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TO Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee
DATE February 17, 2009

LOCATION Council Chambers/Committee Room B
TIME 12:30 p.m.

disclosure of pecuniary interest

confirmation of minutes
December 5, 2008

PRESENTATIONS/DELEGATIONS
a) Eastview Community Park: Update Report (Consent Report CDES-2)

« Jyoti Pathak (presentation to come under separate cover)
« Kevin Butt, Chair, Pollination Guelph (correspondence attached)
e Karen Landman

b) Rajan Philips, Manager of Transportation Planning & Development
Engineering Presentation on Alternative Development Standards (Consent
Report CDES-1)

¢) Ross Irwin (delegation) — Proposed Renaming of Wellington Street to the
“John Galt Parkway’ (Consent Report CDES-B1)

d) Jacqueline Boukydis, Senior Research Manager Ipsos Reid Public Affairs
Presentation of 2008 IPSOS Reid Future Growth Survey Results (presentation
attached) (Consent Report CDES-3)

e) Trans Canada Trail Update (Consent Report CDES-4)
e Rory Templeton (presentation)
* Terry Petrie

CONSENT AGENDA
a) Reports from Administrative Staff
b) Items for Direction of Committee

Items to be extracted from the Community Development & Environmental
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Services Committee Consent Agenda.

Resolution to adopt the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee Consent Agenda.

"THAT the balance of the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee Consent Agenda be adopted.”

IN-CAMERA
THAT the Community Development and Environmental Services Committee now
hold a meeting that is closed to the meeting, pursuant to Section 239 (2) (b)of the
Municipal Act with respect to:

« personal matters about identifiable individuals.

Other business

Next meeting
March 30, 2009
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The Corporation of the City of Guelph

Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee

Friday, December 5, 2008, 9:30 a.m.

A regular meeting of the Community Development and Environmental
Services Committee was held on Friday, December 5, 2008 in Council
Chambers at 9:30 a.m.

Present: Councillors Billings, Piper and Salisbury
Also Present: Councillor Bell

Absent: Councillor Burcher & Mayor Farbridge

Staff in Attendance: Mr. J. Riddell, Director of Community Design
and Development Services; Ms. M. Plaunt, Manager of Policy Planning
and Urban Design; Mr. R. Henry, City Engineer; Mr. S. Hannah,
Manager of Development and Parks Planning; Mr. B. Poole, Chief
Building Official; Mr. D. Kudo, Manager of Infrastructure Planning;
Design & Construction; Ms. J. Jylanne, Senior Policy Planner; Mr. C.
Baker, Environmental Planner; Mr. R. Templeton, Park Planner; Ms.
T. Agnello, Deputy Clerk; and Ms. D. Black, Assistant Council
Committee Coordinator.

There was no declaration of pecuniary interest.

1. Moved by Councillor Piper

Seconded by Councillor Billings
THAT the minutes of the Community Design & Environmental
Services Committee meeting held on October 31, 2008 and
November 7, 2008 be confirmed as recorded and without being read.

Carried
Storm Water Management Master Plan

Mr. Colin Baker, Environmental Engineer, outlined the climate change
and rainfall totals and then addressed stormwater management
transition phases that will assist with issues. He explained the
purpose, goals and objectives of the Storm Water Management
Master Plan as it pertains to water quality, water quantity and
preservation of the natural environment. He said that low impact
developments, rain gardens and bio-swales are going to be
implemented to assist with storm water management within the City.
He also stated they will be recommending:

« capital projects to address rehabilitation, retrofits, and

replacements;

« infill and intensification guidelines

« alternative development guidelines and

« official plan storm water management policies.



December 5, 2008

REPORT

REPORT

He also stated they will be evaluating the feasibility of:

e a nutrient offset program
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e additional nutrient loading (and hydraulic capacity) from the
Guelph Wastewater Treatment Plant through reductions in
nutrient loading from stormwater discharges.

He outlined the work plan including the level of public consultation,
the municipal class EA process and the committee and working group
levels of involvement.

2. Moved by Councillor Billings

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 08-
110, dated December 5, 2008, entitled ‘Stormwater Management
Master Plan’, be received for information.

AND THAT the proposed work plan appended as Attachment #1 to
this report be endorsed, hereto attached as Schedule 1.

Carried
GO Transit EA for Rail Service Extension

3. Moved by Councillor Piper

Seconded by Councillor Billings
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 08-
125, dated December 5, 2008, on ‘GO Transit EA for Rail Service
Extension’, be received;

AND THAT Council inform the GO Transit EA Project Team of the
City’s preference to use the existing Downtown VIA Station site as
the location for a future GO Station in Guelph;

AND THAT Council direct City staff to work with GO Transit EA Project
Team to identify local bus connections and parking, as well as
improvements to the VIA Station and the surrounding area that will
be required to accommodate initial GO Rail Service, as described in
this report;

AND THAT Council direct the City Clerk to forward the Council
Resolution and Staff Report to the GO Transit EA Project Team,
Wellington County Council, and Liz Sandals, MPP, for their
information.

Carried

Sign By-law Exemption Request for 72 Carden Street



4, Moved by Councillor Billings
Seconded by Councillor Piper
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REPORT THAT Report 08-115 regarding sign variance requests for 72 Carden
Street from Community Design and Development Services, dated
December 5, 2008, be received;

AND THAT the request for variances from the Sign By-law for 72
Carden Street to permit six building signs below a clearance of 2.4
metres attached perpendicular to the wall and to allow two portable
signs with a height of 1.6 metres with a separation distance of 3
metres, in lieu of the by-law requirements, be refused.

Carried

Sign By-law Variance for Guelph Medical Place at 83 Dawson
Road

5. Moved by Councillor Piper
Seconded by Councillor Billings
REPORT THAT Report 08-121, regarding a sign variance for 83 Dawson Road
from Community Design and Development Services, dated December
5, 2008, be received;

AND THAT the request for a variance from the Sign By-law for 83
Dawson Road to permit one freestanding sign to be situated with a
setback of 5 metres (16.4") from the front property line and a side
yard setback of 1 metre (3.2") and a size of 22.3 square metres in
lieu of the by-law requirements, be approved.

Carried

Notice of Intention to Designate 9 Douglas Street Pursuant to
the Ontario Heritage Act

Ms. J. Jylanne, Senior Policy Planner reviewed the reasons and
criteria used for designation and advised the owner of the property is
supportive of the designation. She then advised of the elements of
the property that are to be protected.

6. Moved by Councillor Billings
Seconded by Councillor Piper
REPORT THAT Report 08-126, dated December 5, 2008 from Community
Design and Development Services, regarding the heritage designation
of 9 Douglas Street, be received;
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AND THAT the City Clerk be authorized to publish and serve Notice of
Intention to Designate 9 Douglas Street in accordance with the
Ontario Heritage Act and as recommended by Heritage Guelph;
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AND THAT the designation by-law be brought before City Council for
approval if no objections are received within thirty (30) day objection
period.

Carried

Notice of Intention to Designate 65 Wyndham Street North
Pursuant to the Ontario Heritage Act

Ms. J. Jylanne, Senior Policy Planner reviewed the reasons and
criteria used for designation and advised the owner of the property is
supportive of the designation. She then advised of the elements of
the property that are to be protected

7. Moved by Councillor Piper

Seconded by Councillor Billings
THAT Report 08-109, dated December 5, 2008 from Community
Design and Development Services, regarding the heritage designation
of 65 Wyndham Street North, be received;

AND THAT the City Clerk be authorized to publish and serve Notice of
Intention to Designate 65 Wyndham Street North in accordance with
the Ontario Heritage Act and as recommended by Heritage Guelph;

AND THAT the designation by-law be brought before City Council for
approval if no objections are received within thirty (30) day objection
period.

Carried

Municipal Property and Building Commemorative Naming
Policy

Mr. Rory Templeton, Parks Planner answered questions regarding the
proposed process as it pertains to other possible criteria for naming.

8. Moved by Councillor Piper

Seconded by Councillor Billings
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 08-
116 dated December 5, 2008, be received;
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AND THAT the Municipal Property and Building Commemorative
Naming Policy (Naming Policy) be approved as outlined in Appendix 4
of this Report;

AND THAT Council approve the establishment of a Commemorative
Naming Policy Committee (Naming Committee) to facilitate the
Procedures of the Commemorative Naming Policy;
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AND THAT Council direct staff to immediately implement the
Commemorative Naming Policy, and include all unnamed assets of
2007 and 2008 with the 2009 asset review and procedures.

Carried

Councillor Billings advised this was her last meeting as a member of
the Community Development and Environmental Services Committee
and wished to thank staff for their hard work, effort and cooperation
over the past eight years that she has been on this Committee.

9. Moved by Councillor Billings
Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee now hold a meeting that is closed to the public, pursuant
to Section 239 (2) (b) of the Municipal Act with respect to:
« personal matters about an identifiable individual.

The remainder of the meeting was held In-Camera.

1. Moved by Councillor Billings
Seconded by Councillor Piper

REPORT TO COMMITTEE THAT staff be given direction regarding a personal matter about an

OF THE WHOLE

Identifiable individual.

The meeting adjourned at 11:20 a.m.

Chairperson



Alternative Development
Standards

Community Development &
Environmental Services Committee

Tuesday, February 17, 2009
Presentation by Rajan Philips




Development Types

Greenfield Developments

— Residential Subdivisions
— Industrial Subdivisions
— Commercial Development

Existing Developments - Additions
Infill Development
Brownfield Development




Development Standards

e Lot Layout and Design

» Grading and Drainage
 Road System

« Landscape and Streetscape
* Environmental Requirements
» Services

— Water Supply
— Sanitary
— Stormwater

» Hydro / Utilities




Why ADS Review?

Improve cost-effectiveness

— Affordability

Enhance quality

— Urban Design

Maintain safety and serviceability
— Engineering Standards

Enhance sustainability

— Land, Water, Energy, Transportation




1996 ADS Review

» Steering Committee
— Staff and Stakeholders
e Phase 1 Recommendations

— 14 Recommendations

— Road Geometry, Utilities, Easements, Trees

— Most of them under implementation
 Phase 2 Recommendations

— 8 Recommendations
— Lot design, Grading, Rear-Lanes, Traffic Calming 2




Proposed ADS Review

Review / update 1996 Recommendations
Co-ordinate with other Initiatives

Urban Design Standards

Water Conservation and Management
Community Energy

Transportation

Brownfield

Design Standards




Urban Design Standards

« ADS is Urban Design

» Technical choices we make create the City we inhabit

» Coordinate with Urban Design initiatives to address

— street designs / building lines
— boulevards and plantings

— use of laneways

— walking/cycling/transit

— water-sensitive urban design
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Water Conservation and Management

e Co-ordinate with SWM Master Plan

— Public Consultation / Input
— Implement Recommendations
 Review / Adopt Best Practices

— SWM Design Standards
— Design Guidelines for Stormwater Reuse




Community Energy

Lot layouts and orientations
Building design

Support Alternative modes
Energy Infrastructure
Energy Conservation




Transportation

* Promote alternative modes

— subdivision / site design

— mixed use development

— streets / walkways / trails

— transit oriented development




Brownfield Development

e Guidelines for development

— environmental site assessment
— groundwater protection

— record of site conditions

— clean-up procedeures

11




Design Standards

 Modify / Update Design Standards
— grading o
— stormwater
— services
—roads

12




ADS Study Organization

Steering Committee

— Community / Developer / Consultant Representatives
— City Staff

Co-ordinate with other initiatives

— Urban Design

— Community Energy

— Water Conservation and Management

— Transportation

— Brownfield

Best Practices Review
Public Consultation =




ADS Review Outcomes

Recommendations for Alternative
Stan d ard S —walking/cycling/transit

Cost Implications
Report to Councill
Comprehensive Development Standards

14
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Presentation — Community Development & Environmental Services (CDES) Committee
Presenter: Kevin Butt, Chair, Pollination Guelph
Date: February 17, 2009

Background:
City staff have been directed to consider use of the passive areas of the approved Eastview

Community Park concept for a Pollinator Park and report back with a cost estimate and
funding opportunities for the initiative (CDES Committee meeting Jan 11, 2008). Itis our
understanding that the City will install trails and other landscape (e.g. gazebos) and safety
(i.e. well-head fencing) features throughout the landfilled portion of the site as per the
approved landscape plan with the exception of the features of the Pollinator Park (i.e.,
plantings, signage). Any landscape design, implementation and management beyond
mowing of turf and maintenance of hard landscape features (typical open park maintenance)
must not generate costs or maintenance for the City, beyond committed funds and effort. A
not-for-profit organization has been formed oversee the Pollinator Park design,
implementation and management. This group, Pollination Guelph, will work with and be
accountable to City staff.

Who is Pollination Guelph:
The acting board of directors representing a soon to be charitable organization will work to

create the Pollinator Park. Directors are volunteers who represent backgrounds and expertise
in municipal and provincial government, non-profit organizations, post-secondary education,
conservation authorities, the arts, in addition to extensive knowledge of pollinator and plant
ecology and functions of ecosystems.

Past Accomplishments and Current Undertakings:
March 2007 - Pollinator Park idea was first generated

March 2008 — conference held in Guelph generated interest in the community and
received donations from attendees (200+ attendees at this conference)

Since then, tremendous progress has been made:
June 2008 - two directors met with Ann Pappert (Director of Community Services) to
discuss strategies for working with the City
July 2008 a public meeting was held at the Evergreen Seniors Centre that presented
initial thoughts and direction of the pollinator park and solicited recommendations from
the audience and gaged public (City residents) interest
August 2008 - a board of directors began to be assembled and monthly meetings



began
Creation of a Strategic Plan which includes Mission Statement, Vision, Goals and
Obijectives
Creation of a webpage: www.pollinationguelph.ca
Press in various media including Canadian Geographic Magazine
Completing the process to become incorporated federally, to eventually have Federal
Charitable Status
Creation and distribution of a quarterly newsletter
Creation of a email mailing list of people wishing to receive our newsletter and
updates, so far 265 people are on the list. Many on this list have offered to volunteer
for the group
Membership in the North American Pollinator Protection Campaign (NAPPC) and
Canadian Pollinator Protection Initiative
Planning our April public forum — speakers, official introduction, fundraising auction
with conference space generously donated by Delta Hotel
Partnered with University of Guelph students who are researching implementation
possibilities related to large scale weed control without pesticides and ecological
restoration / naturalization at closed landfills
Directors have made and continue to make presentations to interested groups in other
municipalities regarding pollinator protection and the proposed pollinator park.
Note: Many board member have dedicated many hours every week since August 2008 to
promote and ensure that this project is successful.

Future Directions:
Review Jyoti's report and find out CDES and Council's support
Creation of subgroups for streams of design, implementation and management of the
Pollinator Park, including fundraising, promotion, education program development

Why Guelph Needs The Pollinator Park:
Tourism draw: the Pollinator Park will be the first in the world of its large size

Cohesion and partnering of municipality with University, schools, citizens, non-profit
groups, etc.

Continues Guelph's commitment as a leader in green thinking and environmental
stewardship

Complements existing City initiatives like the Healthy Landscapes Program

Creates an exciting, passive recreation area that will inspire visitors

Our Relationship with the City:
- Pollination Guelph will be financially independent from the City and design,

development and creation of the Pollinator Park will be carried out using a stewardship
fund developed with grants and donations. This will not be a tax-based initiative.

We will meet all the legal requirements that the City requests including obtaining
necessary insurance

We understand that this is a highly constrained site with Ministry of the Environment
and municipal management requirements and any design will respect these constraints
All of the positive attention that will be generated from our successful implementation



and management will be shared with the City.

Funding opportunities:

We have created a working list for our internal use that lists hundreds of potential funding
bodies and foundations for which the Pollinator Park is an excellent candidate. Our federal
incorporation status will allow our group to access many of the large financing sources.

Handouts:

Pollination Guelph's by-laws

Pollination Guelph's draft work plan & schedule

Pollination Guelph's Newsletter Nov 2008

Pollination Guelph's Strategic Plan: Vision, Mission, Goals and Objectives
List of Pollinator Park articles, events, and presentations



By-laws relating generally to the management of Pollination
Guelph

Dated: February 10, 2009
BE IT ENACTED as a by-law of Pollination Guelph as follows:

The corporation shall have no voting members. The
management and affairs of the corporation shall be at all times
under the direction of a Board of Directors, whose operations in
governing the corporation shall be defined by statute and by
the corporation’'s by-laws. No Director shall have any right,
title, or interest in or to any property or monies of the
corporation.

0.0 Name
0.01 The name of the corporation shall be Pollination Guelph.
1.0 Head Office
1.01 The corporation’s head office shall be located in premises
in the vicinity of Guelph, Ontario as determined from
time to time by resolution of the Board.
2.0 Controlling Body
2.01 The corporation shall be controlled and managed by a
Board of Directors comprised of no fewer than three
directors.
3.0 Incorporation
3.01 The corporation shall be incorporated under the Federal
laws of Canada.
4.0 Objectives
4.01 Pollination Guelph is dedicated to the conservation and
development of pollinator habitat for current and future
generations. We promote awareness and understanding of
the role of pollinators in achieving local and global
environmental sustainability goals and showcase world
class pollinator projects that are a model for citizens and
communities throughout Canada and internationally.
5.0 Operations
5.01 The operations of the Corporation may be carried on
throughout Canada and elsewhere.
6.0 Membership
6.01 Membership shall consist of the Board of Directors.




7.0 Board of Directors

8.0

7.01

The Board is responsible for overall policy and direction
of the corporation, and delegates responsibility of day-to-
day operations.

Election of the Board of Directors

8.01
8.02

8.03

8.04

8.05

8.06

8.07

8.08

8.09

8.10

The Board shall elect its own Directors.

Nominations for the Board of Directors shall be made at
the annual general meeting and an individual may
nominate her/himself. A Director may not vote on
his/her’s own position.

A nominee shall signify her/his willingness to run for
election. If the nominee is not present at the meeting,
such consent shall be given in writing.

The election shall be by acclamation. Directors shall vote
by ballot when electing Directors to the Board if there are
more candidates than Director positions to be filled. The
names of the candidates shall be written on a piece of
paper, placed into a container, mixed up and then
withdrawn one at a time from the container. The names
shall be placed on the slate in the order in which they are
withdrawn from the container.

The Board shall endeavour to nominate each year a
Board reflecting a mix of the community.

Only persons over the age of 18, who are individuals, and
have the capacity under the law to contract, shall be
eligible to stand for election.

The number of Directors shall vary with a minimum of
three and a maximum of 19 this can be changed by a
vote if qguorum is met.

The term of office for the Board members shall be 2
years. A Director may be re-elected without limitation on
the number of terms s/he may serve.

Except for the initial adjustments of shorter terms
needed in order to create staggered terms, the term of
office for Directors shall be two years. The board shall
make provisions to stagger the terms of directors so that
each year the terms are as close as possible to one-half
of the directors which shall expire.

The Board may fill vacancies that occur in the Directors
between annual general meetings by majority vote of
those members of the Board present at a Board meeting.
Notice of the intention to choose an interim Director shall
be given in writing at least seven calendar days before
such meeting to all members of the Board. Such Director



appointees shall remain as Directors, subject to
resignation, deemed resignation, or removal from office,
until the next annual meeting.

9.0 The Board of Directors

10.0

9.01

9.02

9.03

9.04

9.05

9.06

9.07

The Board shall be composed of the elected positions of:
1) Chairperson

2) Vice chairperson

3) Secretary

4) Treasurer

5) Director of publicity/outreach

6) Webmaster

7) Director of fund raising

8) Director of research

9) Director of education

10) Director of implementation

11) Past chairman

12) Directors-at-large as deemed necessary by the Board
The newly-elected Board members shall assume theirs
duties at the first Board meeting following the Annual
General Meeting.

New Directors shall be elected by a majority of Directors
present at such a meeting, provided there is a quorum
present.

Board elections: During the last quarter of each fiscal
year, the board of directors shall elect directors to
replace those whose terms will expire at the end of the
fiscal year. This election shall take place during a regular
meeting of the directors, called in accordance with the
provisions of these bylaws.

Resignation from the board must be in writing and
received by the secretary.

If a member of the Board misses three consecutive
meetings of the Board without prior notification, s/he will
be considered to have resigned by default.

A Board member may be removed from office with cause
by quorum of the Board members present. Prior notice
of the intention to do so must be given seven clear days
in advance of the meeting in writing to the board
member concerned, as well as to all other board
members.

Committee Formation

10.01 The Board may create committees as needed. The board

chair appoints all committee chairs.



10.02

The board may, from time to time, by resolution,
establish such other adhoc committees with such duties
and powers as it deems to be in the interests of the
Corporation. Except as otherwise established in this by-
law, each such committee shall be chaired by a
Director, have the committee membership and terms of
reference approved by resolution of the Board, shall
consider such matters as are referred to it by the Board,
shall keep records of its activities and recommendations,
and, shall report to the Board at such intervals as
required by the Board.

11.0 Board Positions

11.01

11.02

11.03

11.04

Any board member may hold more than one position on
the board.

Chairperson

The chair shall, when present and able, preside at all
meetings of the Board. The chair shall also be charged
with the general management and supervision of the
affairs and operations of the corporation. S/he/they,
shall set the agenda for meetings of the Board. The
chairman shall be spokesperson(s) for the corporation
and may assume such other duties and powers as the
Board may from time to time confer upon her/him/them.
Vice-Chairperson

In the absence of the chair or at the request of the chair
from time to time, all such duties and powers shall be
exercised by the vice-chair. In the event that the vice-
chair is unavailable or incapable of fulfilling such duties
and powers, then the chair may delegate such duties and
powers to her/his/their nominee among the other
members of the Board.

Secretary

The secretary shall be clerk of the Board meetings. S/he
shall record all facts and minutes of all meetings in the
books kept for that purpose and, further, shall send, or
cause to be sent, by ordinary mail or email, a copy of the
minutes for the Board members seven days prior to the
next Board meeting where this is possible and, in any
event, no later than three days prior to such meeting.
S/he shall give all notices required to be given to
members of the Board. S/he shall be responsible for the
custody of all books, papers, records, correspondence,
contracts and other documents belonging to the Board,




11.05

11.06

11.07
11.08
11.09
11.10

11.11

and s/he shall perform such other duties as may from
time to time be determined by the Board.
11.03.1 In the absence of the secretary from a
meeting the directors shall appoint another person to
act as secretary at the meeting.
Treasurer
The treasurer shall ensure that all necessary financial
books and records are kept. S/he shall prepare a
monthly financial statement and present it to the Board
at each meeting of the Board. S/he shall ensure that all
financial reports required by the corporation are
prepared. All cheques must be signed by at least two of
the treasurer, the chairman and one other designated
person.
A Director shall be the Chair of the Fund Raising
Committee.
A Director shall be the Chair of Research.
A Director shall be the Chair of Education.
A Director shall be the Chair of Implementation.
Directors-at-large shall be given duties as deemed
necessary by the Board.
The first auditor shall be appointed by the Directors. At
each annual meeting the Corporation shall appoint an
auditor to hold office until re-elected or his successor is
elected at the next annual meeting. An auditor may be
removed by ordinary resolution. An auditor shall be
promptly notified of appointment or removal. No Director
or no employee of the Corporation shall be auditor. The
auditor may attend board meetings.

12.0 Board Meetings

12.01

12.02

12.03

12.04

The board shall meet at least quarterly, at an agreed
upon time and place. An official Board meeting requires
that each Board member shall be notified at least seven
days prior to the meeting, either in person, by telephone,
or in writing.

The Board shall hold its regular meetings at such place or
places as it may from time to time determine.

A quorum for the transaction of business at a meeting of
the Board shall consist of one-third of sitting Board
members.

A Director may participate in any meeting by telephone,
video phone, or similar electronic medium and shall be
counted present so long as all attending Directors can
hear and be heard.



12.05

12.06

12.07

12.08

12.09

For the purposes of decision-making and establishing a
quorum, Directors unable to attend a meeting may not
participate by proxy or through delegates.
All Directors with the exception of ex-officio and honorary
Directors, have a right to vote.
Decisions of the Board shall be in the form of a
consensus if at all possible, unless the Act provides
otherwise. If not, decisions of the Board shall be in the
form of a motion, duly seconded and voted upon.
Questions arising at any meeting of the Board shall be
decided by a majority vote. The vote shall be by show of
hands. The vote shall be recorded if requested by any
Board member present. All Board members may vote on
any question, unless there is a declared conflict of
interest. A tie vote will fail. Voting will be in accordance
to Bourinot's Rules of Order.
At the request of at least quorum of the members of the
Board, the chairman shall call a special Board meeting.
The request shall specify the purpose of the meeting.
Three days notice specifying the purpose of the meeting
shall be given to the Board members and may be
delivered in person, by telephone or in writing. If
quorum of the Board members consent, the three day
notice requirement may be abridged.
Where a Director has any pecuniary or personal interest,
direct or indirect, in any matter, or otherwise has a
conflict of interest as a Director, s/he:

a) Shall disclose their interest fully at a meeting of

the Directors in the manner prescribed by the

Canada Corporations Act (or other legislation under

which the corporation is incorporated);

b) Shall disclose his/her interest and the general

nature thereof prior to any consideration

of the matter in the meeting;

¢) Shall not take part in the discussion of or vote on

any question in respect of the matter; and,

d) Shall not in any way whether before, after or

during the meeting to influence the voting on any

such question.

12.09.1 The pecuniary or personal interest, direct or

indirect, of an immediate family member shall, if
known to the director, be deemed to be also the
pecuniary interest of the director



13.0 Board Liabilities

13.01

13.02

Board members are to serve without remuneration
except that out-of-pocket expenses may be reimbursed
at the discretion of the Board.

All Board members of the corporation and their heirs,
executors and administrators and estate and effects,
respectively, shall be indemnified and saved harmless by
the corporation from and against:

a) Any liability and all costs, charges and expenses that

they sustain or incur in respect of any action, suit of
proceeding that is proposed or commenced against
them for or in respect of anything done or permitted by
them in respect of the execution of their duties of their
office, and

b) All other costs, charges and expenses that they sustain

13.03

13.04

or incur in respect of the corporation, except such costs,

charges as are occasioned by their own fraud or

dishonesty. All documents shall be signed on behalf of

the corporation by either:

a) the chair plus the secretary or the treasurer; or
b) any two Board members appointed by the Board
from time to time for this purpose.

No individual Director shall have any authority to act on
behalf of the corporation with respect to the transaction
of the affairs of the corporation except as provided in this
by-law or by resolution of the Board.
Every Director of the Corporation shall exercise the
powers and discharge the duties of his office honestly, in
good faith and within the best interests of the
Corporation, and in connection therewith shall exercise
the degree of care, diligence and skill that a reasonable
prudent person would exercise in similar circumstances.
They also have a fiduciary duty to those who provide
funds to the Corporation and to its staff for the sound
administration of the Corporation. In addition, they have
a general duty of trust to those served by the
Corporation and to the general public.

14.0 Fiscal Year

14.01

The fiscal year of the corporation will terminate on the
30th day of June each year.

15.0 Annual Meeting

15.01

The annual meeting requires that each Board member
shall be notified at least seven days prior to the meeting,
either in person, by telephone, or in writing.



15.02 The annual meeting shall be held within twelve (12)

months and not more than fifteen (15) of the last
preceding annual meeting at such date, time and place
within the jurisdiction of the Corporation as determined
by the Board for the purpose of:

a) Considering and approving the minutes of the previous
annual meeting and any special general meeting that
may have been held since the last annual meeting.

b) Receiving and considering audited financial statements
for the preceding fiscal year;

¢) Receiving and considering such other reports and
statements as are required by the Corporations Act
(and other legislation);

d) Electing Directors;

e) Appointing the auditors for the next fiscal year;

f) Transacting any other business properly brought before
the meeting.

16.0 Rules of Order

16.01 Bourinot's Rules of Order shall govern the corporation in

all cases to which they are applicable and in which they
are not inconsistent with the By-laws of the corporation.

17.0 Ammendments

18.0

17.01 The by-laws of the corporation shall be those filed with

the application for Letters Patent until repealed, amended,
altered or added to.

17.02 The Board shall have the power to add to, delete or

amend this By-law as it deems fit. Proposed
amendments must be submitted to the secretary to be
sent out with regular Board announcements.
Confirmation of the amendments will require a quorum
majority vote by the members in attendance.

17.03 The Board must approve amendments to the bylaws

before Ministerial approval is given.

17.04 Ministerial approval is required before amendments can

be enforced or acted upon.

Dissolution

18.01 The Board shall remain in existence until such time as

quorum of the active representatives of the board shall
vote to disband it.

18.02 It is specially provided that in the event of liquidation,

dissolution or winding-up of the corporation, all of its
remaining assets after payment of its liabilities shall be
distributed to one or more qualified donees as defined



under the provisions of the Income Tax Act,or a registered
charitable organization in Canada.
19.0 Effect of Non-compliance
19.01 The failure to comply with any procedure set out in these
By-laws does not invalidate any action taken by the Board
or the members of the Board, provided only that the intent
of these By-laws is maintained.

This document comes into effect February 10, 2009

DATED at the city of Guelph in the province of Ontario this day
of February 10, 2009

Signhatures of Applicants:

Kevin B Butt

Victoria J MacPhail

Clare Irwin



Time
line

2008

Nov -
Dec

2009

dec-
Jan

JAN -
Feb

Mar

Apr -

may

June -
dec

Pollination Guelph Work Plan and Schedule

Undertake visioning exercise
and develop amission
statement for PG (Pollination
Guelph)

7

Develop strategic plan For PG

Present Strategic plan to
Community Devel opment

& Environment Services
committee (CDES)

7

PG presents Strategic plan to
Council

7

Establish roles, relationship
and responsibilities of city,
community & PG

Apply for grant to help finance
initial start up activities

7

Prepare the feasibility study for the
pollinator park (if necessary)

Present feasibility study to
council (if necessary)

7

Formalise the relationship
between the PG and City

7

7

7

Fund raising. Detailed Park
planning and development.

Complete a baseline fauna and
florafor the pollinator park site
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Fall 2008 Newsletter pollinationguelph@gmail.com

Polllna

Friends,

Welcome to the first quarterly newsletter of Pollination Guelph. We hope to help organize and promote
all types of pollination-related activities within the City of Guelph, including the proposed pollinator
park at the Eastview Landfill Site, while being a model for groups internationally.

Thanks to everyone who attended the pollination workshops at the Guelph Youth Music Center on
March 7-8, 2008, and our first community meeting at the Evergreen Seniors Centre on July 3, 2008.
Also, thanks to those individuals who expressed interest in attending these events but were unable to.
The response to these meetings and others confirmed that there is a great deal of interest in the
community to pursue a Pollinator Park within the City of Guelph.

This project will be one of the first and largest pollinator initiatives to occur in Ontario. It will also be
an opportunity to highlight the City's commitment to being a leader in environmental issues.

Where We Stand

March 2008 Pollination Workshops and Report

Despite the worst snowstorm of the winter, over 200 people attended the March 2008 workshops,
listened to presentations by local and international speakers, and participated in break-out discussion
groups. Topics included pollination education, public participation, bio-engineering of the site, rights of
ways and other potential areas for pollinator habitat, suggested research projects, among many others. A
report on these workshops has been completed, and is available at http://ward2guelph.wordpress.com
(search for “pollinator”), or by e-mailing pollinationguelph@gmail.com. It will also be available on our
new web-site, www.pollinationguelph.ca (coming soon!), and http://guelph.ca/healthylandscapes.

Concept Designs and Council Support
Schollen & Company Inc. are the consultants who have been hired by the City to prepare concept
designs for both the Eastview Community Park (sports field component) and the Pollinator Park.

A conceptual design workshop was held on May 22, 2008 at the Arboretum Centre for the public to
provide comments. Support for the pollinator park was also strong at this meeting. The consultants are
currently incorporating these comments, and will be holding another meeting on November 25, 2008 at
the Evergreen Seniors Centre to allow for more public participation in the planning and design phase
(see details at the end of this newsletter).

Members of City Council are very excited about the proposed pollinator park, and city staff have been
directed by Council to explore funding options and fundraising ideas by Community Groups through
corporate sponsorships, government agencies, and donations for creating the Pollinators’ Park.

City staff are currently preparing a report for the City Community Development and Environmental
Services (CDES) Committee, in which they will present Pollination Guelph’s proposal to develop the
Pollinators’ Park. CDES and Pollination Guelph will then seek Committee/ Council approval.



Introducing Pollination Guelph

Pollination Guelph is the group recently formed from the ad-hoc committee that operated under the
Guelph Pollination Initiative name. We are currently preparing to become an incorporated non-profit
group, with the ability to accept charitable donations. An interim board has been formed from members
of the community, with a variety of backgrounds and abilities, to help organize and direct the activities
of Pollination Guelph. Our web-site address, www.pollinationguelph.ca, has been secured and we will
be launching and updating it throughout the next few weeks, so bookmark it today and visit often!

What We’re Currently Working On
« Finalizing our Vision and Mission Statements.
« Preparing a strategic plan and related business plans.
« Creating documents and presentations that explain what pollination is, the benefits of
pollinators, the need to preserve or create pollinator habitat, and more!
« Investigating funding opportunities.
« Talking to the City about our role in the design and implementation of the park.
« Educating the public in Guelph and surrounding areas about the importance of pollinators.

Our Next Steps
« Calculating the value of the pollinator park to the community.
« Calculating the cost to design and implement a plan.
« Fundraising for local pollination events as well as the pollinator park.
« Planning an event for International Pollinator Week, June 22-28, 2009.
« Initiating aspects of the strategic plan and business plans.
« Making Presentations to City Committees and Council about the park.

How You Can Help

« Spread the Word! Pass around this newsletter!

« Attend the next public open-house on November 25, 2008, and comment on the conceptual
design plan for the Eastview Community Park and Pollinators’ Park. The meeting will be held
from 4:30-7:30pm (presentation by the consultants at 6:30pm) in Activity Room 4 of the
Evergreen Senior’s Center, located at 683 Woolwich Street, Guelph, Ontario.

« If you can not make the open-house, visit guelph.ca after Thursday, November 27, to see the
presentation panels and comments sheets, and send in any feedback you have.

o Stay posted. We're in the early stages of planning but we'll need your help soon!

Thanks for your interest!
The Pollination Guelph Board
Please note that this letter is intended for anyone interested in keeping up with the work of the

Pollination Guelph board and volunteers. For more information about Pollination Guelph, or to be
added to our mailing list, contact pollinationguelph@gmail.com.

Want to learn more about pollinators or pollination? Visit one of these web-sites today!
www.pollinator.org www.fws.gov/pollinators/
www.pollinationcanada.ca http://libraryportals.org/PCDL

WWW.XErces.org http://nature.berkeley.edu/urbanbeegardens/

www.nativeplants.msu.edu http://www.fs.fed.us/wildflowers/pollinators/index.shtml




Pollination Guelph’s Vision, Mission, Goals and Objectives — January 2009

Vision:
Guelph is a world model for the promotion and protection of pollinators and their habitat — leading the way in
environmental sustainability.

Mission:

Pollination Guelph is dedicated to the conservation and development of pollinator habitat for current and future
generations. We promote awareness and understanding of the role of pollinators in achieving local and global
environmental sustainability goals and showcase world class pollinator projects that are a model for citizens and
communities throughout Canada and internationally.

Strategic Goals and Objectives:

Education:
To raise public awareness of the importance of pollination.
e Develop and regularly provide educational programs to targeted groups such as tourists, community
groups, schools and municipalities.
e Create informative literature that can be widely distributed.
e Build a website with information, images and outside links relating to pollination.
e Ensure the use of the Eastview pollinator park as a community educational tool.

Research:
To foster the study of pollination interactions within habitats.
e Monitor the successful development of the Eastview pollinator park.
e Promote the use of the Eastview pollinator park as a research tool.
e Encourage research into ways of increasing and understanding pollinators and their habitats.

Community:
To engage the community through pollination related activities.
¢ Host and participate in annual community events.
¢ ldentify opportunities to formally recognize the achievements by community members in support of
pollinator protection.

Advocacy:
To advocate for policies and practices that reflect the importance of pollination.
¢ Provide input on policies, at all levels of government, to protect pollinators and their habitats.
e Encourage stewardship of pollinator habitats by landowners.
e Promote the City of Guelph as a role model to other communities for protection of pollinator habitat.
e Encourage the funding of programs that protect or enhance pollinators and their habitats.

Conservation:
To increase the area of naturalized landscapes and the use of native plants and local seed on public
and private land.
e Encourage the development of pollinator-friendly areas throughout Guelph.
e Promote the development of strategic linkages between natural areas to benefit pollinators and other
wildlife.
e Recommend the use of locally-sourced native seeds or plants throughout the community.



Pollinator Park articlesin the Media, Presentations, Events, and Major Meetings that involved
Pollination & Pollinatorsin Guelph

Pollinator Park articlesin the Media

Winter 2009. The Buzz around Guel@AC Alumni NewsPg 4. In:The Portico a University of Guelph
magazine for Alumni and Friends.

Lorraine Johnson.2009. The latest buzz — help end the decline of honeybees, bumblebees, and other pollinat
Canadian Gardeningpp 62-67.

City of Guelph. 2009. What is a pollinators park. Available:
http://guelph.ca/living.cfm?itemid=76710&smocid=2142

City of Guelph. 2008. Eastview community and Pollinators Park. Available:
http://guelph.ca/living.cfm?itemid=76691&smocid=2142.

Candace Savage. December 2008. Plight of the bumblébeadian Geographigp 54-60.
Kate Harries. Summer 2008. A place for Pollinat@mwstario Nature Pg 8.
Kathiann M. Kowalski. May/June, 2008. A Pollinator Park. In: Pollinators — Pl¥@eseMag64:14-15.

Tom Spears. March 7, 2008. Guelph abuzz over plan for pollination@takva Citizen Available:
http://www.canada.com/ottawacitizen/news/story.html?id=5be8145d-b228-4135-b888-e120d3b5ad01

Doug Hallet. March 4, 2008. Pollinator park plans to the fore this vi@e&lph Tribune22(19):1, 9. Available:
http://www.guelphtribune.ca/news/article/119313

GuelphMercury.com. March 3, 2008. From dump to sanct@uglph Mercury — Breaking NewAvailable:
http://news.guelphmercury.com/News/BreakingNews/article/301470.

Deidre Healey. February 27, 2008. U of G, City Team Up to Talk About the Birds and Bees — 8gmtposi
discuss world’s first pollination parlat Guelph 52(4):7. Available: http://www.uoguelph.ca/atguelph/08-02-
27/newsbirds.shtml

Vik Kirsch. January 14, 2008. Former landfill site could become park: committee — Spkititypes would
attract bees, other pollinatoSueph MercuryAvailable: http://news.guelphmercury.com/article/282023

Doug Hallet. January 8, 2008. Eastview park to be ‘one of a kind’ — Park plan to preserve pol{hatipis.
Tribune 22(3):1, 10. Available: http://www.guelphtribune.ca/news/article/112949

Editorial. January 8, 2008. A change of scen@nelph Tribune22(3):6. Available:
http://www.guelphtribune.ca/news/article/112942

Andrew Vowles. Novermber 21, 2007. For the Bees and Birds — U of G community members help tgad char
for pollinator park on former city landfill sité\t Guelph 51(18):5. Available:
http://www.uoguelph.ca/atguelph/07-11-21/featuresbees.shtml

Andrew Vowles. October 24, 2007. Three new projects receive ESRI Funding — Cross-campu®greeips



funds to study pollinator park, ‘green’ companies and biodive&itGauelph 51(16):4. Available:
http://www.uoguelph.ca/atguelph/07-10-24/newsesri.shtml.

Advertisements & Announcements
November 2008*. Announcement about public open house on November 25, 2008 to review the conceptual
design for the Eastview Community Park and Pollinators' Farklph Tribune

City of Guelph. November 13, 2008. Making a difference: Priorities, Progress and Plansmapdaat State of
the City address by Mayor Karen Farbridge, Guelph Chamber of Commerce breakédsih, Gntario.
(“Pollinator Park & Eastview Park” was listed under the strategic goal mir&ld&nvironment for 2009).
Available: http://Guelph.ca/uploads/administration/mayor/speeches/2008s¥remaout. pdf

June 2008*. Announcement about public meeting on July 3, 2008 to organize the committees needed to mak
the Guelph Pollinator Park a succe&sselph Tribune

News Release. March 3, 2008. Conference Looks at Turning Landfill into World First tafliRark.
University of Guelph, Campus NewAvailable: http://www.uoguelph.ca/news/2008/03/conference_look.html

February 22, 2008*. Announcement of the Guelph Pollination Initiative and Canadian Pollinataiid®rotec
Initiative meetings on March 7 and 8, respectivBlyelph TribunePg 11.

February & March, 2008. Copy of Handout/poster displayed in several locations in Guelph aatedioyle-
mail, announcing the Guelph Pollination Initiative and Canadian Pollinator Protectiativaimeetings on

March 7 and 8, respectively, and including the agenda.

*Note: these announcements were in the Guelph Tribune on several occasions leading up to the event
Radio & Television - (numerous leading up to March 2008 workshops, local through international coverage)
Presentations (many not listed here)

Kevan, Peter G.; Thomas, Vernon.; Landman, Karen; MacPhail, Victoria J.; Beard kG Hdi;, Marianna.
November, 15, 2007. Pollination in the City of Guelph and the Possibilities for a Pollination Jgzek. anel
presentations and discussions, Guelph Master Gardeners Meeting, Guelph, Ontariao, Canada

Events& Major Meetings

November 25, 2008. Eastview Community Park and Pollinators' Park open house to review concegpual des
Public meeting, Evergreen Seniors Center, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

July 3, 2008. Preliminary meeting about a possible “Friends of Pollinator’'s Park” groujc rRebting,
Evergreen Seniors Centre, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

May 22, 2008. Eastview Community Park and Pollinators' Park Master Plan: Conceptgal\Wesshop.
Public meeting, Arboretum Centre, University of Guelph, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

March 7-8, 2008. Guelph Pollination Initiative and Canadian Pollinator Protection Iniffathlee Workshops,
Guelph Youth Music Centre, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.

October 11-12, 2007. Design Charette for the Guelph Pollination Park, Department of Landsbépetéve,
University of Guelph, Guelph, Ontario, Canada.



March 19, 2007. Meeting on Pollinator Conservation Initiatives with members of the publicsipjver
representatives from nearby cities, conservation authorities, others. Gré&lomayng Centre, Breslau,
Ontario, Canada.



Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

City of Guelph 2008
Future Growth Survey

Presentation to the Community Development
and Environmental Services Committee

February 17, 2009

Objectives

* The following report presents the findings from the 2008 Future Growth
Survey conducted by Ipsos Reid on behalf of the City of Guelph.

* The overall objectives of the research were to discover citizens’:
— Familiarity with planning initiatives;
— Awareness of the City’s Local Growth Management Strategy;

— Acceptance of recommendations made by the Local Growth
Management Strategy;

— Attitudes towards growth and intensification; and,
— Desires for the future.

< Additional objectives added were to understand citizens’:
— Satisfaction with the various aspects of Guelph;

— Knowledge of and support for protection of Natural Heritage features
and the Greenbelt Plan; and,

— Support for GO Train in the City of Guelph and preferred location.




Methodology

» The survey involved atotal of 500 completed interviews among
arandomly selected, representative sample of Guelph
residents aged 18 years and older.

» The overall survey results have been weighted by age and
gender to be representative of the population of Guelph and are
considered to be accurate to within +/- 4.4%, nineteen times out
of twenty.

» The margin of error will be larger for subgroups of the data
(e.g. where results were broken down by age).

» The survey was conducted by telephone between November 10
and 16, 2008.

Executive Summary - Overall

General familiarity with Guelph’s current urban planning issues and initiatives
is moderate. However, familiarity is relatively low when it comes to specific
initiatives such as the Local Growth Management Strategy, Community Energy
Plan and the Natural Heritage Strategy.

Despite lower familiarity, there is support for key growth principles
recommended in the City’s Local Growth Management Strategy (e.g.
accommodating future population and employment growth within the current
City limits).

Residents feel that it is important to achieve a balance between development
and preservation of green space through building more apartments, condos,
and townhouses than detached homes. Furthermore, many residents feel that
preserving significant green space is of the upmost importance and should be
achieved by building in already developed areas at higher densities.

When thinking about future growth, residents say that water supply issues,
infrastructure/roads, employment, lack of housing and
transportation/transit/traffic are the top challenges.

Support for the Community Energy Plan, Natural Heritage Strategy and
potential expansion of the Greenbelt within portions of the City is high.

Support for the GO Train in Guelph is clear, with the preferred location being
within the downtown area.




M Key Findings

Residents are only partially aware of the Growth and Planning initiatives the
City is undertaking. However, when they hear about these initiatives, including
the key recommendations of the Local Growth Management Strategy (e.g.
accommodating an additional 54,000 people and 31,000 jobs by the year 2031
within the current City limits at a steady annual growth rate of 1.5%), residents
are supportive. Communications about the City’s initiatives should be well
received.

Residents feel that it is important to have a balance between accommodating
new growth and preserving green space by building more apartments, condos
and townhouses than detached houses. Nevertheless, a low percentage of
residents indicated they would likely consider moving into higher density.

Residents most likely to move into higher density homes are those looking to
own for the first time or downsize their current home.

Most residents support the redevelopment of existing buildings compared to
the option of new development as a means to support the expected population
growth.

Residents undoubtedly have concerns about growth within and around the
City, particularly as it pertains to infrastructure and traffic/transportation.
Environmental issues are also top of mind concerns. Communicating plans to
mitigate potentially negative impacts of growth related to infrastructure,
employment and the environment would help to ease concerns.

Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Satisfaction with Aspects of Life in Guelph




Aspects in Guelph — Higher Rated Satisfaction

W7 - Very Satisfied m6 m

The amount of parks and green
space

The general attractiveness of
the community

The general safety of the
community

The range of housing types
available to Guelph residents

The range and number of arts
and culture opportunities
available

E4 =3 m2 E1-Notat all Satisfied mDon't know/Not stated

Top 2
Box

60%

59%

58%

48%

45%

Responses <4% not shown.

W7 - Very Satisfied M6 B5 @4 =3 B2 B 1 - Not at all Satisfied B Don't know/Not stated

The number of walking paths,
bike trails/lanes

The range and number of
recreational opportunities
available

The range and number of retail
shopping options

The ability to get around Guelph
by public transit

14% 10% 4%

The road network within Guelph

Aspects in Guelph — Lower Rated Satisfaction

Top 2 Box

43%

40%

38%

28%

25%

Responses <4% not shown.




Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Awareness of and Support for Future Growth

Planning Issues and Initiatives & Local Growth
Management Strategy
Familiarity with Guelph’s current urban Familiarity with the City’s Local Growth
planning issues and initiatives Management Strategy
46% 29%
38%
35%
37%
34%
26%
19%
8%
L1
[ — ]
Very familiar Moderately ~ Not too Not at all Very familiar Moderately ~ Not too Not at all
familiar familiar familiar familiar familiar familiar
10




Support for Key Growth Principles

The Government of Ontario expects the populations of cities in the Greater Golden Horseshoe to increase significantly by the
year 2031. The Government is requiring each municipality to draft a strategy outlining the action the municipality plans to take to
accommodate the increased population.

m Strongly support B Somewhat support = Somewhat oppose = Strongly oppose Top 2
Box

Accommodating an additional n o
31,000 jobs by 2031. 60% 5%3% 91%

Accommodating the future
growth within the current City
limits.

12% 70%

Accommodating an additional
54,000 people by 2031, which
will occur at a steady growth
rate of 1.5%per year, which is
similar to past growth rates.

62%

Familiarity with and Support For Planning

Initiatives

Familiarity Support
m Very familiar B Moderately familiar 6%
= Not too familiar = Not at all familiar ?
28% 66%
30%
Community Energy | 39% 3% 1%
Plan

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly
support  support  oppose  oppose

91%

27% —

54%

37%
4% 3%
_—

Strongly Somewhat Somewhat Strongly
support  support  oppose oppose
12

Natural Heritage |
Strategy




Guélph

T———

Options to Allow for Population Growth

B Strongly support B Somewhat support H Somewhat oppose

Redeveloping and reusing abandoned or underutilized
industrial or commercial sites at higher densities

Redeveloping old or run-down housing in the older
neighbourhoods at higher densities to allow more people to
live in these neighbourhoods

Increasing the height and density of residential and
commercial buildings in and around the downtown to allow
more people to live and work in this area

Mixing townhouses, apartments and condos with commercial
buildings along major transit routes and at key intersections

Building more higher density housing such as townhouses
and apartments or condos rather than building single family
detached houses within the currently undeveloped areas of
the City

66%

Top 2
I Strongly oppose Box

92%

7%

73%

71%

Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Planning for the Future




Attitudes on Population Growth

Top challenges associated with future
growth — Total mention

Water supply issues/ availability of _ 23%
water
Infrastructure/ roads - 11%
Employment problems -9%
Insufficient housing/ real estate - 8%
Transportation/ transit issues -7%
Traffic problems (congestion) - 6%
40%
Urban sprawl/ population density . 5%

Maintaining services (such as sewer) .4%

Attitude toward increased population over
the past 5 years

31%

29%

Schools/ education l 3%

Doctor/ hospital problems l 3%

Loss of green space/ natural habitat l 3%
areas

Stores/ retail stores l 3%

Good thing Bad thing No difference
Responses less than 3% are not shown

Consideration of Aspects in Urban Planning

. ) ; ; Top 2
B Very important B Somewhat important = Not very important = Not at all important ng
Protection of groundwater
resources 99%
Protection of environmentally 81%
sensitive areas ° 99%
Feonome sty _ 98%
s _ o7%
e _ 4%
Protection of heritage
buildings and cultural 90%
resources 16




Ahigh rise
apartment or condo,
that is a building of
more than six floors

H Very likely

Consider Moving into New Home

B Somewhat likely

11 Not very likely

M Not at all likely

16% Likely. Top 30% likely. Top

32% likely. Top
reasons for reasons for reasons for
moving: Lower moving: Lower moving: Lower

mortgage/ electricity/

mortgage/
housing costs
(53% strong, 24%
moderate);
Lower electricity/
heating costs
(52% strong, 38%
moderate)

heating costs
(56% strong, 36%
moderate);
Lower mortgage/
housing costs
(54% strong, 28%
moderate)

housing costs
(52% strong, 28%
moderate); Lower
electricity/
heating costs
(50% strong, 38%
moderate)

Alow rise apartment
or condo, thatis a
building that is six

floors and less

ATownhouse

Guél

’\\Pﬁ

Nalinga Difrence

Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Planning for




Thoughts on Future Land Use and Development

Preserving significant green space should be the most important,
the focus should be on building in already developed areas at
higher densities, like apartments, condos and townhouses, in

order to accommodate growth while protecting green space

43%

It is important to have a balance between development and
preserving green space, where more apartments, condos and town
houses than detached homes are built to allow for the protection
of some green space

48%

Itis important to continue to build mostly single detached homes,
even if it means sacrificing the green space in Guelph

Living in a Complete Community...

Live in complete community? Missing components of a complete
community

Guelph is also working toward building

neighbourhoods that function as complete Vix of fob _
communities. A ‘complete community’ is defined as a X of jobs
community Wh_erfe people’s needs _for dgily living are Easy access to groceries _
met by providing access to a mix of jobs; local
services; a range of housing and community Easy access to health services _ 24%

infrastructure such as health, educational, and
recreational services including affordable housing and
open space; convenient access to public
transportation; and options for non-motorized travel.

Easy access to recreational services

N
5
)

Convenient access to public transportation 16%

32%

@
N
8

Realistic options for non-motorized travel _ 15%
62%
Easy access to shopping centers - 11%
Easy access to educational services - 8%
Range of housing options - 7%
36% 9 o
Open or green space - 5%
Affordable housing -4%
Easy access to commercial/business centers - 4%
Access to community/city centers . 3%
Responses less than 3% are not shown
Yes No Other 8% 20

10



Knowledge of Greenbelt Plan

In 2005 the government of Ontario established the Greenbelt Plan. It consists of 1.8 million acres of land around the Greater
Golden Horseshoe and includes such environmentally protected spaces as the Niagara Escarpment and the Oak Ridges
Moraine. The purpose of the Greenbelt, within an urban environment, is to provide permanent protection to natural features and
water resource systems.

~

Knew alot about the Greenbelt

K 15%
and its purpose

45%

Knew afair amount about the
Greenbelt and its purpose

> 80%

Knew just a little about the
Greenbelt and its purpose

Knew hardly anything about the
Greenbelt but the name

Knew nothing at all about the

0,
Greenbelt and its purpose 8%

N
N

Support expansion of the Greenbelt

86%
AL
' I
52%
34%
9%
4%
Strongly support Somewhat support Somewhat oppose Strongly oppose

11



GO Transit Rail Service

Support for GO transit rail service Reasons to support GO transit rail service

Would reduce traffic 33%

98% Better accessibility to Toronto/
GTA
Would integrate cities outside
the GTA

Would give people more

82% options/ flexibility
Commuters would not have to 11%
drive
Reduce emissions/ cut down on 11%

pollution

Better for the environment

Support of public
transportation/rail system

9%

Easier to access other areas/get
around/mobility

16% Its a good idea/beneficial move

It would be convenient
1% <1%
—— Time issues (incl

scheduling/faster/speed)

.-
-

5%
Strongly Somewhat ~ Somewhat Strongly

support support oppose oppose Other 35%

Responses less than 5% are not shown

Preferred Location for GO Train Terminal

Downtown Guelph (in general)

In the south end - 14%
At the Via (railway) station - 9%

On the east side 7%

. All of Downtown

_ Downtown Guelph (in general) +
On the west side (of Guelph) % Via station + Bus terminal = 56%

At the bus terminal/ depot I3%

orher - 1%

Responses less than 3% are not shown




Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Thank You

Any Questions?
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Trans Canada Trail Update




City Wide Trail Master Plan
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Registered Trans Canada Trail Alignment




October 8, 2008 - 851 Open House Invitations mailed to residents in close
proximity to the proposed trail.

October 10, 2008 — Open House Invitation placed on City website.

October 10 and 17, 2008 — Advertisements placed in the Tribune
Newspaper regarding the Open House.

October 23, 2008 — Open House held at the Evergreen Seniors Centre. 25-
30 people in attendance. Hardcopies of survey made available.

October 24, 2008 — All Open House Presentation Panels and Survey made
available on City website.

November 2008 — All surveys returned (23 in total).

February 5, 2009 — Letter sent by mail and email to residents requesting to
be kept informed of project.




Revised Layout — Overall Trail Alignment
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Revised Layout — Eramosa Road to Norwich Street
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Revised Layout — Overall Trail Alignment
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Revised Layout — Marcon Street to George Street
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Revised Layout — Overall Trail Alignment
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Revised Layout — OPTION 2 (George St. to Speedvale Ave.)
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| ITEM OPTION #1 OPTION #2 OPTION #3
Mobilization, Site Preparation, and $ 95,000.00 $ 95,000.00 $ 95,000.00
Demolition

IROUGH GRADING $ 24,375.00 $ 24,375.00 $ 24,375.00

iDECiD'U'O'U'S TREES $ 43,000.00 $ 43,000.00 $ 43,000.00

[soIL AND SOD $ 12,000.00 $ 12,000.00 $ 12,000.00

[SURFACING $ 180,066.00 $ 180,482.00 $ 185,468.00

iSTRUCTURES AND FURNITURE $ 222,910.00 $ 238,460.00 $ 253,910.00

iiNFRASTRUCTURE $ 15,000.00 $ 15,000.00 $ 15,000.00

IRETAINING WALLS $ 87,500.00 $ 477,250.00 $ 930,000.00

IPEDESTRIAN CROSSING AT $ 40,000.00 $ 40,000.00 $ 40,000.00

IERAMOSA ROAD

1
TOTAL: $ 719,851.00 $ 1,125,567.00 $ 1,598,753.00
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Options

Pros

Cons

Implications

1 * Minimizes numbar and » Trail from George St. | » Costs kept to minimum
(Appendix 10) | height of retaining walls to Mac Av, aligned on * Screen plantings
2 pages # Minimizes the number of | west side adjacent to required to assist with
rail crossings residential properties concerns of privacy
* Minimizes impacts to
surrounding lands
2 » Trail from just south of » Increased number » Greater acceptance of
{Appendix 11} | Earl St. to Speadvale Av. and height of retaining | alignment by adjacent
2 pages located on east side away walls residential owners
from residential properties | # One additional » Implementation of trail
pedestrian crossing revisited in 10 Year
over rail Capital Budget Forecast
* Budget exceedad * Major construction
significantly impacts to adjacent
(+ $575,000) and build | proparties
date revised * Maintenance and
replacement costs of
date revised retaining walls higher
than Option 1
3 * Trail from George St. to | » Increased number * Greater acceptance of
{Appendix 12) | Speedvale Av. on sast side | and height of rataining | alignment by adjacent
2 pages of rail away from walls residential owners

residential properties

* One additional
pedestrian crossing
over rail

# Budget exceedad
drastically (+ 1.1
millien) and build date
revised

+ Construction costs
unknown due to trail
proximity to existing
building and steep
slepes

* Implementation of
trail revisited in 10 Year
Capital Budget Forecast
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1. Report 09-14 be received

2. Approve Trail Alignment as outlined in Appendices 10 and 11, with
Option 1 as outlined in Appendix 12 of the Report.

3. The Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign any agreements regarding
Conditions of Use and Maintenance for the proposed trail, with Guelph
Junction Railway (GJR) and the City, to the satisfaction of the City
solicitor
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
CONSENT AGENDA

February 17, 2009
Members of the Community Development & Environmental Services Committee.

SUMMARY OF REPORTS:

The following resolutions have been prepared to facilitate the Committee’s consideration of
the various matters and are suggested for consideration. If the Committee wishes to address
a specific report in isolation of the Consent Agenda, please identify the item. The item will be
extracted and dealt with immediately. The balance of the Community Development &
Environmental Services Committee Consent Agenda will be approved in one resolution.

A Reports from Administrative Staff

REPORT DIRECTION

CDES-1) ALTERNATIVE DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS REVIEW Approve

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-
08, dated February 17, 2009, on " Alternative Development
Standards Review’ be received;

AND THAT staff be authorized to undertake the proposed
Alternative Development Standards Review as presented in this
report 09-08 dated February 17, 20009.




CDES-2) EASTVIEW COMMUNITY PARK: UPDATE REPORT Approve

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Update
Report 09-09 dated February 17, 2009, pertaining to the Proposed
Eastview Community Park be received;

AND THAT the proposal for the use of the clay capped land-filled
part of the site to develop a Pollinator Park, as outlined in
Community Design and Development Services Report 09-09 dated
February 17, 2009 be approved;

AND THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign a license
agreement between Pollination Guelph and the City as outlined in
Community Design and Development Services Report 09-09 dated
February 17, 2009, subject to the form and content being
satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and Development
Services and the City Solicitor, prior to the implementation of the
Pollinator Park Master Plan;

AND THAT staff be directed to identify additional funding needs in
the 10 year capital forecast, for the implementation of the Master
Plan, during the 2010 budget process to ensure a timely
implementation of all phases of the plan.

CDES-3) 2008 IPSOS REID FUTURE GROWTH SURVEY RESULTS

Receive
THAT Report 09-10 dated February 17, 2009 from Community
Design and Development Services regarding the results of the 2008
Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey be received.
CDES-4) TRANS CANADA TRAIL UPDATE
Approve

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-
14 dated February 17, 2008, be received;

AND THAT the Trans Canada Trail Project Design be approved as
outlined in Appendices 10 and 11, with ‘Option 1’ as outlined in
Appendix 12 of this Report;

AND THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign any
agreements regarding Conditions of Use and Maintenance for the
proposed trail, with Guelph Junction Railway (GJR) and the City, to
the satisfaction of the City Solicitor.”




CDES-5) SIGN BY-LAW VARIANCE FOR DAYS INN AT 785
GORDON STREET Approve

THAT Report 09-16, regarding a sign variance for 785 Gordon
Street from Community Design and Development Services, dated
February 17, 2009, be received;

AND THAT, the request for a variance from the Sign By-law for 785
Gordon Street to permit one building sign to be situated on the 2"
storey of the building face in lieu of the by-law requirement of the
1% storey only, be approved.

CDES-6) HERITAGE REDEVELOPMENT RESERVE APPLICATION
UPDATE: THE GUMMER BUILDING, 1 DOUGLAS Approve
STREET

THAT the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve grant for the property
known as 1 Douglas Street, The Gummer Building, be increased to
an upset limit of $2.05M over a ten year period following
completion of the project;

AND THAT the Finance Department reallocate $30,000 per year
from the Brownfields Reserve to the Heritage Redevelopment

Reserve to accommodate the increase in the 1 Douglas Street
grant;

AND THAT staff ensure that the Financial Assistance Agreement for
1 Douglas Street be structured so that the release of funds from
the Reserve does not start until the increased assessment value
has been added to the assessment roll and has been billed
accordingly;

AND THAT, subject to the final form and content of the agreements
being satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and
Development Services and the City Solicitor; the Mayor and City
Clerk be authorized to execute the Financial Assistance Agreement,
in substantially the form attached to the October 15, 2007 report
(07-102) but including the updated terms outlined in this report (09-
024), and the execution of the Heritage Easement Agreement

based on the revised project which now includes the restoration of
65 Wyndham Street North, 67-71 Wyndham Street North and 1-7
Douglas Street.




B Items for Direction of Committee

CDES-B1) PROPOSED RENAMING OF WELLINGTON STREET TO
THE “"JOHN GALT PARKWAY"”

THAT staff be directed to investigate the feasibility of renaming
Wellington Street and report back to the Community Design and
Development Services Committee.

attach.

Approve



COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services
Commiittee

SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services
DATE February 17, 2009

SUBJECT Alternative Development Standards Review
REPORT NUMBER 09-08

RECOMMENDATION

“THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-08, dated
February 17, 2009, on ‘Alternative Development Standards Review’ be received;

AND THAT staff be authorized to undertake the proposed Alternative Development
Standards Review as presented in this report 09-08 dated February 17, 2009.”

BACKGROUND

On August 13, 2007, Council adopted the Strategic Plan reflecting the community’s
long term vision and the City’s role in supporting the vision. The Plan includes six
goals and strategic objectives under each goal. In furthering the strategic goals and
objectives, Council has identified a number of initiatives including the preparation of
Alternative Development Standards (ADS) for Guelph.

The ADS initiative is consistent with the goals of making Guelph “an attractive, well
functioning and sustainable city” and a leader in conservation and resource
protection/enhancement.

The specific purpose of ADS is to enable a more efficient and sustainable use of land
and other resources, and adopt improved cost-effective methods in new
developments as well as innovative retrofits in older areas, while ensuring quality,
safety, choice and affordability for users.

The City carried out a similar ADS exercise in 1996 and, through the work of a
representative Steering Committee, identified two sets of recommendations for
implementing ADS in Guelph.

The purpose of this report is to summarize the recommendations of the 1996
review, the status of their implementation, and to identify the scope of the
proposed new review taking into account what has been achieved so far and the
new policy emphasis on intensification, community energy, water conservation and
management, and alternative transportation modes.
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REPORT

The 1996 ADS review produced twenty-two recommendations for alternative design
standards, fourteen of which were categorized as Phase I, for immediate
implementation, and eight as Phase II, for further investigation. The review was
undertaken by a Steering Committee comprised of City staff and representatives
from the Guelph Development Association, Guelph Homebuilders Association, the
Chamber of Commerce, University of Guelph, Guelph Real Estate Board, consultant
representatives and other stakeholders. Public consultation during the 1996 review
included meetings, workshops and an Open House. The recommendations of the
1996 ADS review and their implementation status are summarized in Attachment 1.

As can be seen from the attached summary, the fourteen Phase 1
recommendations addressed road geometry, location of utilities and easements,
and boulevard trees, and most of them are already under implementation. A
number of Phase 2 recommendations, relating to lot design and grading, rear lanes
and pro-active traffic calming are also being implemented as part of new
developments.

One of the Phase 2 recommendations relates to reviewing and updating Engineering
Design Standards for subdivisions. There have been many changes in Engineering
Design and Standards over the years and Guelph is also part of the Best
Management Practices (BMP) Committee along with the Region of Waterloo and its
area municipalities for coordinating engineering standards and practices in the area.
The new ADS review provides the opportunity to identify new modifications as may
be required and provide a comprehensive update of Guelph’s Design Standards.

The proposed new ADS study will review the 1996 recommendations and their
implementation and identify where additional work is required. One area where
additional work will be required is in identifying development standards in
conjunction with urban design policies. The ADS will cover both new developments
and redevelopment of old areas in the City.

The ADS study will also address the implications for design standards arising from
recent policy changes and priorities at the Provincial level and in the City relating to
intensification and brownfield development, water conservation and management,
community energy plan, and alternative transportation choices. The common
threads through these priorities and changes are sustainability and demand
management in regard to land, water, energy and transportation. Alternative land
use planning and development are also part of the response to climate change
issues and regulating greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. The 2008 California Senate
Bill 375 specifically targets land use development in reducing GHG emissions.

The recommendations of the 1996 review are supportive of intensification, but new
standards need to be developed to support Guelph’s Local Growth Management
Strategy and facilitate brownfield development. Although water management was
not a major consideration in the 1996 review, Guelph has already undertaken
significant initiatives in water conservation and stormwater management in new
developments consistent with the principles of Low Impact Development. The new
ADS review will receive input in regard to Water Sensitive Urban Design (WSUD)
and Low Impact Development (LID) practices from the Stormwater Management

Page 2 of 7 CITY OF GUELPH COMMITTEE REPORT



Master Plan study that is being undertaken concurrently.

The ADS will identify feasible infrastructure components to support the objectives of
the Community Energy Plan and facilitate energy efficient land uses and
neighbourhood energy integration. New developments in Guelph are already
incorporating design features such as bus routes and trails to promote alternative
modes of transportation. The ADS will build on and strengthen these initiatives
specifically in regard to achieving TDM (Transportation Demand Management) and
TOD (Transit Oriented Development) goals and objectives.

Proposed Next Steps

The proposed ADS review will be undertaken through a representative Steering
Committee and will involve public and stakeholder consultation. The next steps in
proceeding with the ADS review are as follows:

1. Set up a new Steering Committee with representatives from the stakeholder
groups who participated in the 1996 review and additional members as
required.

2. Design a public and stakeholder consultation process in coordination with
other initiatives to obtain input at critical stages of the study.

3. The new Steering Committee will review the 1996 recommendations and
their implementation and identify areas where additional work is required.

4. Identify Development Standards consistent with and in support of Provincial
and City policies/initiatives relating to Local Growth Management Strategy,
Community Energy Plan, water conservation, stormwater management
system, brownfield development and alternative transportation modes.

5. Undertake, as required, review of best practices and standards in other
jurisdictions, including practices addressing global climate change.

6. Make recommendations including cost implications, for Council approval, to
update the City’s Development Standards using new and alternative
development standards as identified.

The proposed ADS review and recommendations will take about eighteen months to
two years for completion. Following completion of the ADS review, staff will
undertake the task of codifying past changes and new recommendations into
comprehensive Subdivision Design Standards.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN

The Alternative Development Standards relate to the following goals in the 2007
Strategic Plan:
 Goal #1 - An attractive, well-functioning and sustainable city; and

e Goal #6 - A leader in conservation and resource protection/enhancement.

Specifically, the following strategic objectives apply to the Alternative Development
Standards Review:
1.1 - A distinct community identity with leading edge, city-wide urban design
policies;
+ 1.2 - Municipal sustainability practices that become the benchmark against
which other cities are measured;
e 14-A inable tran rtation roach that look mprehensivel Il
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modes of travel to, from and within the community;

6.2 - Less total greenhouse gases for the City as a whole compared to the
current global average; and
6.5 - Less energy and water per capita than any comparable Canadian city.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

There are no financial implications to undertaking the ADS review. Engineering
Services staff will carry out this assignment within their current resources.
Expenditure for public notices and consultations will be minimal and will be paid
from the Operating Budget. The financial implications of implementing alternative
development standards will be identified as part of the review process.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION

This report was circulated among the following service areas: Development and
Parks Planning, Policy Planning and Urban Design, Building Services, Environmental
Services, Operations, and Economic Development and Tourism. Departmental
consultation and input will be a significant component of the ADS review.

COMMUNICATIONS

N/A

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment #1 - Summary of the 1996 Alternative Development Standards Report

L apuPililE

Prepared By: Endorsed By:

Mary Angelo, P.Eng. Rajan Philips, P.Eng.

Supervisor, Development Engineering Manager, Transportation Planning
(519) 822-1260 ext. 2287 and Development Engineering
mary.angelo@quelph.ca (519) 822-1260 ext. 2369

rajan.philips@gquelph.ca

e

Recommended By: Recommended By:

Richard Henry, P.Eng. James N. Riddell

City Engineer Director, Community Design and
(519) 822-1260 ext. 2248 Development Services
richard.henry@guelph.ca (519) 822-1260 ext. 2361

jim.riddell@qguelph.ca

T:\ENGINEER\Engineering Council\2008
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Attachment 1

Summary of the 1996 Alternative Development Standards Report

In October 1996, Guelph completed the report on Alternative Development
Standards. The report was prepared by a Steering Committee comprised of City
staff and representatives from the Guelph Development Association, Guelph
Homebuilders Association, the Chamber of Commerce, University of Guelph, Guelph
Real Estate Board, consultant representatives and other stakeholders. Sub-
committees were also formed to provide specific technical support. Broader
consultations were held with the general public and stakeholders.

Steering Committee

The 1996 Steering Committee included representatives from the following
organizations/groups: University of Guelph, Guelph Chamber of Commerce, Guelph
Development Association, Guelph Homebuilders Association, Guelph Real Estate
Board, Utility Coordinating Committee, Green Plan Steering Committee, and private
Engineering and Planning Consultants.

The Steering Committee identified a list of Engineering and Planning Considerations
as the basis for formulating recommendations for Alternative Development
Standards. Recommendations in regard to each of them were developed and
categorized as Phase 1 Recommendations and Phase 2 Recommendations.

Phase 1 Recommendations were intended for immediate implementation, while
Phase 2 Recommendations were to be investigated further. The following lists the
two sets of recommendations along with their status of implementations.

Phase I Recommendations and Implementation
The Phase I recommendations and their implementation status are as follows:

1. Geometric design criteria for range of streets — new street cross sections
were identified and are being implemented in new subdivisions to allow for
reduced pavement and right-of-way widths. Subdivision designs now use the
reduced right-of-way width of 17 metres for local street design without
transit service and occasionally a 15 metre right-of-way has also been used.

2. Sidewalks - the recommendation was for the policy of providing sidewalk on
both sides of all streets to be repealed in favour of sidewalk on only one side
for streets of less than 20 m right-of-way, or no sidewalk where there are low
pedestrian demands. This is being implemented now in subdivision
development.

3. Utilities under sidewalks - this is part of reducing the right-of-way widths,
and electrical and communication utilities are now located under the
sidewalks.
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4. Gas Main - it was proposed to locate the gas utility within an easement on
private property if there was not enough room in the narrower boulevard
between the curb and sidewalk. For the most part, to date, we have
managed to provide the separation requirements within the boulevard for the
gas main.

5. Transformers - place the hydro transformers in the boulevard between the
curb and sidewalk. This is being implemented.

6. Communication Cabinetry — place cable and phone pedestals in the
boulevard. This is being implemented.

7. Overhead Utilities - allow main hydro feeds to be overhead only on 26 metre
or larger right-of-ways. All subdivisions now have underground hydro
servicing.

8. Trees - locate street trees in the boulevard unless prohibited by location of
utilities. In current developments, street trees are kept back on the private
property to keep required separation distance from the utilities.

9. Manhole Spacing — change Engineering standards for manhole spacing from
requiring ‘desirable spacing’ to ‘maximum allowable spacing’. This is used in
current subdivision development.

10. ‘Wye' servicing - permit ‘wye’ servicing for single and semi-detached
homes to reduce sewer lateral costs. This is being implemented.

11. Easements - size the width of the easement depending on size of
utility and size of equipment needed to repair the service. A minimum 5
metre easement width is being implemented.

12. Sightline triangles — minimum sightline triangles to be adjusted for
varying street widths. Sightline triangles at minor intersections have been
reduced to reflect the lower speeds and volumes typical in residential
neighbourhoods.

13. Radii/tangents - revise the Engineering geometric standards to allow
intersecting streets to deviate up to 20 degrees from the required 90 degrees
at intersections not involving arterial or collector streets. Larger site line
triangles required where intersections do not meet at right angles. This is
being implemented to increase flexibility in subdivision design.

14. Minimum centreline radius - revise the Engineering geometric
standards to read that the change in direction of a curve less than 70
degrees in radius shall be 90 degrees wherever possible but the maximum
deviation from 90 degrees shall not exceed 20 degrees. This is being
implemented to increase flexibility in subdivision design.
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Phase II recommendations and Investigation/Implementation

The 1996 review included eight recommendations as Phase II, for further
investigation. Some of them have been implemented or addressed either as part of
new developments, or as changes to standards and practices, as outlined below.

1.

Grand boulevards and main streets - creation of new geometric design
standards to be reviewed for main street and grand boulevards including
review of right-of-way widths, bicycle lanes and street lighting. This is being
achieved in individual subdivisions as appropriate.

. Engineering Subdivision Design Standards - review and update Engineering

Subdivision Design Standards to reduce construction and maintenance costs
and to reflect changes in technology and environmentally sensitive design
objectives. There have been a number of changes to Subdivision Design
Standards over the years; a comprehensive review and update has not been
undertaken.

. Street trees - review the type of street tree canopy including possible

interference with street lighting, utilities, building height and solar access and
street shading.

Traffic calming - traffic calming measures to be considered to encourage
pedestrian-orientated streets and special crossings at walkways and wildlife
corridors. Traffic calming measures are being implemented, where necessary,
in individual subdivisions.

. Rear lanes - Public rear laneways have been implemented in the Victoria

North subdivision. Private rear laneways have been implemented in one of
the first phases of the Westminister Woods Subdivision. Additional review is
necessary to consider the use of rear laneways and service roads.

Setbacks - review of the reduction of front yard setbacks to determine if
houses can be brought closer to the sidewalk. This is being implemented.

. Lot grading - review lot grading criteria to minimize the number of rear yard

catchbasins. This is being implemented in a number of subdivisions.

Lot type/configuration - review the use of alternative lot shapes such as
zipper, herringbone, zero lot line and cluster developments. The zoning by-
law would need to be amended to allow for any of these changes. The City
permitted the construction of a zipper lot subdivision, in Pine Ridge, in 2003.
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COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services
Commiittee

SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services
DATE February 17, 2009

SUBJECT Eastview Community Park: Update Report
REPORT NUMBER 09-09

RECOMMENDATION

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Update Report 09-09 dated
February 17, 2009, pertaining to the Proposed Eastview Community Park be
received; and

THAT the proposal for the use of the clay capped, land-filled part of the site to
develop a Pollinator Park, as outlined in the Community Design and Development
Services Report 09-09 dated February 17, 2009 be approved; and

THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign a license agreement between
Pollination Guelph and the City as outlined in the Community Design and
Development Services Report 09-09 dated February 17, 2009, subject to the form
and content being satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and
Development Services and the City Solicitor, prior to the implementation of the
Pollinator Park Master Plan; and

THAT staff be directed to identify additional funding needs in the 10 year capital
forecast, for the implementation of the Master Plan, during the 2010 budget process
to ensure a timely implementation of all phases of the plan.

BACKGROUND

In January of 2008 staff presented a report 08-01: EASTVIEW COMMUNITY PARK:
END USE PLAN FOR FORMER LANDFILL to the Community Development and
Environmental Services (CDES) Committee and subsequently to City Council. At
that time, Council directed staff to proceed with the implementation of the approved
Master Plan. Council also directed staff to consider the use of the proposed
naturalization area/ passive recreation areas as a pollinator park and directed staff
to report back to Council with a cost estimate and funding opportunities for the
initiative (Appendix 1).

A presentation was made to the CDES Committee by University of Guelph
professors which highlighted the importance of the protection and creation of
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habitats for pollinators and to seek Council support for the pollinators’ protection
campaign. North America has experienced a significant decline in pollinators -
including bees, butterflies, humming birds, and moths - in recent years. Pollinators
are endangered by development, pesticides, insecticides and bacterial and fungal
disease; which destroy or fragment their natural habitats. Though not widely
recognized, pollinators are crucial for crop production, and for allowing plants to
grow and thrive. Most foods, beverages, and many medicines are derived from
crops that are pollinated by animals. Without them, crop production is put at risk.
Pollinators are key to reproduction of wild plants in our fragmented global
landscape. Without them, existing populations of plants would decline, even if soil,
air, nutrients, and other life-sustaining elements were available.

REPORT PURPOSE: This report provides information and recommendations
regarding several issues related to the development of the Eastview Community
Park including:

A. The approval, funding and implementation of the Pollinator Park initiative;

B. Existing Landfill infrastructure and impact on the development and phasing of
the Park; and

C. Status of the development of the Park, including retention of consultants,
modifications to the Master Plan, cost and scheduling.

REPORT

A. POLLINATOR PARK INITIATIVE: The Pollinator Park master plan proposes
large planted areas with pollinator friendly plantings over the clay capped landfilled
portions of the site. The pollinator friendly plantings include native plants chosen to
provide food and habitat for pollinators. The plan includes accessible demonstration
garden areas and an extensive trail network with hiking, viewing and nature
interpretation opportunities (Appendix 3).

« Pollinator Park: Proposed programming on the land-filled portions of the site

Large planted areas of Pollinator friendly plantings
Demonstration garden areas

Recreational trails

Toboggan runs

Interpretive signage

O O o oo

The pollinator park initiative would entail hiring consultants and contractors to work
on implementation of the master plan for the pollinator portion of the park. The
current funding requests and allocations for the community park do not include the
costs for development of large planted areas of pollinator friendly planting. At this
point the overall cost for developing the pollinator park is unknown and would vary
with the scale of the project.

Funding Sources: In keeping with the direction from Council, staff explored
funding opportunities through various sources such as corporate sponsorships, fund
raising by community groups and Federal funding in support of the pollinators
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protection campaign.

A newly formed group of volunteers who call themselves Pollination Guelph has
indicated that their group is willing to fundraise in order to plant pollinator friendly
plantings over the proposed planting areas without any direct cost to the City. They
are interested in carrying out detailed design, development and maintenance of the
plantings on parts of landfilled areas in a phased manner in coordination with the
relevant City staff.

Pollination Guelph is a non-profit group. It is currently run by a volunteer board of
directors representing educational, research, governmental, environmental and
business interests. They are not a member-based organization, but do rely heavily
on volunteers, private donors and fund-raising. Pollination Guelph has a vision for
Guelph to become a living model for the promotion and protection of pollinators and
their habitat (Appendix 5).

Staff support the Pollination Guelph Initiative because it represents an opportunity
for the City to partner to achieve the strategic goal of being a leader in conservation
and resource protection/ enhancement. To protect the City’s interests the
partnership should be subjected to the following conditions:

1. Formation of a Technical Committee to act as a resource to Pollination Guelph on
the planning and implementation of Pollinator Park Master Plan. The Committee
will meet quarterly to review and approve Pollination Guelph proposals and to
authorize access to the site when needed.

The Technical Committee would be composed of 5 members; one (1) member
each from Environmental Services, Community Design and Development
Services and Operations Departments and two (2) members from Pollination
Guelph.

2. Execution of a license agreement prior to the development of Pollinator Park.
Staff will develop a license agreement with Pollination Guelph which would
include the following important conditions:

- The area to be designated as a Pollinator Park will be defined.

- Pollination Guelph agrees to design, develop and maintain the proposed
pollinator park.

- The City agrees to develop and maintain the pedestrian recreational trails
within Pollinator park area.

- The access to the Pollinator Park will be a controlled access to a small area
for Pollination Guelph members, volunteers and invitees.

- Pollination Guelph supports the composition of a Technical Committee for
the Implementation of Eastview Pollinator Park;

- Pollination Guelph to address any concerns raised by the Technical
Committee.

- Pollination Guelph to carry liability insurance as required by the City and to
indemnify the City against all claims related to the use of the Pollinator Park.
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- Agreement to allow for expansion or the reduction of the licensed facility, if

desired in future by the City or Pollination Guelph.
B. LANDFILL INFRASTRUCTURE AND IMPACT ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF
THE PARK: Recently, Environmental Services staff raised public health, safety and
vandalism concerns regarding the implementation and public use of the Eastview
Community Park because of the sensitive nature of the infrastructure installed on
site. The existing site infrastructure includes a Groundwater Monitoring Network,
Landfill Gas Collection and Power Generation System and a Leachate Collection
System. The former landfill is currently fenced to prevent public access and
potential damage to this existing infrastructure.

One of the issues is that the plan to use the former landfill as a public park was
developed and approved prior to the decision to install a permanent gas collection
system and the Ecotricity facility in the same vicinity. The active gas collection
system is planned for another 20 years. As a result, there will be a need to phase
the implementation of the Master Plan in light of these more recent installations.

Staff are in the process of hiring a consultant to prepare a risk assessment and
mitigation report leading to the design and implementation of any required risk
mitigation measures. The mitigation measures need to be in place before allowing
public access, on site, related with the use of sports facilities and trails for phase 1
of the park.

C. REVISED MASTER PLAN AND IMPLEMENTATION: The City hired a team of
consultants, led by Schollen and Company Inc., through a Request for Proposal
process in April 2008 to provide consulting services for the review of the existing
master plan, preparation of a revised master plan and the implementation of a part
of the master plan.

The general public, stakeholders (e.g. sports groups) and the City staff were
involved in the process of reviewing the original master plan. The City organized a
public workshop on a Conceptual Design for the revised Master Plan which was held
at the Guelph Arboretum Auditorium at the University of Guelph on May 22, 2008.
Approximately 35 people from general public, Pollination Guelph members, sports
groups and City staff from Community Design and Development Services,
Community Services, Environmental Services and Operations participated in the
workshop.

The workshop had a number of objectives including:

a) To obtain input on the valuable attributes of the site;

b) To understand the program elements and activities for the park;

c) To understand how the park will fit into the neighbourhood context;
d) To consider the challenges affecting the development of the park.

Based on the input received at the workshop, the consultants prepared a revised
version of the original master plan including a conceptual design for Pollinator Park.
A public Open House was held on November 25, 2008 at Evergreen Senior Centre
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to obtain public input on the revised Master Plan. The Master Plan was revised to
incorporate additional needs of the community and stakeholders and to incorporate
proposed Pollinator Park within the site. The revised master plan adds eight
Volleyball Courts to the original programming and a Pollinator Park over clay-
capped, land filled portion of the site. The presentation included Master Plans for
the Community Park and Pollinator Park The community response to the Community
and Pollinator Park proposal was positive. The master plan includes both active and
passive recreational components with the active sports fields to occur on the non-
landfilled portions of the site. (Appendix 2)

e Proposed programming: on Northeastern Non-Landfilled Portions of the Site:

4 Soccer Fields (Lit and Irrigated)

2 Football Fields (Lit and Irrigated)

1 Multi-purpose field/ Natural ice rink

Children’s play area including junior play equipment, senior play

equipment and water play

8 Beach Volleyball courts

2 Basketball Courts

o 1 concession/ washrooms/ change room facility with pedestrian plaza
space

o Picnic area with shelters

o Recreational Trails/ pathways Vehicular Access from Speedvale Avenue
and Watson Parkway and parking facilities

o Tree and Shrub Plantings

o Signage

O O O O

o O

Budget Implications: A revised cost estimate, that was recently prepared,
projects overall costs of $ 6,800,000 for the implementation of the active
component of the park (Appendix 4). These estimated costs are much higher than
the costs originally estimated in 2002. The current budget allocation is based on the
cost estimates, which were prepared in June 2002. The costs projected at that time
were underestimated and did not take into account the proposed timing of park
construction. The estimated cost increase is primarily due to the increase in
construction costs from 2002 to 2008.

Council has approved $ 1,740,000 so far, towards the Eastview Community Park
project, through 2007, 2008 and 2009 Capital Budget approvals. The current 10
year capital forecast identifies additional requests of $1,900,000 from 2010 to
2013. The budget allocation, in the 10 year capital forecast, needs to be revised to
cover an additional $ 3,160,000, which represents the increased estimated
construction costs for the active park component. Staff will attempt to identify
additional funding requests during 2010 budget process either by allocating
additional funds in later years of the forecast (years 2011-2019) or by delaying low
priority projects.

Currently enough funds are available to construct the first phase which will include
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two Football Fields (lit and irrigated), two Soccer Fields (lit and irrigated), four Sand
Volleyball Courts, Gravel Parking and an access Road off Watson Parkway North. It
is anticipated that the community park construction for phase one area would
commence in summer of 2009. It is expected that the public would be allowed
access to use the park in the year 2010.

The timing of development of Pollinator Park and associated trails on the landfilled
parts of the site is dependent upon the timing of the risk assessment and mitigation
work for later phases.

Conclusion: Staff supports the Pollinator Park Initiative with a vision that Guelph is
a world model for the promotion and protection of pollinators and their habitat -
leading the way in environmental sustainability. Pollination Guelph is prepared to be
a partner of the City in looking after the funding and development of areas
proposed to be planted with pollinator friendly plantings. The City will be responsible
for the development and maintenance of the proposed recreation trails and
associated infrastructure. The initiative is an opportunity for the City to partner with
Pollination Guelph to achieve our strategic goal of being a leader in conservation
and resource protection/ enhancement and to ensure the sustainable management
of our resources. The actual partnership is supportive of strategic objective 5.4
which encourages partnerships to achieve strategic goals and objectives.

The initiative will require the execution of a licensing agreement and formation of a
Technical Committee due to the sensitive nature of the existing infrastructure and
ongoing maintenance of the closed landfill.

The overall cost to implement the active component of the Community Park Master
Plan has been estimated at $ 6,800,000.00. Council has approved $ 1,740,000.00
in the past for implementation of phase one of the master plan. Funding of
$1,900,000.00 has been identified from year 2010 to 2013 in the 10 year capital
budget forecast for implementation of items in subsequent phases. There is a need
for additional funding of $3,160,000.00 to complete the implementation of master
plan. All of these costs are part of the Development Charges supported portion of
the Capital Budget.

The Master Plan implementation will take place in phases, as the current funding
allocations are spread over several years. The timing of completion of the
implementation of last phase would coincide with the last year of funding allocation
in the Capital Budget.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN
« GOAL 2 : A healthy and safe community where life can be lived to the fullest
e GOAL 5: A community-focused, responsive and accountable government
« GOAL 6 : A leader in conservation and resource protection/enhancement

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
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Existing Funding: RP0227-Eastview Community Park Project (Development
Charges supported Capital Budget):

Funds approved in 2007-2009 for Phase 1 implementation: $ 1,740,000

Funds allocated in 2010-2013 Capital Forecast for
implementation of subsequent phases: $ 1,900,000

Required Funding: Additional Funding of $ 3,160,000 to the Capital Budget
RP0227 is needed for implementation of the entire Master Plan excluding pollinator
friendly planting areas.

The overall project cost has been estimated at $6,800,000. The current budget
allocations, in the 10 year capital forecast, include funding of $ 1,900,000 from
2010 to 2013. The funding shortfall needs to be identified within 10 year capital
forecast, during 2010 budget process, to cover increased estimated construction
costs.

Operations and maintenance costs: The costs of operations and maintenance of
facilities constructed under first phase have been estimated at $ 245,000 per year.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION
Information Services: Corporate Communications

Operations: Parklands and Greenways
Traffic and Parking

Corporate Services: Corporate Property
Realty Services

Environmental Services: Solid Waste Resources

Finance: Budget Services
Procurement and Risk Management Services

COMMUNICATIONS
Pollination Guelph

ATTACHMENTS

Appendix 1 - Council Resolution for Jan 2008

Appendix 2 - Revised Proposed Master Plan: Eastview Community Park
Appendix 3 - Proposed Master Plan: Pollinator Park

Appendix 4 - Estimated Costs: Eastview Community Park

Appendix 5 - Pollination Guelph: Vision, Mission, Goals and Objectives
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Prepared By: Recommended By:

Jyoti Pathak Scott Hannah

Parks Planner Manager, Dev. and Parks Planning
519-837-5616 x2431 519-837-5616 x 2359
jyoti.pathak@guelph.ca scott.hannah@guelph.ca

Recommended By:

Jim Riddell

Director of Community design
and Development Services
519-837-5616 x 2361
jim.riddell@guelph.ca
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Appendix |

CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT
CITY CLERK'S DIVISION

THE ClTY OF City Hall, 59 Carden Street

Guelph, Onfario, Canada N1H 3A1

Gu el h Inquiries: (519) B37-5603 Fax: (519) 763-1269
p Website: guelph.ca

Tanuary 18, 2008

Mr. J. Riddell
Director of Community Demgn
- & Development Services -

Dear Mr. Riddell:

At a meeting of the Commiunity Design and Environmental Services
Committee held on January 11, 2008, the following resolution was adopted:

“THAT the Community Desiéu and DeveloPmeﬁt Services
Report 08-01, dated January 11, 2008, pertaining to the Proposed

Community Park at the closed Eastview sanitary landfill property,
be rcceived'

AND THAT staff be dlrected to proceed with the unplementanon

of the Council-approved Master Plan as outlined in Appendices
2, 3 and 4

AND THAT staff be directed to consider use of the passive areas
of the approved Eastview Community Park concept for a Pollinator

Park and report back with a cost estimate and funding opportnmtles
for the 1nitiative.”

Yours truly,

(,:;LLUM

Tina Agnello
Deputy City Clerk

TA:db
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Making a Difference

EASTVIEW COMMUNITY PARK b4

SPEEDVALE AVENUE

Proposed facilities:

* 4 Soccer Fields
Lit and irrigated

* 2 Football Fields
Lit and irrigated

— WATSON ROAD

1 Multi-purpose field / Natural ice surface

* Children’s play area including waterplay, _ e 2I1E
junior play equipment, senior play equipment N —

* 8 Beach volleyball courts

* 2 Basketball courts

* 1 Concession / washroom / changeroom facility
* Large pedestrian plaza space

 Assorted asphalt and screenings pathways

e —
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POLLINATOR PARK Nt
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Features:
* Large planted areas of pollinator friendly
plantings

* Demonstration garden areas

* Flowering fruit trees, preferably heritage
species if possible

* Extensive trail network

* Assorted shade and flowering tree
plantings
. * Shade structure open to

. desirable off-site views

* Decorative security structures
to protect landfill monitoring
facilities
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Eastview Community Park

APPENDIX 4
Cost Estimate
1 Landscape and Building Construction Costs

PHASE ONE (2009)

Item Oty Unit Unit Cost Total
Project Stake Qut/Mobilization 1 ea. $3,000.00 %£3,000.00
Bemolition/removals 1 ea. $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Silt fence 1,559.56 Im' $20.00 $39,191.12
Chain link fence 1.8m high 1,069.81 Im £55.00 £$58,839.33
Strip and stockpile topsoil 10,623.97 m3 $4.00 $42,495.88
Install on site engineered fill 7,901.74 m3 $10.00 $79,017.43
Fine grading - Spread and fine grade Topsaoil 20,853.46 m2 $6.00 $125,120.73
Rough grading 21,247.94 m3 $2.50 $53,119.85
Driveway paving - granular 2,717.80 m2 $20.00 £54,356.04
Parking lot paving - granular 3,254.77 m2 $15.00 $48,821.54
Limestone screenings walkway 3,309.31 m2 $20.00 %66,186.10
Soccer sponts field - sodded 15,389.05 m2 $10.00 $153,890.50
Football sports field - sodded 16,292.89 m2 $10.00 $162,928.90
Soccer Field Lighting 2 ea. $150,000.00 $300,000.00
Football Fleld Lighting 2 ea, $135,000.00 $270,000.00
Soccer/ Football Fleld Irrigation 4 ea. $18,000.00 $72,000.00
Supply of main high voltage eletrical service 1 ea. $125,000.00 . $125,000.00
Beach volleyball facility 858.63 m2 $5,50 %4,722.47
Sodded Area 20,562.51 m2 $2.25 $46,265.65
Seeded Area 3,167.87 m2 $2.25 $7,127.71
Park Signage 1lls $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Site Furnishings (Benches, etc.) 1ls $20,000.00 $20,000.00
TOTAL PHASE I COST ' $1,742,083.25
PHASE TWO (TBD)

Item Oty Unit Unit Cost Total
Project Stake Qut/Mobilization 1 ea. $3,000.00 $3,000.00
Demolition/removals 1 ea. $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Silt fence 963.019 Im $20.60 $19,250.38
Strip and stockpile topsolt 2,393.41 m3 $4.00 %9,573.63
Instali on site engineered filf 2,714.82 M3 £10.00 $27,148.15
Fine grading - Spread and fine grade Topsoll 9,167.35 m2 $6.00 $55,004.10
Rough grading 3,191.21 m3 £0.60 %1,914.73
Driveway paving - granular 1,850.91 m2 $20.00 $37,01B.16
Parking lot paving - granular 6,428.25 m2 $15.00 $96,423.77
Concrete sidewalk 2,492.25 m2 $78.27 $195,068.64
Asphalt walkway 1,563.91 m2 $20.00 %31,278.18
Limestone screenings walkway 4,114.89 m2 $20.00 .$82,297.72
Sodded Area 13,014.65 m2 $2.25 $28,282.96
Seeded Area 4,344 .44 m2 $2.25 $9,774.98
Fieldhouse/Concession/Service Bldg 4,000.00 sq.it. $400.00 %1,600,000.00

Concession Bldg. Services incl. Hydro & San. 1is. $200,000.00 $200,000.00

TOTAL PHASE II COST $2,402,045.39
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Pollination Guelph
Vision, Mission, Goals and Objectives

Vision:
Guelph is a living model for the promotion and protection of pollinators and their habitat.

Mission: L ‘

To promote the appreciation arid understanding of the importance of pollinators; to enhance, conserve
and develop pollinator habitat; and to showcase pollinator projects that can provide a model for citizens
and communities throughout Canada and internationally.

Strategic Goals and Objectives:

Education:
To raise public awareness of the importance of pollination.
#1 To provide educational programs to targeted groups such as community groups, schools and
municipalities.
#2 Create informative literature.
#3 Create a website with information, images and outside links relating to pollination.
#4 Encourage the use of the Eastview pollinator park as an educational tool.

Research:
To foster the study of pollination interactions within habitats.
#1 Monitor the success of the Eastview pollinator park. .
#2 Encourage use of tlie Eastview pollinator park as a research tool.
#3 Encourage research into ways of increasing and understanding pollinators and their habitats.

Community:
To engage the community through pollination related activities.
#1 Host and participate in community events.
#2 Recognize achievements by community members in support of pollinator protection.

Advocacy:

To advocate for policies and practices that reflect the importance of pollination.
#1 Provide input on policies, at all levels of government, to protect pollinators and their habitats.
#2 Encourage stewardship of pollinator habitats by landowners.
#3 Make the City of Guelph a role model to other communities for protection of pollinator habitat.
#4 Encourage the funding of programs that protect or enhance pollinators and their habitats.

Conservation:
To increase the area of naturalized landscapes and the use of native plants and local seed on
public and private land.
#1 Encourage the development of pollinator-friendly areas throughout Guelph .
#2 Encourage strategic linkages between natural areas to benefit pollinators and other wildlife.
#3 Encourage the use of locally-sourced native seeds or plants.



COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services
Commiittee

SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services
DATE February, 17, 2009

SUBJECT 2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey Results
REPORT NUMBER 09-10

RECOMMENDATION

‘THAT Report 09-10 dated February 17, 2009 from Community Designh and
Development Services regarding the results of the 2008 Ipsos Reid Future
Growth Survey BE RECEIVED.’

BACKGROUND

In May 2006, the City conducted a telephone survey of 600 Guelph residents to
gauge opinions and preferences about growth management and related issues. The
Final Report was released in July 2006 and indicated that residents supported
intensification-based growth management policies, however there were clear
indications that this policy must not compromise the character (e.g. small town
atmosphere) of Guelph and that infrastructure capacity (i.e. primarily water supply
and road traffic) would be the most important challenge that must be addressed.
The results of the 2006 survey were used in conjunction with the public consultation
and background work completed as part of the City’s Local Growth Management
Strategy which took place between 2006-2008.

The 2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey is part of the final phase of the Local
Growth Management Strategy and is intended to gauge public opinion and
acceptance of the planning framework adopted by Council in June 2008 as part of
the City’s Local Growth Management Strategy. The 2008 Future Growth Survey was
completed by Ipsos Reid Public Affairs and was conducted by telephone between
November 10 and 16, 2008.

The objectives of the 2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey were to:
* re-examine some the issues that were asked in the 2006 Community Survey;

» gauge resident awareness and receptiveness to the Local Growth Management
Strategy recommendations; and

» ask the public’s opinion on growth-related issues such as intensification as well
as emerging issues such as the potential expansion of the Greenbelt within
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portions of Guelph, the City’s Natural Heritage Strategy, and the extension of
Go-train service to Guelph.

The Survey length was approximately 15 minutes and consisted of 26 questions.
Survey methodology involved a total of 500 telephone interviews among a
randomly selected, representative sample of Guelph residents aged 18 years and
older. The overall survey results have been weighted by age and gender to be
representative of the population of Guelph and are considered to be accurate to
within +/- 4.4%, nineteen times out of twenty with the margin of error being larger
for subgroups of the data.

REPORT

The results of the 2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey are consistent with the
2006 Community Survey in that residents support growth in general and in
particular intensification and redevelopment of existing buildings. The identification
of key issues related to growth is also consistent between the two surveys, which
included adequate water supply and infrastructure (including roads and sewers) as
the top issues as the City grows.

The survey gauged resident’s awareness of growth-related issues and initiatives
within Guelph. The salient results are summarized below:

= Awareness of the City’s Local Growth Management Strategy and Natural
Heritage Strategy is low.

= There is strong support for key growth principles recommended in the City’s
Local Growth Management Strategy (e.g. accommodating an additional
54,000 people and 31,000! jobs by the year 2031 within the current City
limits at a steady annual growth rate of 1.5%).

= Residents feel that it is important to have a balance between accommodating
new growth and preserving green space by building more apartments,
condos and townhouses than detached houses.

= A low percentage of residents indicated they would likely consider moving
into higher density housing. Of those that did indicate interest in such a
move, those aged 18-34 and over 55 are the most likely to consider a
townhouse, or low rise apartment or condo as their next move.

=  When thinking about future growth, residents say that water supply issues,
transportation/transit infrastructure, and employment will be the top
challenges.

= When asked about important issues to consider when thinking about urban
planning, Guelph residents ranked the protection of groundwater resources,
air quality, protection of environmentally sensitive areas, and economic
stability as top issues.

= Most residents feel they currently live in a complete community and those

1 Recent analysis undertaken by Watson & Associates as part of Guelph’s Employment Lands
Strategy recommends an additional 32,400 jobs by the year 2031.
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who don’t say a mix of jobs and easy access to groceries and health services
are the top lacking components.

= The majority of residents support the intent of the Natural Heritage Strategy
and would support a potential expansion of the Greenbelt within portions of
Guelph.

= Almost all residents support GO-train service in Guelph, with the preferred
location being the downtown.

The full results of the Future Growth Survey (Attachment 1) indicate that there is
support for the recommendations put forth in the City’s Local Growth Management
Strategy and provide further details about resident’s opinions on growth-related
topics. The results of the survey will aid staff in the preparation of the Official Plan
update.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN
The results of the 2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey will assist with the
implementation of the following Strategic Plan goals:

Goal 1: An attractive, well functioning and sustainable city.

Goal 2: A healthy and safe community where life can be lived to the fullest.
Goal 3: A diverse and prosperous local economy.

Goal 4: A vibrant and valued arts, culture and heritage identity.

Goal 6: A leader in conservation and resource protection/enhancement.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The cost of the Future Growth Survey is $25,000 and is being funded through the
Operating Budget under Professional Consulting Fees.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION
Corporate Administration

COMMUNICATIONS
N/A

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1: City of Guelph 2008 Future Growth Survey Results Report
Completed by Ipsos Reid Public Affairs

Page 3 of 5 CITY OF GUELPH COMMITTEE REPORT



Prepared By:

Greg Atkinson

Policy Planner
519-837-5616 x2521
greg.atkinson@guelph.ca

Recommended By:
Jim Riddell

Recommended By:
Marion Plaunt

Manager of Policy Planning
Urban Design
519-837-5616 x2426
marion.plaunt@guelph.ca

Director of Community Design and Development Services

519-837-5616 x2361
jim.riddell@guelph.ca
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Attachment 1: City of Guelph 2008 Future Growth Survey Results Report
Completed by Ipsos Reid Public Affairs
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COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services
Commiittee

SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services
DATE February 17, 2009

SUBJECT Trans Canada Trail Update
REPORT NUMBER 09-14

RECOMMENDATION
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-14 dated
February 17, 2008, be received, and;

THAT the Trans Canada Trail Project Design be approved as outlined in Appendices
10 and 11, with ‘Option 1’ as outlined in Appendix 12 of this Report, and;

THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign any agreements regarding
Conditions of Use and Maintenance for the proposed trail, with Guelph Junction
Railway (GJR) and the City, to the satisfaction of the City solicitor.

BACKGROUND

The following report provides an update to the Trans Canada Trail (TCT) project
which runs within the Guelph Junction Railway (GJR) lands from Eramosa Road to
Speedvale Avenue. The primary purpose of this report is to provide a
recommendation on the preferred trail alignment. Three (3) trail alignment options,
from George Street to Mac Avenue, are provided based on public feedback.

Since 2000, a number of initiatives and decisions have been made that directly
relate to the overall trail project. These are:

1. Registration of the proposed trail alignment with the Trans Canada Trail
Foundation.

2. Construction of a section of trail between MacDonnell Street and Eramosa Road
as part of the John Galt Park project.

3. Inclusion of TCT in City Wide Trail Master Plan in 2005.

4. Initial cost estimate by staff and increased funding for the project to $475,000.00
in 2007.

5. Retention of consultant - MMM Group, to design and manage implementation of
the trail.

6. Construction of a Trans Canada Trail Marker in John Galt Park in 2008.

7. Completion of a Risk and Safety Audit for trails within rail right-of-ways,
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completed by MRC Consulting.
8. Council direction given on the trail crossing at Eramosa Road.

Registration with the Trans Canada Trail Foundation:

In 2000, staff registered a proposed trail alignment with the Trans Canada Trail
Foundation (TCT) with the intention of installing the trail. The alignment indicated
that the trail would begin in John Galt Park and head north along the GIJR rail line
west of the Speed River until it intersected with Speedvale Avenue. Here it would
cross over to the east side of the Speed River and move north through Riverside
Park. It would then cross over the Riverside Park bridge and make its way west
over to Woolwich Road and into Memorial Park Cemetery. Heading north-west, it
would eventually connect with Woodlawn Road (Appendix 1). Public consultation
took place that same year in the form of an Open House Forum. At that point in
time, residents were only given a brief overview of staff’s intentions for the trail as
no detailed analysis of the alignment had been completed. It was understood that
further refinements of the trails alignment may occur in the future.

Trans Canada Trail Marker Project: In late 2005 the TCT Foundation made a
request to City staff that a TCT Marker be placed somewhere along the registered
trail to allow for donors of the Foundation to be recognized. The TCT Marker was
completed early 2008 and stands at the beginning of the registered Trans Canada
Trail in John Galt Park by the River (Appendix 2).

Hiring a Consultant:

In September 2007, staff hired a consultant, MMM Group, to begin the task of
developing the TCT. GIR requested a Risk and Safety Audit performed by a third
party. This Audit was to ensure that the trail design achieved all the safety
requirements of the GJR and Transport Canada. McCormick Rankin Inc. (MCR) was
hired to provide this document. The Audit provided explicit details regarding
alignment, setbacks, safety measures and grading of the trail in relation to the rail.

Eramosa Bridge Project: Late 2007, staff in Engineering Services brought forth a
report to CDES regarding the Eramosa Bridge Reconstruction Project. A resolution
was passed by the Committee, requesting that staff explore opportunities for a trail
to go under the new bridge. Three alternatives were considered in a follow up
report (Appendix 3). The Council Resolution gave direction to install a signalized
pedestrian cross walk that would parallel the rail crossing (Appendix 4).

REPORT

Trail Design Goals:

With the Safety Audit completed, MMM Group developed a conceptual plan for the

1.2km of new trail. There were a number of design goals set early on, established

by staff and the consultant:

1. Trail safety (follow all the recommendations of the Audit).

2. Trail accessibility (maximize access points, but limit the number of rail crossings,
trail surface needs to accommodate different uses).

3. Trail must be useable/accessible 12 months of the year (snow removal).

4. Minimize cost and impact to adjacent lands (limit the number of retaining walls).

5. Plantings should be functional, low maintenance.
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Refinement of Proposed Alighment and Design:

Numerous meetings between GJR, staff and the consultant took place from April to
July 2008, to refine the alignment of the trail. In July a meeting with GJR, the
consultant and staff representatives from Planning, Operations, Traffic, Engineering,
Building and Realty Services took place to review the plans. Discussions revolved
around the proposed alignment, vegetation, maintenance, construction materials,
and budget, as well as issues concerning the proposed signhalized pedestrian
crossing at Eramosa Road.

It was acknowledged that Council had supported staffs’ recommendation to install a
signalized pedestrian crosswalk paralleling the rail crossing (Appendix 4). In the
report which provided this direction (Appendix 3), it was suggested that the City’s
Traffic Investigations staff would need to review the signalized crossing, however
this did not occur prior to the resolution being approved by Council. Staff agreed
that the issues involved with putting a signalized crossing at this location are
significant enough that they need to be presented to Council separately and a
report on this issue will follow.

On other issues, staff requested MMM Group to continue with revisions to the plans
as per comments from staff representatives and move forward with the design.

In an attempt to minimize construction costs associated with retaining walls, staff
and MMM Group also explored an alternative alignment within Segment C and D of
the trail, from Clarence Street to Mac Avenue, which would move the trail onto an
adjacent industrial property to the east of the rail line. This would require either an
easement or purchase of the land by the City in consultation with the land owner,
but it was thought that such a change to the alignment may lessen or eliminate
some retaining walls and move the trail further away from adjacent homeowners.
Upon further investigation by the consultant it was determined that this option
would not bring any significant cost savings to the project and possibly create
problems relating to steep trail slopes and additional fill requirements. The idea was
therefore abandoned and MMM Group continued with aligning the trail within City
property.

A second meeting was held with MMM Group, GJR and staff representatives in
September 2008. Team support of the alignment was given by all parties, with the
understanding that as the project progressed use and maintenance agreements
would be drafted and approved between the City and GIR. The team agreed that it
was time to receive public input on the proposed trail alignment.

Public Input on the Proposed Trail:

As part of any Parks Planning project of this magnitude, public input is required.
Staff determined that this was best executed by organizing a Public Open House
Night and a Survey.

On October 8™, 2008, 851 invitation letters were sent by mail to surrounding
residents along the length of the proposed trail to discuss the Trans Canada Trail
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Project at the Evergreen Seniors Centre on October 23, 2008. On October 10*" and
17™, ads were also placed in the Tribune. The ad was also placed on the City of
Guelph website.

Open House - Presentation Boards and Survey:

On October 23™ the Open House was held as scheduled and 25-30 people attended.
Seven large scale, rendered Presentation Boards depicted the proposed trail
alignment in relation to the rail and surrounding residential and industrial
properties. A PowerPoint Presentation was also given followed by a discussion
period. Attendees were also encouraged to fill out a survey and/or sketch their
thoughts on copies of the presentation board package that were available on
11”"x17"” format.

Digital copies of the Presentation Boards and the Survey were posted on the City of
Guelph website on October 23™ (Appendix 5). An electronic version of the survey
was also made available on the website.

Survey Results:

Staff received twenty-three (23) surveys in total - fourteen (14) surveys from the
Open House, two (2) sketches of alternative alignments, and nine (9) surveys from
the online version. Staff also received seven email correspondence noting
comments about the trail. A Result Sheet tabulating the Survey Questions and
General comments was created (Appendix 6).

The survey and email correspondence results found that the most contentious issue
was the positioning of the trail on the west side of the rail adjacent to residential
yards — more specifically in the area north of Clarence Street to Mac Avenue.
Residents were most concerned about privacy along their backyards, while safety
concerns and garbage were also topics of discussion. Some residents suggested
that the trail should be aligned entirely on the east side of the rail, from Marcon
Street all the way to Speedvale Avenue. Other residents felt the trail should be
along the River and that the rail corridor shouldn’t be used at all. Two responses
focused on the alignment of the trail from Eramosa to Norwich Street. These
comments suggested moving the trail to the east side of the rail to eliminate the
narrowing of the proposed trail.

Proposed Trail Alignment Options:

As noted earlier in this Report, staff set out design goals for the trail alignment early
in the design process. These goals were also used as guiding principles for
evaluating trail alignment options.

Staff reviewed the comments and concerns of the residents and based on input
derived two plausible options of the trail section from George Street to Mac Ave, as
well as the original design presented at the Open House is presented in this report
for consideration and discussion.

Unfortunately, not all suggestions from the public could be incorporated into the
options.

These included:

1. The suggestion of placing the trail completely to the east of the rail line - Due to
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an existing building (a private home) and private land ownerships this would not be
possible. With trail set back requirements outlined in the Audit, the trail would be
forced onto private lands and also against an existing residential home. To avoid
purchasing the private home and crossing non City owned lands, staff did not
consider this as a viable option.

2. The suggestion of placing the trail along the River - Though there is the
possibility of a Tertiary Trail (i.e. 1.5 metre wide, woodchip trail) along the river’s
edge as a separate trail project - this would not resolve the safety issues currently
occurring along the rail corridor, nor would it meet the need for accessibility or
function as a convenient, safe ‘point to point’ means to travel. Therefore, staff did
not consider this an option.

Trail Alignment and Options (Refer to Appendix 7 through 12)

Appendix 7 shows the overall trail alignment divided into Segments A through D
(including the existing trail). Within Segment C and D there are 3 trail alignment
options from George Street to Mac Avenue (see dotted box for location).

Appendix 8 shows Trail Segment A (Eramosa Road to Norwich Street)
Appendix 9 shows Trail Segment B (Marcon Street to George Street)

Staff and the consultants believe that there are no reasonable alternatives for these
two segments of the trail. The trail alignments shown on Segment A and B are the
most efficient, cost effective and safest routes and though it maybe possible to
realign these sections onto the east side of the rail line, the cost implications and
the environmental and visual impacts convinced staff not to proceed with further
development of alternative alignments.

Staff and the consultants are investigating the possibility of providing lighting
through Segment A (Eramosa Road to Norwich Street) as this section of trail
adjacent to the apartment buildings is quite dark during the evening hours.
Discussions with the property owner shall take place upon completion of a lighting
proposal by the consultant. Alternative means to power these lights, such as solar
are also under consideration.

Appendix 10 through 12 shows Trail Segment C (George Street to Earl
Street) and Trail Segment D (Earl Street to Speedvale Avenue)

The three trail alignment Options are situated within these two trail segments,
though it is only from George Street to Mac Avenue in which the alignment could
change. The trail from Mac Avenue to Speedvale Avenue stays consistent
throughout the three Options. The Pros and Cons, as well as the implications of the
original alignment (Option 1) and two alternative alignments (Option 2 and 3), that
staff believe address the comments of the surrounding residents, are described in
the matrix below.
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Options

Pros

Cons

Implications

1 e Minimizes number and » Trail from George St. | ¢ Costs kept to minimum
(Appendix 10) | height of retaining walls to Mac Av. aligned on « Screen plantings
2 pages « Minimizes the number of | west side adjacent to required to assist with
rail crossings residential properties concerns of privacy
* Minimizes impacts to
surrounding lands
2 e Trail from just south of » Increased number e Greater acceptance of
(Appendix 11) | Earl St. to Speedvale Av. and height of retaining | alignment by adjacent
2 pages located on east side away walls residential owners
from residential properties |« One additional « Implementation of trail
pedestrian crossing revisited in 10 Year
over rail Capital Budget Forecast
+ Budget exceeded e Major construction
significantly impacts to adjacent
(+ $675,000) and build | properties
date revised ¢ Maintenance and
replacement costs of
date revised retaining walls higher
than Option 1
3 e Trail from George St. to | ¢ Increased number e Greater acceptance of
(Appendix 12) | Speedvale Av. on east side | and height of retaining | alignment by adjacent
2 pages of rail away from walls residential owners

residential properties

« One additional
pedestrian crossing
over rail

+ Budget exceeded
drastically (+ $1.1
million) and build date
revised

» Construction costs
unknown due to trail
proximity to existing
building and steep
slopes

e Implementation of
trail revisited in 10 Year
Capital Budget Forecast

Appendix 13 - Cost Estimation Comparison:
The costs associated with all three options have been provided by the consultant.
These are only estimates and upon further investigation and development of the
trail, geotechnical studies may alter costs associated with backfill and retaining wall

footings.

As noted in the comparison chart, the item that most drastically changes the total
cost of the project is related to the magnitude and cost of retaining walls from
George Street to Mac Avenue.

Appendix 14 - Yard Cross Sections:
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The Yard Cross Sections indicate the relationship between the trail and adjacent
homes in the area of Earl Street (Segment C). Though the yards become shallower
the further north you travel along the rail, there is always a considerable distance
between the proposed trail and private homes. The Cross Sections also show the
relationship of trail grade to private fence height. There is a pinch point just south
of Earl Street where the horizontal distance between the trail retaining wall and the
existing private fence is 0.5 metres, but it is staff’s opinion that the existing cedar
hedge within the yard will mitigate any privacy issues.

Staff Recommendation:

Staff recommends that Option One for Segment C and D as the preferred trail
alignment. This option was presented at the Open House and on the City of Guelph
website. Staff believe this option is the least invasive to the surrounding lands,
provides the safest, most accessible route along the rail corridor and is the most
financially viable. Staff also believe that the concerns by the surrounding residents,
relating to the proximity of the trail to their backyards can be resolved by means of
tree and shrub planting on City and/or private property.

Staff also recommend that Council give direction for the appropriate staff to enter
into agreements regarding Conditions of Use and Maintenance for the proposed
trail, with GJR and the City, to the satisfaction of the City solicitor, before
construction of the trail begins.

Available Finances:
In the 2007 Parks Planning Capital Budget, Council approved $75,000.00 towards
the TCT project.

In late 2007, staff produced a rough cost estimate of the trail to be $400,000.00.
This amount was approved in the 2008 Parks Planning Capital Budget. To date, the
budget total for the TCT project is $475,000.00.

Trail Alignment Option #1 has been estimated at $679, 851.00
Trail Alignment Option #2 has been estimated at $1,085,567.00
Trail Alignment Option #3 has been estimated at $1,558,753.00

To meet the cost requirements of Trail Alignment Option 1, staff are investigating
alternative means of government and private funding. To date, the Trans Canada
Trail Foundation has committed to pay $60,000.00 towards the trails construction
cost. Staff have also spoken with another potential donor, but no commitment of
funding has been reached at the time this report was submitted to Council.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN
Goal 2: A Healthy and Safe Community where life can be lived to the fullest.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

$475,000.00 - Funding to come from Capital Account RP0008 (90% Development
Charges, 10% Taxes).

$60,000.00(est.) - Alternative Funding to come from the Trans Canada Trail
Foundation Trail Building Fund (Confirmation Jan.28, 2009)
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To date, Purchase Orders totaling $65,000.00 have been approved for consulting
fees (Safety Audits, Design and Public Consultation).

It is the opinion of staff and the consultant that phasing the construction of the trail
is not an option because all work must be completed in one phase to ensure a safe
route over GJR lands. Therefore the approved trail alignment will begin
construction:

1. As soon as possible in 2009 with the support of alternative funding sources.

2. If these alternative money sources prove unavailable then the project could be
deferred until additional funding is supported by Council in the 10 year Parks
Planning Capital Budget Forecast.

Operations has estimated an annual budget of $80,000.00 for the maintenance of
this trail (i.e. winter control, inspections, horticultural practices, garbage collection,
etc.).

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION
Operations, Engineering, Guelph Junction Railway (GJR), Realty Services, Traffic
Services, Planning, Building.

COMMUNICATIONS
NA

ATTACHMENTS

Appendix 1 - Registered Trans Canada Trail Alignment Plan (Registered with the
TCT Foundation)

Appendix 2 - Trans Canada Trail Marker

Appendix 3 - Report 08-15 ‘Proposed Options for Eramosa Bridge/Trail
Rehabilitation’

Appendix 4 - Council Resolution

Appendix 5 - Survey and Open House Panels

Appendix 6 - Survey Results Sheet

Appendix 7 - Overall Trail Alignment Plan (Proposed and Existing Trails)

Appendix 8 - Trail Segment A

Appendix 9 - Trail Segment B

Appendix 10 - Trail Segment C and Segment D - Option 1

Appendix 11 - Trail Segment C and Segment D - Option 2

Appendix 12 - Trail Segment C and Segment D - Option 3

Appendix 13 - Cost Estimation Comparison Chart

Appendix 14 - Yard Cross Sections

A Hard Copy Set Of All Trail Plans Will Be Made Available At A Larger Scale Upon
Request.
Digital Copies Will Also Be Made Available (PDF Format).
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Prepared By: Recommended By:

Rory Barr Templeton Scott Hannah

Parks Planner Manager of Development and Parks
519 822 1260 x2436 Planning

rory.templeton@guleph.ca 519 822 1260 x2359

scott.hannah@guelph.ca

Recommended By:

James N. Riddell

Director of Community Design and
Development Services

519 822 1260 x2361
jim.riddell@guelph.ca
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Appendix

Report: 08-15

COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

TO: Community Development and Environmental Services
DATE: February 8, 2008

SUBJECT: PROPOSED OPTIONS FOR ERAMOSA BRIDGE/ TRAIL
REHABILITATION

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 08-15, dated
February 8, 2008, be received,;

AND THAT the Eramosa Road bridge rehabilitation including the replacement of
the existing bridge deck, proceed in 2008 subject to approval of the project as
identified in the Capital budget;

AND THAT staff be directed to implement Option #2 regarding the trail
connection across Eramosa Road in conjunction with the bridge rehabilitation
project.

BACKGROUND:

At the September 7, 2007 CDES meeting, the Committee passed a resolution as
follows: “THAT staff assess the option of restructuring the pedestrian access of
the walking trail in conjunction with this construction project and report back.”

REPORT:

Parks Planning and Engineering have met to discuss options for a pedestrian
access across Eramosa Road. The implications of the options are listed below
(refer to Appendix 1 - BRIDGE/TRAIL OPTIONS for a comparison matrix).

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 1 of 4
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Option #1 — A 1.5 metre wide cantilevered or suspended catwalk under the
bridge with 50 metre long, 2.4 metre wide ramps to the west and east of the
bridge that meet Facility Accessibility Design Manual and Building Code
requirements (maximum 5% slope, maximum 9 metre runs with 1.5 metre
landings). Also included will be lighting, retaining walls, railings, tree removal and
re-plantation, as well as slope and river restoration. The City’s consultant,
Gamsby and Mannerow have prepared a preliminary cost estimate of
approximately $400,000.00 to implement this option.

Implications:

1. Impact to existing vegetation — Extensive, if not all, trees and understorey
planting on the banks of the river 50 metres to the west and east of the bridge will
have to be removed so that engineered ramps can be integrated into the existing
riverbanks by means of retaining walls and slope stabilization practices.
Opportunity for replanting will be limited due to the limited space and revised
slope not only creating environmental impacts, but visual impacts too (see
below).

2. Visual impact — Extensive, if not all, trees will be removed along the south side
of the river resulting in views of residences on the north side looking south at the
rear of the large concrete apartment building at 27 Cardigan Street. Opportunity
for replanting will be limited due to the limited space and revised slope.

3. Permitting — GRCA, Fisheries and the Coast Guard will require studies and
reports that detail environmental impacts, outline compensation requirements,
etc., before approving such a project within their jurisdiction and may ultimately
not allow such a project to proceed due to potential negative results of reports.
4. Cost — $400,000.00 is a considerable amount of money for any construction
project that may not be used as intended due to safety issues (see below).

5. Safety and Use — Even with an abundance of lighting and security cameras
individuals may not feel safe using the ramp and catwalk at night and may
attempt to cross Eramosa Road at-grade on the rails without the use of a proper
signalized crossing or directional signage.

6. Maintenance — The ramps will need to be cleared by hand in the winter due to
their narrow width and incompatibility with existing snow clearing equipment.

Option #2 — A 2.4 metre wide asphalt trail that meets Eramosa Road at-grade
with a signalized pedestrian cross walk that would parallel the rail crossing. The
City has retained MRC Consulting to produce a Risk and Safety Audit for the
section of proposed trail from Eramosa Road north to Speedvale Avenue as part
of the Trans Canada Trail Project, including a review and recommendation of a
signalized pedestrian crosswalk at Eramosa Road. The city has estimated a cost
of $40,000.00 to implement this option.

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 2 of 4



Implications:

1. Approvals -The City’s Traffic Services would need to review and approve MRC
Consultant’s recommendation for a signalized crossing. Traffic Services may not
approve this crossing due to conflicts with existing traffic movements at the
intersection or along Eramosa Road.

Option #3 — A 2.4 metre wide asphalt trail that meets Eramosa Road at-grade
with signage directing trail users to cross at the existing signalized Woolwich and
Eramosa Road intersection, 50 metres south. The city has estimated a cost of
$500.00 to implement this option.

Implications:

1. Safety - Trail users may risk crossing Eramosa Road where the trail intersects
it without the use of a proper signalized crossing.

2. Inconvenience — Trail users may be frustrated and annoyed to be redirected
100 metres off the trail to cross a four lane road.

Staff’'s recommendation at this time is Option #2. With the Report by MRC
Consulting scheduled for completion this spring and further design development
of the Trans Canada Trail west of Eramosa Road to continue this summer by the
City’s consultant MMM Group with intentions to implement some sections later in
the fall of 2008, keeping the trail accessible, user friendly, safe, and clear all year
round, staff feel the option of building a trail connection under the Eramosa
bridge has environmental, safety, cost and maintenance concerns with little
overall contribution to the City’s Trail Master Plan.

The timing for the proposed bridge deck replacement is very tight due to the
small construction window (June and July) and the inclusion of any trail
enhancements in the bridge rehabilitation project would delay the replacement
until summer of 2009.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
1. An attractive, well-functioning and sustainable city
DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION/ CONCURRENCE:

Parks Planning and GJR were consulted regarding the pedestrian trail
connection across Eramosa Road.

COMMUNICATIONS:

N/A

A Great Place to-Call Home
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
Based on the above staff recommendations :

1. As part of the Bridge Rehabilitation Project :
No additional funding is required in any of the Options outlined above.

2. As part of the Future Trans Canada Trail Project :
Option #1 will require an estimated $400,000.00
Option #2 will require an estimated $ 40,000.00
Option #3 will require an estimated $ 500.00

Prepared By: Endorsed By:

Andrew Janes, P. Eng. Richard Henry, P. Eng.
Project Engineer City Engineer

x2338 x2248
andrew.janes@guleph.ca richard.henry@guelph.ca
Recommended By: Recommended By:

Jim Riddell Scott Hannah

Director of Community Design Manager of Development and
and Development Services Parks Planning

x2361 x2359
jim.riddell@guelph.ca scott.hannah@guelph.ca

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 4 of 4
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Mr. J. Riddell

Carried

Appendix

Proposed Options for Eramosa Bridge/Trail
Rehabilitation

8. Moved by Councillor Burcher

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the Community Design and Development
Services report 08-15, dated February 8, 2008 and
entitled “Proposed Trail Connection Under the
Eramosa Road Bridge” be received;

AND THAT the Eramosa Road bridge rehabilitation
including the replacement of the existing bridge
deck, proceed in 2008 subject to approval of the
project as identified in the Capital budget;

AND THAT staff be directed to implement Option
#2 of Report 08-15 regarding the trail connection
across Eramosa Road in conjunction with the bridge
rehabilitation project.

VOTING IN FAVOUR: Councillors Beard, Bell,
Billings, Burcher, Farrelly, Findlay, Hofland,
Laidlaw, Piper, Salisbury, Wettstein and Mayor
Farbridge (12)

VOTING AGAINST: (0)
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OVERALL TRAIL ALIGNMENT

Guelph Trans Canada Trail
PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Making a Difference
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3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN WINTER)

~ TRAILCENTRELINEFOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

SOUTH EAST FACING VIEW — —— ' PROPOSED CHAIN LINKFENCING

TRAIL SECTION B

TRAIL SECTION A

— — - PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL STEEL
SAFETY BARRIER FENCING

—_— PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE (DOUBLE
AND SINGLE)

. -
— "
v TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
L LABELS
BHS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINORTRAIL
HEAD SIGNAGE INDICATING WITH
MAPS, SAFETY RULES, AND
OTHER INFORMATION.

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE TRAIL
SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING TRAIL
SIGNIFICANCE, PARTNERS, ETC.

TRAIL IN SECTION VIEW - 1 =
: . A

V/ PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL TRAIL
DS

'SAFETY GUIDELINES,

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING
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30m
= _. BAFETY __ RALWAY _ %
ASPHALT TRAIL BUFFER TRACHS EXISTING VEGETATON
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Making a Difference LEGEND KEY
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EXISTING RAIL LINE

'30m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN WINTER)

TRAIL SECT

TRAIL SECT

~ TRALCENTRELINEFOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

— — - PROPOSED CHAIN LINKFENONG

— — - PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL STEEL
SAFETY BARRIER FENCING

—_— PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

o  PROPOSEDTRAIL GATE (DOUBLE
ANDSINGLE)

—
—
v ‘TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
i LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINORTRAIL

OTHER INFORMATION.

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE TRAIL
S SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING TRAIL
SIGNIFICANCE, PARTNERS, ETC,

V/ PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL TRAIL

DS SIGNAGE INDICATING CROSSINGS,
ROUTE OPTIONS, AND RAIL
SAFETY GUIDELINES.

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

| TRAIL SECTION A
| TRAIL SECTION B

o PROPOSED WASTE RECEFTACLE

SOUTH EAST FACING VIEW

SOUTH EAST FACING VIEW NORTH WEST FACING VIEW

AW u m_ —U j |_|—. ans Om.s m.Q a |_|_‘ m._ _ TRAIL SEGMENT B: EARL STREET TO GEORGE STREET

OCTOBER 2008 ™, PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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l 3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH,
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN WINTER)

~ TRALCENTRELINEFOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

TRAIL SECTIONC

— ——  PROPOSED CHAIN LINKFENCING

— — - PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL STEEL
'SAFETY BARRIER FENQING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE (DOUBLE
AND SINGLE)

‘TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
] LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR TRAIL
HEAD SIGNAGE INDICATING WITH
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i3 V/ PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE TRAIL
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V/ PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL TRAIL

DS 'SIGNAGE INDICATING CROSSINGS,
ROUTE OPTIONS, AND RAIL
‘SAFETY GUIDELINES.

SAFETY BARRIER

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

o PROPOSED WASTE RECEPTACLE

RAILWAY SAFETY 3.0m ASPHALT REMEDIATION
NORTH WEST FACING VIEW = EXISTING VEGETATION -~ ‘ypacks = BUFFER ~ "rRAIL LN PLANTING i

Gu m_ —U j Trans Can m.Q aTr m._ _ TRAIL SEGMENT C: GEORGE STREET TO MARCON STREET

OCTOBER 2008 _ PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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PROPOSED TRAIL SIGNAGE

BELOW SIGNAGE WILL BE POSTED ALONG THE TRAIL ROUTE IN ORDER
TO PROMOTE SAFE TRAIL USE AND DIRECT USERS THROUGH THE
SYSTEM. REFER TO GUELPH TRAIL MASTER PLAN FIG. 5-23 FOR FURTHER
DETAILS.

FAL

NTERPRETIVG
ACERRARY ITEXT FFY i i

®

I 'l
0
=40

E
3
I

MINOR TRAILHEAD INTERPRETIVE SIGN DIRECTION SIGN TRAIL MARKERS
TOBE LOCATED AT SPEEDVALE TO BE LOCATED IN SPECIFIED TOBE LOCATED AT ALL LOCATED AT 500M
AVE AND ERAMOSA ROAD. LOCATIONS ALONG THE TRAIL. PEDESTRIAN CROSSING AND INTERVALS ALONG
INDICATES TRAIL RULES, USES FEATURES MAPS, RAIL INTERSECTIONS. TRAIL ROUTE
PERMITTED, MAPS, AND TRAIL INFORMATION (HISTORICAL), AND IDENTIFIES SAFETY RULES,
SIGNIFICANCES. OTHER TRAIL SIGNIFICANCES. TRAIL ROUTE, AND OTHER

CONNECTIONS.

PROPOSED SEATING & WASTE RECEPTACLES

SEATING AND WASTE RECEPTACLES
AS SHOWN WILL BE DISTRIBUTED
ALONG THE TRAIL ROUTE.

SIMILAR UNITS ARE CURRENTLY
BEING USED IN NEWLY DESIGN
AREAS IN GUELPH SUCH AS ON
GORDON STREET BY THE FARMERS
MARKET AND THE QUEBEC STREET
PLAZA.

_p____k,___h_h_ﬁ_% i I i

____h____n_.

MAGLEN - POWDER COATED STEEL,
BLACK.

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

OCTOBER 2008

FAN\N

PROPOSED SAFETY BARRIER FENCE ggg n:o:v

FENCING WILL BE INSTALLED ALONG TRAIL TO PROVIDE A BARRIER BETWEEN
USERS AND THE RAILWAY TRACKS.

A GALVANIZED STEEL DESIGN WITH TWO
HORIZONTAL BARS IS PROPOSED TO
COMBINED AESTHETIC APPEAL AND
DISCOURAGE USER FROM ENTERING THE
RAIL BED.

PROPOSED TYPICAL TRAIL ENTRY GATE

A SINGLE OR DOUBLE SWING GATE WILL BE
INSTALLED AT ROAD AND RAIL CROSSING

LOCATIONS IN ORDER TO ENCOURAGE USERS TO
SLOW DOWN AND CROSS SAFELY.

SIGNAGE & IMAGES OF TRAIL FEATURES

PROPOSED TRAIL AMENITIES
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Appendi;

\{\ EXAMPLES OF PAVED TRAIL SYSTEMS
MMM GROUP

Makltg & Dlfference

Gue _Uj FAN\N

SAMPLES OF RAILS WITH TRAILS IN NORTH AMERICA

RAILS WITHOUT TRAILS - SAFE & COMFORTABLE PASSAGE NEEDED

IMAGES OF SIMILAR TRAIL FEATURES

Guelph Trans Canada Trail
VISUAL AESTHETIC GOALS

OCTOBER 2008
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Appendix

Guelph Trans Canada Trail Guelph
/w

Eramosa Road to Speedvale Avenue Makinga iference

Help make this trail an enjoyable part of our community.
Please take a moment to give us your comments. We want to hear your suggestions and address the
issues that are important to you and your neighbourhood.

1. How would you and your family most likely use the trail? (Check all that apply).

O Walking O Snowshoeing and/or cross-country skiing
O Running O Dog Walking

O Wheelchair/Scooter user O Cycling (non-motorized)

O Other (please specify) O In-line Skating or Skateboarding

2. How often and why would you and your family use the trail? (Check all that apply).

O Daily 0 Exercise
O A few days a week O Pleasure and relaxation
O A few days a month O Transportation (commuting to work or school,
errands, visiting etc.)
O Other (please specify) O Not applicable (I would not use the trail)
3. Where would you typically enter and exit the proposed trail? (Describe street location, park, or

trail connection)

4. Currently the plan is to maintain the trail for year round use. Would you and your family use the
trail during the winter?
O Yes (how often?) O No

5. The proposed trail surface is asphalt paving. Do you agree? (Please comment)

6. Do you agree with the proposed trail route alignment including crossings, connections to side

streets, and the side of the rail line selected for the trail? (If not, please provide location sketches
where appropriate, or add your comments directly on the mapping comment panels).

Trans Canada Trail Design Public Open House October 23, 2008 Page 1 of 2
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Guelph Trans Canada Trail Guelph
/w

Making a Difference

Eramosa Road to Speedvale Avenue

7. Do you know of any other existing or potential trail connections/entry points along the proposed
route that should be considered? (If so, please provide location sketches or add your comments
directly on the mapping comment panels)

8. Are there any features or conditions that the design should address, i.e. points of interest,
barriers, obstacles, views to be enhanced or screened? (Please describe them)

10. Do you have any other comments?

Please send your completed comment sheet to Rory Templeton by Thursday October 31, 2008

Rory Barr Templeton, B.L.A., Parks Planner Amanda Gebhardt, B.L.A.
Development and Parks Planning Landscape Designer

Community Design and Development Services MMM Group Ltd.

City of Guelph 2410 Meadowpine Blvd., Unit 106
2 Wyndham ST N Guelph N1H 4E3 Mississauga L5N 6S2

T 519-822-1260 x 2436 T 905-826-4770 x 226

E rory.templeton@guelph.ca E gebhardta@mmm.ca

If you would like to receive updates on this project please provide your contact information.

Name

Address and Postal Code

Phone/email (optional)

Collection Notice

Personal Information requested on this form is collected under the authority of the City of Guelph and will be used to assist
staff in making decisions regarding this project. All names, addresses and comments will be included in material made
available to the general public. Questions regarding this collection should be forwarded to the staff member indicated above.

Trans Canada Trail Design Public Open House October 23, 2008 Page 2 of 2



Appendix 6

TRANS CANADA TRAIL SURVEY/ ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
RESULTS

# Question Total Respondents

1 Expected Use of Trail:
Walking 14
Running 3
Wheelchair/Scooter user
Snowshoeing, Skiing, etc. 2
Dog Walking 5
Cycling 11
In-line Skating Or Skateboarding
Other (Please Specify)

2 Frequency And Why Use Trail:

Daily

A Few Days A Week

A Few Days A Month

Exercise

Pleasure And Relaxation

Transportation (commuting/work/errands, etc.)
Not Applicable (I would not use the trail)

Other (Please Specify)

W[N]

3 Entry & Exit Points
Speedvale Avenue
Mac Avenue

Earl Street

Marcon Street
Emma Street
London Road
Eramosa Road

GNP IN|OT

4 Use During Winter - Frequency:
Daily

A Few Days A Week

A Few Days A Month 2
Exercise

Pleasure And Relaxation

Transportation (commuting/work/errands, etc.)
Not Applicable (I would not use the trail)
Other (Please Specify)

No 2

)]

»

5 Asphalt Proposed Surfacing, Preferences:
Agree With Choice Of Asphalt

Crushed Gravel

Concrete

Rubberized Surfacing With Heating Coils

[l Rl K421 K2

6 Do You Agree With The Proposed Trail Alignment
No (Stay On River Side) 7
Yes 10
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TRANS CANADA TRAIL SURVEY/ ADDITIONAL COMMENTS
RESULTS

7 Any Existing Or Proposed Additional Trail Connections:
Foot Bridge At Emma Street 2
Future Underpass At Speedvale Avenue

8 Any Feature Or Conditions Requiring Attention:

No Trail Lighting

River View Points On East Side Of Rail Tracks

How Will The Dumping Of Yard Waste Be Controlled?
Would Prefer Trail To Be River Side Only For Privacy
Would Like A Plan City/Railway Being Mindful Of Termite Zone
Preparation For Advent Of Light-Rail

Safety Fence Should Be 'Unclimbable’ 1.5m In Height

View Points To River Speed Needed

Precautions Against Vandalism

Do Not Want Rail Crossings

Keep Planted Buffer Zone Between Rail and Houses
Winter Maintenance Is Pointless

Eramosa Road Underpass

Make Gates Wide Enough For Double Buggys and Strollers
1.5m Trail Width Is Too Narrow In Some Places

Use a Prefabricated Concrete Retaining Wall System

o e e N G G S NI N R R R I DN

9 Comments
Great Presentation Thanks
Good So Far But With Lighting Would Be Fantastic

I Am Absolutely thrilled that are finally connecting the south end
river trails to the north end trails - very necessary the long awaited
Please no waste collection containers along the trail because their
purpose is most always mis-used

Concerns about a 'gully' forming between trail and private fencing
that will collect garbage. Also concerns people/dogs jumping over
fence into yards

Please provide alternative alignments

Privacy concerns with trail against residential yards
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T SEGMENT D SEGMENT C
EEE%_:
—

TRAIL SECTION OPTIONS - 1, 2, 3| |

_ I Iy e SPEED RIVER

% s S ey i R
| | .

WOOLWICH ST. WOOLWICH ST.

e
1 [ Il [ iSsEEs <

I —
SEGMENTRA

o

SEGMENT B

|

| Sl

DUFFERIN ST.

LL AVE
LONDON RD

E ST

ST
TIFEANY ST. E

CLARKE ST. E
POWE]

— .:.’S‘% SPEEDVALE AVE. E

AL

LEGEND KEY

EXISTING TRAIL
tmmmmmm===s PROPOSED TRAIL

—
W
N

EXISTING RAIL LINE

Guelph Trans Canada Trail OVERALL TRAIL ALIGNMENT

FEBUARY 2009 N PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Append

~Guelph _ AN\

MMM GROUP

AV\Omz%m:zm OF TRACKS LEGEND KEY

[ GUARD RAIL

Makimg a Difference

|, CONCRETE FHHFHHH  EXISTING RAIL LINE
RETAINING WALL

321.00 - ~ PROPERTY LINE
320.50
320.00
319.50

_RAILWAY |, o 1.5m | ASPHALT
TRACKS : TRAIL

EXISTING VEGETATION —f-———| R’

CROSS SECTION 13 PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

321.00
320.50
320.00
319.50

CONCRETE
\mm._ﬁ_z_z@ WALL

EXISTING VEGETATION

| _RAILWAY _|

TRACKS 2.0 ASPHALT TRAIL (~—

[~—EXISTING VEGETATION

CROSS SECTION 12

LOOKING TOWARDS NORWICH STREET

1 3.0mASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

~T 77777~ TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

LOOKING TOWARDS NORWICH STREET |

: spEED RIVER B . ‘ \\\\H\ / O/MW“

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

NORWICH STREET

$|T
o
[ ]
amnuasnEnEa TR ; “ = ’/ ‘-' 5 TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
——t = S S T s ./% Y ‘,l\\/ o o LABELS
WY s Q
‘Q\x' V/ PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
HS|
INDICATING WITH MAPS,

TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.
APARTMENT BUILDING
EV/ PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,

PARTNERS, ETC.

PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL

Ey TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
GUIDELINES.

_—

CARDIGAN STREET T h == PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

- o PROPOSED WASTE

RECEPTACLE
T IB

0 5 10 15 20
SCALE 1:250 (m)

O u m_ ﬁ j |_|—.m_J S O@.: QQ a |_|q.m_ _ TRAIL SEGMENT A: ERAMOSA ROAD TO NORCHICH STREET

FEBRUARY 2009 | PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT



rtemplet
Typewritten Text
Appendix 
   8


Appendix

LOOKING TOWARDS GEORGE STREET

CROUSS SECITION 7

[~
-

@\\Omzﬁm:zm OF TRACKS

oL Jo _‘OC>—»U RAIL
32750 Lo =1
32700
326550 _§
326,00 SLL LT
325.5 \* 7¥ 7! - L
325.0( RAILWAY
1.8—I— ASPHALT —| 55
TRACKS SPHAL
R

LOOKING TOWARDS JOHN STREET

XISTING BUILL

LOOKING TOWARDS TIFFANY STREET

GEORGE STREET
I

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

FEBRUARY 2009

T

|
|
|
|

PIPE STREET

CROSS SECTION 9
hﬁ\\om_imm:zm OF TRACKS

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

LEGEND KEY

326.00
325.50
325.00

4
324.50
324.00 Q@mﬁ#
sz F \7 v 71H m\_! ASHRLT ]
323, QJ TRACKS Sl
3 [

A EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE

EXISTING VEGETATION

PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

\\\\\\\\ TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
LOOKING TOWARDS MARCON STREET ENEINE

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.

V/ PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
PARTNERS, ETC.

PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL
TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY

MARCON STREET

|
|

GUIDELINES.
PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

o vaBmmcE»wam
g RECEPTACLE

SCALE 1:300(m)

TRAIL SEGMENT B: MARCON STREET TO GEORGE STREET

PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix
10

CROSS SECTION 5 qx e N OF RAILWAY

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
| 120 METRES IN HEIGHT
EXISTING VEGETATION A

MMM GROUP

RETAINING
329.50 WALL - 32950
329,00
328,50
328.00
327.50
327.00
326,50
326.00
325.50
325.00

CROSS SECTION 4 @/~ CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY

TRACKS

8RR
IBE
888

LEGEND KEY

32950
329.00
328.50 324.50
328,00 i 324.00

i X

32750 N ~ : 32350
327.00 £ 323.00
326,50 | ranway .

326.00 TRACKS 18 -

RAILWAY
TRACKS

18—
EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE

EXISTING VEGETATION

PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

T TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
b STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

—9—%—— PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

—>—>—— PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING
—_— PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

7 T

EARL STREET
GEORGE STREET

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

o
CLARENCE STREET,

‘o 5 10 20 @ TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE

e ——] LABELS
ALE 1:300(m)

Ao
! W PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
=S|

N

TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER

CROSS SECTION 5A et INFORMATION.

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING XISTING PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT BUILDING CROUSS SECTION b TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
o~ G /— CENTRELINE OF TRACKS TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
) Y % PARTNERS, ETC.
i . b7
o Jo EXISTING BUILDING SAFETY BARRIER FENCING PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL
32050 S 329.50 (ARMTEC SITE) 12 TRES kT, TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
329.00 329.00 i W CROSSINGS, ROUTE
32850 328.50 32050 OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
www mw .— I www.mm 329.00 GUIDELINES.
R | 0 - 328.50
327,00 T gg 327.00 326.00 4 PROPOSED BENCH SEATING
326.50 326,50 oy N | 5 ==7"r 1 B A S BN (0 (. N S
326.00 RAILWAY 30m 326.00 327.00 =, \
325.50 TRACKs——LE—T=ASEHALT 43 325.50 326,50 o PROPOSED WASTE
325.00 325.00 326,00 RECEPTACLE
324.50 7 324.50 325.50 RAILWAY
324.00 324.00 325.00 7 TRACKS .
” 55 1.8 T TRAIL 3

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

FEBRUARY 2009 N PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix

10

CROSS SECTION 1

LOOKING TOWARDS SPEEDVALE AVE.

SPEEDVALE AVENUE

SAFETY BARRIER

CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY

@
\ TRACKS

PranmaN

ETRES IN
HEIGHT

) %&, 120M

U

o
[

o]

]

TRACKS

33300
“ONREERY | ss2s0
332.00
33150
331.00
330.50
33000
32050
329.00
328.50

ALEXANDRA STREET

LOOKING TOWARDS MAC AVE.

ANN STREET

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

FEBRUARY 2009

328.00
—— 327.50
327.00

CROSS SECTION 2

“®
CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY
TRACKS

P [— SAFETY
I

BARRIER
-] FENCING
oC T Je 1.20
METRES IN
o= HEIGHT

<2

|_RAILWAY
TRACKS.

TRAIL 7

MAC AVENUE

R »

CROSS SECTION 3

32050
329,00
328.50

| RAILWAY
326,50 i TRACKS

326.00

TS

18—

CENTRELINE
OF RAILWAY
TRACKS

= 11
30m =~
[—ASPHALT —| =
TRAIL

77» 9—| oumlLIu.mH_

30m
-—ASPHALT

BOARD

N Q/ | Fence |/
il 32700

ARSRNG 326.50

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

LEGEND KEY

A EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE

EXISTING VEGETATION

PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
PARTNERS, ETC.

S V/ PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL

TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
GUIDELINES.

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

o PROPOSED WASTE
RECEPTACLE

OPTION #1 -TRAIL SEGMENT D: MAC AVENUE TO SPEEDVALE AVENUE
PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix
11

Making 3 iflemce
CROSS SECTION 4

CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY
TRACKS

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT

RETAINING =
32950 WALL
320,00 CHAIN
3850 _ LINK
32800 FENCE §
32750 1 -
327.00 5 TR
326.50 i _Fom __| RAILWAY |__
326.00 [ ASPHALT —| TRACKS
7 TRAL |y \oi .
~—26——F081 .

CROSS SECTION 5

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT

ﬁnmzaxm:zmonng»(
,\ TRACKS

RETAINING
32950 WALL 329.50
329.00  CHAIN LINK 329.00
3: FENCE § 328,50
3 328.00
3 - e ,§ 32750
3 == 327.00
3 LT 326,50
3 som RAILWAY 32600
3 [——ASPHALT —| TRACKS 32550
325.00
w TRAL | mL i o1
11 ~——r0.81 I
3 T
3
3
[3 [3 [3

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

A EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE
EXISTING VEGETATION
PROPOSED DECIDUOUS

TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

EARL STREET

_ .

, /~CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY
V\ TRACKS

' SAFETY BARRIER FENCING

CROSS SECTION 5A

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

FEBRUARY 2009

CROSS SECTION 6

XISTING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT BUILDING
32950 32950
32000 Sraso
32850 oo
328.00 s
327.50 32750
327.00 327.00
32650 32650
326,00 RAILWAY s
325,50 TRACKS frod
325.00 325.00
32450 T S0
324.00 f s
|
|

329,50
329,00
32850
328,00
327.50
327.00
326,50
326,00
325.50
325.00

I
CLARENCE STREET,

NGa=d

]

\\omzaxm:zm OF TRACKS w

,/ SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT,
] = AR

e

EXISTING BUILDING
(ARMTEC SITE)

0y

o

RAILWAY
TRACKS 30m
-1 TTRAIL

ASPHALT TRAIL

55

OPTION #2 - TRAIL SEGMENT C:

0 5 10 20
=" =
SCALE 1:300(m

GEORGE STREET

)

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
ES) TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING

TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,

PARTNERS, ETC.

PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL
TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
GUIDELINES.

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

o PROPOSED WASTE
RECEPTACLE

GEORGE STREET TO EARL STREET

PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT



rtemplet
Typewritten Text
Appendix
   11


Appendix
11

Guélph

Makirg a [ifles

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

LEGEND KEY

|

CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY

CROSS SECTION 2 TRACKS

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
120 METRES IN HEIGHT el Je
(o]
RETAINING
32950 WALL AM

EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE

EXISTING VEGETATION

32750 18 il -
32700 V) — LOOKING TOWARDS MAC AVE. LOOKING TOWARDS EARL STREET
326.50 AL | 7 7 a5

Fo.79
PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE

AND SHRUB PLANTING.

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

MAC AVENUE

0 5 10 20 PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
‘ (DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

SCALE 1:300(m)

|
|
|

TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE

LOOKING TOWARDS SPEEDVALE AVE.
LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.

ANN STREET

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
PARTNERS, ETC.

CROSS SECTION 3 CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY

TRACKS
SAFETY BARRIER FENCING e N
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT
e e

@gﬁ,

PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL
TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
GUIDELINES.

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

SPEEDVALE AVENUE

PROPOSED WASTE
RECEPTACLE

ALEXANDRA STREET

8 Yy,

]
[~ ASPHALT —|-—1.9 TRACKS

TRAIL |
—losl—

O u m_ —U j |_|_\m.3 S Omj m.ﬁ_ a |_|_..m_ _ OPTION #2 - TRAIL SEGMENT D: MAC AVENUE TO SPEEDVALE AVENUE

FEBRUARY 2009 ) PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix
12

Guelph

-,

Makoga [l et

CROSS SECTION 4

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT

RETAINING
32950 WALL
320,00 CHAIN

32850 _ LINK

32800 FENCE

32750

327.00

326.50 52
326.00

CROSS SECTION 5A

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT

329,50
329,00
328.50
328.00
327.50

G~ CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY
|/ TRACKS

327.00
326,50
326.00
325.50
325,00
32450
324.00

18—

RAILWAY
TRACKS

CROSS SECTION 5

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT

RETAINING

329.50 WAL
32900  CHAIN LINK
328,50 FENCE
328,00
327.50

CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY
TRACKS

—
I -

ot Jo

327.00 =z

/§

32650 =

326.00 30m
32550 [—ASPHALT —|
325.00 TRAIL
32450 l—F

324.00 RS o8

32350 7

323.00

RAILWAY
TRACKS

= —

61———|

~

329.50
329,00
328.50
328.00
327.50
327.00
326.50
326.00
325.50
325.00

LENIKELINE UF KAILWAT
TRACKS

RAILWAY
TRACKS

EXISTING BUILDI

Guelph Trans Canada Trail

FEBRUARY 2009

CRUSS SECITIUN b

XISTING BUILDING
(ARMTEC SITE)

329.50
329,00
328,50
328,00
327.50
327.00
326,50
326.00
325.50

32500 TRAIL

°

7».7; RAILWAY

TRACKS.

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

A EXISTING RAIL LINE

PROPERTY LINE
EXISTING VEGETATION
PROPOSED DECIDUOUS

TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.

SCALE 1: 300(m)

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE
(DOUBLE AND SINGLE)

TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
LABELS

PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR

ES) TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER
INFORMATION.

PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING
TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
PARTNERS, ETC.

PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL
TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
GUIDELINES.

PROPOSED BENCH SEATING

o PROPOSED WASTE
RECEPTACLE

OPTION #3 - TRAIL SEGMENT C: GEORGE STREET TO EARL STREET
PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix
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Guélph

Makirg a [ifles

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

|

CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY

CROSS SECTION 2 TRACKS

SAFETY BARRIER FENCING S o
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT ==

HHHHE EXISTING RAIL LINE

RETAINING

WALL

\\\\\ - PROPERTY LINE

2 EXISTING VEGETATION
LOOKING TOWARDS EARL STREET o @w
- - - - PROPOSED DECIDUOUS
TREE
AND SHRUB PLANTING.
|

3.0m ASPHALT TRAIL PATH.
(TO BE MAINTAINED IN
WINTER)

329.50
329.00
328.50
328.00

LOOKING TOWARDS MAC AVE.

wwwwwwww TRAIL CENTRE LINE FOR
STANDARD 3.0m WIDTH

PROPOSED CHAIN LINK
FENCING

PROPOSED DOUBLE RAIL
STEEL SAFETY BARRIER
FENCING

PROPOSED RETAINING WALL

MAC AVENUE

PROPOSED TRAIL GATE

¢|T
B
‘ ’ (DOUBLE AND SINGLE)
TRAIL SECTION REFERENCE
LABELS
| =
HS|

—
w
w
4
| =
1)
z PROPOSED TRAIL MINOR
E 0 5 10 20 TRAIL HEAD SIGNAGE
=" = INDICATING WITH MAPS,
SCALE 1: 300(m) SAFETY RULES, AND OTHER

INFORMATION.

V/ PROPOSED INTERPRETIVE
TRAIL SIGNAGE IDENTIFYING

CROSS SECTION 3 CENTRELINE OF RAILWAY TRAIL SIGNIFICANCE,
TRACKS PARTNERS, ETC.
B SAFETY BARRIER FENCING
1.20 METRES IN HEIGHT PROPOSED DIRECTIONAL

TRAIL SIGNAGE INDICATING
CROSSINGS, ROUTE
OPTIONS, AND RAIL SAFETY
RETAINING

SPEEDVALE AVENUE

GUIDELINES.
WALL —
- == PROPOSED BENCH SEATING
mmm”nc
PROPOSED WASTE
7 327.50 o RECEPTACLE

RAILWAY
TRACKS.

ALEXANDRA STREET
88y
BB
g88

OC m_ —U j |_|_\m.3 S Omj m.ﬁ_ a |_|_..m_ _ OPTION #3 - TRAIL SEGMENT D: MAC AVENUE TO SPEEDVALE AVENUE

FEBRUARY 2009 ) PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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Appendix

ITEM OPTION #1 OPTION #2 OPTION #3

Mobilization, Site Preparation, and $ 95,000.00 $ 95,000.00 $ 95,000.00
Demolition

ROUGH GRADING $ 24,375.00 $ 24,375.00 $ 24,375.00
DECIDUOUS TREES $ 43,000.00 $ 43,000.00 $ 43,000.00
SOIL AND SOD $ 12,000.00 $ 12,000.00 $ 12,000.00
SURFACING $ 180,066.00 $ 180,482.00 $ 185,468.00
STRUCTURES AND FURNITURE $ 222,910.00 $ 238,460.00 $ 253,910.00
INFRASTRUCTURE $ 15,000.00[ $ 15,000.00[ $ 15,000.00
RETAINING WALLS $ 87,500.00 $ 477,250.00 $ 930,000.00
PEDESTRIAN CROSSING AT $ 40,000.00 $ 40,000.00 $ 40,000.00
ERAMOSA ROAD

TOTAL: $ 719,851.00 $ 1,125,567.00 $ 1,598,753.00

Page 1 of 1
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Appendix

e S ™

Viaking s [iffereros

FAN\N

MMM GROUP

LITY 0F -
CROSS SECTION A T
e
=== oo
oy
AL -)e

\

RS

88888888
HKHEHKE@
EEEEEREH

oL

0 5 10
SCALE 1:100 (m)

RN
11

S83EsEREEE

TN
2838888888888%

BREEENERRY

l d g
ki :
2
pr CN

Guel P h Trans YARD CROSS SECTIONS
FEBRUARY 2008 PROPOSED TRAIL ALIGNMENT
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COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services Committee
SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services, Building Services

DATE February 17, 2009

SUBJECT SIGN BY-LAW VARIANCE FOR DAYS INN AT

785 GORDON STREET
REPORT NUMBER 09-16

RECOMMENDATION:
“THAT Report 09-16, regarding a sign variance for 785 Gordon Street from Community Design
and Development Services, dated February 17, 2009, BE RECEIVED and;

THAT, the request for a variance from the Sign By-law for 785 Gordon Street to permit one
building sign to be situated on the 2" storey of the building face in lieu of the by-law
requirement of the 1° storey only, BE APPROVED."

BACKGROUND:

Days Inn, located at 785 Gordon Street has requested a variance from the Sign By-law to permit
one building sign to be permitted on the 2" storey of the building face facing Harvard Road. At
present, there is only one freestanding sign approved by permit located on the Gordon Street
frontage. The property is zoned SC 1-11 (Service Commercial). The variance required is to
permit the sign to be located on the 2" storey of the building face in lieu of the permitted
location of the 1% storey only. The proposed sign and location are shown on Schedule B-
Proposed Sign and Schedule C-Proposed sign location.

REPORT:

Days Inn is located at 785 Gordon Street (see Schedule A- Location Map). The applicant intends
to increase their visibility and they believe that the requested sign would provide this. The
applicant is of the opinion that this signhage would provide increased awareness and marketing
opportunities as there are two other competing hotels within the area.

The requested variance is as follows:

Building Sign By-law Requirements Request
(Service Commercial
SC.1-11 zone)
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Permitted Location on 1%t storey of a building 2" storey of a building face
a Building or face fronting a public road fronting a public road
Structure allowance allowance

The requested variance from the Sign By-law for the location of the building sign is
recommended for approval because:

« The signage provides exposure to the traveling public and hotels generally have this type
of signage on the upper floors. This sign is facing north providing the hotel signage
exposure to Gordon Street for southbound travelers

« The proposed sign meets all other regulations for building signs in a Service Commercial
zone

» Previous hotel developments have received similar variances from the Sign By-law

e There is no visual impact on any residential development nearby

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN: An attractive, well functioning sustainable City

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: N/A

COMMUNICATIONS:N/A

ATTACHMENTS

Schedule A- Location map
Schedule B- Proposed Sign
Schedule C- Proposed Sign Location

Prepared By: Recommended By:
Pat Sheehy Bruce A. Poole

Senior By-law Administrator Chief Building Official
837-5616 ext. 2388 837-5615 ext. 2375
patrick.sheehy@guelph.ca bruce.poole@guelph.ca

Recommended By:

James N. Riddell

Director, Community Design and Development Services
837-5616 ext. 2361

jim.riddell@guelph.ca
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SCHEDULE A
LOCATION MAP

S

STONE RD. W

EXISTING
HOTEL

EXISTING
HOTEL

H h%{

EVERGREEN DR.

o ¢

HHHH

H'

(

hAﬁkITIPEI e

PROPERTY

T i

HICKORY _ ST. J DIMSO

] 5
®
EXISTING Uﬁ %
HARVARD RD. COMMERCIAL ONTICELLO Zz
% (42!
°) -
PROPOSED Q
SIGN LOCATION \ O
Z
) o, ]
AUGUSTIN ARR \E?EHT \

=

>
<
o

%“ il

T )

A

Page 4 of 5 CITY OF GUELPH COMMITTEE REPORT



EW 5/5 ILLUMINATED FASCAL 516
TEK-FO50154.0191 B804

FHAMELESS RETASHER ANT FILLER
PAINTED SEMI GLUSS BEACK

AL VITYL GAPNES RPPLD T0 THE

FHEE SURIACE L WHITE FLER FAGE

Bl et mocos swe

El w7 suuenwe

Bl sosemwncus

[0 sosmsmomw

[E] au:seze-amss mustom v veuaw
Bl sz

[t 2w as3-7ess comrom Lt e
0] wwmesunsmurs

COMCLFTLAL AT GAZY - KT 10 K2 5.0 FOM PROCUCTERM T APPACYTE BF EACKITIOG

— Cmmm ays D e gem
Jave 765 GERDOK 5V, SUEH, Oy b Tl

Jﬂﬂxwﬁz; T —
[ e Aoy unow P DS D208
,__.ﬁsapaaf%g.s&si EE e N K S Ul ok e £ o TS s Mt S o

CITY OF GUELPH COMMITTEE REPORT

CITY OF GUELPH COMMITTEE REPORT

Page 4 of 5

Page 5 of 5



SCHEDULE C
PROPOSED SIGN LOCATION
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COMMITTEE Guelph
REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO Community Development and Environmental Services
Commiittee

SERVICE AREA Community Design and Development Services
DATE February 17, 2009

SUBJECT Heritage Redevelopment Reserve Application Update:
The Gummer Building, 1 Douglas Street
REPORT NUMBER 09-024

RECOMMENDATION

THAT the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve grant for the property known
as 1 Douglas Street, The Gummer Building, be increased to an upset limit
of $2.05M over a ten year period following completion of the project;

AND THAT the Finance Department reallocate $30,000 per year from the
Brownfields Reserve to the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve to
accommodate the increase in the 1 Douglas Street grant;

AND THAT Staff ensure that the Financial Assistance Agreement for 1
Douglas Street be structured so that the release of funds from the Reserve
does not start until the increased assessment value has been added to the
assessment roll and has been billed accordingly;

AND THAT, subject to the final form and content of the agreements being
satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and Development
Services and the City Solicitor, the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to
execute the Financial Assistance Agreement, in substantially the form
attached to the October 15, 2007 report (07-102) but including the
updated terms outlined in this report (09-024), and the execution of the
Heritage Easement Agreement based on the revised project which now
includes the restoration of the heritage components of 65 Wyndham Street
North, 67-71 Wyndham Street North and 1-7 Douglas Street.

BACKGROUND

As Council is aware, there was a devastating fire in the Downtown April 7, 2007
which saw the interiors of the Gummer Building and the Victoria Hotel lost. Stelle at
9 Douglas Street, and the West End Bakery at 65 Wyndham Street North were
collaterally damaged.
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Skyline Incorporated/Skyline Estates Inc., the owners of the Gummer Building,
assembled both it and the Victoria Hotel properties into a redevelopment project.
Council supported this project through a Heritage Redevelopment Reserve grant of
$1.31M in October 2007 (See Attachment 3). This grant was to be paid over ten
years following the completion of the project.

Subsequent to that decision, the following changes have occurred in the project:

« 65 Wyndham Street North, the West End Bakery (Stewart Drugs) building,
was acquired and added to the project. This added a new heritage
component to the construction but also created a larger building envelop.
(See Attachment 1). The whole project is now referred to as 1 Douglas
Street.

+ The project size changed from a gross floor area of 64,000sqft to 77,000sqft.
« In the fall of 2008 MPAC updated its estimate of the projected assessment
value (CVA) based on the enlarged site plan and their new assessment data.
Staff’s earlier assessment for the 64,000sqgft project was $7.7M while
MPAC'’s new estimate for the 77,000sqft project is $10.82M.
With the changes in the proposed project the Financial and Heritage Easement

Agreements based on the original proposal have not been executed pending this
update report.

REPORT

Heritage Scope:

With the incorporation of the third heritage building, the cost of legitimate
heritage restoration work on the site has risen to an estimated $2.5M for the
project. (The earlier estimate was $1.9M). It was always recognized that
the Heritage Redevelopment Grant was unable to fully fund the eligible work
on this project.

Tax Difference (of City Portion of the municipal taxes):

The Heritage Redevelopment Reserve is based on the pre- and post-
development tax difference. With the change in scope and new assessment,
the grant calculation is the following:

2007 (as approved) 2008 Update
Bldg Size: 64,000sqft 77,000sqft
CVA (MPAC) $7,350,000 $10,821,000
Commercial Tax Rate: 1.924368% 2.011674%
(City portion)
Tax at Completion $141,440 (A) $217,682 (A)
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2007 Tax (post-fire) $10,218 (B) $10,218
+ Bakery $2,494

$12,702 (B)
Potential Yearly Grant: $131,222 $204,980
(difference of A less B)
Grant over 10yr period: $1.31M $2.05M

Recommendation:

Staff are recommending an update to the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve
grant for 1 Douglas Street based on the following:
« that the project is now securing and restoring an additional heritage
building
» that with the enlarged project and new assessment information, there
is a larger tax difference created between post-fire conditions and the
completed project.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN

#3 -- A diverse and prosperous local economy
#4 - A vibrant and valued arts, culture and heritage identity

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

An analysis of the impact of the recommended increase in the grant on the Heritage
Reserve Fund is attached (Attachment 2). Staff are recommending the reallocation
of $30,000 per year of funds from the Brownfields Reserve to the Heritage
Redevelopment Reserve to accommodate this application and so that there is no
impact on the 2009 Approved operating budget.

It should be noted that both Reserve policies will need to be reviewed and amended
prior to additional projects being approved. The Director of Finance is
recommending that the Financial Assistance Agreement in this case be structured
so that the actual MPAC re-assessments following the completion of the project is
used as the basis for calculating the timing of the grant payments to the owner to
ensure that the principle of net-zero impact to the City tax levy is maintained, until
the grant has been paid in full.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION
Finance

COMMUNICATIONS
n/a
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ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 - Annotated Ground Floor Plan, 2008
Attachment 2 - Brownfield and Heritage Redevelopment Reserves Reports
Attachment 3 - Previous Council Report (07-102), October 15, 2007

\DQL—/
|\
Preparell By: Retommended By:
Ian Panabaker James N. Riddell
Urban Desigh Programme Manager Director, CDDS
(519) 837-5616 x2475 (519) 837-5616 x2361
ian.panabaker@guelph.ca jim.riddell@guelph.ca

P:\Planning&DevelopmentServices\Planning\HERITAGE\PROPERTY FILES\Douglas St, 1 - Gummer\Financial Assistance\Update_09.02.17\CouncilReport_Gummer_09 02 17_FINAL
FINAL.doc
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Attachment 1 - Ground Floor Plan
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Bi

Ross W, I}win

January 6, 2009

Mayor Karen Farbridge
City Hall

Carden Street

Guelph, ON.

Dear Mayor Farbridge,

It has been 230 years since the birth of John Galt and 170 years since his premature death. John
Galt was the originator of the concept of this City and the designer of our unique city space. We
owe him some gratitude - recognition in some official way that succeeding generations will see
on a recurring basis.

I propose that City Council officially recognize our founder by renaming the street he followed
from Galt from Wellington Street to the “The John Galt Parkway.” The Parkway would extend
from the site of the maple tree he cut down at Allan’s bridge to the west boundary of the city
along old highway 24.

This is largely a commercial street and few people are affected by such an important name
change,

I attach detailed reasons why this is important to the city and as time goes on it would become
more difficult to achieve. John Galt deserves such public recognition, I hope Council will make
it happen.

Yours sincerely,

==

Ross W. rwin



The case for “The John Galt Parloway” Ross W. Irwin

Statue to John Galt

John Galt is recognized as the founder of Guelph. Efforts to formally recognize his contribution
began with the collection of money to erect a statue to him as early as 1853. Naothing happened.
Similar proposals were made by service organizations over the years and James Lyon actually
offered $1,000 toward such a public recognition in 1910. It wasn’t until 1979, the 200" birthday
of John Galt, that Peter Anderson and some private citizens financed the bronze work by John
Mieczikowski in front of City Hall. No City sponsorship or public money was spent.

Public Streets for Gakt

In 1855, J. 1. Ferguson subdivided an area off Edinburgh Rd. and named the streets for nearby
towns. Galt Street was named for the town of Galt (Now Cambridge), not for John Galt our
founder. However in 1916 a small subdivision was created off York Road and Galt Street was
named for our founder. This street was changed to City View Dr. in 1956. So no street in the
city honours the man.

Historic Plagues
A few historical plaques exist. On April 23, 1927, the City affixed a bronze plaque to City Hall
for the 100" birthday of the City. John Galt is not mentioned on it.

The Guelph Historical Society arranged with the Ontario Archaeological and Heritage Sites
Branch to erect a plague in Royal City Park in 1979 on the 100" Anniversary of Guelph
becoming a city.

Also in 1979, The Ontario Heritage Foundation erected a plaque in Exhibition Park which reads
*John Galt 1779 - 1839" and recognizes his life’s contribution.

The Guelph Historical Society sponsored the John Galt Gardens on Speedvale Avenue in 1988
as their 25" Anniversary project.

Action Needed
We talk about hin, we do him homage, but we do nothing significant as a City in a formal
recognition of his lasting contribution,

I recommend that Guelph City Council remedy this situation in a long term tangible way by
creating “The John Galt Parlway”. The most appropriate and least costly conversion is
Wellington Street.

Reasons for this choice
Wellington Street

Wellington Street, up to 1979, was a short street that ran from Huskisson St (Wyndham St S) to
the Gow mill dam. There were no houses on the sireet.



The first Planning Commission, in November 1945, created on paper the Memorial Parkway as
the first segment of a ring road. This Parkway ran from York Road - along Bridge Street -
crossed the river and roughly paralleled Bristol Street. The City purchased the old Sleeman
brewery for the road. Plans were changed, the Parkway was abandoned, and Wellington Street

was extended from Gow’s Mill to the Silvercreek Road, and eastward fo the Allan Bridge at
Woolwich Street,

Why change Wellington Street to The John Galt Parkway?

®m [t is a very prominent street, one worthy of the Galt name.

® It would be a daily reminder to the population of who created of this city.

® [t is the actual path walked by Galt and Tiger Dunlop from Galt to the spot where he cut the
maple tree and created Guelph.

® The Parkway would end at the site of the famous maple tree.

® Wellington Street has only a few commercial addresses that would need to be changed, or that
would be affected.

Present Street Guide address affected totals -
Wellington St E - north side - 9 addresses
Wellington St E - south side - 9 addresses - total 18 on Wellington St E

Wellington St W - north side - 12 addresses '
Wellington St W - south side - 8 addresses (1 apartment) - total 20 on Wellington St W,
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SUCHIY fonuary 5, 2009

Mayor Karen Farbridge
City Hall

Carden Street

Guelph, ON

Dear Mayor Farbridge,

The Guelph Historical Society would like to support Ross Irwin’s concept of having
Wellington Street through to the River Run from the city limits renamed The John Galt
Parkway in honour of Galt’s legacy to our community. Mr. Irwin’s proposal was
provided in a letter to the editor of the Guelph Mercury the week of John Galt Day 2008.
Mr. Irwin was invited to attend a GHS board meeting this fall to discuss his idea.
Subsequently, the GHS board met and passed a motion to support the concept. We
understand that this is a good time to broach the topic with the City.

The proposed route for the parkway is the closest one to John Galt's original approach to
the land cleared for the Guelph Settlement on behalf of the Canada Company. It would be
a wonderful way to celebrate this year’s John Galt Day if the renaming and dedication of
the parkway could be scheduled as part of the August 2009 celebrations. As there is
comparatively little residential and commercial development along this route as

compared to other access ways into the City Centre, we hope that Mr. Riddell, Director of
Community Design and Residential Services, will have local support if Mr. Irwin’s idea
garners official support from the City. Please advise the Guelph Historical Society of any
further steps that need to be talen to register our society’s support for the Irwin proposal
or to assist Mr. Riddell.

On behalf of the Guelph Historical Society Board,
Debra

Debra Nash-Chambers
President, Guelph Historical Society

ce. Mr, Riddell
Director of Community Design and Development
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TO Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee
DATE March 30, 2009

LOCATION Council Chambers/Committee Room B
TIME 12:30 p.m.

disclosure of pecuniary interest

confirmation of minutes
February 17, 2009

CONSENT AGENDA
a) Reports from Administrative Staff
b) Items for Direction of Committee

Items to be extracted from the Community Development & Environmental
Services Committee Consent Agenda.

Resolution to adopt the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee Consent Agenda.

"THAT the balance of the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee Consent Agenda be adopted.”

PRESENTATIONS/DELEGATIONS

a) The Urban Forest Management Plan
e Ric Jordan on behalf of Guelph Urban Forest Friends

b) New Path at Westminster Woods (see attached correspondence)
« Peter Ballantine

c) CDES-2009.A.7 Hanlon Expressway Environmental Assessment
» Presentation by Rajan Philips, Manager of Transportation Planning &
Development Engineering
« Paul Burley
* Ben Bennett
e Paul St. Denis
e Doug Gruber (see attached)
* Jim Rooney
e Brian Cockwell
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e Judy Chow

» Patricia Van Asten
« Paul Edwards

« Paul Kraehling

e Marshall Rodgers
e Bill Mullin

e Zlata Kraehling

d) CDES-2009.A.8 Expansion of the Municipal Register of Cultural Heritage
Properties to Include Non-Designated Burcher-Stokes Properties
Including a Review Process
+ Presentation by Joan Jylanne, Senior Policy Planner

IN-CAMERA
THAT the Community Development and Environmental Services Committee now
hold a meeting that is closed to the meeting, pursuant to Section 239 (2) (b)of the
Municipal Act with respect to:

« personal matters about identifiable individuals.

Other business

Next meeting
April 20, 2009
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The Corporation of the City of Guelph

Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee

Tuesday, February 17, 2009, 12:30 p.m.

A meeting of the Community Development and Environmental
Services Committee was held on Tuesday, February 17, 2009 in
Council Chambers at 12:30 p.m.

Present: Councillors Burcher, Bell, Piper, Salisbury and Mayor
Farbridge
Also Present: Councillors Beard, Farrelly, Findlay, Hofland, and
Wettstein

Staff in Attendance: Mr. H. Loewig, Chief Administrative Officer; Mr.
J. Riddell, Director of Community Design and Development Services;
Mr. R. Philips, Manager of Transportation Planning & Development
Engineering; Ms. A. Pappert, Director of Community Services; Mr. S.
Hannah, Manager of Development & Parks Planning; Ms. J. Pathak,
District Park Planner; Mr. G. Atkinson, Policy Planner; Mr. R.
Templeton, Park Planner; Mr. I. Panabaker, Urban Design Program
Manager; Ms. T. Agnello, Deputy Clerk; and Ms. D. Black, Assistant
Council Committee Coordinator.

There was no disclosure of pecuniary interest.

1. Moved by Councillor Piper
Seconded by Mayor Farbridge
THAT the minutes of the Community Development and Environmental
Services Committee meeting held on December 5, 2008 be confirmed
as recorded and without being read.
Carried

Consent Agenda

2. Moved by Mayor Farbridge

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the balance of the February 17, 2009 Consent Agenda as
identified below, be adopted.

a) Sign By-law Variance for Days Inn at 785 Gordon Street

REPORT THAT Report 09-16, regarding a sign variance for 785 Gordon
Street from Community Design and Development Services,
dated February 17, 2009, be received;

AND THAT, the request for a variance from the Sign By-law for
785 Gordon Street to permit one building sign to be situated
on the 2" storey of the building face in lieu of the by-law
requirement of the 1%t storey only, be approved.



February 17, 2009

REPORT

Carried
Community Development & Environmental Services Page 2
Committee

Eastview Community Park: Update Report

Ms. J. Pathak outlined the process pertaining to the development of
the park. She highlighted the features of the pollinator park, and
explained the details of the design. She also explained the existing
site infrastructure and described the issues surrounding the current
infrastructure. She then described the proposed community park
components, the phasing and timelines. She also explained existing
funding and required funding to complete the community park
component and reviewed the staff recommendations.

She advised that the sports fields should be completed in 2009 and
be ready for bookings in 2010. Staff will examine the toboggan runs
and the types of plantings to occur in that area before a plan is
finalized.

Staff was directed to reconsider the pedestrian access point of the
east side of the trail, specifically as it pertains to environmental
concerns and traffic issues.

Mr. Kevin Butt, Chair, Pollination Guelph provided background
regarding the establishment of Pollination Guelph and its
membership. He outlined their past accomplishments and current
undertakings as well as their future direction. He explained why
Guelph needs the Pollinator Park and the relationship of their
organization to the City. He then described their potential funding
opportunities.

Ms. Karen Landman, University Professor, expressed support for the
program and advised the pollinator park will also provide a research
opportunity for the university students. She advised the impact of
the toboggan runs on the plants would be an excellent opportunity for
the students to research and assist.

3. Moved by Mayor Farbridge

Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Update
Report 09-09 dated February 17, 2009, pertaining to the Proposed
Eastview Community Park be received;

AND THAT the proposal for the use of the clay capped land-filled
part of the site to develop a Pollinator Park, as outlined in
Community Design and Development Services Report 09-09
dated February 17, 2009 be approved;



February 17, 2009

Master Plan,

REPORT

AND THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign a license
agreement between Pollination Guelph and the City as outlined in

Community Design and Development Services Report 09-09 dated

February 17, 2009, subject to the form and content being
satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and

Development Services and the

Community Development & Environmental Services Page 3

Committee

City Solicitor, prior to the implementation of the Pollinator Park
Master Plan;

AND THAT staff be directed to identify additional funding needs in
the 10 year capital forecast, for the implementation of the

during the 2010 budget process to ensure a timely implementation of
all phases of the plan.

Carried
Alternative Development Standards

Mr. R. Philips, Manager of Transportation Planning & Development
Engineering explained the development types and development
standards. He outlined why the review is being proposed and the
components to be included within the review including:

» water conservation and management

e community energy

» transportation

e brownfield development and

» design standards
He outlined the organization of the study and explained what
outcomes the review should accomplish.

4, Moved by Councillor Piper

Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-
08, dated February 17, 2009, on " Alternative Development Standards
Review’ be received;

AND THAT staff be authorized to undertake the proposed Alternative
Development Standards Review as presented in this report 09-08
dated February 17, 2009.

Carried

Proposed Renaming of Wellington Street to the “John Galt
Parkway’
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Mr. J. Riddell

Mr. J. Riddell

Mr. Ross Irwin, President of Guelph Historical Society, stated that he
would like to see John Galt recognized by creating " The John Galt
Parkway’. He is suggesting Wellington Street because he believes it
would have been the path taken by John Galt and that it would be
low cost and low impact since it is short and mostly commercial. He
would like to see it happen in time to be announced at the next John
Galt Day in Guelph.

Community Development & Environmental Services Page 4
Committee

5. Moved by Councillor Piper
Seconded by Mayor Farbridge
THAT staff be directed to investigate the feasibility of renaming
Wellington Street and report back to the Community Design and
Development Services Committee.

Carried
2008 Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey Results

Mr. G. Atkinson, Policy Planner, outlined the objectives of the Ipsos
Reid Public Affairs Future Growth Survey and advised the results are
based on a survey of 500 random residents.

Ms. Jacqueline Boukydis, Senior Research Manager, Ipsos Reid Public
Affairs explained the methodology and highlighted the key findings of
the survey as follows:

» satisfaction with aspects of life in Guelph

e awareness of support for future growth

» thoughts on future land use and development

« knowledge of greenbelt plan

* GO transit rail service

6. Moved by Mayor Farbridge

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT Report 09-10 dated February 17, 2009 from Community
Design and Development Services regarding the results of the 2008
Ipsos Reid Future Growth Survey be received.

Carried
Trans Canada Trail Update

Mr. R. Templeton, Park Planner outlined the proposed trail locations
and showed the registered Trans Canada Trail Alignment. He also
reviewed the public process to date. He provided details regarding
the revised layout to the overall trail alignment and explained the
various options and their cost estimates. He then reviewed the



February 17, 2009

various implications of each option.

Staff was directed to report back if Armtec would receive the first
right of refusal for lands.

The Mayor left the meeting at 2:37 p.m.

Mr. S. Hannah, Manager of Development and Parks Planning advised
that staff are reviewing the issue of a pedestrian crosswalk on
Eramosa Road at the railroad tracks that was requested at an earlier
Community Development & Environmental Services Page 5
Committee

meeting and staff will be reporting back to the Committee.

Staff was directed to advise the adjacent property owners to the trail
that they have an opportunity to request buffers.

Mr. Terry Petrie was not present.

Ms. Patricia Jansen advised that her property adjoins the proposed
trail on the west side. She is concerned with the increase of foot
traffic and the likely increase of garbage, vandalism and theft of
garden produce. She requested that the proposed trail be to the east
of the existing rail line, and if that is not feasible that they would
receive a fence high enough to prevent the above-noted issues. She
would like a clearing between the property line and the fence to allow
her access to their garden. She stated she would rather see money
put toward addressing the incline on George Street and fixing the
potholes.

7. Moved by Councillor Bell
Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT Mr. John Ryan be permitted to address the Committee.

Carried

Mr. Ryan lives within the area and stated that he believes the
parameters of the trail are not conducive to creating the best trail.
He believes the trail is too wide and that the trail should go on the
east side of the river. He does not want the trail to be paved
throughout.

8. Moved by Councillor Bell
Seconded by Councillor Salisbury

THAT the Trans Canada Trail be referred to staff to investigate:
« the realignment of the railway between Marcon and Pipe
« the realignment from John to Earl
» the cost of completing the section between Eramosa and



REPORT

February 17, 2009

REPORT

Norwich
Defeated

9. Moved by Councillor Salisbury

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 09-
14 dated February 17, 2008, be received;

AND THAT the Conceptual Alignment of the Trans Canada Trail
Project Design be approved as outlined in Report 09-14, dated
February 17,

Community Development & Environmental Services Page 6
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2009, in keeping with Segment A (Appendix 8), Segment B
(Appendix 9) and Option #1 for Segment C and Segment D
(Appendix 10);

AND THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to sign any
agreements regarding Conditions of Use and Maintenance for the
proposed trail, with Guelph Junction Railway (GJR) and the City, to
the satisfaction of the City Solicitor.

Carried

Heritage Redevelopment Reserve Application Update: The
Gummer Building, 1 Douglas Street

Mr. Panabaker clarified that the reason for the update is because the
owner has added a third building that includes the whole building and
not just the fagcade. He also stated that the assessment of the
property has increased to over 10 million dollars.

10. Moved by Councillor Bell

Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
THAT the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve grant for the property
known as 1 Douglas Street, The Gummer Building, be increased to an
upset limit of $2.05M over a ten year period following completion of
the project;

AND THAT the Finance Department reallocate $30,000 per year from
the Brownfields Reserve to the Heritage Redevelopment Reserve to
accommodate the increase in the 1 Douglas Street grant;

AND THAT staff ensure that the Financial Assistance Agreement for 1
Douglas Street be structured so that the release of funds from the
Reserve does not start until the increased assessment value has been
added to the assessment roll and has been billed accordingly;



AND THAT, subject to the final form and content of the agreements
being satisfactory to the Director of Community Design and
Development Services and the City Solicitor; the Mayor and City Clerk
be authorized to execute the Financial Assistance Agreement, in
substantially the form attached to the October 15, 2007 report (07-
102) but including the updated terms outlined in this report (09-024),
and the execution of the Heritage Easement Agreement based on the
revised project which now includes the restoration of 65 Wyndham
Street North, 67-71 Wyndham Street North and 1-7 Douglas Street.

Carried
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11. Moved by Councillor Salisbury
Seconded by Councillor Bell
THAT the Community Development and Environmental Services
Committee now hold a meeting that is closed to the public, pursuant
to Section 239 (2) (b) of the Municipal Act with respect to:
e personal matters about identifiable individuals

The remainder of the meeting was held In-Camera.

1. Moved by Councillor Bell
Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
REPOR TO COMMITTEE THAT Anna Bortolon and Katharine Demolder-Carere be appointed to
OF THE WHOLE the Eastview Public Liaison Committee for a term ending November,
20009.

Carried

2. Moved by Councillor Bell

Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
THAT Karen Landman be appointed to the River Systems Advisory
Committee for a term ending November, 2009.

Defeated
The Committee recessed at 3:55 p.m.
The meeting reconvened at 10:44 p.m.
3. Moved by Councillor Piper
Seconded by Councillor Salisbury
REPORT TO COMMITTEE THAT Julie Anne Lamberts and Don McDonell be appointed to the

OF THE WHOLE River Systems Advisory Committee for a term ending November,
20009.



Carried
Next Meeting: March 30, 2009

The meeting adjourned at 10:45 p.m.

Chairperson
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Friends (GUFF)

| We are a group of citizens working, throug
education and advocacy, to maintain and
Increase the health, integrity and area of
Guelph’s urban forest.

Guelph Urban Forest




Purpose of presentation

To outline the issues harming
trees in an urban environment

To recommend ways to protect
Guelph’s trees




How trees benefit a city

Improve air quality
Combat climate change
Reduce UV exposure
Reduce energy needs
Reduce run-off

Enhance groundwater
recharge

Increase property value
Provide habitat

Support health and well-
being

Contribute to community
heritage
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Two similar homes. The house on the left has
significantly decreased heating & air
* = conditioning costs, lowering energy demand




Removing a healthy tree means less water infiltration and more run-off,
degrading water resources with pollution and sediment

e




“A study in Charlottesville, VA showed that when tree cover dropped by
8% between 1976 — 2000 the amount of run-off increased by 19%”
GRCA Forester Virginia Gauley, GRCA Watershed Report
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Trees stabilize the amount of after-storm river flow
“Our city needs a stable amount of river water for wastewater management”
GRCA Watershed Report “Investing in Trees”
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Urban conditions
can be tough on
trees

Current
development and
construction
practices are
damaging for trees

S—

s Roots are being suffocated e
by soil compaction. —_—




Victoria Road, bran
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Victoria Road, heritage home saved... heritage trees removed
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Places to Grow will bring thousands of new homes to Guelph
This infill lot between two houses has 13 healthy trees




This is the same infill lot. All mature trees have
been removed, including two on city property




~| Same property. Now has increased storm water runoff, higher
energy demand and reduced groundwater infiltration
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Urban conditions
can be tough on
trees

Root destruction
must be avoided
during construction
= trees must be

protected within
their dripline

Construction :
on Dublin Street



A tree bylaw would protect this tree to the dripline
Will this tree be here in five years?







tree root
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Damaged roots mean starvation and early death




Urban conditions can be tough
on trees

Cutting roots nw-
during ;
construction

increases the

risk of toppling

http://www.mass.edu/urbantree/hazard




Newly planted trees are often forgotten
Lack of water and protective guards results in greater than 50% loss




Less or more tree coverage?

After rain a 70 - 100% paved After rain a 50% of Canopy
surface will have: Cover:




An ambient temperature of 26 degrees can increase to

48-55 degrees on paved surfaces. The effects on health
are considerable.

Shade for Good Health and a Green City, Toronto 2007




Best practices include shading paved surfaces
- l‘!-i_ ?f _— . - < =
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Guelph’s history of arboreal inaction

1991

= tree by-law must be revised "in order to control the number of
trees, woodlots & habitat destroyed annually by development"

(Park Naturalization Policy)

1994

= "Methods for protecting trees from development should be
developed" (Green Plan)

2003

= Environmental Action Plan recommends tree inventory, updating
tree by-law to protect natural features and developing guidelines
to protect trees during construction

= Aboud report recommends hiring a professional forester with a
degree in forestry or arboriculture




Guelph’s history of arboreal inaction

2005

= Council resolution asking staff to prepare funding request for urban
forest study and tree maintenance program

2007

“A biodiverse city with the highest tree canopy among comparable
cities” (Strategic Plan Goal 6.6

October, Staff report states that “Urban Forest Management Plan will
be finalized with details for implementation and be presented to
council in first quarter of 2008”

November, Council resolution that staff report back following the
visioning process with cost estimate for Urban Forest Management

Plan

2008

= January, Council approves Strategic Urban Forest Management Plan
as a priority




Guelph’s history of arboreal inaction

2009

m Guelph is still losing trees and canopy due to no_
urban forest plan or protective tree by-law

= 18 years of inaction on many plans has removed
thousands of trees from our cano

= Established urban forestry quidelines recommend
40% tree canopy for cities to reduce the negative
effects of climate change on air quality and health

= Guelph is currently less than 25% canopy




What our city needs to do

Many cities have
stronger tree bylaws
than Guelph
including:
= [oronto
= Mississauga
Waterloo
Richmond Hill
Kingston
Oakville
Barrie

*i j e,
= ~260 year old Maple

P




What our city needs to do

Pass an interim tree bylaw without further
delay to provide the oversight and control we
need to stop further loss of canopy




What our city needs to do

Complete the
Strategic Urban
Forest Management
Plan

= trees should be seen
as green infrastructure
and have value and
prominence in all
development projects

connect trees to water
conservation &
efficiency
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Bullring, University of Guelph




Establish an Urban
Forestry Department

= hire a certified forester

= a 2003 City of Guelph
report (Aboud and

Associates Inc.)

recommended that

successful tree

management requires a

professional with

college or university ‘

credentials in forestry or g

arboriculture e | Wi
= Bullring, University of Guelph
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What our city needs to do
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Form an Urban
Forest Advisory
Committee

= a 2007 City Report
recommendation

lets protect and
develop our green
infrastructure as
seriously as our grey
infrastructure

trees are public : %”
assets with benefits 2 (A

for all Bullring, University of Guelph n
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Before more trees are removed.... In 2009 ...give the citizens
now and in the future, a gift to remember!




What our city needs to do

. £ by s
sSummary: ' Guel !)l Lm“e’\ rees!

s Pass an interim tree
bylaw

= Establish an Urban
Forestry Department

= Hire a certified
forester

= Form an Urban Forest
Advisory Committee
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To: Rory Templeton

Cc: vwright@HeritageHomes.com; hblackburn@heritageh
Subject: Rory at COG... re: new path at Westminster
Block 197 SWM Facility

Hello Rory.

| wanted to follow-up my voicemail to you with this
email info also.

As | mentioned; construction of a public path (not
has commenced and | want to explore the chances of
eliminated all together.

| have small children and a dog that play in the ya
prohibit us from erecting a wood fence on our lot i
appearance of the area.

As a result of this new path, the security of my fa
property has been devalued.

This would all be o.k. if | was given full disclosu
and still decided to buy here but quite the opposit

| have numerous site plans, marketing materials, et
buying my property that indicate a path through the
show a path directly behind my house. So either the
| purchased or it was left off of the marketing mat

Nor was | ever warned that there was a risk of some
to place a path directly behind my house.

When | was in the market for a new home, we examine
tell you that we would not have paid the huge dolla

we would have known that there was going to be a pu
behind us.

Anyway, enough of the background and my sad story..

As | mentioned, what I'm trying to determine is wha
have the path moved or eliminated altogether? Heath
you were the best person to help me with my predica
open to discussing. Reids would be happy to join us
find a more mutually acceptable solution.

Of note... | noticed on the L1-2 & L2-2 Grading Pla
approval, that the pre-existing north-south path wh
east-west trail system would also be extended west
join into the Orin Reid north-south trail.

Not coincidently I'm sure... the new path behind my
Orin Reid trail (only 100m south of the other entry
redundant path and entry is absolutely required?

Eliminating the trail from behind my house would no
enter or leave the trail system as both exits from
the SWM area.

Additionally, reducing the number of trails and ent
make the area more supportive of the robust wildlif
while enhancing it’s naturalized beauty.

omes.com
Woods

note so that you have my

10 feet from my Back yard)
having it moved or

rd and the community bylaws
n order to preserve the

mily is now lessened and my

re of the Development plan
e is true.

c., from Reids prior to my
SWM area but none of which
path was decided on after
erials.

one arbitrarily being able

d many options and | can
rs we did for our lot, if
blic path put directly

tit’s going to take to

er Blackburn indicated that
ment and provided you were
at the table also to

ns submitted for Municipal
ich runs into the new
behind the tree-line to

home also joins into the
point)and | wonder if a

t impact one's ability to
the trail system land in

rances/exits would only
e we've previously enjoyed,



I'm hopeful that the city will be open to exploring
that work not only for the SWM requirements but tha
consideration the concerns of your tax payers while
impact to nature.

Thanks in advance for your consideration on this ma
I look forward to discussing this further with you.
Regards,

Peter Ballantine

options for this trail
t also take into
striving to minimize the

tter Rory.



TO: Community Development and Environmental Servicesn@uittee
Mayor Farbridge and Guelph City Councillors

FR: Doug Gruber

SUBJ: Hanlon Expressway Improvements: South of Maltby Rbtp the
Speed River

DATE: 30 March 2009-03-23

Today | want to emphasizmly oneaspect of the set of improvements. The clear and
compelling need fothe service roadetween Stone Road and Downey Road, parallel to
the Hanlon Expressway.

Woodland Glen Drive is where | live. Over 75 other families also live on this streft. Ea

of these 75 plus households 