principles of universal design and barrier-free standards.   

__________________________________________________________ 

Pullar Community Building Lobby 
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Objective 1C: Continuously develop existing and future opportunities for waterfront 
development or development alongside the Power Canal through public and private investments. 

Objective 1D: Maintain and improve (or repurpose, where appropriate) existing boating/marina 
and harbor facilities that draw on the critical commerce and abundant natural resources 
associated with the St. Marys River. 

Objective 1E: Continuously research appropriate land acquisition and development opportunities 
that facilitate parks and recreation activities that meet the needs of the citizens and stakeholders 
of the community.   

Objective 1F: Continue local support for youth programs and youth organizations.  

Basis for Goal and Objectives: Discussions involving Community Services Board members as 
well as input received through the 2015 Recreation Survey and the Community Workshop 
highlighted a desire within the community to ensure the ongoing support of programs and 
facilities that benefit youth, universal accessibility, family-friendly venues, and the expansion of 
facilities that support healthy lifestyles and connect elements of the community to itself and other 
locations. Additional key considerations also included conversations with persons with 
disabilities, strong public support from both the Community Survey (2014) and the Recreation 
Survey (2015) for waterfront developments and natural resource utilization/recognition, stated 
desires for more parks, and information from the Neighborhood Gap analysis demonstrating the 
need for more neighborhood parks.     

GOAL 2 

Promote the ongoing maintenance of existing parks and recreation facilities while embracing 
the concepts of asset management. 

Objective 2A: Continue to maintain and enhance the focus of the Department of Public Works 
and the Parks and Recreation Department toward the appropriate and ongoing maintenance and 
enhancement of all community parks, ball fields, and recreational facilities. 
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Objective 2B: Maintain an inventory of existing equipment and prioritize repair and/or 
replacement of the same.  

Objective 2C: Maintain a checklist of regular maintenance and upkeep activities by employees 
and volunteers that are critical to the long-term use and preservation of various parks and 
recreation services and facilities.  

Objective 2D: Embrace the concepts of asset management while preparing for the financial 
obligations of repairing, replacing, and updating parks and recreation resources. 

Objective 2E: Continuously support the City’s two marinas and five boat launches through asset 
management and annual inspections that monitor facility size as compared to needs, 
marketing/events/partnership plans and opportunities, dredging needs and cycles (where 
applicable), dredging volumes and disposals (where applicable), infrastructure needs, and 
criticality of services offered. It is anticipated such annual inspections will be conducted in 
conjunction with meeting the variety of regulatory policies affecting such facilities.  

Basis for Goal and Objectives: In 2014 the City of Sault Ste. Marie City Commission 
established a goal that City-owned facilities (including those covered by this plan) be maintained 
in accord with asset management best practices. Feedback received from the Recreation Survey 
(2015) supports this vision, with many respondents indicating a preference that existing parks 
also be well maintained while others indicated they are satisfied with the current level of upkeep 
(and that these upkeep investments should be continued). This feedback is also in line with 
conversations held involving various recreation providers and the Community Services Board as 
well as City staff that assets be prudently managed. Finally, this goal and its associated 
objectives stem from a logical need to expend resources judiciously so existing assets can be 
maintained in a manner that preserves funds for future improvements.     

100



GOAL 3 

Promote community ownership in the provision of parks and recreational services and provide 
a transparent and accessible process through which individuals can offer feedback for 
continued progress and improvement. 

Objective 3A: Regularly solicit the feedback of the community regarding the provision of parks 
and recreational services through surveys, specialized research, and public discussions.  

Objective 3B: Prominently display parks and recreation services and functions on the City’s 
website, Facebook page, and other media and social media venues. 

Objective 3C: Continue to encourage public participation at all meetings of the Community 
Services Board as well as the City Commission regarding parks and recreation activities.  

Objective 3D: Continue to recognize the important of Seal Trust contributions toward the 
recreational needs of the community.  

Objective 3E: Identify key representatives of each local, State, Federal, and Tribal partner that 
has a role in the provision of parks and recreational services and maintain regular communication 
with these representatives to maximize opportunities for future collaborations. 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

Alford Park 
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Objective 3F: Encourage opportunities and programs where individuals with beautification 
talents and organizations, such as the United States Coast Guard, can sponsor parks and 
contribute to the betterment and maintenance of existing parks or even the development of 
neighborhood parks, where appropriate. 

Basis for Goal and Objectives: The Recreation Survey (2015) as well as information gained 
through the Community Workshop highlighted a strong desire for the Parks and Recreation 
Department to offer more robust communication and feedback to the community regarding 
recreational opportunities. This level of engagement will also provide the City with an 
opportunity to continuously engage the community as to potential improvements and 
enhancements in its park/recreation operations and to promote participation at meetings. 
Conversations held with recreation providers also indicate the potential for enhanced 
collaborations and the encouragement of community driven beautification and facility 
sponsorships efforts.     

GOAL 4 

Expand parks and recreational activities with an emphasis on drawing visitors from 
throughout the Upper Peninsula, the State of Michigan, the United States, and the 
international community into Sault Ste. Marie. 

Objective 4A: Upgrade existing and develop new tourist-oriented recreation areas and facilities 
that will enhance the local economy and promote the unique assets of the Sault Ste. Marie 
community. 

___________________________________________________ 

Memorial (Shunk Road) Park 

102



Objective 4B: Leverage all parks and recreational activities and facilities to stimulate economic 
growth within the City in a manner that creates employment and prompts environmental 
sustainability, recognizing that tourists and guests may eventually become residents or investors 
in the community.  

Objective 4C: Continue to improve winter recreational facilities and opportunities while working 
to use recreational assets in a manner that recognizes the four seasons of the community.  

Objective 4D: Support the development of unimproved islands (such as the lower river islands) 
and unused or underdeveloped parcels of land. 

Basis for Goal and Objectives: Input received from the Community Survey (2014), the 
Recreation Survey (2015), the City Commission, the Community Services Board, and the public 
during the Community Workshop reflects the fact that the City of Sault Ste. Marie is a major 
tourist destination that can leverage its assets and volunteer base with grant funding and available 
development opportunities to engage tourists across all four seasons of the year, enhance winter 
recreation, and promote the development of the Lower River Islands while enhancing the 
economic infrastructure of the community, which is crucially connected to parks and recreation.     

GOAL 5 

Continuously analyze opportunities to enhance modes of recreational transportation 
throughout the community and in conjunction with other political jurisdictions. 

Objective 5A: Participate in programs that work to build trail systems that can be locally 
preserved and expanded over time, potentially in coordination with other political jurisdictions.  

_______________________________________________ 

Aune Osborn Park 
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Objective 5B: Support community walkability improvements and consider the connection of 
parks and recreational areas to other core areas of the community (such as the downtown district 
and Lake Superior State University) whenever possible. Additionally ensure that safe routes to 
schools are supported and wintertime access to these routes are assured.  

Objective 5C: Align the goals and objectives of the community’s non-motorized transportation 
plan with the provision of parks and recreational services, whenever possible and practical.  

Basis for Goal and Objectives: Feedback from all planning tools and public input mechanisms 
employed reveal a very strong base of support for the expansion of the City-s non-motorized trail 
system, the use of this system to connect the various neighborhoods and vicinities of the City to 
one another, the use of this system to promote safe pedestrian travel, the use of this system to 
support universal accessibility, and the furtherance of the City’s non-motorized transportation 
plan. Opportunities also exist to connect these efforts to those of other political jurisdictions. It 
should be noted that support for these efforts is particularly intense, as indicated by the fact that 
the development of a waterfront walkway and bike trails were the two most supported projects in 
the Recreation Survey (2015) and among the two most supported projects from the Community 
Survey (2014). Input received from the Community Workshop and from the various recreational 
providers that support the City also confirms the validity of this goal and its objectives.       

_________________________________________________________ 

Fish Cleaning Station at Aune Osborn Campground 
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GOAL 6 

Cultivate and maintain recreation opportunities and collaborative partnerships that promote 
the community’s rich history and culture. 

Objective 6A: Partner with the Sault Tribe of Chippewa Indians to promote awareness of the 
history and culture of Sault Ste. Marie’s Tribal community and its association with parks and 
recreation opportunities.  

Objective 6B: Explore opportunities for collaboration with local school systems for the provision 
of additional parks and recreational opportunities. 

Objective 6C: Explore alternative grant funding sources as well as collaborative efforts with 
other groups as necessary for providing improvements, programs, and maintenance.  

Objective 6D: Partner with Lake Superior State University (LSSU) to provide parks and 
recreational opportunities that support developments and spur student enrollment and retention, 
such as the LSSU Center for Freshwater Research and Education that ultimately bolster the 
vibrancy of the local economy. 

Objective 6E: Collaborate with organizations that promote the history and culture of Sault Ste. 
Marie to market and promote its rich resources in a national and international environment. 

Basis for Goal and Objectives: The City of Sault Ste. Marie is the oldest, European-settled 
community in the Midwest and one of the oldest European-settled communities in the United 
States. It has a wealth of history and cultural opportunities and a very strong partnership with the 
Sault Ste. Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians. Feedback received from the various planning and 
public input tools used in the development of this plan indicate a strong desire for this 
community identity to be further integrated into parks and recreation opportunities and into 
promotional efforts that will bolster tourist activity to the community. Feedback received from 
other local recreation providers (Sault Area Public Schools, Lake Superior State University, the 
Sault Tribe, etc.) also indicate that opportunities for further partnerships exist.       
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Chapter 7  
Action Program

This Action Program details how the City of Sault Ste. Marie will meet or work toward meeting 
the specific goals and objectives laid out in this plan over the course of the next five years. The 
Action Program is realistically constrained by available financial resources as well as available 
support from key community stakeholders and citizens. The Action Program is also predicated 
on the realization that this plan is an evolving document that will respond to the needs of the 
community as they change over time, as technologies advance, and as economic and social 
imperatives become further defined.  

Conceptually, this Action Program is structured using two broad categories to distinguish 
operational aspects inherent to the provision of parks and recreation facilities and services from 
the completion of projects that involve land acquisition and/or property or facility development. 
The first broad category, ‘Administrative Actions’, addresses those actions that will continue to 
be taken or will begin to be taken by the City of Sault Ste. Marie on an administrative basis to 
achieve the goals and objectives of the master plan. These actions may focus on organizational 
staffing, programming, public information, and maintenance actions in addition to the 
continuance of basic operations. The second broad category, ‘Projects’, addresses those projects 
that the City plans to undertake within the next five years, or begin planning for within the next 
five years, to achieve the goals and objectives of the master plan. These projects may require 
land acquisition or facility development or other similar significant efforts. 

___________________________________________________________ 

Walking Path at Lynn Trail 
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ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS 

Action One: Establish a permanent working relationship between each primary 
recreation service provider within the community (including the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie, Lake Superior State University, the Sault Ste. Marie 
Tribe of Chippewa Indians, the Sault Area School System, and others) in 
an effort to leverage resources and enhance collaboration. 

Rationale: The community is the beneficiary of multiple recreational 
stakeholders that each maintains various recreation assets. Collaboration 
may help to leverage these resources in a manner that benefits the entire 
community and expands access to the same. 

Implementation: This goal will be accomplished by identifying a 
recreational liaison within each community organization, establishing 
regular communications between these liaisons, holding annual meetings 
including all of these liaisons, and evaluating the assets of each 
organization to determine whether such assets can be shared by multiple 
populations of the community. It is anticipated this will require two years 
to implement once commenced. 

Action Two: Continue and strengthen the working relationship between the City of 
Sault Ste. Marie and the Recreation Management program of Lake 
Superior State University.  

Rationale: To further strengthen the current working relationship benefits 
both the City of Sault Sainte Marie and Lake Superior State University. 
Open dialogue will continue between administrations and departments to 
create opportunities for students and community relations for everyone. 

Implementation: On-going communication will continue; as well as the 
cooperative utilization of students assigned to internships and 
administrative projects within their specific curriculums. 

Action Three: Consistently evaluate park facilities and recreation programming to ensure 
it reaches a wide variety of ages and populations within the community 
while integrating public feedback into the processes of continually 
improving the same.  

Rationale: It is critical to ensure that park facilities and recreation 
programming continue to meet the needs of the public on an ongoing 
basis, and staff time will be dedicated to ensuring this occurs. 

Implementation: It is anticipated that this action will be implemented and 
improved upon over the course of the five years covered by this plan.  

107



Action Four: Continue the ‘Youth Recreation Subsidy Program’ that has regularly been 
provided for within approved City budgets and that engages youth 
throughout the community in constructive recreation activities.  

Rationale: The City of Sault Sainte Marie has very active and energetic 
volunteer based organizations which independently and successfully 
provide and operate the many diverse youth recreation programs offered in 
the community. 

Implementation: It is anticipated that each annual budget approved by the 
City Commission during the time period covered by this master plan will 
provide funding for the ‘Youth Recreation Subsidy Program’.  

Action Five: Promote the ongoing maintenance of existing parks and recreation 
facilities while embracing the concepts of asset management using 
through actions detailed in the implementation section of this action.  

Rationale: In order to ensure that parks and recreation facilities are 
maintained in an appropriate manner, it will be critical to take a 
comprehensive approach to management all of the City’s parks and 
recreational assets to ensure they are utilized for their full lifespans in a 
safe and logical manner. 

________________________________________________________________ 

Ashmun Bay Park 
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Implementation: The City of Sault Ste. Marie will work to further 
integrate asset management into the operational standards of the Parks and 
Recreation Department; create and maintain an inventory of existing 
equipment and prioritize this inventory for replacements; maintain a 
checklist of regular maintenance and upkeep activities; and complete and 
keep updated an asset management plan for the variety of recreational 
assets belonging to the City of Sault Ste. Marie. It is anticipated that this 
will require two to three years to complete and that it will be maintained 
thereafter.  

Action Six: Promote community ownership in the provision of parks and recreation 
services and provide a transparent and accessible process through which 
individuals can offer feedback for continued progress and improvements.   

Rationale: It is imperative that the community be able to impact the 
provision of recreational services and provide feedback regarding the 
condition of park and recreational facilities.  

Implementation: The City of Sault Ste. Marie is strongly committed to the 
concepts of transparency and community engagement and will work to 
regularly solicit public input regarding park facilities and recreation 
services; prominently display information about parks and recreation 
services on the City’s website, Facebook Page, and other media and social 
media venues; and encourage opportunities for community groups to 
assume ownership for the maintenance of public facilities as possible. It is 
anticipated that this will be implemented on an ongoing basis. 

Action Seven: Continue to recognize the importance of Seal Trust contributions toward 
the recreational needs of the community.   

Rationale: Augusta Hursley Seal, upon her death in 1983, willed to the 
City of Sault Sainte Marie, an amount in excess of one million dollars “for 
the exclusive purpose of the expansion of its present recreation system, 
playgrounds, and parks, or the acquisition of new recreation sites as the 
City shall determine in its sole discretion, for the use and benefit of the 
people of Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan.” 

Implementation:  Through a continuous recommendation process that 
includes a formal proposal with Title and Description of the project; it 
begins at the Recreation Department level, then to the Community 
Services Board for recommendation and then ultimately to the City 
Commission for final approval and funding.  Yearly distribution amounts 
from the Trust are provided by the City Finance Director through the Seal 
Estate Board of Trustees.  
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Action Eight:       Continue to recognize the importance of tobacco free status in all City 
parks. 

  
Rationale:  The City of Sault Ste. Marie adopted a resolution (insert year 
of adoption) for ‘tobacco free’ status as posted at the Pullar Community 
Building, Kaine’s Rink, Sault Seal Recreation Area, Project Playground, 
Malcolm Park, the Kid’s Fishing Pond, the beach and playground area of 
Sherman Park, and miscellaneous playgrounds throughout the City.  The 
Community Services Board supports a periodic review of those parks and 
recreational facilities that are covered by this resolution and determining if 
the resolution should be expanded to other City locations. 

  
  

Implementation:  The City of Sault Ste. Marie will review the tobacco 
free resolution with any new park improvements and/or developments. 

 
 

PROJECTS 
 
Action Nine: Continue to make accessibility improvements at existing facilities while 

designing new facilities that incorporate the principles of universal design 
and barrier-free standards. 

 
Rationale: It is critical that existing facilities and new facilities ensure 
universal access so that all members of the public may enjoy the same. 

__________________________________________________ 
Boat Launch at Ashmun Bay Park 

 

110



 

 

 
Implementation: The City will continuously work to implement the 
principles of universal design and barrier-free standards in all new projects 
and work to continuously improve access to existing facilities.  

 
Action Ten: Continue the development of trail systems throughout the City of Sault 

Ste. Marie, with such trails being connected to other regional assets, 
whenever possible.  

 
Rationale: Trail systems offer citizens the opportunity to improve their 
health while connecting various community assets to one another.  

 
Implementation: The City has several opportunities to improve the trail 
network throughout the City, which intends to move forward with the 
strategic implementation of the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan. 
Biking trails will also be pursued.  

 
Action Eleven: Develop a walking trail along the Power Canal that enhances non-

motorized transportation, enhances the portfolio of recreational assets 
within the City, and connects to key portions of the community while 
developing the same with broad communal input. 

 
Rationale: The Power Canal are offers a unique opportunity to 
development a non-motorized trail as close to the water as possible to 
serve as a local improvement as well as a regional draw. 
 
Implementation: The City of Sault Ste. Marie will partner with 
Cloverland Electric Cooperative as well as others, such as the Sault Ste. 
Marie Tribe of Chippewa Indians, to develop this trail over the course of 
the next 3-5 years.  

 
Action Twelve: Maintain and improve existing boating/marina and harbor facilities such 

as the Carbide Dock and Alford Park in a manner that promotes the 
enhancement of economic development, the strengthening of recreational 
services, and the provision of quality assets to the community while 
protecting the natural resources of the St. Marys River. 

 
Rationale: A large tourism market and strong local interest in boating 
desires for the continued improvements and expansion of docking and 
marina space.  Also, robust utilization of the Carbide Dock by Great Lakes 
Bulk Carriers and Passenger Cruise Ships is well documented, as well as a 
strong interest for opening up the waterfront for both pedestrian and 
fishing access is supported. 

 
Implementation: Currently a Coastal Zone Management grant process is 
underway which includes structural analysis and a public visioning 
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process for the Charles T. Harvey Marina, Carbide Dock and Alford Park 
waterfront infrastructure.  Upon conclusion of this study and analysis, a 
comprehensive determination to our needs for improvements will be 
addressed. 

 
Action Thirteen: Support the ultimate development of the Lower River Islands in a manner 

that attracts regional, statewide, national and international interest. 
 

Rationale: The Lower River Islands have significant potential for 
development that can attract widespread interest while preserving local 
natural resources. 

 
Implementation: It is anticipated that planning for these types of 
improvements will commence during the period covered by this plan. 

 
Action Fourteen: Continue to support improvements to the Pullar Community Building as 

well as Kaine’s Rink.  
 

Rationale: Both the Pullar Community Building and Kaine’s Rink are 
beloved recreation facilities which the public utilizes for many community 
events.  With the rich hockey history of the community - comes great 
pride in the facilities which are utilized.  Both facilities are over 60 years 
old and are heavily used by the public. 

 
Implementation: The City has and will continue to support improvements 
to the facilities.  The Capital Improvement Plan, public input and city 
commission support continue to undertake consistent improvements. 

______________________________________________________________ 
 

Fishing Spot at Ashmun Bay Park 
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Action Fifteen: Partner with appropriate local entities to promote awareness of the unique 

history and culture of the community and it’s associated with parks and 
recreation opportunities.  

 
Rationale: The City of Sault Ste. Marie is one of the oldest settled 
communities in the United States. It is imperative that the City highlight 
the unique history and culture associated with the City, whenever possible, 
as it relates to parks and recreational programs. 

 
Implementation: It is anticipated that the City will work in conjunction 
with other local organizations, such as the Chippewa County Historical 
Society and Sault Historic Sites, to continuously improve the offerings of 
the City in highlighting historic and cultural resources. 

 
Action Sixteen: Support the development of Lake Superior State University’s Center for 

Freshwater Research and Education. 
 

Rationale: The community will be a beneficiary of the development of a 
Center for Freshwater Research and Education.  It is imperative for Lake 
Superior State University and the City of Sault Ste. Marie to take a 
comprehensive approach in an effort to expand the benefits of the entire 
community. 

 
Implementation: The City of Sault Ste. Marie is committed to the 
development of the Center for Freshwater Research and Education.  This 
goal will be accomplished by a strong working partnership with Lake 
Superior State University and the City of Sault Ste. Marie enhancing the 
collaboration and leveraging available resources.   

 
Action Seventeen: Support the relocation and/or development of the bike park/skate park to a 

more central location. 
 

Rationale: In order to ensure that the bike park/skate park is more 
certainly located and promoted as an attractant to the downtown district it 
will be critical for the City to develop a comprehensive plan for the 
relocation of the park meeting the needs of the community.     

 
Implementation: The City along with the community stakeholders that 
facilitated the development of the bike/skate park will collaborate to 
develop a relocation plan that will benefit the entire community.  
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Action Eighteen: Support the development of neighborhood parks or the sponsorship of 
community pocket parks by supportive interest groups, whenever 
appropriate. 

Rationale: It is imperative that the City continue to work with and support 
various community groups to meet the needs of the public as it relates to 
neighborhood parks and/or community pocket parks.  

Implementation: The City has and will continue to support improvements 
to the neighborhood parks and community pocket parks.  The six-year 
Capital Improvement Plan, community input, and City Commission 
support continue to facilitate consistent improvements. 

Action Nineteen: Support the development of ‘Water Trails’ along Lake Superior and the St. 
Marys River. 

Rationale: The Lake Superior Watershed provides for a variety of water 
related activities for kayak and canoes.  The ‘Water Trails’ development 
will help our community leverage our trail asset for community and 
economic development.  This development will also develop a universally 
accessible trail with amenities while improving access to the coastal 
resource for all users. 

Implementation: This development is anticipated to be a collaborative 
venture with partners from the City of Sault Sainte Marie, Eastern Upper 
Peninsula Planning and Development as well as the Sault Sainte Marie 
Tribe of Chippewa Indians, Lake Superior Watershed Conservancy and 
other public partners.  Currently, discussions and planning are underway 
in support of a Coastal Zone Management grant for this project. 
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CROSS REFERENCE OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES WITH ACTION PROGRAM 
 

The following table was created to serve to illustrate how the goals and objectives created within 
Chapter 6 of this Master Recreation Plan were used to develop the Action Program as detailed 
within this Chapter. 
 

Table 7-A – Cross Reference of Goals and Objectives with Action Program 

City of Sault Ste. Marie – 5 Year Master Parks and Recreation Plan 
Cross Reference of Action Program Components to Goals and Objectives 

 

 
Action One 

Establish permanent working relationships 
between each primary recreation service 
provider. 

Goal 3 (Objective 3A and 3E) 
Goal 5 (Objective 5B) 
Goal 6 (Objectives 6A – 6E) 

 
Action Two 

Continue and strengthen working relationship 
between City and LSSU Recreation 
Management Program. 

Goal 3 (Objective 3A, 3C, and 3E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4B) 

 
Action Three 
 

Consistently evaluate park facilities and 
recreational programming while integrating 
feedback from the public to ensure appropriate 
offerings of the same. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1E) 
Goal 3 (Objective 3A, 3B, and 3C) 

 
Action Four 
 

Continue the ‘Youth Recreation Subsidy 
Program’ that has regularly been provided for by 
the City that supports youth development. 

 
Goal 1 (Objective 1A and 1F) 

 
Action Five 

Promote the ongoing maintenance of existing 
parks and recreation facilities while embracing 
the concepts of asset management. 

 
Goal 2 (Objectives 2A – 2D) 

 
Action Six 

Promote community ownership in the provision 
of parks and recreation services and provide a 
transparent and accessible process through 
which individuals can offer feedback for 
continued progress and improvements. 

 
 
Goal 3 (Objective 3A - 3C, and 3F) 

 
Action Seven 

Continue to recognize the importance of Seal 
Trust contributions toward the recreational needs
of the community. 

 
Goal 3 (Objective 3D) 

Action Eight 
Continue to recognize the importance of tobacco 
free status in all City Parks. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A and 1F) 

 
Action Nine 
 

Continue to make accessibility improvements at 
existing facilities while designing new facilities 
that incorporate the principles of universal 
design and barrier-free standards. 

 
Goal 1 (Objective 1A and 1B) 

 
Action Ten 
 

Continue the development of trail systems 
throughout the City with such trails being 
connected to other regional assets. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1C, and 1D) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4C) 
Goal 5 (Objective 5A, 5B, and 5C) 

 
Action Eleven 
 

Develop a walking trail along the Power Canal 
that enhances non-motorized transportation, 
recreational assets, and connects to key portions 
of the City. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1C, and 1D) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4C) 
Goal 5 (Objective 5A, 5B, and 5C) 
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Action Twelve 
 

Maintain and improve existing boating/marina 
and harbor facilities in a manner that promotes 
economic development, stronger recreational 
assets, and the protection of natural resources. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1D) 
Goal 2 (Objectives 2A – 2E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A and 4B) 

 
 
Action Thirteen 

Support the ultimate development of the Lower 
River Islands in a manner that attracts 
widespread interest. 
 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4D) 
Goal 5 (Objective 5A, 5B, and 5C) 
Goal 6 (Objective 6C) 

 
Action Fourteen 

Continue to support improvements to the Pullar 
Community Building as well as Kaine’s Rink. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A and 1B) 
Goal 2 (Objective 2A – 2D) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4C) 

 
Action Fifteen 

Partner with appropriate local entities to 
promote awareness of the unique history and 
culture of the community and its association 
with parks and recreational opportunities. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A and 1B) 
Goal 3 (Objective 3A, 3B, and 3E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4C) 
Goal 6 (Objective 6A – 6E) 

 
Action Sixteen 

Support the development of Lake Superior 
State University’s Center for Freshwater 
Research and Education. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A and 4B) 

 
Action Seventeen 

Support the relocation and/or development of 
the bike park/skate park to a more central 
location. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1E) 
Goal 2 (Objective 2A) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4B) 

 
Action Eighteen 

Support the development of neighborhood 
parks and sponsorship of the same by 
community organizations. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1E) 
Goal 3 (Objective 3A – 3F) 

 
Action Nineteen 
 

Support the development of ‘Water Trails’ 
along Lake Superior and the St Marys River. 

Goal 1 (Objective 1A, 1B, and 1E) 
Goal 4 (Objective 4A, 4B, and 4C) 
Goal 5 (Objective 5A) 
Goal 6 (Objective 6A and 6E) 
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Appendix A: SWOT ANALYSIS
Algonquin Park (City) 

SWOT Analysis: 

Strengths: 
-large neighborhood park 
-partially wooded parcel 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-few amenities 
-non accessible 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified road 
-some sidewalks, concrete, good condition 
-located in center of Neighborhood 15 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no signage 
-poor sidewalk connections 

Alford Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-services whole city 
-facilities have low wear and tear 
-access to St. Marys River 
-Site Plan 
-public park 
-asphalt parking 

Weaknesses: 
-limited area of parcel developed as park 
-non barrier-free 
-site development plan needs updating 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial Classified Roadway 
-located north of Neighborhood 3 
-next to large undeveloped city owned property 
-located on bike route 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 

Ashmun Bay Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large Community Park 
-regional service area 
-access to unique ecosystems 
-paved and gravel parking 
-recent site development plan 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-few amenities 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 

Opportunities: 
-located on Urban Collector Classified Roadway 
-adjacent to two proposed bike paths 
-located near tourism zoning 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
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Ashmun Street Pocket Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 

Strengths: 
-serves Central Business District 
-facilities have low wear and tear 
-barrier-free and accessible 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks presents, concrete, good condition 
-located in central business district 

Threats: 

Aune ‐ Osborn Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large Community Park 
-services entire city 
-variety of facilities in good condition 
-public park 
-gravel and paved parking 

Weaknesses: 
-old site plan 
-partially accessible 
-partially barrier-free 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial Class Road 
-Bike Route connection 
-part of Riverfront Walkway Plan 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 
-sidewalk connections needed 

Chandler Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-services most of Neighborhood 4 
-high quality facilities with low wear/tear 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-few amenities 
-few facilities 
-no parking 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-local street road classification 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good to fair condition 
-located in Neighborhood 4 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no park signage 
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I‐500 Track (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-very large area 
-regional service area 
-public land 

Weaknesses: 
-limited amenities 
-facilities need further investment due to wear/tear 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no site plan 
-seasonal use 

Opportunities: 
-Local Street classified roadway 
-adjacent to Neighborhood 6 and LSSU 
-close to off-street bike path 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 

Kaine’s Rink (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large community building 
-regional service area 
-facilities being improved – low wear/tear 
-public building 

Weaknesses: 
-non accessible / barrier-free 
-no site plan 
-needs to be painted 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial classified roadway 
-located by neighborhoods 5 and 7 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks present 
-no sidewalks 
-poor connectivity 

Harvey Marina (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-medium sized park 
-regional service area 
-adequate amenities with low wear/tear 
-partially accessible 
-access to lower St. Marys River 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-non barrier-free 
-old site development plan 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial classified roadway 
-located on proposed bike route 
-Located in Neighborhood 9 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 
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Kemp Marina (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-adequately sized marina 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-high quality facilities with low wear/tear 
-accessible and barrier-free 
-access to lower St. Marys River 
-site development plan 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 

Opportunities: 
-located on Collector Street classified road 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good quality 
-located in Historic Mariner’s Park area on St. 
Mary’s River 

Threats: 
-poor sidewalk connections 

Lakeshore Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-would serve half of Neighborhood 15 

Weaknesses: 
-undeveloped 

Opportunities: 
-center of Neighborhood 15 
-gravel streets 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 

Lower River Islands (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large natural area 
-access to unique natural ecosystems 
-recent site development plan 
-public land 

Weaknesses: 
-undeveloped 

Opportunities: 
-located between Rotary Park and Harvey Marina 
-located on lower St. Marys River 

Threats: 
-thoroughly check development regulations prior to 
development 
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Lower Coast Guard Property (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-services part of Neighborhood 3 
-access to St. Marys River 
-public park 
-parking 
-site development plan on file 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-facilities in poor condition 
-lack of facilities and amenities 
-non barrier-free 
-non accessible 

Opportunities: 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-located next to Neighborhood 3 
-Part of Riverfront Walkway Plan 

Threats: 
-located on Minor Arterial Classified Road 
-no crosswalks 
-If park left undeveloped it will fall back into the 
hands of the Department of the Interior 

Malcolm Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large Community Park 
-services whole Community 
-ample amenities 
-recent site development plan 
-public park 
-gravel parking 

Weaknesses: 
-some facilities in disrepair 
-facilities in need of ADA upgrade 
-mostly non accessible 
-non barrier-free 

Opportunities: 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks present 
-located in Neighborhood 6 
-located on Bike Path 

Threats:
-located on an Urban Minor Arterial Class 
Roadway 
-poor sidewalk connections 

Maple / Ashmun Street (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-serves Central Business District 
-high quality facilities with low wear/tear 
-barrier-free and accessible 
-public park 
-parking 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-few amenities 

Opportunities: 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks presents, concrete, good condition 
-located in central business district 

Threats: 
-located on Minor Arterial Classified Road 
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Market Corner Pavilion (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-serves Central Business District 
-high quality facilities with low wear/tear 
-barrier-free and accessible 
-parking 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-few amenities 

Opportunities: 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks presents, concrete, good condition 
-located in central business district 

Threats: 
-located on Minor Arterial Classified Road 

 
 

Mission Street Boat Launch (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-medium sized park 
-regional service area 
-moderate quality facilities 
-access to lower St. Marys River 
-public park and launch 

Weaknesses: 
-few amenities 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no site development plan 
-gravel parking 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial classified roadway 
-located on St. Marys River 
-part of Riverfront Walkway Project 
-located on bike route 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 
-poor sidewalk connectivity 

 
 

Pullar Community Building (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large community building/arena 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-recent site development plan 

Weaknesses: 
-partially non barrier-free and non-accessible 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial Classified roadway 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks present, concrete, some in poor 
condition 
-located in historic mariner’s park adjacent to 
Neighborhood 2 

Threats: 
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Ravine Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-small natural area 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-undeveloped 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadways 
-one sidewalk, asphalt, good condition 
-located in Neighborhood 4 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-poor signage 

Rotary Park (Leased by City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-small park 
-Community-Wide service area 
-lots of amenities with low wear/tear 
-access to St. Marys River 
-public park 
-paved parking 
-new site development plan 
-entry signage 

Weaknesses:  

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial Class Road 
-Bike Route connection 
-part of Riverfront Walkway Plan 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 
-poor sidewalk connections 

Sault Seal Recreation Area (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large Community Park 
-city-wide service 
-high quality facilities with low wear/tear 
-access to upland woodlands 
-public park 
-gravel parking 
-entry signage 

Weaknesses: 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no site plan developed 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street Classified Roadway 
-located in the center of the city between 
Neighborhoods 9 and 10 
-close to proposed Bike Trail 
-directly adjacent to High School Backlands 
-located near snowmobile trail 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 
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Shallows Boat Launch (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 

Strengths: 
-regional service area 
-access to upper St. Marys River 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-old site development plan 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-facility in disrepair 
-grass parking 
-very small park 

Opportunities: 
-Local Street road classification 
-located in Neighborhood 15 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 

 

Sherman Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large urban park 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-new facilities 
-partially barrier-free 
-partially accessible 
-access to upper St. Mary’s River 
-recent site development plan 

Weaknesses: 
-aging facilities 
-building (main pavilion) logs need repair 
-accessibility gaps 

Opportunities: 
-located on local streets 
-crosswalks present 
-close to proposed bike route/trail 

Threats: 
-no sidewalk connections 
-poor connectivity 

 

Shunk Road Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-serves half of neighborhood 8 
-ample amenities 
-public park 
-well maintained 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-no parking 
-no site plan 
-non accessible 
-non barrier free 

Opportunities: 
-located in populated area of Neighborhood 8 
-sidewalk present, concrete, good condition, 

Threats: 
-no marked crosswalk 
-located on urban collector road classification 
-no signage 
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St. Mary’s Park (Leased to City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-neighborhood park 
-services all of Neighborhood 2 
-ample amenities Available to public 

Weaknesses: 
-facilities in need of maintenance 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no site development plan 

Opportunities: 
-bordered on one side by local street and other by 
urban collector road classification 
-sidewalks present, concrete, varying condition 
-located in center of Neighborhood 2 

Threats: 
-some of park space is leased from local church 
organization 

 

 

Weber Park (City) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-Mini-Park service area 
-ample amenities 
-accessible and barrier-free 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-very small parcel 
-no adjacent parking 

Opportunities: 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-crosswalks present 
-adjacent to neighborhood 1 and central business 
district 

Threats: 
-located on collector street and minor arterial 

 

SAULT AREA PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
 
 

A.J. Van Citter’s Athletic Field (SAPS) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large sports complex 
-adequate amenities 
-accessible 
-partially barrier-free 
-High-quality facilities 
-public school property 

Weaknesses: 
-partially accessible/barrier-free 
-gravel parking 
-site plan status unknown 

Opportunities: 
-located on a Urban Collector classified roadway 
-located adjacent to Neighborhoods 7 and 8 
-sidewalks present, concrete 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks marked 
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High School Backlands (SAPS) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-extremely large natural preserve 
-regional service area 
-access to unique natural resources 
-snowmobile trail present 

Weaknesses: 
-no amenities 
-no known facilities 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no known site development plan 
-no parking 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadway 
-located adjacent to Neighborhood 15 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 

 
 

Lincoln School Park (SAPS) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-School Park 
-services all of Neighborhood 7 
-public park 
-paved and gravel parking 

Weaknesses: 
-non barrier-free 
-non accessible 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadways 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-located in the center of Neighborhood 7 

Threats: 
-lack of marked crosswalks 

 
 

Sault High Sports Complex (SAPS) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-Sports Complex 
-ample amenities 
-high quality facilities 
-public school 

Weaknesses: 
-partially barrier-free and accessible 
-site plan status unknown 

Opportunities: 
-located on Urban Minor Arterial classified 
roadway 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-located between Neighborhoods 9 and 10 

Threats: 
-needs barrier-free upgrade by January 1, 2010 
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Washington School Park (SAPS) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-School-Park 
-services half of Neighborhood 6 
-available to public 
-gravel and paved parking areas 

Weaknesses: 
-some facilities in disrepair 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 

Opportunities: 
-located on an Urban Collector classified road 
-crosswalks present 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-located in center of Neighborhood 6 

Threats: 

 

 
STATE AND FEDERALLY FUNDED RECREATION FACILITIES 

 

 

Algonquin Ski Trail (State) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-very large State Parcel 
-regional service area 
-high quality facilities 
-access to unique ecosystems 

Weaknesses: 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-parking in disrepair 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadway 
-adjacent to Neighborhood 15 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 
-poor entry signage 

 
 

Brady Park (Federal) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-Neighborhood Park Considered to be Community 
Park 
-serves whole community 
-offers view of lower river 
-site plan on file 
-public park 

Weaknesses: 
-few amenities 
-non barrier free/accessible 

Opportunities: 
-located on a Local Street Classified Roadway 
-adjacent to Federal St. Marys Locks Facility 
-streetscape project to begin shortly 
-may tie into water front walkway project 

Threats: 
-sidewalk connections very limited 
-few if any crosswalks 
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Chi Mukwa Community Recreation Center (Tribe) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large indoor sports complex 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-accessible and barrier-free 
-facilities available to public for a fee 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadway 
-located in center of Neighborhood 9 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 
-poor connectivity 

 

 

Coast Guard Personnel Park (Federal) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-services North-West corner of Neighborhood 14 
-high quality facilities with little wear/tear 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-non accessible or barrier-free 
-park not available for public use 

Opportunities: 
-located on local class roadway 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition, 
-located on the West side of Neighborhood 14 

Threats: 

 

 

Kimball Street Park (SHC) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-Services Southern portion of Neighborhood 7 
-high quality facilities 
-available to the public 

Weaknesses: 
-small park 
-non-accessible 
-no site plan 
-no parking 

Opportunities: 
-local street road classification 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good condition 
-located in Neighborhood 7 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
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Norris Center (LSSU) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-large sports complex 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-extremely high-quality facilities 
-accessible and barrier-free 
-public access for small fee 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 
-public access is occasionally limited due to 
collegiate functions 

Opportunities: 
-located on Minor Arterial classified road 
-sidewalks present, asphalt and concrete, good 
condition 
-adjacent to off-road bike path 
-located close to Neighborhood 4 

Threats: 
 

 

Saultuer Drive Playground (Tribe) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-services center of neighborhood 9 
-high quality facilities 
-open to public 

Weaknesses: 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no site plan 

Opportunities: 
-local street road classification 
-one multiuse trail, asphalt, good condition 
-located in Neighborhood 9 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no marked connections or sidewalks 

 

Shawano Drive Playground (Tribe) 
SWOT Analysis: See Saultuer Drive Playground SWOT Matrix. 

 

Soo Locks Park (Federal) 
SWOT Analysis:  
Strengths: 
-Neighborhood Park with unique offerings making 
it a Community Park 
-regional service area 
-ample amenities 
-partially accessible and barrier-free 
-public park 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 

Opportunities: 
-located on an Urban Collector Classified Roadway 
-sidewalks present, concrete, good to fair condition 
-adjacent to Federal St. Marys Locks Facility 

Threats: 
-park access is limited due to national security 
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PRIVATE PARKS AND RECREATION 
 

 

Bridge Village Playground (Private) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-services Neighborhood 11 

Weaknesses: 
-very small playgrounds 
-few amenities 
-non-accessible 
-non barrier free 
-non-public park 

Opportunities: 
-local street road classification 
-located in Neighborhood 11 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 

 

Edge of the Woods (Private) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-services Neighborhood 11 

Weaknesses: 
-very small playgrounds 
-few amenities 
-low quality facilities 
-non-accessible 
-non barrier free 
-non-public park 

Opportunities: 
-local street road classification 
-located in Neighborhood 11 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 

 
 

State Rest Area (State) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-small park 
-community wide service area 
-ample amenities 
-high quality facilities 
-public park 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 

Opportunities: 
-located on Urban Collector classified roadway 
-crosswalks present 
-located on proposed off-road bike path 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
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Meyer Preserve (Private) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-extremely large natural preserve 
-regional service area 
-access to unique natural resources 
-snowmobile trail present 

Weaknesses: 
-no amenities 
-no known facilities 
-non accessible 
-non barrier-free 
-no known site development plan 
-no parking 

Opportunities: 
-located on Local Street classified roadway 
-located adjacent to Neighborhood 15 

Threats: 
-no crosswalks 
-no sidewalks 

 
 

 

Rapids Drive Playground (Private) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-serves densely populated part of Neighborhood 10 

Weaknesses: 
-small playground 
-few amenities 
-poor quality facilities 
-non-barrier free 
-non-accessible 
-private park 

Opportunities: 
-local street class roads 
-located in Neighborhood 10 
-adjacent to High School backlands 

Threats: 

 
 
 

Tanglewood Golf Course (Private) 
SWOT Analysis: 
Strengths: 
-large golf course 
-services region 
-paved parking 

Weaknesses: 
-private course 

Opportunities: 
-located in Neighborhood 14 
-located on marked bike route 
-Local Street road classification 

Threats: 
-no sidewalks 
-no crosswalks 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Elizabeth Wenger (Lake Superior State University Student) 
made a presentation and presented her Site Development Plan 

for Algonquin Park to the Community Services Board. 
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The following are general observations and suggestions for improvement. 

 Basketball Court :

o It was observed that the basketball hoops have chain nets that may need to be

inspected for replacement.  A cloth net can also be considered.  

o Another thing that may be helpful to the courts is installation of adjustable hoops

to accommodate the range of capability of the children that use the court. These 

could be installed on the south side of the court.  

o The court itself is also quite cracked with vegetation growing through the cracks,

and there is poor drainage.  One of the site visits I conducted was done on a day 

that it had rained, and there was a considerable amount of water standing on the 

court. 

o There is a large area of the court that is not being used.  This area has the potential

to be utilized for more court space (as suggested with the adjustable hoops), or 

even other activities. 

 Playground:

o The playground for this park is quite small and is in disrepair.  The features of the

structure include three short plastic slides, a rusted chain net, a suspended 

walkway, rusted metal rails (rusting through in some places). 

o There is also a large bolt sticking out where there may have been a steering wheel

or some other type of interactive equipment.  

o The improvements that I would suggest are repairs to the old structure if these are

feasible, and the addition of a new structure in the open area of the park. 
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 Backstop:

o The backstop has a hole in it about three feet in diameter, and has a disconnected

metal frame, so repairs would be required for this structure if it were to be kept. 

o However, there is no designated field area in front of the backstop, the ground

there is quite uneven, and the backstop is facing the playground, which could be 

hazardous. 

o The best improvements for this area may be to relocate the structure, or to remove

the backstop altogether. 

 Swing Set:

o The swing set includes eight spaces for swings, and out of the available spaces,

one of them is missing. 

o The blue swings are cracked on the bottom and may need to be replaced.

o There are no child swings or adaptive swings on the set, so those may be good to

add. 

There is a large amount of area in the park that is not currently being used that has 

potential for development.  Part of this area could be utilized as a picnic area that includes small 

shelters, picnic tables, and a pavilion.  The other portion could be utilized as a dog park.  The 

barrier to this development is the current ATV use.  This use would need to be addressed before 

the area can be developed further. There is also opportunity on the northwest wooded area of the 

park for that area to be converted into nature trails. 

In addition to adding new features, some aspects of the park that could be improved are 

accessibility and connectivity.  A small parking lot could be added to the northeast corner of the 
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park off of 20h St. and the sidewalk running parallel to the street can be extended into the park to 

reach all other amenities.  

*A map of possible development can be seen in appendix F 

Cost analysis: 

Paving: All paving estimates have come from Nick Huyck at Norris Contracting.  All estimates 

are the most expensive choices for each feature: 

 Parking lot installation (3,500 ft2):  $15,000 

o This includes excavation, paving, striping 

 Basketball court resurfacing (6,000 ft2):  $11,000 

 Sidewalks are estimated at $8 per ft2  

Signage: Pricing comes from a quote estimator on signs.com. 

 48 inch X 24 inch custom aluminum sign: $85   

Improvements to existing equipment: Pricing information for this section was obtained from 

GameTime, partner of the National Parks and Recreation Association.  

 Offset Adjustable Basketball Post: $1,186 

 Enclosed Tot Swing Seat: $247  

 Adaptive Swing Seat: $300 

New Playground Structures: Playground Structure estimates and designs were all generated and 

provided by Doug Smith of Penchura.  

 Traditional Post and Deck Play Structures:  
 
PlayShaper equipment:                  $13500 
PlayBooster equipment:                $32500 
Freestanding play equipment:      $3600 
Shipping:                                            $1500 
Engineered Wood Fiber:                $3500 (based on 2700-3000 SF) 
Professional Installation:               $13500 
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Border material (concrete):          $3500 (installed) 
TOTAL PLAYGROUND:                   $71600 

  
Community Build in lieu of professional installation: (save $9500) 
$2500 build fee (includes layout, planning meetings, and 2 supervisors on day of build) 
$1000 concrete 
$500 food, rentals, miscellaneous if needed 

  
Not included is drainage if required; sidewalks; or site amenities. 

 

 Smart Play Motion and Eclipse Net:  

Smart Play Motion equipment:     $14650 
Eclipse Net Plus equipment:          $35100 
Freestanding play equipment:      $$3650 
Shipping:                                            $$1500 
Engineered Wood Fiber:                $$3500 (based on 2700-3000 SF) 
Professional Installation:               $14250 
Concrete border/installed:            $3500 
TOTAL PLAYGROUND:                   $76150 

  
Community build fee in lieu of professional installation:  $2500.  Add same concrete, 
rental, food numbers from previous. Save $10250 +/-. 

 
Site Amenities: Price estimates for the following site amenities are from the ANOVA company, 

and were also obtained through Doug Smith.  

 Bench: $800  

o 4 benches: 3,200 

 Trash Receptacle: $650 

 ADA picnic table: $1000 

 Standard picnic tables: $1000 

o 3 tables: $3,000 

 Bike Rack: $450 

 Mutt Mitt Station (includes receptacle): $550 

Fencing: Price estimates for fencing come from homewyse.com. 
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 Fence with a perimeter of 950 ft and additional supplies: $10,881

Shelters and Pavilions: Estimates for shelters come from IRONWORKS furnishings and were 

supplied by Doug Smith. 

 Small picnic shelter 20ft. X 20ft. with faux rock: $29,000

*does not include installation price.

E. Suggested Implementation Methods 

Phase Implementation Cost 

Phase 1 
(1 to 5 years) 

- Addition of a parking lot 
- Court resurfacing 
- Sidewalk connectivity (825 ft2)
- Sign  
- New swings (toddler and 
adaptive) 
- Addition of adjustable hoops. 
- Addition of bike rack 
- Addition of trash receptacle  

$35,518 

Phase 2 
(5 to 8 years) 

- New playground structures 
- Two benches around 
playground 
- Picnic tables (1 ADA, 3 
standard) 
- Sidewalk connection to these 
features (244.5 ft2)

$79,156 to $83,706 

Phase 3 
(8 to 15 years) 

- Pavilion in picnic area 
- Fenced in dog park (2 benches 
and Mutt Mitt station) 
- Trails  
- Sidewalk connection to these 
features (2,514.3 ft2)

$62,145 

Total Project Cost: 

$176,819 to $181,369 

Phases were divided in a way that would distribute the costs as evenly as possible.  The 

implementations for the first phase were chosen to address many of the weaknesses listed in the 

Master Recreation Plan SWOT analysis, which include poor quality facilities, non-accessible, 
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non-barrier-free, and no parking.  This phase is meant to offer more access opportunities, and to 

offer improvements to the amenities that are already present.  

 The second phase includes two possible new playground plans which could work as great 

new attractants to the area.  This phase also includes the addition of picnic tables to the area, 

which will allow more opportunities for families to engage in recreation activities together.  

Again, more sidewalk connectivity will allow for easier access of the new park amenities.  

 The third phase includes further development in the form of the addition of a 20 ft. by 20 

ft. pavilion to enhance the picnic area.  This may help make the area more attractive for family 

picnics and other events.  The addition of a fenced-in dog park also expands the scope of use for 

the park.  The undeveloped forested area of the property would also be a great area to add in 

some nature trails. 

F. Conclusion 

 The proposed development of this park could have a positive impact on the area because 

it offers more options, and creates more opportunities for the surrounding neighborhood to come 

together and engage in recreation.  The park, as it is now, offers the opportunity for play, but is 

limited in what it its current scope.  By adding more features and amenities to the area, it can 

attract the public and involve all parts of the family by offering recreation opportunities to 

multiple generations.  By offering a dog park, the area also fulfills one of the priorities of the city 

for recreation. 

 Some possible negative affects of the development include changing the use of the 

undeveloped south section of the park from its current use to a picnic area and dog park.  The 

people who are currently using the area for ATV and dirt bikes may not be completely willing to 
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relinquish their use of the area, which could be a large barrier for the city when implementing 

this plan.  

Appendix F. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

Denny Dougherty made a presentation and provided materials to 
the Community Services Board on a proposed Ski Hill 

Expansion. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Sault Tribe, Building a Healthier Community Coalition, SsMart 
Group, Project Park made a presentation and presented a 

proposal to the Community Services Board on their vision for 
the Lower St. Marys River Island #2. 
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To: Community Services Board 

From: Sault Tribe, Building a Healthier Community Coalition, SsMart Group, Project Park 

Subject:  Lower St. Marys River Island #2  (DRAFT) 

Date: 12/7/15 

In recent years, there has been an increase in non-motorized water sports.   Annual “paddle sports” 

data (i.e. 2008 Outdoor Foundation) support this:  49.2 % of US population participated in an 

outdoor sport and  over 20 million Americans six yrs. old and older participated in kayaking, 

canoeing, and/or rafting. 

In a recent inquiry with a kayak business in the Munising, Michigan area it was noted that they 

serve over 100 kayaking participants per day throughout the summer.  The Sault’s river islands 

have a similar potential for the paddle sport market.   Currently, our community has several local 

businesses that offer a variety of paddle craft.   

It seems, this is the right time to consider developing the Sault’s lower river “Island Number 2” 

(page 3).  It offers paddlers a protected scenic kayaking destination, an up-close personal view of 

ships, and over one mile of semi-wilderness hiking.   Refer to page 4 photos. 

The following recommendations are proposed for a nature trail, as well as, two protected landing 

sites on Island #2.  Initially, the island experience would target users who would spend a few hours 

walking the island trail.   Picnic tables, garbage bins, and bathroom facilities would be a short 

paddle away at Rotary Island and Harvey Marina.  The trail would be in the forested portion of the 

island where the major clearing effort would be removal of fallen dead trees.  Landing sites were 

selected based on safe access to the island and factors related to currents, winds, and waves.  

“Island Number 2”  Proposal: 

1. Clear a 1.25 mile trail on the upland forested portion of the island.  Approximately 50% of the

island is wetland.  The trail would meander through the higher forested ground on the north and 

east sides of the island. 

2. Install two portable floating docks with an attached paddling docking system at each landing site:

A.  Northwest landing site is about ¼ mile  from Rotary Island. 

B.  Southeast landing site is about  ½ mile from Harvey Marina. 

3. Install paddling locking racks (ie. like bike racks) to secure both kayak and gear while paddlers

explore the island’s nature trail. 

4. Install destination signage: Rotary island, Harvey Marina, Northwest Island Site, Southeast Island

Site. 

5. Install two island map signs and three interpretive signs (history, biology, geology) along trail

system. 

6. Rename island # 2 for a more user-friendly internet search using key “tags” to generate more

hits for paddlers looking for an island/river adventure.   Some ideas: Sault Island Trail, Sault Island 

River Trail, Sault Island Nature Trail, etc. 

7. Include paddler/hiking trail information, photos, and short video clips of this unique area on our

local website. 
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DRAFT 
Projected Proposal Cost:                                                    

                      Cost 

1. Transportation of crew (approx. 50 roundtrips)………………………….…………….…….……$    450. 00 

     Assuming donated boat*/approx. 150 gal. fuel to shuttle volunteers/15days 

2. Transportation of equipment/material (approx. 25 roundtrips)…………………….……..  $    180.00 

     Assuming donated boat*/60 gal. fuel. 

3.  Equipment Rental (brush hog, chain saw, etc.)…………………………………………….….…..  $ 1,000.00 

     Trail clearing workbees about 10 days. 

4.  Labor on 1.25 mile trail (approx.  400 hrs., @15.00 per hr)………………………………….. $ 6,000.00* 

5.  Labor on installing two landing sites (approx.  80 hrs. @ $15.00 per hr.)………….….  $ 1,200.00* 

6.   Dockage (select options): 

      Option A 

      Floating kayak dock with shore gangway, includes shipping….$ 35,000.00  x 2?        ________ 

      Option B 

      Local manufactured portable kayak dock ………………..………….. $   4,000.00   x 2?         ________ 

7.   Kayak & gear racks 

      Option A  

      Commercial unit, includes shipping (per kayak)………..…………..$   2,500.00  x 8?          ________ 

      Option B 

      Local manufactured  units (per kayak)…………………………………..$       600.00  x 8?          ________ 

9.   Nine signs/posts/cement (destination, map, interpretive)…………………………………   $ 2,000.00 

10. Install signs (approx. 40 hrs @ $15.00 per hr.)……………………………………………………  $     600.00*  

      

                                                                               Total                           $11,430.00 
                                                                                                                                                     (without Options) 

               

              Options:   Select options (above)… 

                                                 #6 A Option= $70,000   or   #6 B Option=$8,000  

                                                 #7 A Option= $20,000   or    #7B Option=$4,800 

 

Projected maximum cost (selecting “A” Options) ………………………..…..  $101,430.00 

Projected minimum cost (selecting “B” Options) ………………………………. $  24,230.00 

 

             Note:  “B” Options involve finding a local source for engineering/construction of structures.    

                           Cost projections are estimates and may be higher when bids come in. 

 

              

             Projected labor/equipment donations…………………………………….. $7,800 to $10,000 
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St. Marys River    Island Number 2 

  North side of Island #2  East side of Island #2 

 Pond on Island #2   Southeast side of Island #2 (Possible Landing Site) 

  Upland Forest on Island #2   East side of Island #2 , Shipping Channel 

195



 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT 4 
 
 

Dennis Dougherty, Project Park Committee Member made a 
presentation to the Community Services Board on Sault Seal 

Recreation Area Proposed Trail. 

 
 

196



To: Community Services Board 

From: Dennis Dougherty,  Project  Park Committee Member 

Subject:  Sault Seal Recreation Area Proposed Trails 

Date: 10/23/15 

In 2006, the major objectives  of Phase V, an all‐season trail system, was completed.    The trails are used 

for walking, running, cross‐country skiing,  Disc Golf, and school nature field trips.  

This proposal, Phase VI, aims to extend the trail system to connect school and city properties to  the east 

and south sides  of  current trail system (see map below).  We would need to update the  existing land use 

policy with Sault Area Public Schools.  This proposal  is divided into five parts and/or options (A,B,C,D,E).  It 

offers users of all skill levels, who do not want to navigate hilly slopes, less  aggressive alternatives.  Some 

of these areas are likely in wetland areas and therefore will require DEQ assessment/approval.       

Brief trail history: The cost for one mile of Phase V trails amounted to approximately $155,000 or about $31 

per linear foot.   The majority of this trail system was contracted out.   Project Park members donated 

almost 500 hours of labor over two summers.  They cleared  trees and later surfaced about 1,000’ of trail 

not covered in contractor’s bid.  Two side trails were cleared for public use (see map, “West” and “Central” 

trails) but were not surfaced with limestone aggregate due to budget restrictions.  We now have enough 

donations to surface these two trails in 2016.  Other proposals are offered for the city’s five year plan. 

Projected Cost for 2016 Proposal Phase VI  “A” and “B” 

Materials, labor & equipment for proposed trail is approximately $ 14,975 or about $12 per linear foot.  

Trail labor (surfacing, culverts, bridge) and most equipment will be donated.   Trail work would take 

approximately six weeks.   See map below. 

1. Limestone quarry aggregate (special mix/66 cu. yds  x $20) $   1,320.00 

2. Pressure treated utility poles (seven 15’ poles/delivered) $      800.00  

3. Skidsteer/bobcat (40 hrs.) $    1200.00  

4. Trail labor (approx. 375 hr. @ $15 per hr.) $   5,625.00* 

5. Signs (8), design, graphics, installation $   1480.00* 

6. Maintenance gravel  MDOT spec. delivered  (22A, 66cu. yds x $13) $      858.00 

7. Culverts (ten 1’ dia x 15’ long) $   1,000.00 

8. Trucking costs for Cedarville  limestone (66 cu.yds.  x $12 per cu. yd) $      792.00   

9. Bridge decking planks, bolts, nails, etc. (3” x 4” x  12’ planks) $      600.00 

10. Geo‐tech cloth (100’ foot roll) $      500.00  

11. Chain link fence at west access area (50’), seed & mulch $      300.00   

12. DNR permit application preparation $      500.00    

 TOTAL  $   14,975.00 

* Volunteer donation/lower than contractor cost 197



Current Donations for 2016               Phase VI   “A”  & “B” 

Material, Equipment, Labor 

1. Limestone quarry aggregate (special mix/66yds x $20) $   1,320.00 

2. Pressure treated utility poles (seven 15’ poles/delivered)  Pending  

3. Tractor donation (35 hrs.) $   1,000.00  

4. Project Park  trail volunteer labor (approx. 375 hr. @ $15 per hr.) $   5,625.00* 

5. Sign design, graphics, installation (approx. 32 hrs. @ 15 per hr.) $    480.00* 

Cash 

1. Project Park  (cash) $     600.00 

2. Ssmart Group (cash) $   5,210.00  

TOTAL  $14, 235.00 

* Volunteer donation/ lower than contractor cost 

Note: 

We are currently waiting for official commitment on additional donations that would cover the difference 

of $720.00.  

     2016 Phase VI  Trail Proposals “A” and “B” 

“A”  West Trail:  approximately  800’ long.            

“B’  Central Trail: approximately  400’ long. 
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Projected Cost for 2017  Proposal                                                            Phase VI   “C”   

Approximately 2000’ of surfaced trail would connect current Lynn Trail system with the Boardwalk 

(south side of soccer field).  Cost per foot of this trail with one pedestrian foot bridge, would be 

less than other trails, as about half of this area is on solid ground.  See map below. 

 1.   Limestone quarry aggregate (special mix/100 cu. yds  x $20)       $  2,000.00 

2.   Pressure treated utility poles (seven 15’ poles/delivered)          $      800.00  

3.   Skidsteer/bobcat (40 hrs.)                $   2,200.00  

4.   Trail labor (approx. 400 hr. @ $15 per hr.)            $   6,750.00 

5.   Signs (3), design, graphics, installation            $      580.00 

6.   Maintenance gravel  MDOT spec. delivered  (22A, 66cu. yds x $13)      $      858.00 

7.   Culverts (three  1’ dia x 15’ long)              $      300.00 

8.   Trucking costs for Cedarville  limestone (100 cu.yds.  x $12 per cu. yd)    $   1,200.00   

9.   Bridge decking planks, bolts, nails, etc. (3” x 4” x  12’ planks)        $      600.00 

10. Geo‐tech cloth (50’ foot roll)               $      250.00  

11. DNR permit application preparation              $      500.00                                    

                                                                                                                                                       Total: 16,038.00 

 Projected donations for “C” not confirmed at this time.   

 

Projected cost for 2018 Proposal                                                                        Phase VI “D”  

Approximately 1,900’ of surfaced trail would create a soccer field loop. Cost per foot would be  

less than other trails, as a bridge is not needed, and most of the area is on a solid ground. 

1.   Limestone quarry aggregate (special mix/100 cu. yds  x $20)        $  1,900.00 

3.   Skidsteer/bobcat (40 hrs.)                $   2,000.00  

4.   Trail labor (approx. 300 hr. @ $15 per hr.)            $   4,500.00 

7.   Culverts (two 1’ dia x 15’ long)              $      200.00 

8.   Trucking costs for Cedarville  limestone (100 cu. yds.  x $12 per cu. yd)    $   1,200.00   

  Total:   $  9.800.00 

Projected donations for “C” not confirmed at this time. 

 

Projected cost for  2019 Proposal                                                                 Phase VI “E”  

This proposed 4,000’ trail (“E”) was cleared about ten years ago by Project Park members.  We also cleared  

the Seymour snowmobile trail to channel  snowmobilers  an alternate route around the park.   This “E” trail 

was planned for future cross‐country skiing and/or snowshoeing.   It goes through wetland areas, so some 

sections require boardwalks.  Estimate for trail cost is based on DEQ assessment survey. 

Projected donations for “E” not confirmed at this time.  199
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January 11, 2016 

To:  Robin Troyer, City Clerk, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan 

From:  Charles MacDonald, city resident 
             1407 Riverside Drive, Sault Ste. Marie 
 
Re:    Public Comment, Sault Ste. Marie 2016‐2020 Master Recreation Plan 
          Public Comment from Charles MacDonald, city resident 
 
Sault Ste. Marie 

Ms. Troyer, 

     I have reviewed final draft the city’s Master Recreation Plan. My Comments about the plan 

follow. 

1.  It is obvious that a great deal of time, care, and effort was put into the construction of this 
report.  It is a huge effort, containing a great deal of pertinent useful information. 
 
2.   I was taken aback by the first two pages of the report.  This “final draft” report was 
published in  
Mid‐December 2015. Today’s date is January 12, 2016, yet,  page two  indicates that the report 
was “recommended for adoption” by the Community Services Board on January 19, 2016, a 
date still in the future from today.  Page two also indicates that the draft report was “approved 
for adoption 
by the city commission” on February 1, 2016, even further in the future from now.  It appears 
that the report authors regard this report as a done deal, with no expected oversight from 
anyone. 
 
3.  As I read the report I was repeatedly frustrated by what I will call, for the lack of a better 
term, a “structural flaw” in the report as a whole.  This problem centers on the fact that the 
report is over 200 pages long and is cumbersome to navigate.  As one reads about a specific 
park, historic site, trail or other park feature the reader instinctively tries to mentally picture 
the physical location being discussed.  In almost every instance the report text assumes that the 
reader knows the location of the park or feature being discussed.  When a park, trail or other 
feature is discussed, the report text should at a minimum refer to a map page number and 
perhaps even a reference to a nearby street intersection.  For example, in the case of Alford 
Park, something like “see map, page xxx” should be included in the discussion.  An even better 
idea would be to include a mini‐map in the text, showing the relevant location.  The 
computerized version of the report is formatted to allow the reader to quickly shift to another 
location (i.e., to a map site) within the report, but the reader has no map page number 
reference.  This lack of  facility location information is particularly noticeable in the Facilities 
Inventory List presented in the report. 
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     The report does contain a “Park Location and Jurisdiction” map on page thirty‐two.  The 
report reader 
who manages to find this map when looking for the location of a particular facility, encounters 
yet another “structural problem”.  The page‐thirty‐two map shows fifty‐two facility locations, 
with a number on the map representing each facility.  The map key shows the facility name 
associated with each of the fifty‐two numbers from the map, listed in numerical order. Because 
the map key lists facilities in numerical order, not alphabetical order, each reader attempting to 
find the location of a given facility by its name, is forced to manually search through a list of 
fifty‐two randomly ordered names to find a map reference number, rather than simply 
scanning an  alphabetical list.  This issue compounds frustration for the already frustrated 
reader. 

4. Another report navigation issue caused by the sheer size of this report is that information
related to a specific park is found in two or more locations in the report.  For example, the Parks 
& Recreation Inventory of Facilities that begins on page thirty‐three is both concise and easy to 
read.  The SWOT reports (related to the strengths and needs of each park listed in the 
inventory) are in an Appendix to the report.  This separation may be a good idea in that it 
allows for a concise inventory list.  However, if a reader looking at basic park data in the 
inventory list wants to find more detail by looking at SWOT type information about a given 
park, why not make it easy to find by including a line in the inventory that says, “see SWOT data 
for this park in  Appendix ___ , page ____. If past improvements in the park are listed elsewhere 
in the report, why not include another line in the inventory that says “see Appendix __, page 
____, for data on past improvements in this park”.   In other words, try to overcome the 
bulkiness of this report by making it easy for the reader to navigate.  I think that the existing 
well‐presented, simple, alphabetical Facility Inventory List could be used as a core site, 
containing references to each other place in the report where information about a specific 
facility is provided. 

5. One specific planning issue related to city parks and facilities that is of concern to me is my
belief that wherever possible, all park facilities should be safely and easily reachable by 
pedestrian traffic.  In a nutshell, I feel that an automobile should not be needed to safely visit 
our parks and facilities.  Various sections of this Master Recreation Plan partially address this 
issue.  For example sidewalk maps are included in the plan, and certain bike paths are described 
in the plan.  However, I feel that a specific report should be included in the plan that itemizes, 
facility by facility, whether or not the facility is connected by sidewalk to the city‐wide sidewalk 
system.  Of those facilities that are found to be not accessible by sidewalk, another sub‐list 
should be created that shows which are accessible by a formal bike path, not just a street.  
These two reports should, in my opinion be used to create a long‐term sidewalk construction 
program that will eventually assure that all of our parks are safely accessible by pedestrian 
traffic.  This subject could be a good topic to look for grant money‐‐‐a city‐wide “Safe Sidewalk 
Park Access Project” grant. 
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6.  Another issue that the plan as presented does not adequately address is the economic 
advantage to our community that can be obtained by the proper promotion of these park 
facilities to tourists.   
 One simple goal for tourism promotion is to provide reasons for out‐of‐town visitors to stay 
longer, once they are here.  The longer they stay in town, the greater the economic advantage 
to our community.  This concept is mentioned in a least two places in the plan, but I found no 
specific planning goals.  We need to start with the basics, such a making certain that adequate 
signage is in place, which is definitely not true at present.  Simple actions can make a big 
difference.  We also need to address the needs of visitors who are not traditional tourists. Two 
examples are bird watchers and hockey families.   Both of these groups visit our community in 
significant numbers during the tourism off‐season, when their local spending is sorely needed.   
    I feel that one specific parks signage issue is particularly in need of attention.   The city has 
two electronic signs, Ashmun Street Bridge and Pullar Stadium. Both signs are being 
underutilized and worse, ineffectively utilized.  I have no idea who controls the content of these 
signs but they are being used in a way that is simply wrong.  This letter is not the place to 
discuss this issue in detail, but changes that are to the city’s advantage can and should be 
made.  I would be willing to give my two‐cents’ worth on this topic to anyone seriously 
interested. 
 
 
In conclusion, the 2016 Sault Ste. Marie 2016‐2020 Master Recreation Plan draft is a massive 
document 
 that, in my opinion, could be made easier to navigate for those who will be referring to it in the 
future.  It also could be updated to include goals related to pedestrian sidewalk access to all 
parks, and to include goals related to the enhancement of out‐of‐town visitor experiences in 
our city, encouraging them to stay longer when here and to return more often. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to review the plan and to offer my suggestions. 
 
Charles N. MacDonald 
1407 Riverside Drive 
Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783 
ccmacdonald@att.net 
906‐253‐9153 
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TO:    City Clerk 

FROM:    Barbara Lisiecki 

SUBJECT:  Comments on Proposed City of Sault Ste. Marie 2016‐2020 Master Recreation Plan 

DATE:    January 21, 2016. 

First, let me express my compliments to Alex Strobehn, the Community Services Board, and City staff for 

an excellent job in preparing the City of Sault Ste. Marie 2016‐2020 Master Recreation Plan and 

overseeing the detailed adoption process.  It is a major undertaking, and I am glad to see it once again 

nearing completion.  The plan is well‐written and organized, and the graphics keep getting better and 

better. 

I have a few comments for consideration as the final version is completed: 

Page 67 ‐ Historically Significant Sites/Museums and Art Centers 

Please review these two paragraphs and consider expanding and revising them to not only mention the 

Johnston House but also more fully describe Historic Water Street and all four Historic Structures, the 

Johnston House, the Schoolcraft House, the Baraga House, and the Kemp Industrial Museum. 

Page 76 ‐ Sherman Park Master Plan Drawing 

A later phase of the Sherman Park Master Plan and the final plan drawing layout include removal of the 

log pavilion.  I would like to see the Sherman Park Master Plan formally amended to keep the log 

pavilion, presuming the structure can be reasonably maintained.  The log pavilion is an historical and 

irreplaceable unique feature of Sherman Park. 

Action Plan Items 12 and 14 

It is good to see attention being given to development of the Lower River Islands and to historical and 

cultural assets in conjunction with the various historical groups such as the Chippewa County Historical 

Society. 

Various Project Proposal Attachments 

Some of the project proposal attachments at the end of the plan could use additional titles and labeling 

to more clearly indicate what park area they address. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
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1

R Troyer

From: Joan Roney

Sent: Thursday, January 21, 2016 4:44 PM

To: Robin Troyer, City Clerk/Assistant City Manager

Subject: Recreation Master Plan

When glancing through I noticed a few typos: 

Page 28  2nd line “Natural Resources” & 4th line “parks may require” 
Page 41 under Ravine Park on 6th line  “trail” 

Page 70 2nd line from bottom, I think City Commission should be capitalized. 

Thanks. 

Joan M RoneyJoan M RoneyJoan M RoneyJoan M Roney 
CD Office Coordinator 
City of Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan 
(906) 632-5700     email: jroney@saultcity.com 
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Public Hearing and Approval  
by the Community Services Board 
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Community Services Board 
City Hall – 3rd Floor Commission Chambers 

April 26, 2016 
6:00 p.m. 

 
The meeting was called to order at 6:00 p.m. by Chairman Caine Vandermolen 
 
Roll Call: Present: Chairman Caine VanderMolen, Mark Meiners, Commissioner Kathy Twardy, & 

Cara DeNuccio, Tony Haller & Jessie Beckett 
  Absent: Clara James. Kris Dunbar & Rachael Williamson 
 

Motion was made by Tony Haller and supported by Chris Dunbar to excuse Clara James, 
Kris Dunbar & Rachel Williamson.  Motion Carried. 

     
1.  Consent Agenda: 

A.  Minute Approval:  A motion was made by Mark Meiners and supported by Cara DeNuccio to 
accept the Minutes of the Community Services Board (CSB) meeting of February 23, 2016.  
Motion Carried. 

     
2.  Special Orders of Business: 

A.  Chairman Caine Vandermolen opened to the public the hearing portion of the meeting for the 
City’s updated five-year 2017-2021 Master Recreation Plan.  Ken Hopper was in the audience for 
his agenda item to follow later, but did  ask one question regarding the status of  getting funds or 
grants and would it be until 2017 when that could become available.   His question was answered 
satisfactorily.   The public hearing portion of the meeting was closed and Chairman Vandermolen 
moved on to the next item on the agenda.   
  
B.  A Motion was made by Tony Haller and supported by Mark Meiners to accept the comments 
from Jon Sommers correspondence as part of the 2017-2021 5 five-year Master Recreation Plan.  
Motion Carried 
 
C. A motion was made by Cara DeNuccio and supported by Tony Haller to approve and 
recommend to the City Commission the new five-year Master Recreation Plan.  Motion Carried. 
 

D.  A motion was made by Tony Haller and supported by Mark Meiners to accept the 2017-2021 
Master Recreation Plan resolution, and recommended adoption by the Community Services Board 
to the City Commission.  Motion Carried. 
 
E.  Ken Hopper from Bird’s Eye Adventures addressed the board members regarding his proposal 
to provide paddle sport rentals at two (2) Sault Ste. Marie city parks.  After he gave a detailed 
overview of what he has in mind Tony Haller said he wanted to commend him on this idea of 
adding recreation to the city.  He said it was an awesome idea.  Jessie Beckett added the same 
feelings and said that she appreciated his investment in the community.  Detailed questions were 
asked involving insurance and hours of operation, etc. and Dan commented that this would be 
addressed at a later date. A motion was made by Tony Haller and supported by Cara DeNuccio to 
give conceptual approval of the proposal and send a recommendation to the city commission for 
final approval.  Motion Carried. 
  

3.  Staff Report:  Dan provided a brief status report on Youth Recreation Program Funding and Sault High          
Blue Devil Hockey. 
 
4.  Matters Presented by Public:  None 
 

5.  Matters Presented by Members:   None 
 

6.  Adjournment: 

A.  A motion was made by Tony Haller and supported by Jessie Beckett to adjourn the meeting at 
6:50 pm.  Motion Carried.  The next meeting date is May 31, 2016 at 6PM. 
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Any interested person may attend and participate.  Persons with disabilities needing accommodations to participate 
should call the Parks & Recreation Department office at (906) 632-5768 a week in advance. 
 

SAULT STE. MARIE COMMUNITY SERVICES BOARD 
COMMISSION CHAMBERS 
225 E. PORTAGE AVENUE 

SAULT STE. MARIE, MICHIGAN   49783 
(906) 632-5768 

 
AGENDA 

Tuesday, April 26, 2016 

6:00 p.m.   
 

Community Services Board Meeting  
 
Call to order 
Roll Call 
Public Comment on Scheduled Agenda Items:  Any person may reserve time to speak 
on any Agenda Item not to exceed five (5) minutes per person. 
 
1.  CONSENT AGENDA: 
 
 A. Minute Approval:  Minutes of the Community Services Board meeting of  
                  February 23, 2016. 
      
2.  SPECIAL ORDERS OF BUSINESS:  

A. Public hearing on the City’s updated five-year 2017-2021 Master Recreation Plan 
B. Accept the comments from Jon Sommers (included in packet) on 2017-2021 Master Recreation Plan 
C. Approval and recommendation to the City Commission on new Five Year Master Recreational Plan  
D.    2017-2021 Master Recreation Plan resolution to recommend adoption 
        City of Sault Ste. Marie Community Services Board 
E.     Proposal from Ken and Wilda Hopper (birds eye outfitters) to provide paddle sport rentals at two Sault Ste.         
         Marie city parks. 
 

3.  STAFF REPORT:   
  
4.  MATTERS PRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC (COMMENTS MAY NOT EXCEED FIVE MINUTES PER PERSON:) 
 
5.  MATTERS PRESENTED BY THE MEMBERS: 
 
7.  ADJOURNMENT: 
 
Note to Members:  Please use Water Street (north) entrance to building.  Commission Chambers are on third floor.  
Elevator is available. 
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MARCH 31
STORYTIME FOR PRE-SCHOOLERS
at Bayliss Public Library, 541 Library
Drive, Sault Ste. Marie, on March 31, 1
p.m. Information:
www.uproc.lib.mi.us/bpl/, (906) 632-
9331.
OPEN HOUSE, at Holiday Inn
Express, 1171 Riverview Way, Sault Ste.
Marie, on March 31, 2-7 p.m. Three
Shores CISMA (Cooperative Invasive
Species Management Area) is
extending an invitation to groups,
organizations, governing bodies, and
individuals to become partners. Stop
in any time and learn about the inva-
sive species management organiza-
tion, meet its current partners,
understand its goals, and learn what
Three Shores can provide in return.
Come meet the people managing
invasive species in your community.
CONVERSATIONS & COFFEE WITH
DNR FISHERIES DIVISION AT LAKE
SUPERIOR STATE UNIVERSITY
CISLER CENTER, 650 W. Easterday
Ave., Sault Ste. Marie, on March 31, 6-
8 p.m. This will be a  joint meeting of
Northern Lake Huron Management
Unit and Eastern Lake Superior
Management Unit. The purpose of
this forum will be to meet with fish-
eries managers and biologists, to dis-
cuss local issues and management
activities, and to get specific ques-

tions answered. These meetings are
extremely informal; at many, no for-
mal presentations will be made.
These forums also will make informa-
tion available on local and statewide
regulations affecting anglers.
Refreshments will be provided.
(Attendees should park in Lots E or
K.) For more information on
Conversations & Coffee meetings,
visit michigan.gov/fishing.
CHRISTOPHER COLUMBUS MEN’S
CLUB MEETING at Christopher
Columbus Hall, 201 Sheridan Drive,
Sault Ste. Marie, on March 31, 7:30
p.m. Information: (906) 632-7841.

APRIL 1
PICKFORD MUSEUM GERANIUM
SALE at Pickford Area Museum, 175 E.
Main St., Pickford, April 1-30, 8 a.m. to
5 p.m. Pickford Area Historical
Society Geranium Sale — white,

pink, red fuchsia or salmon — 4 1/2”
pots. To order call Elaine Slater (906)
647-2448, Marge Schmitigal (906)
647-8851 or the museum (906) 647-
1372. Pick up date May 21 in the park-
ing lot behind the museum.
Information: www.pickfordareamuse-
um.com, (906) 647-1372.

APRIL 2
ANNUAL SPRING RUMMAGE SALE
at First United Presbyterian Church,
555 Bingham Ave., Sault Ste. Marie,
on April 2, 9 a.m. - 1 p.m. Sponsored
by the Presbyterian Women’s
Association. Information: (906) 632-
7771.
SAULT WINTER FARMERS’ MARKET
@ BAYLISS at Bayliss Public Library,
541 Library Drive, Sault Ste. Marie, on
April 2, 9:30 a.m. to 12:30 p.m. Market
vendors will be at the library with
seasonal merchandise. In past sea-

sons, among the items available were
fresh baked goods, honey, jam,
maple syrup, eggs, vegetables, art-
work, cards, skin products, jewelry
and other hand-crafted items, along
with cookbooks and gardening
books from the Friends of Bayliss
Library. Information:
www.uproc.lib.mi.us/bpl/, (906) 632-
9331.
LEGO CLUB at Bayliss Public Library,
541 Library Drive, Sault Ste. Marie, on
April 2, 1 p.m. Information:
www.uproc.lib.mi.us/bpl/, (906) 632-
9331.

APRIL 3
HOLY ANGELS RESTORATION
FUNDRAISING EVENT at 1668
Winery & Lockside Brewery, 100

West Portage Avenue, Sault Ste.
Marie, on April 3, 3-6 p.m. There will
be music and a silent auction.
Proceeds go towards efforts of
replacing the foundation at the his-
toric Holy Angels Church on Sugar
Island. Ticket price is $10 and includes
appetizers, a flight of wine or a beer.

APRIL 4
U.P. REGIONAL BLOOD CENTER
BLOOD DRIVE at Helen Newberry
Joy Hospital, 502 W. Harrie St.,
Newberry, on April 4, 2-5:45 p.m. For
an appointment, call Mary Nutkins at
(906) 293-8438.
PRESCRIPTION DRUG SUPPORT

MEETING at Huntington Bank, 511
Ashmun St., Sault Ste. Marie, on April
4, 6 p.m.
PASSAGES GRIEF AND HEALING
SUPPORT GROUP at Grief Support
Room, Hospice of the EUP, 308 W.
12th Ave., Sault Ste. Marie, on April 4,
6:30-8 p.m. Passages is designed for
both those who have experienced a
recent loss and those struggling with
unresolved grief feelings from the
death of someone special long ago.
The group can become a source of
emotional support and help through
education and sharing. The group is
open to all adult members of the
community, free of charge. Passages
meets for six consecutive Mondays,
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 NOTICE OF PUBLIC 
 HEARING

 CITY OF SAULT STE MARIE
 MASTER RECREATION PLAN

 Public Notice is hereby given that a Public 
 Hearing on the City’s updated five-year  2017-
 2021 Master Recreation Plan  will be held at 
 the Community Services Board meeting on 
 Tuesday, April 26, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. in the City 
 Commission Chambers, City Hall – 225 East 
 Portage Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, 
 49783.

 Copies of the proposed five-year plan are 
 available for viewing during regular office hours 
 at the City Clerk’s Office in City Hall, the Bayliss 
 Library, and on the City’s website:  
 www.saultcity.com

 Anyone wishing to present testimony or offer 
 comments concerning this matter is encouraged 
 to do so at the Public Hearing or to submit a 
 written statement to the City Clerk, City Hall – 
 225 East Portage Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, 
 Michigan 49783 or via email to 
 rtroyer@saultcity.com , to be received prior to 
 the meeting. 

 ROBIN R. TROYER, CITY CLERK
 CITY OF SAULT STE. MARIE
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 MARCH BINGO CARDS ARE DUE APRIL 7TH BY 12 PM

 Play for a chance to win a 
 $100, $50 or $20 Gift Card  to:

Team Big Bear Squirts is comprised of nine- and 10-year-old players

Coaches Travis Pavlat and Tom Cook
with Ethan Cook

Coach Travis Pavlat’s birthday was 
celebrated by the team and parents

Parents and siblings of
the Big Bear Squirts

Team Big Bear Squirts
Team Big Bear Squirts recently held their season-ending awards ban-
quet at the Elk’s Lodge in Sault Ste. Marie.  PHOTOS COURTESY OF DELORES CLEARY

COMMUNITY CALENDAR

Continued from Page 1
“Some of it [the foun-
dation] was original.”
By opening its doors
once a year, the church
does not maintain a con-
gregation. Still the church,
one of 33 historically rec-
ognized places in
Chippewa County by the
National Register of
Historic Places, has a
dedicated following. It’s
next scheduled mass is
June 26.
“In a way we [residents
of Sugar Island] are all
members of its congrega-
tion,” said committee sec-
retary Mary Ann
Biscorner-Dick who had a
donor tell her that. “We all
have a connection to it.”
The event at 1668
Winery on Ashmun Street
will include a wine tasting,
information on the project
and a silent auction. One
hundred tickets are being
made available for $10
each to get into the event.

Some of the items avail-
able include gift cards,
homemade crafts and
hardware. The items are
being supplied between
individuals and business-
es. Proceeds will go to the
committee’s fund.
Future planned events
include a 5k marathon on
Sugar Island and a
spaghetti dinner in July. If
the group raises more than
their goal of $25,000, the
excess funds will go into a
new fund to replace the
windows, siding and land-
scaping among other
things the church is in
need of. The group does
not plan to disband after
the foundation is replaced
in order to continue to
oversee renovations for
this historic landmark.
For more information
please call Jim Handziak
at (906) 440-8401 or
email the committee at
holyangelsrestoration@
gmail.com

CHURCH
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
CITY OF SAULT STE MARIE 

MASTER RECREATION PLAN 
 

Public Notice is hereby given that a Public Hearing on the City’s updated five-year 2017-2021 
Master Recreation Plan will be held at the Community Services Board meeting on Tuesday, 
April 26, 2016 at 6:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers, City Hall – 225 East Portage 
Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan, 49783. 
 
Copies of the proposed five-year plan are available for viewing during regular office hours at 
the City Clerk’s Office in City Hall, the Bayliss Library, and on the City’s website:  
www.saultcity.com 
 
Anyone wishing to present testimony or offer comments concerning this matter is encouraged 
to do so at the Public Hearing or to submit a written statement to the City Clerk, City Hall – 225 
East Portage Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan 49783 or via email to rtroyer@saultcity.com, 
to be received prior to the meeting.  
 
 

ROBIN R. TROYER MMC, CITY CLERK 
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APPENDIX F 

Adoption  by the City 
Commission 

224



225



 
May 2, 2016 

A regular meeting of the City Commission was held in the Commission Room of 
the City Hall, 225 East Portage Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, Michigan on Monday, May 2, 
2016 at 7:00 p.m. 
 

The meeting was called to order by Mayor Bosbous 
 

Present:  Mayor Bosbous, Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, 
Osterhout, Twardy 

Absent:  
 Also Present:  City Manager Turner, City Attorney Cannello, City Clerk Robin R. 

Troyer, and various department heads 
 
PROCLAMATION DECLARING MAY 2016 AS BIKE MONTH 
 
PRESENTATION OF COMMUNITY MOBILE APP 
 
CONSENT AGENDA: 
 

Moved by Commissioner Gage, supported by Commissioner Bauer 
 

That the following consent agenda items be approved: 
 

Minute Approval: 
 

That the minutes of the regular City Commission meeting held on Monday, April 
18, 2016, Budget Work Session of April 19, 2016, and Special City Commission 
meeting of April 25, 2016 be approved as written and circulated and the minutes of the 
following boards and commissions received and placed on file: 

 
a. Community Services Board – April 26, 2016 
b. Planning Commission – March 24, 2016 
c. Historical Development Commission – April 12, 2016 

 
Appointments and Resignations: 
 
That the City Commission Reappoint Harriet Clow, Sharon Maier, and Eva 

Spencer to the Dial A Ride Local Advisory Council for Terms to Expire on July 1, 2017 
and Appoint Jennifer Dunton to fill the Balance of a Term to Expire on July 1, 2016. 

 
That the City Commission Confirm the Mayor’s Appointment of Gwen Worley to 

the EDC to fill the Balance of a Term to Expire on June 1, 2018 and Appointment of 
Rachael McCoy to the EDC for a Term to Expire on June 1, 2021. 

 
That the City Commission Confirm the Mayor’s reappointment of Charles 

McCready and Robert Shimmens to the Planning Commission for a Term to Expire 
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April 29, 2019. 
 
Communications: 
 
That the City Commission approve the appropriation of up to $3,560 of Osborn 

Trust funds for the preparation of materials necessary to produce eight interpretive 
panels for the planned Power Canal Trail. 

 
And that the City Commission authorize the City Manager to enter into an 

agreement with the Chippewa County Historical Society for research, writing and 
graphic materials for eight panels in the amount of $400 per panel for a total not to 
exceed $3,200. 

 
That the City Commission approve a license for the Sault Shrine Club to operate 

a circus at the Pullar Stadium in Sault Ste. Marie on May 15, 2016. 
 
From Michigan Liquor Control Commission – Transfer of Ownership and 

Location of 2015 Class C and SDM License for Vineyard & Brew Shoppe, Inc – 112 
West Spruce Street, Sault Ste. Marie, MI – No Action Required.  

 
From Michigan Liquor Control Commission – New Micro Brewer License for 

Wildwood Vineyard and Winery – 447 West Portage Avenue, Sault Ste. Marie, MI – No 
Action Required.  

 
City Manager’s Report: 
 
That the City Commission Determine that the subject property, Parcel No. 051-

291-026-00, has no value to the City and direct City Administration to deed said 
property to Huntington Bank at no cost. 

 
That the City Commission approve an extension of non-prime time ice, Monday 

through Friday, from between 12:00 p.m. and 3:00 pm to between 12:00 p.m. and 5:00 
p.m. (to include the hours of 3:00 pm through 5:00 pm).   

 
Carried: Yeas: Mayor Bosbous, Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, 

Osterhout, and Twardy 
  Nays: None 
 

SPECIAL ORDERS OF BUSINESS: 
 
 INTRODUCTION OF A PROPOSED BUDGET FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 
BEGINNING JULY 1, 2016 AND ENDING JUNE 30, 2017 AND SCHEDULE PUBLIC 
HEARINGS FOR THE MAY 16, 2016 CITY COMMISSION MEETING: 
 

The City Commission held a Budget Work Session on Tuesday, April 19, 2016 at 
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4:15 p.m. to review the City Manager’s Recommended 2016-2017 Fiscal Year and 
2017-2018 Fiscal Year Budget.  
 

Former City Commissioner Bill Munsell facilitated this budget review, during 
which time the City Commission utilized a ‘Hit and Wish List’ approach which has 
historically allowed individual Commissioners to propose the addition of items to or 
removal of items from the Manager’s Recommended Budget or to request additional 
information and/or explanations regarding specific appropriations.  
 

Thereafter, on Monday, April 25, 2016 at 4:15 p.m., the City Commission held a 
Special Meeting to reconcile the City Manager’s Recommended 2016-2017 Fiscal Year 
and 2017-2018 Fiscal Year Budget.  
 

During this Special Meeting, the Commission reviewed seven items placed on 
the ‘Hit and Wish List’ during the Tuesday, April 19, 2016 Budget Work Session. A 
detailed listing of the ‘Hit and Wish List’ items has been included for review by 
Commissioners and the public. Following is a summary of actions taken at the Monday, 
April 25, 2016 Special Meeting on each of the ‘Hit and Wish List’ items for the proposed 
budget: 
 

• West 8th Avenue Reconstruction – Meridian to Ryan:  The Commission voted 
unanimously to decline adding the West 8th Avenue Reconstruction from Meridian to 
Ryan to the budget due to available funding. 
 

• Program Funding:  The Commission voted unanimously to increase the 
allocation for youth program subsidy funding from $35,000 to $40,000 annually. 
 

• PFC Overlay and Runway Improvements:  The Commission voted (6-1) to keep 
the proposed PFC Overlay and Runway Improvements as proposed in the budget.  
 

• Stipend for a Public Relations Staff Member for the Pullar Community Building: 
 The Commission denied the request (5-2) regarding the promotion the Pullar 
Community Building through marketing/public relations and the sale of open ice times.  
 

• Signage for ORV Trails: The Commission unanimously supported the request 
for ORV trails signage, which would be funded out of the appropriate operational 
budget.   
 

• Reduce Revenue to Fund 636 (IT Fund): The Commission unanimously 
approved the recommended correction. 
 

• Adding Maintenance Fee for Odenaang Water Customers to Sewer/Water Rate 
Summary – The Commission unanimously approved the correction as outlined.  
 

It is proposed that the City Commission will take action at the May 16, 2016 
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Regular Meeting to hold four distinct public hearings on the reconciled budget. These 
public hearings specific to the 2016-2017 Fiscal Year Budget pertain to the proposed 
taxes to be levied; proposed water and sewer rates; the proposed fee schedule; and 
the general appropriations act.  
 

Following these public hearings, and the consideration of any public feedback 
received during the same, the Commission will thereafter be able to adopt resolutions 
formally approving the 2016-2017 Fiscal Year Budget (including taxes to be levied; 
water and sewer rates; the applicable fee schedule; and general appropriations).  
 

The proposed budget will be accessible on the City of Sault Ste. Marie’s website 
(www.saultcity.com), at the Bayliss Public Library, and in the Office of the City Clerk. 
Written comments regarding the proposed budget may be provided to the Office of the 
City Clerk at 225 East Portage Avenue; Sault Ste. Marie, MI 49783 or by e-mail to 
rtroyer@saultcity.com. Comments should be received by Wednesday, May 11, 2016 for 
the same to be included in the agenda packet that will be distributed for the May 16, 
2016 Regular Meeting of the City Commission.  
 

To summarize the 2016-2017 Fiscal Year Budget (as well as the 2017-2018 
Fiscal Year Budget), as proposed, following are several highlights regarding the same: 
 

• The General Fund ‘Unrestricted Fund Balance’ ratio for the 2016-2017 Fiscal 
Year Budget following the Special Meeting held by the City Commission to reconcile the 
proposed budget is about 22.8%. The same ratio is about 23.8% for the 2017-2018 
Fiscal Year budget conceptually proposed. 
 

• The City continues to deal with the impact of significant losses in State revenue 
sharing that have occurred within the past fifteen years, which at the highest point 
provided annual funds to the City of $2.1 million. The recommended budget reflects 
revenue sharing at approximately $1.53 million. 
 

• The Police-Fire Pension Board has adhered to assumptions that will, in the 
long run, help to stabilize the Pension Fund. These assumptions do require additional 
millage support in order to stabilize this fund. The proposed budget includes about a 
0.1208 millage adjustment to the Police-Fire Pension Fund millage in order to meet 
actuarial requirements for this fund, the funding ratio of which has increased from 50% 
to 56% within recent years. 
 

• The Water and Sewer Fund is performing in accordance with expectations. 
There is a moderate increase proposed in water and sewer rates for the next fiscal 
year. This rate increase for customers using 700 cubic feet of water a month is just 
about 4.76% more than last year’s rate. 
 

• Investments in capital projects and capital equipment purchases are continuing 
to be made and include appropriations that will provide for the development of a form 
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based code (FY 2017), the purchase of a new ambulance (FY 2017), the purchase of a 
new zero turn mower for Riverside Cemetery (FY 2017), capital upgrades at the Pullar 
Community Building (FY 2017), the purchase of a new Vactor truck for sewer system 
maintenance (FY 2017), the purchase of a skid steer with a snow blower to further 
enhance sidewalk snow removal (FY 2017), continued investments in the sidewalk 
replacement program (FY 2017 and FY 2018), the reconstruction of West 4th Avenue 
from Oak to Hyde (FY 2018), the completion of the 3 Mile Road Roundabout project 
(FY 2018), improvements to the Sherman Park Pavilion (FY 2017), improvements to the 
exterior of Kaine’s Rink (FY 2018), improvements to the runway at Sanderson Airport 
(FY 2018), the purchase of police body and car cameras (FY 2017) and a variety of 
other water and sewer system upgrades (FY 2017 and FY 2018).  
 

City Manager Turner expressed his appreciation to everyone that was involved in 
the development of the budget for the current fiscal year as well as the development of 
the 2016-2017 Fiscal Year and the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year proposed budget.  
 

In particular, City Manager Turner thanked Finance Director/Treasurer Collins for 
her efforts and constant dedication to a fiscally prudent municipal operation as well as 
Assistant City Manager Troyer and all of the Department Heads and employees 
engaged in this process. Finally, the administration appreciates the work of former City 
Commissioner Bill Munsell as well as the City Commission during this process. 
 

Moved by Commissioner Gerrie, supported by Commissioner Bauer 
 
That the City Commission formally introduce for adoption the proposed budget 

for the Fiscal Year beginning July 1, 2016 and ending June 30, 2017 (including 
proposed tax levies, utility rates, fee schedules, and general appropriations with capital 
outlay and equipment purchases); 

 
That the City Commission receive and introduce the budget as conceptually 

proposed for the 2017-2018 Fiscal Year. 
 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, Osterhout, 

Twardy, and Mayor Bosbous 
  Nays: None 
 
Moved by Commissioner Gerrie, supported by Commissioner Gage 
 
That the City Commission schedule a public hearing for Monday, May 16, 2016 

at 7:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers on a final resolution for purposes of 
establishing a 2016 tax levy, maintaining the millage for charter operations at 16.8139 
mills; maintaining the millage for waste collection at 0.5632 mills; and increasing the 
millage for the police/fire pension fund by 0.1208 mills from 5.2115 mills to 5.3323 mills 
in order to meet actuarial requirements for the police/fire pension fund.  
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That the City Commission schedule a public hearing for Monday, May 16, 2016 
at 7:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers on the adoption of water and sewer 
rates for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016 and ending June 30, 2017 that would 
thereby establish rates for monthly administrative charges, commodity charges and 
capital charges for water and sewer users. 

 
That the City Commission schedule a public hearing for Monday, May 16, 2016 

at 7:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers on a resolution adopting a fee schedule 
for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016 and ending June 30, 2017 that establishes 
various fees as set forth by the City Commission. 

 
That the City Commission schedule a public hearing for Monday, May 16, 2016 

at 7:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers on the general appropriations act for the 
fiscal year beginning July 1, 2016 and ending June 30, 2017 projecting revenues and 
establishing appropriations for various governmental functions in the City’s operating 
funds as well as proposed equipment purchases and capital outlay projects. 

 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, Osterhout, Twardy, 

Mayor Bosbous, and Commissioner Bauer 
  Nays: None 
 

COMMUNICATIONS: 
 

FROM DENNY DOUGHERTY OF THE ISLAND TRAIL COMMITTEE – 
APPROVAL TO SEEK FUNDS AND ADD A PROPOSED BOARDWALK/PLATFORM 
TO THE NATURE TRAIL ON ISLAND #2: 
 

On April 22, 2016 the Army Corps. of Engineers, Michigan Department of 
Environmental Quality, and City Officials conducted a walk-thru for the site 
review/evaluation related to the Joint Application submitted for a proposed dock, toilet, 
and trail system for Island #2. 
 

During the walk-thru, it was noted that a wetland boardwalk and observation 
platform for wetland access and protection of the environment could be installed and 
would be an asset to the project. 
 

The Island Trail Committee believes that a "wetland" boardwalk would show 
visitors the importance of our natural environment.  Furthermore, Lake Superior State 
University Biology and Environmental instructors have indicated that they would get 
involved in such a project as it would provide an excellent opportunity for field trips as 
well as provide opportunities to build support for wetland protection and restorations, 
bird watching, understanding ecosystems and research. 

 
DPW Assistant Director/Parks Wyers and Denny Dougherty addressed the City 

Commission.  
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Moved by Commissioner Bauer, supported by Commissioner Twardy 
 
That the City Commission approve the proposed wetland boardwalk project upon 

meeting the permit requirements from the Army Corps of Engineers and Michigan 
Department of Environmental Quality for Island #2, with all costs to construct the 
wetland boardwalk provided by donations and a not to exceed budget of $20,000 to 
complete this work. 

 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Gerrie, Lynn, Osterhout, Twardy, Mayor 

Bosbous, Commissioner Bauer, and Gage 
  Nays: None 

 
FROM DENNY DOUGHERTY OF PROJECT PARK – APPROVAL FOR A 

MULTI-PHASE PROJECT AT THE SAULT SEAL RECREATION AREA: 
 

Mr. Denny Dougherty met with City Administration to clarify and refine the budget 
request for the multi-phase project at the Sault Seal Recreation Area.  He is currently 
working with a group of volunteers to make a series of improvements to the trail system 
located in that area.  The project has gained support from the community with funding 
from the Building a Healthier Community Coalition through the EUP Regional Planning 
& Development agency in the amount of $3,850. 
 

This, as a multiphase project, would serve the following two purposes:  (1) it 
would allow for donations to come in and be tracked under the established and 
recognized name of "Project Park" under which the group has made significant 
improvements over many years; and (2) it would allow Mr. Dougherty to transfer budget 
amounts between phases as needed when actual costs come in over or under the 
estimates.  A status of the larger project will be provided to the City Commission at the 
end of each construction season. 
 

It is expected that the project(s) would be fully funded with donations and 
volunteer workers' in-kind services.  Volunteer hours would be tracked and recorded as 
local contributions, with 1,855 hours at $20.00 per hour being estimated, coming to total 
volunteer contributions of $37,100.  A request for a contribution from the Seal Estate 
funds may be requested at some point in the future depending on community support 
for the projects. 
 

The William Lynn Trail portion of this project was formally submitted for the 
2016-17 and 2017-18 fiscal year capital projects budget.  Mr. Dougherty indicated that 
the project has gained momentum and that the group may not wish to wait until the 
beginning of the next fiscal year on July 1 to begin working. 
 

DPW Assistant Director/Parks Wyers and Denny Dougherty addressed the City 
Commission.  
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Moved by Commissioner Twardy, supported by Commissioner Gerrie 
 
That the City Commission approve the Project Park multi-phase improvements 

project for the Sault Seal Recreation Area for a total cost of $73,100, and being fully 
funded by donations and local contributions of volunteer work; 

 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Lynn, Osterhout, Twardy, Mayor Bosbous, 

Commissioner Bauer, Gage, and Gerrie 
  Nays: None 
 
Moved by Commissioner Twardy, supported by Commissioner Lynn 
 
That the City Commission authorize a transfer of the residual budget from the old 

project park account in the amount of $652, closing the old account, and remove the 
William Lynn Trail capital project from the next fiscal years' beginning budget (in favor 
of starting in the current fiscal year). 

 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Osterhout, Twardy, Mayor Bosbous, 

Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, and Lynn 
  Nays: None 

  
CITY MANAGER’S REPORT: 
 

AWARD A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT TO BACCO CONSTRUCTION 
COMPANY FOR THE 2016 STREETS CAPITAL PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE 
AND PAVEMENT PATCHING PROJECT B-04-16: 
 

Sealed bids were solicited through the City’s established purchasing policy for 
Resurfacing portions of West 3rd Street, Sheridan, and Trempes Grand as well as 
performing pavement patching at various locations throughout the City.  This project 
was designed by Sidock Group as part of their contract for various Street and Utility 
Improvement projects approved by the City Commission on November 18, 2013.  The 
various pavement patches will be identified by the City Engineer prior to 
commencement of the project. 

 
The following three sealed bids were received and opened on April 12, 2016: 
 
Bacco Construction Company-N3676 North US-2, Iron Mountain- $173,229.55 
Payne & Dolan, Inc-1029 Gornick Avenue, Suite 105, Gaylord, MI -$173,546.60 
Norris Contracting, Inc. 4576 S. Mackinac Trail, Sault Ste. Marie- $224,595.00 
 
City Engineer Basista gave an overview of the 2016 Streets Capital Preventative 

Maintenance and Pavement Patching Project.    
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Moved by Commissioner Lynn, supported by Commissioner Osterhout 
 
That the City Commission award a contract to Bacco Construction Company for 

the Capital Preventative Maintenance & Pavement Patching (B-04-16) project, in the 
amount of $173,229.55. 

 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Twardy, Mayor Bosbous, Commissioner 

Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, and Osterhout 
  Nays: None 
 
AUTHORIZATION FOR MDOT TRUNKLINE CAPTIAL MAINTENANCE 

PROJECT: 
 

In an effort to improve the I-75 Business Spur after the spring frost damage and 
in an effort to prolong road surfaces until the anticipated 2018 reconstruction project, 
the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) has allocated $80,000 to perform 
necessary repairs and maintenance.    

 
The work would be performed by the City of Sault Ste. Marie Department of 

Public Works crews outside of the existing maintenance contract between the City and 
MDOT that provides for the routine plowing and caretaking of the State’s trunklines 
within the City. 

 
The funding would be provided through three Transportation Work 

Authorizations (TWAs).  The first TWA would provide $50,000 to fund patching and 
pothole repair.  The second TWA would provide $10,000 for catch basin cleaning.  The 
final TWA would provide $20,000 for catch basin and drainage repairs.   

 
The TWAs will fund City labor, equipment, and materials to perform the needed 

work.  If authorized, the work would commence immediately with a goal that work 
provided through TWA #1 (surface repairs) would be completed by Memorial Day 
weekend.  The work related to TWA #2 and TWA #3 would be fit in as scheduling 
allows throughout the spring and early summer. 

 
DPW Director Moreau provided the City Commission with an overview of the 

request for MDOT Trunkline Capital Maintenance Project. .  
 
Moved by Commissioner Gage, supported by Commissioner Twardy 
 
That the City Commission accept $80,000 in Michigan Department of 

Transportation (MDOT) funding to perform trunkline maintenance as presented. 
 
Carried: Yeas: Mayor Bosbous, Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, 

Osterhout, and Twardy 
  Nays: None 
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AUTHORIZATION OF OFFICIAL NAMING OF ISLAND #2 TO VOYAGER 

ISLAND PARK AND SMALL UNNAMED PORTION OF ISLAND #2 TO HERON 
ISLAND PARK: 
 

At the February 23, 2016 meeting of the Community Services Board (CSB), 
Project Park representative Mr. Denny Dougherty presented and briefly discussed with 
the CSB members the possibility of renaming Island #2 as part of the Island Trail 
Proposal, which was incorporated into the new five (5) year recreation master plan.  It 
was asked that two names be forwarded to the City Commission for consideration: 
Voyageur Island and Heron Island. 

 
Upon further review by the City Administration it is recommended that it would be 

best to designate a park name to the island as opposed to officially renaming the island 
and working through the federal, state and bureaucratic process of renaming the island 
altogether. 

 
In addition, the small "unnamed" island on the northwest corner of Island #2 

could be designated a park name as well. 
 
For reference, a map detailing the various islands within that vicinity and the 

ownership of the same has been included. 
 
Moved by Commissioner Osterhout, supported by Commissioner Twardy 
 
That the City Commission designate Island #2 as Voyageur Island Park and 

designate the small unnamed island on the northwest corner of Island #2 as Heron 
Island Park.   

 
Motion carried unanimously.  
 
ADOPTION OF THE SAULT STE MARIE 2017-2021 MASTER RECREATION 

PLAN: 
 

The Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) requires that 
communities adopt a Master Recreation Plan prior to applications being made for 
recreation grant funding through the MDNR. 

 
As Commissioners are additionally aware, action was taken at the February 1, 

2016 Regular Meeting of the City Commission to adopt the ‘2016-2020 Master 
Recreation Plan’ for the City of Sault Ste. Marie.  

 
However, since this time, it has become necessary to amend this plan to reflect 

the recent approval of the sale of the combined golf course assets at the Crossings to 
Benoit Properties International by both the City and Central Savings Bank. 
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The included and presented ‘2017-2021 Master Recreational Plan’ incorporates 

changes made to this plan to reflect the approval of this sale. It has also been amended 
to reflect a timespan ranging from 2017 to 2021 to secure an additional year of approval 
on the plan from the Michigan Department of Natural Resources. 

 
The Community Services Board approved a final draft of the included and 

updated master recreation plan for release for public comment on March 16, 2016.  
 
Thereafter, a thirty (30) day public comment period on the plan was concluded 

on April 18, 2016, and on April 26, 2016, the Community Services Board held a public 
hearing, discussed public comments received regarding the plan, and incorporated 
revisions to the plan while ultimately passing a resolution recommending that the plan 
be adopted by the City Commission. 

 
At the time of the publication of this memorandum, it is anticipated that the 

Planning Commission will likely adopt a resolution at its next scheduled meeting finding 
that the presented master recreation plan is consistent with the City’s comprehensive 
Master Plan. At this point in time, the only action that must be taken for the final 
approval of the Master Recreation Plan is the passage of the included resolution by the 
City Commission affirming the same. 

 
For reference, the final Master Recreation Plan for adoption can be viewed at 

http://saultcity.com/Page/237. 
 
Moved by Commissioner Twardy, supported by Commissioner Osterhout 
 
That the City Commission approve the presented resolution adopting the ‘City of 

Sault Ste. Marie 2017-2021 Master Recreation Plan’. 
 
Carried: Yeas: Commissioner Bauer, Gage, Gerrie, Lynn, Osterhout, 

Twardy, and Mayor Bosbous 
  Nays: None 

 
STATUS REPORT: 
 

2016 Spring Clean Up Programs 
 
City Manager Tuner provided an overview of the 2016 Spring Cleanup Programs. 
 
City Wide Clean Up – Saturday May 21, 2016 
 
City Manager Turner provided an overview of the City Wide Cleanup day on 

Saturday, May 21, 2016 
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Public Open House to Receive Comments on the Proposed ORV Connector 
between Ashmun Bay Park, the Downtown, and Admiral and Holiday Gas Stations at 
Portage and Easterday 
 

On April 18, 2016, the City Commission heard from members of the Chippewa 
County Sportsman’s Off-Road Vehicle Association (SORVA) as it related to their 
interest in opening up ORV routes from Ashmun Bay Park to the downtown as well as 
the Admiral and Holiday gas stations at Portage and Easterday. 
 

City Staff and SORVA members will be holding an open house on Tuesday, May 
10, 2016 from 6:00 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. in the City Commission Chambers at 225 E. 
Portage Avenue. Members of the public are invited to stop in at any point during the 
open house and offer comments. The proposed route map will be available for review. 
 
MATTERS PRESENTED BY THE PUBLIC: 
 
 Mark Herbert of 1000 E. Easterday expressed concerns with the clear cutting of 
the trees along Easterday Avenue.  Discuss ensued on the tree cutting activities of 
Cloverland Electric.    
 
MATTERS PRESENTED BY THE CITY COMMISSION: 
 
 Commissioner Twardy congratulated the Soo Theatre Project on the success of 
Soo Brews and Blues. 
 
 Commissioner Lynn congratulated the City of Marquette on winning this years 
“Kraft Hockeyville”. 

 
 Moved by Commissioner Lynn, supported by Commissioner Bauer 
 

That the meeting adjourn at 8:18 p.m. 
 

Motion carried unanimously. 
 

ANTHONY G. BOSBOUS, MAYOR ROBIN R. TROYER, CITY CLERK 
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