A great place to call home
A vibrant downtown

AGENDA
GUELPH CITY COUNCIL

March 26, 2007 - 7:00 p.m.

Please turn off or place on non-audible all cell phones, PDAs, Blackberrys and pagers during the meeting.

O Canada
Silent Prayer
Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest

Confirmation of Minutes — March 5, 2007 (Councillor Laidlaw)

“THAT the minutes of the Council meeting held March 5, 2007 and the minutes of the
Council meeting held in Committee of the Whole on March 5, 2007 be confirmed as
recorded and without being read.”

REGULAR MEETING

DELEGATIONS Resolution (Councillor Piper)

b)

“THAT persons desiring to address Council be permitted to do so at this time.”
Delegations are limited to a maximum of five (5) minutes.

Pesticide Use (Clause 8 of the Report of the Community Development & Environmental
Services Committee):-

e Zvonko Peteranac

e Susan Watson

e Dr. lan Digby

Development Priorities Plan (Clause 2 of the Report of the Community Development &
Environmental Services Committee):-
e Susan Watson

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Resolution — Councillor Salisbury
“THAT Council now go into Committee of the Whole to consider reports and
correspondence.”



REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES OF COUNCIL AND
OTHER COMMITTEES

a) Community Development and Environmental Services Committee — 2™ Report
“THAT the SECOND REPORT of the Community Development and
Environmental Services Committee be received and adopted.”

b) Emergency Services, Community Services & Operations Committee — 2" Report
“THAT the SECOND REPORT of the Emergency Services, Community
Services & Operations Committee be received and adopted.”

C) Finance, Administration and Corporate Services Committee — 2™ Report
“THAT the SECOND REPORT of the Finance, Administration and Corporate
Services Committee be received and adopted.”

d) Governance and Economic Development Committee — 2" Report
“THAT the SECOND REPORT of the Governance and Economic Development
Committee be received and adopted.”

Resolution:- Committee rise with leave to sit again (Councillor Wettstein)
“THAT the Committee rise with leave to sit again.”

Resolution:- proceedings in Committee of the Whole (Councillor Baily)
“THAT the action taken in Committee of the Whole in considering reports and
correspondence, be confirmed by this Council.”

SPECIAL RESOLUTIONS

Councillor Laidlaw’s motion for which notice was given February 19, 2007:

THAT the citizen appointees who are appointed Chair of a City board or commission be limited
to a maximum of 4 successive years as Chair.

BY-LAWS

Resolution:- First and Second Reading of By-laws. (Councillor Beard)

Verbal Resolution:- Council go into Committee of the Whole to consider the by-laws.

NOTE: When all by-laws have been considered, a member of Council should move “THAT the
Committee rise and report the by-laws passed in Committee without amendment

(or as amended).

Resolution:- Third Reading of By-laws. (Councillor Bell)

QUESTIONS




MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

Please provide any announcements, to the Mayor in writing, by 12:00 noon on the day of the
Council meeting.

NOTICE OF MOTION

ADJOURNMENT
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Council Committee Room B
March 5, 2007 5:30 p.m.
A meeting of Guelph City Council.
Present: Mayor Farbridge, Councillors Beard, Bell, Billings,

Burcher, Findlay, Hofland, Kovach, Laidlaw, Piper, Salisbury and
Wettstein

Absent: Councillor Baily

Staff Present: Mr. L. Kotseff, Chief Administrative Officer; Ms.
Mr. G. Hunt Acting Director of Human Resources; Mr. D.A.
Kennedy, Director of Finance/City Treasurer; Dr. J. Laird, Director
of Environmental Services; Ms. L.E. Payne, Director of Corporate
Services/City Solicitor; Mr. J. Riddell, Director of Community
Design and Development Services; Mr. G. Stahlmann, Director of
Community Services; Ms. T. Sinclair, Assistant City Solicitor; and
Mrs. L.A. Giles, City Clerk/Manager of Council Administrative
Services

1. Moved by Councillor Laidlaw
Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the Council of the City of Guelph now hold a meeting that
is closed to the public, pursuant to Section 239 (2) (d) and (e) of
the Municipal Act, with respect to:
e labour relations or employee negotiations;
e litigation or potential litigation.

Carried

The meeting adjourned at 5:31 o’clock p.m.

Council Committee Room B
March 5, 2007 5:32 p.m.

A meeting of Guelph City Council meeting in Committee of the
Whole.



March 5, 2007

Ms. L.E. Payne

Mr. J. Riddell
Ms. L.E. Payne

PASSED IN COUNCIL BY
SPECIAL RESOLUTION
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Present: Mayor Farbridge, Councillors Beard, Bell, Billings,
Burcher, Findlay, Hofland, Kovach, Laidlaw, Piper, Salisbury and
Wettstein

Absent: Councillor Baily

Staff Present: Mr. L. Kotseff, Chief Administrative Officer; Ms.
Mr. G. Hunt Acting Director of Human Resources; Mr. D.A.
Kennedy, Director of Finance/City Treasurer; Dr. J. Laird, Director
of Environmental Services; Ms. L.E. Payne, Director of Corporate
Services/City Solicitor; Mr. J. Riddell, Director of Community
Design and Development Services; Mr. G. Stahlmann, Director of
Community Services; Ms. T. Sinclair, Assistant City Solicitor; and
Mrs. L.A. Giles, City Clerk/Manager of Council Administrative
Services

DECLARATIONS UNDER MUNICIPAL CONFLICT OF
INTEREST ACT

There were no declarations of pecuniary interest.

1. Moved by Councillor Kovach
Seconded by Councillor Laidlaw
THAT the outside legal counsel be permitted to address Council in
Committee of the Whole.
Carried

Mr. Poch provided information to Council with respect to a matter
subject to solicitor-client privilege.

2. Moved by Councillor Beard

Seconded by Councillor Kovach
THAT the Litigation Status Report dated February 15, 2007 be
received for information.

Carried

3. Moved by Councillor Billings

Seconded by Councillor Burcher
THAT staff be given direction with respect to a potential litigation
matter.

Carried
4. Moved by Councillor Laidlaw
Seconded by Councillor Burcher
THAT the compensation for the Non-Union Municipal Employees
be increased by 3% effective January 1, 2007.

Carried
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The meeting adjourned at 6:45 o’clock p.m.

Mayor

Council Chambers
March 5, 2007

Council reconvened in formal session at 6:30 p.m.

Present: Mayor Farbridge, Councillors Beard, Bell, Billings,
Burcher, Findlay, Hofland, Kovach, Laidlaw, Piper,
Salisbury and Wettstein

Absent: Councillor Baily

Staff Present: Mr. L. Kotseff, Chief Administrative Officer; Chief
S. Armstrong, Director of Emergency Services; Mr.
G. Hunt, Acting Director of Human Resources; Mr.
D.A. Kennedy, Director of Finance/City Treasurer;
Dr. J. Laird, Director of Environmental Services;
Mr. D. McCaughan, Director of Operations; Ms.
L.E. Payne, Director of Corporate Services/City
Solicitor; Mr. J. Riddell, Director of Community
Design & Development Services; ; Mr. G.
Stahlmann, Director of Community Services; Ms.
T. Sinclair, Assistant City Solicitor; and Mrs. L.A.
Giles, City Clerk/Manager of Council
Administrative Services

DECLARATIONS UNDER MUNICIPAL CONFLICT OF
INTEREST ACT

There was no declaration of pecuniary interest.

1. Moved by Councillor Beard
Seconded by Councillor Hofland
THAT the minutes of the Council meetings held on February 19,
2007 and the minutes of the Council meeting held in Committee of
the Whole on February 19, 2007 be confirmed as recorded and
without being read.
Carried
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Ms. N. Shoemaker
Mr. J. Riddell

Dr. J.L. Laird

Mr. D. McCaughan
Mr. D.A. Kennedy
Ms. L.E. Payne
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REGULAR MEETING

2. Moved by Councillor Billings
Seconded by Councillor Burcher
THAT Council now go into the Committee of the Whole to
consider reports and correspondence.
Carried

CONSENT AGENDA

The following item #A-1 was extracted from the Consent Agenda
to be voted on separately.

3 Moved by Councillor Billings

Seconded by Councillor Watson
THAT Report 07-17 regarding a request for a Draft Plan Approval
extension to the Watson East Subdivision (23T-98501) from
Community Design and Development Services, dated March 5,
2007, be received,

AND THAT the application by Black, Shoemaker, Robinson and
Donaldson Limited on behalf of Carson Reid Homes Limited and
Simon Woods Limited for a five (5) year Draft Plan Approval
extension to the Watson East Residential Subdivision (23T-98501)
on lands legally described as Lot 6, Concession 4, Division “C”
and Part of Lot 6, Concession 3, Division “C”, City of Guelph be
approved to an extended lapsing date of March 20, 2012, subject to
the conditions outlined in Schedule 2 of the Community Design
and Development Services Report 07-17 dated March 5, 2007,
amended as follows:

e Clause 50 - to include “nutrient application” in the warning
clause

e The developer shall satisfy all requirements and conditions
of Canada Post including advisories and suitable mailbox
locations. The developer shall ensure that the eventual
lot/home owner is advised in writing by the developer/
subdivider/builder that Canada Post has selected the
municipal easement to their lot for a Community Mail Box
installation and the developer shall be responsible for the
installation of concrete pads in accordance with the
requirements of Canada Post, in locations to be approved
by Canada Post to facilitate the placement of Community
Mail Boxes. The concrete pads are to be poured at the time
of curb installation within each phase of the subdivision.

Carried
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Mr. J. Riddell
Ms. L.E. Payne
Mr. D. McCaughan

Mr. G. Hunt
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5. Moved by Councillor Billings

Seconded by Councillor Burcher
THAT in future applications for draft plan approval of
subdivisions and extension of draft plan approvals, where those
plans may require community mail boxes, staff shall automatically
include the condition relating to the construction of concrete pads
for future community mail box installation.

Carried
6. Moved by Councillor Burcher
Seconded by Councillor Billings
THAT the Committee rise with leave to sit again.
Carried

7. Moved by Councillor Findlay

Seconded by Councillor Piper
THAT the action taken in Committee of the Whole in considering
reports and correspondence, be confirmed by this Council.

Carried
SPECIAL RESOLUTIONS
8. Moved by Councillor Laidlaw
Seconded by Councillor Burcher
THAT the compensation for the Non-Union Municipal Employees
be increased by 3% effective January 1, 2007.
Carried
BY-LAWS
9. Moved by Councillor Hofland
Seconded by Councillor Beard
THAT leave be now granted to introduce and read a first and
second time By-laws Numbered (2007)-18246 to (2007)-18250,
inclusive.
Carried

The By-laws were read a first and second time at 7:08 o’clock p.m.

Council went into Committee of the Whole on By-laws Numbers
(2007)-18246 to (2007)-18250, inclusive.

Mayor Farbridge in the Chair.
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At 7:09 o’clock p.m., the Committee rose and reported By-laws

Numbered (2007)-18246 to (2007)-18250, inclusive, passed in
Committee without amendment.

10. Moved by Councillor Kovach
Seconded by Councillor Laidlaw
THAT By-laws Numbered (2007)-18 246 to (2007)-18250,
inclusive, be read a third time and passed.
Carried

The By-laws were read a third time and passed at 7:09 o’clock
p.m.

MAYOR’S ANNOUNCEMENTS

The Mayor announced that Council was currently in transition with
respect to its new meeting schedule, and that future meetings
would be greater in length as the Standing Committee reports come
proceed through the decision making process.

NOTICE OF MOTION

Councillor Findlay advised that he would be presenting a notice of
motion at a future Council meeting with respect to parking at the
new Civic Administration Complex.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 7:12 o’clock p.m.

Minutes read and confirmed March 26, 2007.

Mayor



REPORT OF THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES COMMITTEE

March 26, 2007
Her Worship the Mayor and
Councillors of the City of Guelph.

Your Community Development and Environmental Services Committee beg leave to
present their SECOND REPORT as recommended at its meeting of March 9, 2007.

CLAUSE 1 THAT the request for variances from the Sign By-law for 785 Woodlawn Road
West, to permit a freestanding sign to be situated 3 metres (9.84”) from the front
property line be refused;

AND THAT the request to permit a freestanding sign to be situated 2 metres
(6.56) from the side property line, and 9.63 metres (31.56”) from a freestanding
sign on a neighbouring property for Guelph Hyundai, be approved.

CLAUSE 2. WHEREAS Schedule 7 of the 2007 Development Priorities Plan shows the total
potential lots created by draft and registered plans of subdivision for 2006 yields
approximately a 7 year supply of lots;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council approve the
Development Priorities Plan with a reduction in the number of draft plan
approved units to be considered in 2007 by 200, and that staff develop a list of
draft plan approved developments for Council based on this reduced number;

AND THAT staff be directed to use the Development Priorities Plan to manage
the timing of development within the City for the year 2007;

AND THAT staff be directed to use the standard for the DPP flexibility clause
described in Community Design and Development Services Report 07-21 as
amended to include the posting of a letter of credit in addition to the signing of the
subdivision agreement ;

AND THAT amendments to the timing of development, as outlined by Schedule
2, 3 and 4 of the plan, be permitted only by Council approval, unless it can be
shown that there is no impact on the capital budget and the dwelling unit targets
for 2007 are not exceeded;

AND THAT staff be directed to include the recommended changes to the 2008
Development Priorities Plan, as identified in Community Design and
Development Services Report 07-06, to respond to the Provincial Growth Plan for
the Greater Golden Horseshoe.

CLAUSE 3. THAT Report #07-13 from the Community Design and Development Services,
dated March 9, 2007 regarding an Ontario Municipal Board hearing for 129
Elizabeth Street be received;
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Report of the Community Development & Environmental Services Committee




CLAUSE 4.

CLAUSE 5.

CLAUSE 6.

AND THAT City Council authorizes appropriate City staff to attend the
upcoming Ontario Municipal Board hearing to support the decision of the
Committee of Adjustment to refuse Application A-152/06 for a minor variance at
129 Elizabeth Street.

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 07-12, dated
March 9, 2007, be received,

AND THAT the proposed master plan for Eastview Community phase 4 A
subdivision park be approved;

AND THAT the park be named *Summit Ridge Park’;

AND THAT staff be directed to proceed with the implementation of the park
master plan.

THAT Guelph City Council approve the formation of a Public Steering
Committee for the Waste Management Master Plan consisting of:
e Mayor,
e  Chair of the Community Development & Environmental Services
Committee;
two members from the Green Plan Steering Committee
one member from the Guelph Chamber of Commerce
one member from the University of Guelph
two members at large from the community

AND THAT the two community positions be advertised on the City Page in the
Guelph Tribune;

AND THAT the names of all applicants come back to the Community
Development & Environmental Services Committee for approval;

AND THAT staff report back to the Community Design & Environmental
Services Committee with a workplan which makes provision for reporting on a
quarterly basis for the proposed Public Steering Committee for the Waste
Management Master Plan.

THAT the report of the Director of Environmental Services dated March 9, 2007
entitled Organic Plant Commissioning Update, be received;

AND THAT staff to report back to the Community Development &
Environmental Services Committee with a work plan which makes provision for
reporting on a quarterly basis;
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Report of the Community Development & Environmental Services Committee

AND THAT staff be directed to release a Request for Expression of Interest to
explore options regarding proven processing technologies to divert west waste
from landfill and report back to Council and report back to the Community
Development & Environmental Services Committee in May 2007;



CLAUSE 7.

CLAUSE 8.

AND THAT the City of Guelph engage the immediate community in the organic
plant commissioning.

THAT the proposed Healthy Landscape Education Program as outlined in the
Community Development & Environmental Services Committee report Healthy
Landscape Education Program dated March 9™, 2007 be adopted for
implementation;

AND THAT staff report annually on the effectiveness of the Healthy Landscapes
Education Program and the current state of pesticide research;

AND THAT the Healthy Landscape Technician position be part of Environmental
Services staff complement and be charged wit the successful implementation and
on going enhancement and development of the Healthy Landscape Education
Program.

AND THAT staff report in June on the results of a random telephone survey
designed to measure community attitudes towards pesticide use and its
restrictions, to provide a benchmark for the Healthy Landscapes Education
Program and potential by-law to and to provide information to assist with the
ongoing development of the education program;

AND THAT staff report back on allocating a portion of the funds for Insight
Guelph for the production and distribution of a lawn/garden care brochure
focusing on lawn tips and promoting alternative techniques and practices that do
not require the use of pesticides for 2007/2008.

THAT Council support the development of a by-law that would phase out the use
of pesticides for non-essential purposes;

AND THAT staff report back with a by-law that would phase out the use of
pesticides for non-essential purposes along with any necessary exemptions for the
protection of health, research and the production of food and an implementation
and enforcement plan.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

Councillor Lise Burcher, Chair
Community Development & Environmental Services Committee



“Guelph

COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES

Report: 07-02

TO: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL
SERVICES COMMITTEE

DATE: FEBRUARY 9, 2007

SUBJECT: SIGN BY-LAW VARIANCES FOR GUELPH HYUNDAI AT 785
WOODLAWN ROAD WEST

RECOMMENDATION:

"THAT, the request for variances from the Sign By-law for 785 Woodlawn Road
West, to permit a freestanding sign to be situated 3 metres (9.84") from the front
property line be refused.

AND THAT the request to permit a freestanding sign to be situated 2 metres
(6.56") from the side property line, and 9.62 metres (31.56') from a freestanding
sign on a neighbouring property for Guelph Hyundai, be approved.”

BACKGROUND:

Guelph Hyundai, located at 785 Woodlawn Road West has requested variances
from the Sign By-law to permit a new freestanding sign to be constructed in the
same location as an existing freestanding sign.

REPORT:

Guelph Hyundai is located on Woodlawn Road West (see Schedule A-Location
Map). The proposed new pylon sign is to replace an existing legal non-
conforming sign (see Schedule B).

Variances are required from the Sign By-law because the pylon sign in this SC. 2
commercial zone is required to be setback from the front property line 6 metres
{19.68") and 3 metres (9.84') from the side lot line. Additionally, there is a
requirement of a 30 metre (98.42") separation distance between a sign on one

A Great Place to-Call Home



property and a sign on an adjacent property. The sign on the adjacent property
is setback 7.62 metres (25") from the side lot line. Therefore, the total separation
distance proposed is 9.62 metres (31.56").

The owner has requested that the variances be approved because the existing
sign has been in place for 13 years and would like to have a new sign in the

same location.

The requested variances are as follows:

Freestanding Sign By-law Requirements Requesis
(Service Commercial SC.2
zone)
Permitied location on
private property:
Front yard setback; 6.0 metres 3.0 metres
Side yard setback; 3.0 metres 2.0 metres
Minimum Required 30.0 metres

Separation Distance
befween signs

9.62 metres

The requested variance from the Sign By-law for front yard setback is
recommended to be refused because:

e The front yard setback for the existing sign is not in keeping with the intent
of the Sign By-law No. (1996)-15245. This sign received approval in 1993
before the present by-law was in place. The attached photos on Schedule
C (Existing Signage) illustrate that it is far ahead of the other signs in the
recent vicinity and the opportunity now arises to have the setback conform

to the by-law.

The requested variances from the Sign By-law for side yard setback and
separation distance are recommended to be approved because:

* There are no sight line issues with the side yard setback and location from
the sign on the neighbouring property.

A Great Place to-Call Home




ATTACHMENTS:

Schedule A- Location map
Schedule B- Existing Sign Location
Schedule C- Existing Signage

ﬂfzw

Prepared By:

Pat Sheehy

Zoning Inspector
837-5615 ext. 2388
patrick.sheehy@guelph.ca

Recommended By:

James N. Riddell

Director of Planning and Development Services
837-5616 ext. 2361

jim.riddell@guelph.ca

A Great Place to- Call Howme
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Recommended By:
Bruce A. Paoole

Chief Building Official
837-5615 ext. 2375
bruce.pocle@gueiph.ca

A

/Approve’d for Présentation:
Larry Kotseff
Chief Administrative Officer



SCHEDULE A
LOCATION MAP
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SCHEDULE B
EXISTING SIGN LOCATION
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SCHEDULE C
EXISTING SIGNAGE

Existing Sign

EIYLIFILI e

T

A Great Place to-Call Home




Ph: (519) 836-7669

Fax (519) 836-5961

Parts Direct Line: (519) 836-0535
K-W, Cambridge: 651-2437

suelph HY LMD

Dear Councilors,

Guelph Hyundai has been in business since 1984. We
presently employ twenty-two people.

In the past year we have given our support to the Red
Cross, Adopt-a-family, Guelph Soccer, Make-a-Wish
Foundation, CF Research, Grand River Hospital Foundation,
Co-Operators United Way Campaign, Air Cadet Program,
Homewood Health Centre, Victim Services Wellington, Top

Shot Hockey Tnc., Crime stoppers, Royal Canadian Legion and
the GCVI Music Program.

We have paid more than $500,000 to the city in business and
property taxes and recently have paid to the city a $30,000
Development fee in order to undergo a costly renovation.

Guelph Hyundai has the narrowest frontage of all new car
dealerships in the Guelph Auto Mall. Due to our placement
on the strip, it is imperative that our sign remain
noticeable for our current and future potential customers.

We now need to dramatically improve our revenues and that
means having visibility. Placing the sign at the -

recommended location would irreparably harm our potential
to increase business.

We desperately need your vote on this issue.

Sincerel

herine)y 0'Reilly-Dennis
Customer Relations Coordinator
Guelph Hyundai

(@) 0
785 Woodlawn Rd. W. = Guelph, ON » N1K 1E9

E-maH:admin@gumphhyundaLcum
Drive Ypur iy



sales manager

From: <Patrick.Sheehy@guelph.ca>
To: <customerrelations@guelphhyundai.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2007 1:40 PM

Subject:. RE: Sign Location

Hi Catherine, your property is zoned Service Commercial (SC. 2-2).

The new signs at Nissan are setback 6m and one Is 7 meters high and the smaller one for “used vehicles” is 4.3m
high.

Pat

From: customerrelations@guelphhyundai.com [mailto:customerreiations@gueiphhyundai.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 08, 2007 1:04 PM
To: Patrick Sheehy

Subject: Re: Sign Location

Hi Pat,

Sorry to bother you for more info, but it seems you are the 'go to' man for this.

I'd like to know what zone we are in, as relates to the by-law. Also, can you send me info on Nissan's new sign -
805 Woodlawn.

Catherine O'Reilly
Customer Relations Coordinator
Guelph Hyundai

—- Original Message —

From: Patrick. Sheehy@guelph.ca

To: customerretations@gquelphhyundai.com
Sent; Wednesday, March 07, 2007 9:09 AM
Subject: RE: Sign Location

For the new sign, the setback is measured to the front part of the sign facing the street.

Thanks
Pat

From: customerrelations@quelphhyundai.com [maiIto:customerrelations@gue!phhyundai.com}
Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2007 2:11 PM
To: Patrick Sheehy

Subject: Re: Sign Location

Also, is the suggested setback to the middle of the new sign?

Catherine O'Reilly
Customer Relations Coordinator
Guelph Hyundai

—-— Qriginal Message ——

From: Patrick.Sheehy@aqueloh.ca

To: customerretations@aquelphhyundai.com
Sent: Tuesday, March 06, 2007 1:43 PM

3/8/2007



TABLFE 2 — SCHEDULE ‘B’

Page 14

of By-law Number (1996)-15245
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sales manager

From: <Patrick.Sheehy@guelph.ca>
To: <customerrelations@guelphhyundai.com>
Sent: Monday, March 05, 2007 4:00 PM

Subject:  Signage Setback-message for Catherine

Hi Catherine, here is the information you requested

835 Woodlawn Rd W- Toyota..... Freestanding Sign issued October 2004 17.3" height G metre
setback -

925 Woodlawn Rd W- Wellington Motors(at time) issued February 1508 10.2m height 6 metre
setback

{variance approved by Council..staff recommended refusal)

935 Woodlawn Rd W- Wellington Motors . 10.3 m height 6 metre setback

{variance approved by Council, staff recommended refusal)

995 Woodlawn Road W- Honda 6.1m height 1 metre sethack

(variance approved by Council, staff recommended refusal)

Will see you tomorrow at 9:30 in the building department committee room

Thanks
Pat

Patrick Sheehy |zoning Inspector/Termite Cantrol

City of Guelph |Community Design and Development Services 59 Carden Street | Guelph ] OntariojN1H 3AL
(519} 837-5615 ext 2388 |Fax:(518) 822-4632 -

Emall: Patrick.Sheehy@guelph.ca
Website: guelph.ca

Shakespeare - Made in Canada

A Community Cultural Festival through May 2007

This e-mail message (including attachments, if any) is intended for the use of the individual to whom it
is addressed and may contain information that is privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is

strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify the sender and erase
this e-mail message immediately.

3/8/2007



“Guelph

Report:
COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES
(Report 07-21)
TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Committee
DATE: 2007/03/09

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PRIORITIES PLAN 2007: Follow Up Report

RECOMMENDATION:

“That Guelph City Council approve the seventh annual Development
Priorities Plan 2007 attached to Community Design and Development
Services Report 07-06 dated February 9, 2007;

That Staff be directed to use the Development Priorities Plan to manage the
timing of development within the City for the year 2007;

That Staff be directed to use the standard for the DPP flexibility clause
described in Community Design and Development Services Report 07-21;

That amendments to the timing of development, as outlined by Schedules
2, 3 and 4 of the Plan, be permitted only by Council approval, unless it can
be shown that there is no impact on the capital budget and the dwelling
unit targets for 2007 are not exceeded; and

That staff be directed to include the recommended changes to the 2008
Development Priorities Plan, as identified in Community Design and
Development Services Report 07-06, to respond to the Provincial Growth
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.”

BACKGROUND:

The 2007 DPP was presented to the Community Development and
Environmental Services Committee on February 9, 2007. The Committee passed
the following resolution:

THAT staff report back within the context of the local growth management
strategy and the Development Priorities Plan, on the implications of
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reducing registration activity in the peripheral areas of the City and
encouraging infill and brownfield development.

THAT staff report back on the implications of reducing the inventory of
units in future years from 7 years to 5 years by the next meeting of the
Community Development and Environmental Services Committee.

THAT staff report back on an objective standard to guide the

implementation of the Development Priority Plan’s flexibility clause in
2007.

THAT staff report back with a revised set of objectives for the 2008
Development Priorities Plan by the end of the second quarter of 2007 and
the status of our progress in achieving these objfectives.

THAT the 2007 Development Priorities Plan report be deferred fo the
March 9, 2007 Community Development and Environmental Services
Committee meeting.

REPORT:

This report is directed at responding to the first 3 clauses of the Community
Development and Environmental Services Committee resolution dated February
9, 2007.The resolution sought further information concerning the implications of
the reduction of registration activity and the encouragement of infill development;
the implications of reducing the inventory of potential units from a seven year
supply to a five year supply; and the development of an objective standard for the
flexibility clause of the DPP.

1. Reduction of Registration Activity in the peripheral areas of the City and
encouragement of infill development

At this point it is extremely difficult to speculate on the implications of reducing
registration activity in the peripheral areas of the City and encouraging infill and
brownfield development as requested by the Committee. Reducing registration
activity will limit the supply of potential units available for a building permit and
may stimulate the uptake of units within the Built-up area of the City. However,
much of that activity would be dependent upon market demand.

Each municipality within the Places to Grow area is studying methods by which
this can be accomplished without adverse effects on the affordability of housing
for all of its citizens. Criteria would have to be developed for the number and form
of units that should be constructed and, therefore, encouraged by implementation
tools such as the DPP. Much of this activity will depend on market forces. At this
point, it is difficult to say whether significantly reducing the availability of low
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density housing will automatically increase the desirability of building higher
density infill units. Clearly, the City inventory already has a significant number of
higher density units that are available to be built. Severely limiting the creation of
new potential units would not only affect affordability and the overall housing
market but would also affect the overall construction industry. If there is no
availability, there is no construction activity. As well, encouraging a different form
of development can only be achieved by devising criteria for prioritizing the type
of development that will be permitted. It is recognized in Places to Grow that
there is no short term fix to immediately address this question.

City staff are committed to determining how to promote development within the
Built-up Area of the City. This question and the consideration of where and how
the City should grow is the focus of the Growth Management Strategy (GMS).
Many of the questions that members of Community Development and
Environmental Services Committee are seeking answers for will be addressed
through the GMS. The second key consideration in determining how to
encourage infill development is the establishment of the built boundary as per
Places to Grow. The built boundary will define the area of the City that should be
focused on to meet the Places to Grow intensification target.

Growth Management Strategy: The City of Guelph’s Growth Management
Strategy (GMS) is the study that will set policy direction for future growth in the
City. The GMS study is currently underway and it involves significant public
consultation throughout the phases of its work plan. The GMS is currently in
Phase 2 of the workplan and is expected to be completed in 2008. The work plan
for the GMS is attached as Schedule 1. The community consultation component
of the GMS is important to establishing how to encourage infill development.

The outcome of the growth management strategy for the City of Guelph will be a
long term plan to manage growth expected to take place within the City. The
Strategy will set out how large the City should be, how fast it should grow and
what form that growth should take while examining the implications
(environmental, financial and social) of the preferred growth scenario and setting
out the tools necessary to manage and influence its implementation.

The purpose of the GMS s to:
» describe the current context for planning Guelph's future;
« identify and analyze the factors that will shape Guelph's future growth;

+ detail possible scenarios for growth; and,

+ recommend appropriate municipal initiatives to achieve the desired future.

The GMS includes an Intensification Study to identify the full spectrum of
intensification options for the Built-up area of the City. The Intensification Study
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will also consider a range of options/tools for implementing the range of
intensification options.

The Development Priorities Plan is one component of the overall growth
management objectives for the City. The 2007 DPP is focused on implementing
the existing Official Plan policies, Council policy direction and Strategic Plan
objectives. The focus of the DPP will require significant changes in the future to
address the GMS recommendations upon completion of the GMS.

Places to Grow and Future Role of the DPP: The DPP was initiated in 2001 as
a tool to manage the rate and timing of development from new plans of
subdivision regardless of where they were located in the City. However, plans of
subdivision generally occur on the outer edge of the built-up area of the City (i.e.,
Greenfield development).

In 20086, the Province introduced Places to Grow legislation which brought about
new criteria for measuring growth and density, new language for the definition of
areas within the City and is seeking ways to encourage intensification in all
affected municipalities. Places to Grow divides the City into three main areas:
Urban Growth Centre (what we commonly refer to as the CBD/downtown), the
Built Up Area and Greenfield Area. As per direction from Places to Grow, the
delineation of each of these areas is underway in close consultation with staff
from the Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal.

The DPP, based on its current objectives, is a tool for the management of growth
from plans of subdivision generally within the area that would be considered
Greenfield. In order to implement Places to Grow, it is recognized that the DPP
will need to evolve. In the 2007 DPP report, Staff recommended a number of
changes to the DPP to reformat it as a document that measures the rate and
timing of growth as per Places to Grow. The 2008 DPP will include the following
(summarized from the 2007 DPP report, Section 8):

» Delineation of Built Boundary (shown on all mapping in the DPP);

« Building Permit statistics for Buiit Up Area and Greenfield Area (measure
of where we are in terms of meeting the 40% target for new residential
units within Built Boundary by 2015);

« Identification and mapping of all potential residential sites in the City
(inventory of zoned and draft approved units);

» Density estimates for the Urban Growth Centre and the Greenfield area;
and

« Density estimate for all new draft plans for subdivision.

Schedule 2 displays the zoned and draft approved apartment and townhouse
sites that have not been developed. This mapping is the starting point for
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improving our current inventory of townhouse and apartment sites to include all
potential residential intensification sites in the City. This inventory will be used to
direct developers to sites that are available.

Recommendations for registration of draft plan approved subdivisions will have o
be consistent with Places to Grow. Staff anticipate that the number of units
recommended for registration in the Greenfield area will be reduced in future
DPP's to respond to the Places to Grow intensification target. Staff propose the
2008 DPP as the starting point for revisions to the DPP to incorporate Places to
Grow because the work is dependent on the delineation of the Built Boundary
and Urban Growth Centre boundary. Development activity statistics for 2007 will
provide the base for determining what the City’s intensification ratio is and for
developing an approach to achieving the target set out by Places to Grow.

Current City Incentives: At present, the City offers the following incentives for
development in the Built-up area:

1. Development Charge reductions for Older Built Up area and
Downtown Area

2. Federal-Provincial Affordable Housing Program
3. Brownfield Redevelopment Incentives

4. Official Plan Policies that support and encourage infill and
intensification.

2. Reduction of inventory to 5 year supply

The Provincial Policy Statement requires municipalities to have a minimum 3
year supply of units in draft approved and registered plans of subdivision.
Currently, the overall inventory of units in draft approved and registered plans
provides a 7 year supply. When broken down by type of dwelling, the inventory
consists of a 5.2 year supply of detached, semi-detached and townhouse units
and a 14 year supply of apartment units. The calculation of the number of years
of supply is based on the Population Projections Study assumption that 495
detached and semi-detached units, 225 townhouses and 180 apartment units per
year would be needed.

To get to an overall supply of 5 years, the inventory would need to be reduced by
1800 units. This is the equivalent of 2 years of inventory. New units are added to
the supply through draft plan approvals and removed from the supply when a
building permit is issued. Restricting registrations will not reduce the supply of
potential units. Rather, focusing on the number of potential units created by draft
plan approvals will have an impact on supply.

Given that the current inventory of detached, semi-detached and townhouse
units is already at a 5 year supply and that over the past 6 years an average of
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108 apariment units per year were created; it is evident that to achieve a
reduction to an overall 5 year supply the inventory of detached, semi-detached
and townhouse units would need to be significantly reduced. Reducing the
overall inventory to a 5 year supply would have a profound impact on lower
density forms of housing resulting in limited choice for new detached and semi-
detached dwellings that would likely result in increased housing prices. This
would impact the affordability of our community as lower income residents would
have limited options for home ownership. It would also reduce the supply of lower
density forms of housing to less than a 3 year supply which is not consistent with
the Provincial Policy Statement directives that the City provide for an appropriate
range of housing types and densities.

The City has a policy direction from the Municipal Housing Statement that plans
of subdivision are to provide a mix of housing units with the goal that 40% of the
units will be multiple residential forms (i.e., townhouses and apartments).
However, the market does not respond as quickly to the development of
apartment sites as it does to detached, semi-detached and fownhouse forms. In
fact, the Population Projections Study assumes that the market will evolve by
2021 to include an increased demand for higher density housing resulting from
an increase in the population aged 55 and older. The Guelph market has only
sustained the construction of 648 apartment units over the period 2001 to 2006
(108 units per year). The supply of apartment units is calculated based on 180
units being constructed per year (based on population projections); thus the 14

year supply.

One example of an incentive to the creation of apartment units is the Federal-
Provincial Affordable Housing Program. 84 apartment units were constructed
since 2004 using funding from the Affordable Housing Program. There is clearly
a need for the City to continue its participation in this program.

The overall inventory is inflated due to the inventory of apartment sites and the
manner in which the potential unit counts are calculated. Maximum densities,
based on zoning, are used to determine potential unit counts for apartment sites
(generally 100 units per hectare). These apartment sites are important to include
in new plans of subdivision as they need to be reserved for future development to
ensure that neighbourhoods offer a full range of housing choice and affordability.

The following scenario seeks io reduce the overall inventory of units to a 5 year
supply based on a demand of 900 units per year by year end 2011. This scenario
assumes that 874 units will be removed from this inventory each year through
building permits (based on 20 year average building permits) and does not reflect
future considerations of how the Places to Grow intensification target will be met.
To obtain a 5 year supply, the potential number of draft approved units would
have to be significantly reduced.
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Year | Inventory Units added Units removed by # years

through Draft Building Permit Supply
Plan Approval

2007 6286 878 874 7

2008 6290 600 874 6.9

2008 6016 400 874 6.7

2010 5542 400 874 6.2

2011 5064 300 874 5.6

2012 4494 5

*year end 2011, base inventory for 2012

It is clear that one of the main objectives of Places to Grow is to obtain compact
and sustainable development. The implementation of this policy has been left to
each municipality to encourage intensification. As such, an implementation
strategy must be developed for encouraging the construction of apartment sites
as part of the intensification study component of the GMS.

3. Objective standard for flexibility clause

Staff have considered the request for an objective standard to be applied to the
flexibility clause for registrations and agree that it would be a welcome
improvement. Staff recommend the following process:

1. Evaluate the registration status of plans of subdivision that are
included on Schedule 4 for registration in the current DPP by the
City Engineer and the Manager of Development and Park Planning
on or before June 30.

2. Re-allocate unit counts from developments that have not signed a
subdivision agreement by July 31.

3. Contact developers who have submitted Engineering drawings for
review and are prepared to sign a subdivision agreement but not
included in Schedule 4 of the DPP for the current year to ascertain
their ability to move forward on or before July 31.

The following chart displays the status of subdivisions proposed to be registered
in the 2007 DPP. The chart clearly shows that the plans that are included in the
2007 DPP registration targets for 2007 are on frack to achieving registration in
2007.
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Projected Housing Yields to be Generated by Registrations in 2007

Potential Dwelling Units Engineering Review Status
Semi MOE Subdivision ‘
Detached | detached | Townhouse! Total | Drawings Review | Approval | Agreement | Tendering |
Northwest
23T-88009 Completed {Issued Finatized Ready for
Mitchell Phase 2* 98 32 32 162 Tender
Total 98 32 32 162
Northeast
ZC0602 a5 35 1st submission review
Walson Schoal site in progress
23T-01501 1st submission Application Pumping
Ingram expected to be for Pumping Station
43 43 (received by Feb 15.  |Station ready for
Pumping Station submitted tender
design completed
23T-01502 No drawings received |Application Pumping
Narthview yet. for Pumping Station
Pumping Station Station ready for
54 45 99 [design completed and |submitted tender
ready to go to tender
pending DPP approval
23T-04501 1st submission review
340 Eastview Rd 83 32 38 161 completed
Total 225 32 81 338
South
23T-01507 Completed lssued In pregress
Arkell Springs Ph 2 50 72 122
23T-01508 Review of 2nd
Kortright East Ph 2 submission to be
101 160 261 |started by Feb 20.
Design for Pumping
Sialion underway.
23T-02502 Review of 2nd Application
W estminster East 179 16 105 [submission in submitted
progress
23T-06502 No drawings received
974 Edinburgh Rd S 9 9 lyet
Total 339 0 248 587
Total Units 662 64 361 1087
*carry over from 2006 DPP

4. Other information as requested by the Community Development and
Environmental Services Commiitee

Building Permits and infill ratio: The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe specifies a general intensification target whereby a minimum of 40
per cent of all residential development occurring annually within the City of
Guelph will be within the built-up area by the year 2015 (Section 2.2.3, Clause 1
of the Growth Plan):

By the year 2015 and for each year thereafter, a minimum of 40 per cent
of all residential development occurring annually within each upper- and
single-tier municipality will be within the built-up area.
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The Places to Grow Growth Plan does not identify infill development as a specific
term rather the intensification target deals with lands within the built boundary.
Thus, some developments that are new plans of subdivision may be within the
built boundary and therefore be included in the intensification target. For
example, the Conservation Estates subdivision (yielding approximately 108 units)
would likely be considered as within the Built Boundary and count towards the
intensification target.

The Places to Grow Growth Plan sets out a phased approach for increasing
intensification. The plan recognizes that municipalities need to develop their own
policies and phasing strategies to achieve the intensification target by 2015 in a
manner that will respect and complement each municipality’s character. The
timeframe of 2015 was provided as the start date for achieving this target to
provide municipalities with an adequate transition period to implement Places to
Grow. The implementation of the intensification target requires each municipality
to draft qualifying policy to determine whether the 40% target is appropriate given
the size, location and capacity of the built-up area. Each municipality in the outer-
ring (this includes Guelph) will be reviewed and an appropriate intensification
target will be set as per Section 2.2.3, Clause 4 of the Growth Plan:

The Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal may review and permit an
alternative minimum intensification target for an upper — or — single — tier
municipality located within the outer ring to ensure the intensification
target is appropriate given the size, location and capacity of built-up areas.

The City of Guelph is on the way to developing a strategy for intensification
through the GMS and the update to the Official Plan.

It is important to note that the intensification target requires the establishment of
the boundary of the built-up area in order to begin to monitor achievements in
terms of this policy. It is difficult, at this time, to provide an estimation of the
number of units that would be considered as Greenfield or within the built
boundary until the boundary is established. 2007 will be the first year that staff
can accurately report statistics for the "General Intensification” target of Places to
Grow.

It is expected that the built boundary will be established by the Ministry of Public
Infrastructure Renewal within the next couple of months. Staff will report to
Council when the boundary is established. Further, providing an estimate of how
much development occurred within the built boundary for the years 1996 to 2006
is problematic because the Built Boundary will be defined based on existing
development as of June 16, 2006. Any estimation would be skewed towards the
built up area as a result of how the built boundary wilt be defined (i.e., areas
developed as of June 16, 2006). Monitoring of this future target is meant to begin
at the time the boundary is defined in order to provide an accurate measure of
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where we are year over year so that we can work towards meeting the
intensification target by 2015.

In an attempt to understand how many units may have been considered as part
of the built-up area, staff have reviewed building permit data for the years 2001 to
2006 using Schedule 7 Table 2 of the DPP (Permits Issued to Date and
Remaining Vacant Lots be Registered Plan of Subdivision) to get an idea of the
percentage of development from new plans of subdivision.

The following chart displays the percentage of building permits that were issued
for registered plans of subdivision for the years 2001 to 2006. The “other” permits
include units created by severances or site plan applications; these permits
would likely be considered as within the Built Boundary. Using the average for
the six year period, 85% of permits could be considered ‘greenfield’ and 15% of
permits could be considered within the built boundary. Note: some of the
registered plans of subdivision would likely fall within the built boundary so the
percentage in the built boundary could be slightly higher.

Building Permits: Estimation of
Intensification Target 2001 to 2006

% of Permits

b [ F

2001 2002 2003 2004* 2005 2006*

Permits from Registered Plans B Other

*data to year end, all other years reported to Oclober 31.

Growth Rate — The Official Plan Policy and the Outcome: There has been
discussion recently that the City of Guelph is currently growing at a rate that is
higher than the population growth objective of the Official Plan (Section 3.2).

3.2  Community Form Statement
General Development Objectives
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b) To work towards achieving a moderate rate of population growth,
which will represent an annual average population increase of 1.5
per cent of the total City population.

Recent development activity confirms that the current growih rate meets the
target set by the Official Plan and the approved Population Projections. The
tables below provide the anticipated growth set out by the Population Projection
Study along with the actual growth rate as determined by recent development
activity.

The Official Plan set the growth rate at an annual average of 1.5% for the period
1996 to 2021. The approved population projections study provided direction as to
how the average annual growth rate would occur for the period 2001 to 2027
within the 1.5% objective. It was not intended to be static at 1.5% growth year
over year. Rather, it is a cumulative growth rate, where an annual population
growth rate of 2.2% is expected over the years 2001 to 2006 and 1.7% annually
for the period 2006 to 2011. After 2011, the growth rate is expected to decline
again as a result of an anticipated reduction in economic growth for the GTA and
the overall aging of the population in the period post 2011. When considering the
entire fwenty-six year time period, the average annual growth rate would meet
the 1.5% set out in the Official Plan.

To date, the City has achieved the direction set out by the approved Population
Projections in meeting the 1.5% growth rate objective. Staff continue to use these
targets in the preparation of the annual Development Priorities Plan and the
recommendations in the 2007 DPP fall within the guideline of 900 units per year
for the years 2006 to 2011 as outlined in the Population Projections report.

POPULATION GROWTH SCENARIOS, 2001-2027
2001 109,450
2006 123,160
2011 135,770
2016 142,730
2021 150,040
2027 157,200
Cumulative Growth Rate 2001-2006 2.2%
Cumulative Growth Rate 2006-2011 1.7%
Cumulative Growth Rate 2001-2027 1.5%
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Recent Development Activity and Growth Rate
Yy Total Building Permits | Registration Activity
ear . -
(not including acc.apts)
2001 1067 1494
2002 1057 1013
2003 934 960
2004 1392 692
2005 786 1218
2006 768 648
Development Activity Expected by 1000 units per year 1000 units per year
Population Projections
{(average 2001-2006)
Actual Development Activity 1001 units per year 1004 units per year
(average 2001-2006)

Staff continue to recommend the approval of the 2007 DPP in the form presented
to Community Development and Environmental Services Committee on February
9, 2007. The recommendations and targets outlined in the 2007 DPP meets the
current Official Plan policies and approved Council policy direction and
implements the current Strategic Plan. Staff acknowledge that the future role of
the DPP will likely be changed in response to the ongoing Growth Management
Strategy.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

Supports Strategic Direction #1: The management of growth in a balanced and
sustainable manner.

ATTACHMENTS:

Schedule 1 — Growth Management Strategy Work Plan
Schedule 2 — Zoned and Draft Approved Apartmen’g/ar}d Townhouse Sites

repared By: Recommended By:

Melissa Castellan R. Scott Hannah
Senior Development Planner Manager of Deyelopment Planning

Recommended By:

James N. Riddell g
Director of Community Design and Chief Administrative Officer
Development Services

TAPlanning\CD&ES Reports\2007407-21) {03-09} 2007 DPP Follow up report.doc
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SCHEDULE 1
Growth Management Strategy Work Plan
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SCHEDULE 2

POTENTIAL APARTMENT and TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENTS
NORTHEAST SECTOR (as of December 2006)
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POTENTIAL APARTMENT and TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENTS
NORTHWEST SECTOR (as of December 2006)
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POTENTIAL APARTMENT and TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENTS
SQUTH SECTOR (as of December 2006)
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“Guelph

COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES '

Planning (Report #07-06)

TO: Community Development and Environmental Services Committee

DATE: 2007/02/09

SUBJECT: DEVELOPMENT PRIORITIES PLAN {DPP) 2007

RECOMMENDATION:

“That Guelph City Council approve the seventh annual Development Priorities Plan 2007

attached to Community Design and Development Services Report 07-06 dated February
9, 2007;

That Staff be directed o use the Development Priorities Plan to manage the timing of
development within the City for the year 2007:

That amendments fo the timing of development, as outlined by Schedules 2, 3 and 4 of
the plan, be permitied only by Council appraval, unless it can be shown that there is no

impact on the capital budget and the dwelling unit targets for 2007 are not exceeded;
and

That staff be directed to include the recommended changes to the 2008 Development
Priorities Plan, as identified in Community Design and Development Services Report 07-
06, to respend to the Provincial Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe.”

BACKGROUND:

The attached document is the seventh annual Development Priorities Plan {DPP). This
plan provides a multi-year forecast of development activity as measured by the
anticlpated registration of draft plans of subdivision. This report recommends approval of
the 2007 DPP to assist staff in setfing priorities for the review of new plans of subdivision
and registration of currently approved plans.

The Provincial Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe has significant
implications for the future development of the City. Since slaff views the DPP as the
logical tool to monitor the City's commitments for intensification and density outlined by
the Growth Plan, this report also contains a number of recommended changes to
improve the DPP starting with the 2008 DPP.
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REPORT:

The 2007 DPP recommends that Council support the creation of up to 1087
potential dwelling units from the registration of plans in 2007 (See Schedule 2}).

This figure is the lowest recommended total since the DPP was created in 2001. The
figure also reflects a couple of new realities for new development.

1. The DPP needs to respond to the population projections forecast. The
population projections forecast recommends the creation of approximately 900
potential new units per year for the years 2006 to 2011. This is down from the
1000 dwelling units per year for the years 2001 to 2008.

2. The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe requires that 40% of new
growth oceur within the built up areas of Cities by the year 2015. Since most of
the new subdivision activity identified by the DPP is expected to be identified
beyond the built boundary (i.e. Greenfield area) there is the need to take a
more conservative approach to Greenfield approvals and commitments.

Included in the 1087 potential units is a carryover of 162 units that were identified for
registration in 2006. If these units are removed, 920 new units are included in the
recommendation. In the recommendation, consideration was also given to the fact that
only 648 potential units were registered in 2008. When the figures are combined (648
+1087) the average for the fwo years would be 868 units. Both the number of new units
(920) and projected two year average (868) are consistent with Council's current
population projections forecast of 900 units per year.

The breakdown of the components of the 1087 dwelling units is 662 detached, 64 semi-
detached and 361 townhouses. If these registrations are endorsed, the City will continue
to have a sufficient supply of lots and blocks in registered plans to respond to market
needs and trends and maintain a competitive market place in terms of pricing. In terms
of short-term supply, there are 2785 potential units {as of December 31, 2008} currently
available for building permits in registered plans. This overall number is down slightly
from the number of potential units in last year's DPP (2907 units). The number of
potential detached and semi-detached dwellings has, however, remained consistent with
the approximately 940 units last year. This is generally consistent with one of the
recommendations in last year's DPP, which was to try and increase the short-term
supply of these types of units. The vast majority of potential units in the short term
supply, approximately 1800 uniis {65%) are in potential multiple residential projects
(Schedule 7).

This year's DPP also recommends a number of plans for consideration of draft plan
approval in 2007 (see Schedule 3}. Included in the plans are approximately 878 future
dwelling units, which is also in keeping with the population projections (900 units per
year).

Implications of the Provincial Growth Plan and the future of the DPP

On June 186, 2006 the Province released the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe, 2006. This plan was prepared under the Places to Grow Act, 2005 as part of
the Places to Grow Initiative to plan for healthy and prosperous growth throughout
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Ontario. The new growth plan has significant implications for the future development of
the City. Since its inception, the DPP has been used effectively as a tool by City Council
to manage the rate and timing of development from new plans of subdivision. As a
result, City staff view the DPP as the logical tool to be modified to monitor the City's
obligations under the Growth Plan. Of particular interest is that the Growth Plan
establishes intensification and density targets for certain areas of municipalities. The
Growth Plan also establishes population and employment projections for Guelph. The
following discussion highlights scme of the obligations under the Growth Plan and
recommendations by City Staff on how the DPP could be modified to monitor these
obligations.

Intensification Target

The Growth Plan establishes that single tier municipalities, like Guelph, will plan for a
phased increase in the yearly percentage of residential intensification so that by the year
2015 a minimum of 40% of all residential development occurring annually within each
municipality will be within the defined Built-Up Area (which includes the Urban Growth
Centre). Currently, City staff are reviewing and refining a draft “built boundary" with
representatives of the Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal. This built boundary
should be established in early 2007. Since the Growth Plan states that all municipalities
will develop strategies to phase in and achieve intensification and the intensification
targets, the following changes are recommended to future Development Priority Plans
starting with the 2008 DPP:

¢ The mapping for the 2008 DPP (Schedule 4) will clearly identify the built
boundary.

¢+ Building permit statistics (Schedule 5) will continue 1o show an overall City
total but also be broken into permits within the defined “Built up” areas and
designated “Greenfield” areas to monitor the percentage of new
development within the two areas.

+ The Schedules and mapping for the 2008 DPP will be modified to show all
potential residential developments (infill and subdivisions) within the “Built-
Up" and “Greenfield" areas to provide an inclusive inventory of potential
residential units in both areas.

Density Targets

The Growth Plan also specifies a set of density targets for the identified Urban Growth
Centre and the designated Greenfield area. The City of Guelph is one of the identified
municipalities where a minimum density target of 150 people and jobs per hectare is to
be achieved in the Urban Growth Centre. Similar to the establishment of the Built
Boundary, the Ministry of Public Infrastructure and Renewal will meet with City Staff to
establish the boundary of the Urban Growth Centre in Downtown Guelph.

The density target for the designated Greenfield area is to be not less than 50 residents
and jobs combined per hectare. The density target is to be measured over the entire
designated area, not by individual project, and excludes areas such as provincially
significant wetlands where development is prohibited. Census data, released every five
years, will be used to monitor progress towards achieving the targets, although
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municipal data is expected to be used to supplement the census to obtain a count of
jobs and residents that is as accurate as possible. The following changes are therefore
recommended to future Development Priority Plans starting with the 2008 DPP:

¢+ The Mapping for the 2008 DPP will identify the Urban Growth Centre
Boundary and the Built Boundary. It will also provide a density estimate
for the areas based on the most recent census information as
supplemented by municipal data.

+ A schedule will provide the density estimate for all draft approved plans
within the designated Greenield area based on the land use schedule for
each draft approved plan.

+ A density estimate for all new Draft Plans of subdivision recommended
for consideration in 2008 in the Greenfield area will be provided based on
the information available at the time of publication of the DPP (NB: As
noted in Section 4, Draft Plans of subdivision identified for
consideration by the DPP does not commit Council to approving the
plan in whole or in part. As the most appropriate time to review and
establish future densities is at the time of Draft Plan approval,
individual plans showing less than the density target will likely have
to be modified to achieve the target).

Population Projections

The population projections established by the Growth Plan are significantly higher than
the current approved projections by City Council. Further, the projections contained in
the Growth Plan must be used for planning and managing growth in the Greater Golden
Horseshoe.

Given the projections established by the Growth Plan, it is expected that the City's
current population projection will need to be revisited in the near future. It is expected
that the DPP will continue to be the primary growth management tool to assist City
Council in managing the rate and timing of new growth.

The Financial Implications of Growth:

The Development Priorities Plan continues to be a useful too! to assist with integrating
the financial implications of growth related capital costs with the timing of development
(subdivisions) in new growth areas. The DPP was developed in part fo ensure that
capital works for development are not advanced shead of the Council approved
scheduling in the City's Capital budget. For example, one of the criteria influencing the
priority of subdivision registrations each year is the need for any required capital works
to be approved by Council in the 10-year capital budget. In other words, in order for a
subdivision {or phase of a subdivision} to be recommended for registration by staff, all
capital works (e.g. Sanitary sewer extension) required to allow the registration must be
approved by Council. This is true for the 2007 DPP.

While the DPP is a useful short term scheduling tool for the capital budget, there is
clearly the need to lock at the longer term implications of growth on both the capital and
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operating budgets. This year Staff introduced 10-year capital and 3-year operating
forecasts into the budget process to begin to examine the medium and longer-term
commitments on the growth of the City. It is clearly the desire by Council to develop a
financial model, which could effectively deal with the implications of growth on both the
operating and capital budgets in the long term.

One of the difficulties experienced by staff in researching this subject is that we are not
aware of the availability of such a model. Some municipalities have attempied to
estimate the operating costs of different forms of land use, but that work involves a
number of assumptions, requires having good base information and the final product
illustrates corder of magnitude differences as opposed {o hard numbers. There is
considerable work required o develop a model, but staff are committed to this project.

In order to work towards developing a financial medel, staff envision three distinct steps:

1. Understand the gap between all the cosis of growth (e.g. operating and capital)
and the revenues and other means the municipality has available to it to
construct and pay for the growth (e.g. Development Charges, Tax revenues,
Developer contributions). On the capital side, this involves calculating all capital
related costs irrespective of the limitations of the DC legislation On the operating
site this involves estimating the costs of services by different forms of
development relative to the tax revenues received.

2. In order to complete the analysis in step 1, there wilt be the need to review, and
possibly update, information needed to develop the financial model including
data on long-term growth related costs (E.g. Trails Master Plan, Fire Services
Study, Recreation, Parks and Culture Strategic Plan, Guelph and Area
Transportation Plan, Water Supply Master Plan, Waste Water Master Plan).
Information gaps will be determined.

3. Development and refinement of the financial model. This step will include any
assumptions used to create the model and the determination of how the model
will be used.

During the steps there will be the need for a considerable amount of interaction with
Council so that everyone understands how the model was produced and what it is
intended to do. Also, given the time required and complexity of the issue the work cannot
be undertaken in-house. Therefore, Staff commit to issuing a request for proposals
(RFP) by the end April 2007 to retain a consultant to undertake the steps necessary to
complete this project. Costs associated with the retention and completion of the study
are eligible under the Development Charges Act since this study deals with the
implications of growth. Current DC's will therefore be used to fund the project and all
costs will be recovered when the DC by-law is updated. Finance staff will lead this
initiative with the assistance of various staff from other service areas. Staff expect that
Steps 1 and 2 will be completed by the end of the 2007 with the financial model being
developed during 2008 along with the Development Charges update and together with
any other data needed to fill in the information gaps (e.g. completion of water and waste
water master plan and optimization studies). The timing for the overall project still fits
within the overall Local Growth Management study.
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Other Highlights and Information Contained within the DPP

The following, in point form, are other important highlights found in Sections 8, 7 and 9 of
the attached DPP 2007:

+

The DPP continues to be a useful tool in meeting the City's Strategic goal of
managing growth in a balanced sustainable manner. During 2006, the DPP
was also effective in assisting staff in establishing priorities for the review and
approval of new applications for draft plan approval of residential plans of
subdivision.

Registration activity in 2008 was significantly less than the dwelling unit target
set by Council as a limit to growth. The target for 2006 was 1287 units. During
20086, only seven (7) plans of subdivision (or portions of these plans) were
registered resulting in the potential creation of 648 dwelling units (see
Schedule 1 of the DPP). The average registration activity for the years 2001
to 2006 is 1004 potential units per year. This is consistent with the Council
approved population projections forecast, which called for a growth of 1000
units per year from 2001-2006.

Residential building permit activity continued to show a decline. A total of 837
residential permits were issued in 2008 representing a decline of 3% from
2005. The current trend in residential permit activity is expected to continue in
2007.

Requests for development approvals and registrations are expected to
remain active during 2007, Requests to register all or parts of 9 subdivisions
are contained within the recommended dwelling unit target of 1087 dwellings
contained on Schedule 2 of the 2007 DPP (see conclusions and
recommendations Section 10). Four (4) registrations are expected in the east,
four {4) in the south and one (1) in the west. Not all requests for approvals
and registrations made by the Development Community are reflected by the
recommended targets.

A managed approach to the approval of new units has once again allowed
the City to maintain the medium term inventory of units at approximately 6300
units in 2006 down from approximately 7600 units in 2003. This equates to an
overall supply of approximately 7 years (see Schedule 7 of the DPP) using
the assumption of 900 units per year. In terms of supply by type of residential
unit, there is a 5 year supply of single and semi-detached dwellings, a 6 year
supply of townhouse units and a 14 year supply of apartment units.

City staff recommend that the Development Priorities Plan (DPP} 2007 be approved
(Schedules 2, 3 and 4) and used as a guide to manage the rate and timing of
development for the next year.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

To manage growth in a balanced sustainable manner.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
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All capital works {e.g. sanitary sewer extensions) required for the plans for subdivision
recommended by Staff for registration in 2007 have been previously approved by
Coungil in the Capital budget.

Staff commit to developing a financial model to deal with the longer term implications of
growth. The development of this model will be funded through Development Charges.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION/CONCURRENCE:

The Development Priorities Plan team is made up of various staff members from
Community Design and Development Services (Development and Parks Planning and
Engineering), and Finance. The DPP team supports the Development Priorities Pian
{2007} and the recommendations in this report.

COMMUNICATIONS:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:

2007 Development Priorities Plan

7

"Prepared By: /“Recommended by:
R. Scott Hannah —~7%"James N. Riddel!

Manager of Development Planning Director of Community Design and

Development Services

Recommended By: Approveg/for Prefsenjation:
David Kennedy Larry Kotseff
Director of Finance Chiaf Administrative Officer
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Notes:

INTRODUCTION

The Development Priorities Plan (DPP) is prepared annually by Community Design and
Development Services with the assistance of the Finance Department. The first annual DPP was
prepared in 2001 as a recommendation from a study of the Development Services function of the
City undertaken by Arthur Anderson in 1999.

The DPP is intended to manage the rate and timing of development in the City. The DPP provides
a multi-year forecast of development activity as measured by the anticipated registration of draft
plans of subdivision. The preparation and approval of the DPP is in keeping with one of the goals
of the ‘City of Guelph Strategic Plan 2005 and beyond — A great place to call home’ being “To
manage growth in a balanced sustainable manner”. Through the recommendations in the DPP, City
Council establishes priorities for the planning and development of future growth areas.

Other objectives of the Plan include:

1. To outline the municipal intentions with respect to the review, processing and servicing of
plans of subdivision (residential and industrial).

2. To provide a tool to assist with integrating the financial planning of growth related capital
costs (10-Year Capital Budget Forecast) with land use planning and the timing of
development in new growth areas.

3. To help estimate potential development charge revenues and expenditures.

4. To ensure an adequate supply and mix of housing units consistent with the goals and
objectives of the Official Plan and to ensure a minimum three year supply of residential units
in draft approved and registered plans to satisfy the Housing policies of the Provincial Policy
Statement.

5. To monitor the number of new lots being created as part of the Provincial Government’s
“Municipal Performance Measurement Program”.
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6. To assist the development industry and Boards and agencies involved in development
(School Boards, Guelph Hydro) by providing growth and staging information for the City.

The development industry, individual landowners and the general public should use the DPP as data
and information related to the priority for current and future residential and industrial development.

The DPP is also prepared in accordance with the policies of the City of Guelph Official Plan, in
particular Section 4.2.3, which states:

“The City will undertake a strategic review of its growth management objectives and policies. As an interim
step, a development priorities plan will be prepared that will assist in defining the rate, timing and location of
development and redevelopment that should occur in the Municipality. This plan prepared and updated on

an annual basis, will provide a multi-year forecast of growth.”

By approving the 2007 DPP City Council will set a limit for the creation of potential dwelling units
from Registered Plans from October 31, 2006 to October 31, 2007 (see Schedule 2). Staff will be
asked to manage the registration of the various subdivisions identified for 2007 to ensure that the
dwelling unit targets are not exceeded. By approving the annual DPP, Council will also highlight
those Draft Plans of Subdivision (or phases) that are anticipated to be considered for Draft Plan
Approval (DPA) in 2007 (see Schedule 3). Staff will be asked to devote time and resources to
resolving issues associated with these draft plans so that they can be considered for DPA by Council
in 2007.

The sections that follow lay out the criteria used by Staff for determining the priority of the various
subdivisions and provide an explanation for the schedules of the annual DPP. This document also
includes a brief discussion of the flexibility included in the plan and the process to advance the
priority of subdivisions (or a particular phase) into the current year.

City Council sets a limit on the
creation of potential dwelling
units through the approval of
the annual DPP.
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CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING THE PRIORITY OF
SUBDIVISIONS

The DPP annually approves the subdivisions (or phases), already Draft Approved, that may be
registered. The plan also identifies the preliminary plans of subdivision that staff intend to present to
City Council for consideration of Draft Plan Approval in the short term. A number of factors have
been considered in determining the priority for registration and Draft Plan approval.

The factors influencing the support for a Registration include:

Any required Capital works have been approved in the 10 year Capital Forecast.
Appropriate Phasing Conditions have been fulfilled (e.g. approval of an EA).
Proximity of servicing (e.g. end of pipe versus need for a service extension).

Servicing capacity (water and waste water).

The realization of the goals, objectives and policies of the Official Plan.

The objective of balanced community growth in all three geographic areas (NW, NE
and South).

The provision of Community benefits (e.g. the addition of parks and school sites).

Commitment by the Developer (e.g. signing of Engineering Services agreement,
posting of Letters of Credit).

Status and complexity of Draft Plan conditions and timing to fulfill (e.g. need for
Environment Implementation Report).

The variety and mix of housing units being provided.

Notes:
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o Consideration of the City’s Growth Management objectives (an average annual
growth rate of 1.5 %) and Population Projections.

o Review of Staff resources.
The factors influencing the consideration of Draft Plan approval are:

o The status of relevant Community, Secondary Plans or Watershed Studies.
o Conformity with the Official Plan and any applicable Secondary or Community Plan.

o The need for growth to maintain a 5-year supply of dwelling units in Draft Approved
and Registered Plans.

o The need and status of required Capital works in the 10 year Capital Forecast.
o Servicing capacity (water and waste water).

e Council’s approved “Phasing Policy for New Large-Scale Residential Plans of
Subdivision”

e The objective of balanced community growth in all three geographic areas
(Northwest, Northeast and South).

o Complexity of issues and the time necessary to resolve them (e.g. environmental
impact, neighbourhood concerns).

e Review of Staff resources.

EXPLANATION OF SCHEDULES IN THE DPP

The Development Priorities Plan Report 2007 — Post 2008 is comprised of several schedules
showing statistical information related to development activity in the City of Guelph. In most cases

Notes:

January 2007
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the tables are divided into three geographical areas of the City, namely “Northwest”, “Northeast”
and “South” to correspond with the same geographical areas that were used for the Population
Projections Report (“City of Guelph Household and Population Projections 2001-2027). Guelph
City Council approved this study in May 2003. The Population Projections Report contemplated an
average annual growth of approximately 1000 dwelling units per year from 2001 to 2006 and 900
dwelling units per year for the years 2006-2011. It was also assumed that the growth would occur
17% in the northwest, 37% in the northeast and 46% in the south to meet the objective of providing
balanced community growth.

The Schedules are described in detail below:
Schedule 1: Registration Activity between October 31, 2005 and October 31, 2006.

This table monitors the registration activity for the previous year against the approved DPP
for the same time period (in this case the 2006 DPP). The numbers in the table are the
potential supply of dwelling units from new subdivisions that have been added to the
available supply during the previous Calendar year. Staff will not allow these numbers to
exceed the approved DPP dwelling unit targets unless authorized by Guelph City Council.

The plans that were registered between October 31, 2005 and October 31, 2006 are divided
into the three geographic areas of the City. The unit counts are potential dwelling units and
are not indicative of building permit activity (this information is provided on Schedule 5).
The table shows the number of dwelling units that could be created if the registered plans
were fully built out in accordance with the maximum number of dwelling units permitted in
the approved zoning.

Schedule 1 displays that 7 plans of subdivision (or phases) achieved registration in 2006 or
executed a subdivision agreement. City Council approved the registration of 1287 potential
units with the 2006 DPP. Only half of the total potential units expected to be registered in
2006 were registered. These registrations total 648 potential residential units with 50% of the
development occurring in the Northeast and 50% in the South. Overall, 80% of the units

Based on population
projections, Guelph is expected
to grow at an annual rate of
900 dwelling units per year for
the period 2006-2011.
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registered are detached or semi-detached and 20% are multi-residential units. This is the
lowest registration activity recorded since the initiation of the DPP in 2001.

Schedule 2: Summary of 2007 — Post 2008 Proposed Staging, Dwelling Unit Targets.

This Schedule summarizes the staging of development within the DPP. The unit counts
provided on the chart provide a summary of all of the dwelling units that could result from
all Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans of Subdivision as of October 31, 2006.

The portion of the table entitled “2007 Proposed Registrations” is the recommended
dwelling unit limits that City Staff are asking Council to approve for the year 2007.

The recommendation for the 2007 DPP is a total of 1087 potential units in 9 plans of Schedule 2 of the DPP displays
subdivision. This recommendation would result in 30% of new development in the the recommended dwelling
Northeast, 15% in the Northwest and 54% in the South which is in keeping with the anit limit for 2007.

Population Projections study.

The portion of the table entitled “2008 Anticipated Registrations” is a summary of the likely
registration activity in the year 2008, based on input received from the Development
Community and Staff’s examination of the criteria for determining the priority for
subdivision registration. This portion of the Table is not a commitment to a registration
during 2008 because the DPP is approved on an annual basis and provides a Council
commitment for the next year only (in this case 2007). It is, however, Staff’s best estimate of
the plans that could be registered during 2008. Schedule 2 shows that 1182 units are
anticipated to be registered in 2008.

The final portion of the table entitled “Post 2008 Anticipated Registrations” summarizes the
potential dwelling units within all remaining plans for subdivision that have received Draft
Plan approval or have been submitted on a preliminary basis to the City. There are
approximately 5000 units in proposed plans of subdivision that are proposed to be registered
post 2008. Approximately 1550 units are in draft approved plans, 2250 units are in
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preliminary plans and 1140 units are part of future applications. Development from these
plans is 17% in the Northwest, 34% in the Northeast and 49% in the South.

Schedule 3: Draft Plan Approval Activity

This schedule provides information on current and future Draft Plan approval activity in the
City. The table entitled “Plans Anticipated to be considered for Draft Plan Approval
in 2007” highlights the draft plans (or phases) that staff believe will be ready to be
considered for approval by Council during 2007. Inclusion in this table does not
guarantee that the plan will be presented to Council for consideration of DPA in 2007 nor

Schedule 3 displays the plans
that are anticipated to be
considered for Draft Plan
approval by Council in 2007.

does it commit Council to approving all, or any portion, of the plan. Staff will however be
asked to devote time and resources to evaluating the application and resolving issues
associated with these draft plans so that they can be considered for DPA by Council in 2007.
Five residential plans of subdivision are included in this table with a total of 878 units (66%
detached and semi-detached and 44% townhouse and apartments).

The table entitled “Draft Approved Plans during 2006 highlights plans of subdivision (or
phases) that received Draft Plan approval by Council during 2006. Eight plans of subdivision
were draft approved in 2006 resulting in 944 units (61% detached and semi-detached and
39% townhouse and apartments).

Schedule 4: Development Priorities Plan, Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Schedule 4 provides the detailed
breakdown of plans of
subdivision and expected timing
of development.

This schedule is broken up into three (3) components and provides the details that generated
the Summary provided in Schedule 2. The three components include:

1. A table showing the total number of potential dwelling units in Draft Approved and

Preliminary Plans of Subdivision broken into the three geographic areas of the City.
(Please note the total number of dwelling units provided on this chart is
identical to the total found on Schedule 2).
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2. Tables showing the detailed land use breakdown of the individual Draft Plans of
Subdivision located in the three geographic areas of the City. The headings and

information provided in these tables are described in more detail in the Section 4 of

. . . Notes:
this report “Explanation of Columns and Headings”. ores

3. Mapping of the three areas of the City (NW, NE and South), which provides a visual
presentation of the recommended priority and timing for the individual plans of
subdivision.

Schedule 5: Building Permits for New Residential Units

This table shows building permit activity for the last two years. The data for 20006 is reported
to year end. Permit activity has declined recently from a record high of 1495 units in 2004 to
837 units in 2006. This downward trend in permit activity is expected to continue in 2007.

Schedule 6: Residential Construction Activity

This chart shows residential construction activity in the City of Guelph over the last 20 years
(1986-20006). Schedules 5 and 6 are used by City Staff to monitor the number of units
constructed in the City by year. Registration activity is a measure of the supply of potential
units. Construction activity is a measure of the demand or absorption of the units that were
previously registered. The Population Projections Report and the Development Charges
Study both assumed that the City would grow at a rate of approximately 1000 dwelling units
per year for the years 2001 — 2006 and 900 units per year from 2006 to 2011.

The average permit activity from 2001 to 2005 is 1047 units per year (not including accessory
apartments) or 1151 units per year (including accessory apartments) which is a 5% to 15%
increase over what the Population Projections Study expected.

The building permit activity for 2006 (837 units) is slightly less (-7%) than the projected 900
units per year.
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The twenty (20) year average (1987 -2000) for building permit activity is 874 units per year
(not including accessory apartments) or 904 units per year (including accessory apartments).

The ten (10) year average (1997-2005) is 980 units per year (not including accessory
apartments) or 1040 units per year (including accessory apartments).

Schedule 7: Potential Development Summary — Short, Medium and Long Term Currently, the City of Guelph has
approximately a 7 year supply of
This table breaks the potential dwelling units into three time frames: Short, Medium and units in draft approved and
Long Term. The short term supply includes lots and blocks that are registered and where registered plans.

building permits are readily available. The medium term supply includes lots and blocks in
Draft Approved Plans that have not been registered and long term supply includes lands

designated for development where staff is considering preliminary plans or unofficial
proposals. The Provincial Government, in its Provincial Policy Statement, requires a
municipality to have a minimum three-year supply of dwelling units in Registered and Draft

Approved Plans (short and medium term). The current figures indicate that as of December
31, 2000, the City has approximately 6300 potential dwelling units in these two categories
representing approximately a 7-year supply of growth, based on the growth projections.

Notes:

Schedule 8: Third Quarter Updates on Water and Waste Water Flows

The City of Guelph allocates physical water and wastewater capacity at the time of
registration as per an agreement with the Ministry of the Environment (MOE). With respect
to draft plan approvals, the City must ensure that the planning commitment for sewage
treatment capacity does not exceed the assimilative limits of the Speed River approved in
1998 as part of the Wastewater Treatment Strategy Schedule “C” Class Environmental
Assessment. Environmental Services is in the process of updating the 1998 Class EA to
confirm the ability of the Speed River to receive a 9,000 m’/day expansion in flow from the
existing wastewater treatment plant.

January 2007 Page 9 of 26



City of Guelph Community Design and Development Services 2007 Development Priorities Plan

Notes:

Similarly, the City must ensure that the long-range water supply commitments to draft plans
are below the rated capacity. Environmental Services recently completed and Council
approved the Water Supply Master Plan. Climatic conditions, well interference and water
quality influences are impacting upon the yield of the existing municipal water supply. The
goal of the Water Supply Master Plan is the provision of an adequate and sustainable supply
of water to meet the current and future needs of all customers. In September of this year,
the City received approval from the Ministry of Environment (MOE) of an Environmental
Assessment (EA) to increase the water taking at the Arkell Spring Grounds by approximately
9,000 m’/day.  With this the EA approval, it is expected that a portion of this increased
water supply capacity will be commissioned by late 2008. The EA also recommends
implementation of conservation and efficiency strategies to ensure the best use of the City’s
existing water resources. In the past five years, conservation, efficiency and reduced sewer
inflow/infiltration have allowed development to occur without significantly increasing
annual water supply or wastewater treatment flows.

In addition to the water and wastewater capacity expansions proposed above,
Environmental Services is in the process of developing a long term Wastewater Treatment
Master Plan to address the needs of development in Guelph for the next 50 years. This
master plan, in conjunction with the Water Supply Master Plan, will form part of the Local
Growth Strategy which has been commenced by Community Design and Development
Services.

The tables in Schedule 8 provide the latest information on Water and Wastewater capacity.
These tables have previously been attached to draft plan of subdivision application reports as
subdivision applications come forward to Council for approval. With the tables being
updated and included in the Development Priorities Plan on an annual basis, the necessity to
provide the tables on an individual draft plan of subdivision application basis should not be
required if the subdivision application has been accounted for in the Development Priorities
Plan. In the future, staff will confirm that draft plan of subdivision applications are
consistent with the approved Development Priorities Plan and therefore, the subdivision
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Notes:

applications would fall within the water and wastewater capacity criteria shown on the tables
included in the approved Development Priorities Plan for the current year.

Schedule 9: Total Draft and Registered Plan Analysis

These charts illustrate the relationship between the current supply of Draft Approved and
Registered lots in comparison to projected annual take up.

Schedule 9 displays a 5 year supply of detached and semi-detached units, a 6 year supply of
townhouse units and a 14 year supply of apartment units in draft approved and registered
plans. The Populations Projection Study determined a supply of 900 units per year for the
years 2006-2011 which is made up of 495 (55%) detached/semi-detached, 225 (25%)
townhouses and 180 (20%) apartments.

4 EXPLANATION OF COLUMNS AND HEADINGS IN
SCHEDULE 4

The following is an explanation of the columns and headings found in the tables featured in
Schedule 4. Schedule 4 is broken out into geographic areas of the City; Northeast, Northwest and
South.

= FILE NUMBER (DESCRIPTION)

The City file number and name are provided for each proposed plan of subdivision (e.g.
Northeast Residential, 23T-98501, Watson FEast). (NB: the files are listed in
chronological order from oldest to most recent).

= STATUS

The files/subdivisions are either:
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Draft Approved (City Council has approved).

Preliminary (Formal applications have been received and are being reviewed by
City Staff).

3. TFuture (Unofficial Proposals have been received by City Staff, but no formal
application has been made).

N —

No development will be identified in the DPP until; at least, an Unofficial
Proposal has been filed with the City.

= RESIDENTIAL

The number of potential dwelling units from the residential portion of a subdivision, yet
to be registered, is presented in four columns:

D = detached dwellings
SD = semi-detached dwellings
TH = townhouse dwellings*

APT = apartment dwellings*

* The dwelling unit numbers for Townhouse and Apartment dwellings is based on the
maximum densities permitted by the Zoning By-law. The actual number of dwelling
units eventually built on individual properties is sometimes less than the maximum
densities allowed.

— COMM, IND, INST,

The land area (in hectares) within plans of subdivision zoned or proposed for
Commercial (COMM), Industrial (IND) and Institutional (INST) land uses.

Notes:
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Notes:

= PARK

The land area (in hectares) within plans of subdivision that is zoned for Parkland or is
proposed to be dedicated to the City for Parkland. The phrase “Cash-in-lieu” is listed for
those plans of subdivision where the City expects to receive a cash payment in lieu of a
land dedication for parkland purposes.

= DRAFT PLAN APPROVAL DATE

For “Draft Approved” plans, the date listed is the actual date of Draft Plan approval.
For “Preliminary” and “Future Plans” the date listed is the year in which staff expects
that the plan of Subdivision will be presented to Council for consideration of Draft Plan
approval. This year is not a commitment by Staff nor does it guarantee that City
Council will support the plan in whole or in part. The year provided is an
estimate by staff of when the subdivision will be ready to be reviewed by City
Council after considering the factors influencing the consideration of Draft Plan
approval. Schedule 3 provides a summary of the Draft Plans (or phases) that are
anticipated to be considered for draft plan approval in 2007.

— DC EXPENDITURE/REVENUE

This column lists the expected revenue and expenditures from the hard service
component of Development Charges (DCs) to construct the plan of subdivision. The
DC revenue is based on the current rates. The DC expenditures are based on capital
works for hard services (roads, sewers, and wastewater treatment plant expansion)
directly attributable to the plan of subdivision. For larger capital works (e.g. road
improvements, wastewater treatment plant) the expenditures have been allocated as a
percentage of the benefiting landowner or on a per unit cost.

= EXPECTED DEVELOPMENT

This column identifies the priority for registration given to the plan of subdivision or

phases of the plan. The year in which the plan of subdivision (or phase) is likely to be
registered and the potential number of dwelling units are presented. The individual plan
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will either be identified as 2007, 2008 or Post 2008. The information from this column is Notes:
used to create the Summary Table in Schedule 2. The timing and phasing is also
consistent with the mapping provided at the end of Schedule 4.

The expected development is reviewed on an annual basis and adjusted
accordingly.

5 FLEXIBILITY

Subdivisions that are scheduled and approved to be registered in 2007 may not necessarily proceed.
In some cases, registration does not proceed as the developer/owner may decide that the market
conditions do not dictate the risk to service a particular development. In other cases, the time to
clear various conditions (e.g. preparation and approval of a necessary Environmental
Implementation report) may have been underestimated. Under these circumstances the DPP builds
in flexibility for development not currently approved to be registered in 2007 to be advanced. City
Staff have the authority to move the registration of developments ahead (e.g. from 2008 to 2007)
provided that the dwelling unit target will not be exceeded and any capital expense is already
approved in the capital budget. Council approval is required if a development wishing to be
advanced exceeds the dwelling unit targets or there is an impact on the capital budget. Under this
scenario, Staff will review the situation and prepare a report and recommendation to the Community
Development and Environmental Services Committee of Council.

City staff meets quarterly with the Guelph Development Association and the Guelph and District
Homebuilders to review the status of all development in the DPP to ensure that this flexibility is
realized.
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SUMMARY OF DEVELOPMENT ACTIVITY IN 2006

The best way to describe subdivision and building permit activity for the year 2006 was steady but
slightly slower than in previous years. 2006 represents the second consecutive year that permit
activity has fallen from the historic high set in 2004 when 1495 permits were issued. As of the end of
December 2006 a total of 837 new dwelling units have been created (see Schedule 5). This total is a
slight reduction (-3%) from the 864 new residential dwelling units that were built in 2005. However,
the totals for the last two years compare well with the direction of City Council to grow at
approximately 900 dwelling units per year from 2006 to 2011 as set out in the Population
Projections study.

The reduction in permit activity over the last two years is consistent with other area Municipalities
and seems to reflect a general weakening in demand in the residential marketplace. The Canadian
Mortgage and Housing Corporation (CMHC) predicts that new housing construction will continue
to ease in 2007 from the record highs set a few years ago. There are several factors that may be
responsible including higher land, labour and material costs causing house prices to rise and changes
in consumer confidence. While consumer confidence remains high, the CMHC predicts that slower
job growth will result in less households being willing and able to purchase a new home. However,
demand for new homes will continue as mortgage rates are predicted to remain low into 2007. The
CMHC states that while housing starts for detached dwellings are declining from the record levels,
the demand for less expensive forms of housing (i.e., semi-detached, townhouses and apartments)
will strengthen.

Recent permit activity has continued to see a balanced supply of a full range of housing forms
including townhouses and apartments. In 2005, 337 permits were issued for new townhouse and
apartment dwellings representing approximately 39% of the total dwelling units. This balance has
continued for 2006 where 331 permits (40%) have been issued for multiple forms of residential
accommodation. Both figures are consistent with the policy of the City that encourages at least 40%
of the dwelling units to be multiple residential forms (includes townhouses, apartments and
accessory apartments).

Registration activity was significantly less than anticipated in 2006. Of the 12 registrations proposed
for 20006, only 3 were officially registered while 4 others signed subdivision agreements allowing the

Building permits for 837 new
dwelling units were issued by
year-end 2000.
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commencement of servicing. These seven (7) plans of subdivision (or portions of these plans) will
result in the potential creation of 648 dwelling units. This overall figure is approximately half of the
1287 dwelling units that were supported for registration by City Council (see Schedule 1).
Registration activity in the south end included the second phase of the Westminister Woods East
subdivision (61M-130) and the Conservation Estates subdivisions (61M-133). Registration activity in
the east end of the City included an additional phase (Phase 4) of the Watson East subdivisions
(61M-132). There was no registration activity in the west end of Guelph in 2006.

Several larger phases of existing subdivisions were also expected to be registered in 2006 including
Phase 4B of the Grangehill subdivision (23T-03504) in the east and the next phase of the Mitchell
Farm subdivision (23T-88009) in the west. The Grangehill registration was delayed at the request at
the developer. For the Mitchell Farm project, Ministry of the Environment (MOE) approvals of the
servicing design, necessary to tender the project, were not received until late in 2006. At that point,
the developer (Armel Corporation) decided to delay the registration until spring of 2007 rather than
proceed with servicing the phase over the winter months. These phases have been carried forward
and are included in the proposed and anticipated registrations for 2007 and 2008 (see Forecast for
2007 below).

The 2006 DPP was the first year that a schedule for plans of subdivision seeking Draft Plan
approval (DPA) formed part of the DPP. This inclusion responded to a new policy supported by
Council dealing with the phasing of new large-scale residential subdivisions. The policy requires that
draft plan approval of residential subdivisions containing more than 200 potential dwelling units or
greater than 10 hectares in area be brought forward for consideration in a logical phase or phases in
keeping with the approved DPP. In keeping with this policy, eight (8) draft plans of subdivision (or
phases of these subdivisions) were granted Draft Plan Approval (DPA) in 2006. This added 944
potential dwelling units to the medium term supply of potential dwelling units in the City. These
plans include the third phase of the Westminister Woods East project (23T-02502) and the first
phase of the Almondale Homes subdivision (23T04501) at the northeast corner of Eastview Road
and Watson Parkway North. Both plans were identified for consideration of Draft Plan approval in
2006 as part of the 2006 DPP. Schedule 3 provides a summary of all of the plans that achieved
Draft Plan approval in 2006.

Notes:
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Two (2) plans of subdivision were granted extensions to draft plan approval in 2006 to allow time to
complete the plans. The Arkell Springs subdivision (23T-01507) received a 2-year extension to July
11, 2008. The last phase of this subdivision is expected to be registered in 2007. The Valeriote
subdivision (23T-99501/23T-96501) received a 3 year extension to November 21, 2009. The
servicing of this last remaining phase of the subdivision, located on the west side of Cityview Drive,
needs to be coordinated with the development of the lands on the east side of Cityview Drive.

FORECAST OF SUBDIVISION AND PERMIT ACTIVITY FOR
2007

Building permit activity in the residential sector is relatively uncertain. Like other Ontario cities,
Guelph has experienced a reduction in residential permit activity in the past couple of years from the
record high level set in 2004. There was a significant reduction from 2004 to 2005 (-42%) and a
slight reduction again from 2005 to 2006 (-3%).

Recent articles suggest that the recent cooling off of residential housing starts is expected to
continue into 2007 and Guelph is expected to follow this trend.

In Guelph, the permit activity for 2007 is forecast to be consistent with or slightly less than the
activity experienced in 2006 (837 new dwelling units). The factors influencing the downward trend
for new home construction across Ontario are also relevant to Guelph.

The permit activity is expected to continue to include a full range of dwelling units including
detached, semi-detached, townhouse and apartment construction. The range and expected number
of new permits is consistent with the City population projections study and the City’s objective to
provide a variety of housing options to meet the diverse housing needs within the community.

Interest in obtaining draft plan approval and registration of various subdivisions remains strong. In
fact, at the outset of the annual DPP review in August 20006, City staff were faced with requests
from the development community to register in excess of 2000 potential dwelling units during 2007.
While City staff were encouraged by the cooperation from the various developers to modify these

Building permit activity has
dectreased in 2000; this
decrease is not unique to

Guelph.
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requests, the final requests still exceeded the final recommended dwelling unit targets (see Schedules
2, 10 and 11). Staff have recommended pushing back the anticipated registration of some
subdivisions due to:

1. Council’s desire to grow at approximately 900 units per year as set out in the Council
approved population projection targets.

2. The impact of the new Provincial Places to Grow legislation that places requirements on
where future growth needs to occur (see discussion in Section 8).

3. The need to take a more conservative approach to approvals and registrations to ensure that
anticipated capacity upgrades in the water and waste water systems are fully operational (see
discussion in Section 3)

Requests to register all or parts of 9 subdivisions are contained within the recommended dwelling
unit target of 1087 dwellings contained on Schedule 2 for the 2007 DPP (see Section 10
Conclusions and Recommendations) Four (4) registrations are expected in the east, four (4) in the
south and one (1) in the west. This number of expected subdivision registrations is less than the
number supported with the 2006 DPP and is the lowest number recommended since the initiation
of the DPP.

Staff expect that five (5) preliminary plans of residential subdivision are likely to be ready to be
presented to Council for consideration of Draft Plan approval in whole, or in part, during 2007 (see
Schedule 3). The subdivisions (or parts thereof) that may be considered for Draft Plan approval in
2007 include a total of approximately 878 potential dwelling units. Here again, the number of plans
is considerably less than the requests received by the development community. The
recommendation reflects the need to ensure that growth is consistent with Council’s population
projection target of 900 units per year, considers the implications of the Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe (see Section 8) and servicing constraints.

Notes:
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IMPLICATIONS OF THE PROVINCIAL GROWTH PLAN AND
THE FUTURE OF THE DPP

On June 16, 2006 the Province released the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe, 2000.
This plan was prepared under the Places to Grow Act, 2005 as part of the Places to Grow initiative
to plan for healthy and prosperous growth throughout Ontario. The new growth plan has significant
implications for the future development of the City. Since the first DPP was prepared, it has been
used effectively as a tool by City Council to manage the rate and timing of development from new
plans of subdivision. As a result, City staff view the DPP as the logical tool to be modified to
monitor the City’s obligations under the Growth Plan. Of particular interest is that the Growth Plan
establishes intensification and density targets for certain areas within municipalities. The Growth
Plan also establishes population and employment projections for Guelph. The following discussion
highlights some of the obligations under the Growth Plan and recommendations by City Staff on
how the DPP could be modified to monitor these obligations.

Intensification Target

The Growth Plan establishes that single tier municipalities (like Guelph) will plan for a phased
increase in the yearly percentage of residential intensification so that by the year 2015 a minimum of
40% of all new residential units occurring annually within each municipality will be within the
defined built up area. Currently, City staff are reviewing and refining a draft “built boundary” with
representatives of the Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal. This built boundary should be
established in early 2007.

Since the Growth Plan states that all municipalities will develop strategies to phase-in and achieve
intensification and the intensification targets the following changes are recommended to future
Development Priority Plans starting with the 2008 DPP:

¢ The mapping for the 2008 DPP (Schedule 4) will clearly identify the built boundary.

¢ Building permit statistics (Schedule 5) will continue to show an overall City total but
also be broken into permits within the defined “Built up” area and designated

Notes:
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Notes:

“Greenfield” area to monitor the percentage of new development within the two
areas.

¢ The Schedules and mapping for the 2008 DPP will be modified to show all potential
residential developments (infill and subdivisions) within the “Built up” and
“Greentfield” areas to provide an inclusive inventory of potential residential units in
both areas.

Density Targets

The Growth Plan also specifies a set of density targets for the identified Urban Growth Centre (i.e.,
the downtown area) and the designated Greenfield area. The City of Guelph is one of the identified
municipalities where a minimum density target (in this case 150 people and jobs per hectare) is to be
achieved in the Urban Growth Centre. Similar to the establishment of the Built Boundary, the
Ministry of Public Infrastructure and Renewal will meet with City Staff to establish the boundary of
the Urban Growth Centre in Downtown Guelph.

The density target for the whole of the designated Greenfield area is to be not less than 50 residents
and jobs combined per hectare. The density target is to be measured over the entire designated
Greenfield area, not by individual project, and excludes areas such as provincially significant
wetlands where development is prohibited. Census data, released every five years, will be used to
monitor progress towards achieving the targets, although municipal data is expected to be used to
supplement the census to obtain a count of jobs and residents that is as accurate as possible. The
following changes are therefore recommended to future Development Priority Plans starting with
the 2008 DPP:

¢ The Mapping for the 2008 DPP will identify the Urban Growth Centre Boundary
and the Built Boundary. It will also provide a density estimate for the areas based on
the most recent census information as supplemented by municipal data.
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¢ A schedule will provide the density estimate for all draft approved plans within the
designated Greenfield area based on the land use schedule for each draft approved
plan.

¢ A density estimate for all new Draft Plans of subdivision recommended for
consideration in 2008 in the Greenfield area will be provided based on the
information available at the time of publication of the DPP (NB: As noted in
Section 4, Draft Plans of subdivision identified for consideration by the DPP
does not commit Council to approving the plan in whole or in part. As the
most appropriate time to review and establish future densities is at the time
of Draft Plan approval, individual plans showing less than the density target
will likely have to be modified to achieve the target).

Population Projections

The population projections established by the Growth Plan are significantly higher for the City of
Guelph than the current City projections prepared by CN Watson and approved by City Council in
2003. Further, the projections contained in the Growth Plan must be used for planning and
managing growth in the Greater Golden Horseshoe.

The Province is currently undertaking an allocation process for Wellington County that will
determine the population growth rate expected for the City of Guelph and Wellington County. It is
expected that due to the growth projections outlined in the Growth Plan that the City will need to
revisit the population projections in the near future as part of the Local Growth Management
Strategy. It is also expected that the DPP will continue to be the primary growth management tool
to assist City Council in managing the rate and timing of new growth.

Notes:
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CIRCULATION OF DRAFT DPP TO THE DEVELOPMENT
INDUSTRY

Staff continued to communicate with representatives of the Guelph Development Association
(GDA) during the year 2006 to monitor the approved “2006 Development Priorities Plan”. Regular
quarterly meetings were re-established during 2005 as part of the Development Application Review
(DARP) initiative and the DPP was a regular agenda topic, among a number of issues associated
with our development review process.

The Draft 2007 — Post 2008 DPP was circulated to the development community
(owners/consultants and agencies) for comment on October 13, 2006. Following release of the
draft, City staff met with the GDA representatives on October 31, 2006. At the meeting the GDA
discussed several issues including:

¢ Servicing capacity upgrades (water and wastewater) and need for the DPP to clearly
articulate the status of the upgrades and when additional capacity will be on-line and
available.

¢ The Places to Grow legislation and the Growth Plan and the need to show how the

DPP will be used to implement the intensification commitments set out in the Growth
Plan.

¢ The need to make infill development easier since the Growth Plan encourages
intensification and requires 40% of new growth to be within the Built up area. Several
suggestions were discussed.

In response, the 2007 DPP includes an update on the status of the water and wastewater upgrades
(see Schedule 8) and discussion and recommendations on how the DPP will be modified to
monitor the intensification and density commitments set out in the Growth Plan. Staff are also
reviewing the suggestions concerning infill development and will continue to dialogue with the
Guelph Development Association.

Several individual responses were received from the owners and consultants concerning the timing
of a number of draft and preliminary plans and the DPP in general (see also Schedule 10).

Notes:
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A staff response to all of the comments and requests is provided on Schedule 11.

10 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The DPP continues to be a useful tool in meeting the City’s Strategic goal of managing growth in a
balanced sustainable manner. During 2006, the DPP was also effective in assisting staff in
establishing priorities for the review and approval of new development from residential plans of
subdivision.

10.1 Registration Activity

Registration activity in 2006 was significantly less than the dwelling unit targets set by Council as a
limit to growth. The 2006 DDP supported the creation of up to 1287 potential dwellings units
from new registered plans while only 648 potential units were registered. From 2001 to 2006 a
total of 6025 potential dwelling units were registered for an average of 1004 units per year. This is
in keeping with the Council approved population projection forecast which called for a growth of
1000 units per year from 2001-2006. Staff will continue to recommend registration activity to
reflect the population projection forecast which now calls for an average of 900 units per year
from 2006 to 2011.

10.2 Building Permit Activity

Residential building permit activity continued to decline in 2006. The residential permit activity for
2000, a total of 837 units at year end, is less than the 864 permits issued for new units in 2005.
Buoyed by a strong economy and large inventory of potential units, 5756 permits were issued for
new dwelling units from 2001 to 2005 for a year over year average of 1151 units. This is slightly
higher that the Population Projections endorsed by Council. These projections indicated that the
City would grow at a rate of approximately 1000 dwelling units per year for the years 2001 to 2006
and 900 units per year from 2006 to 2011. The number of permits issued for 2000 is less than the
projection of 900 units per year and a slight decline in building permit activity is predicted for next
year. The 20-year average is 904 dwelling units per year as noted on Schedule 6.

Notes:
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Notes:

10.3 Phasing Policy

The new phasing policy (established in 2005) for large scale residential subdivisions continues to
be effective in introducing new potential dwelling units at a moderate rate into the medium term
housing supply (plans with Draft Plan approval). During 20006, eight (8) draft plans of subdivision
containing 944 potential units received Draft Plan approval (see Schedule 3). In support of this
policy, the 2007 DPP highlights plans (or phases of plans) anticipated to be presented to Council
for the consideration of Draft Plan approval in 2007 (see also Schedule 3). These are the
subdivisions where staff time and resources will be devoted to resolving issues so that they can be
considered by City Council. If supported these subdivisions would add a potential 878 dwelling
units to the medium term supply. This number is also consistent with our growth projections (900
dwelling units per year from 2006-2011) and will assist in maintaining the medium term supply of
units.

10.4 Inventory of Units

A managed approach to the approval of new units has maintained the medium term inventory of
units at approximately 6300 units. This equates to an overall supply of approximately 7 years of
growth at 900 units per year (see Schedule 7). Through careful management, the medium term
supply of dwellings has been reduced from a high of 7600 units in 2003 to the current 6300 units.
The medium term supply of low density dwellings (detached and semi-detached dwellings) remains
at a 5 year supply (2411 units) while the inventory of townhouses and apartments remains high at
3875 units (approximately 60% of the supply). A managed approach to the introduction of new
units is essential in conjunction with long-term water and wastewater capacities.

10.5 Water and Wastewater

An examination of the information regarding water and wastewater treatment flows (see Schedule
8) indicates that the City still has capacity to handle the commitments for the future dwelling units
currently registered and draft plan approved.

The data indicates that the current wastewater treatment plant has the capacity for the registration
of an additional 5100 units of residential development, which equates to 5.7 years of growth based

on the population projections. For water, the data indicates a current capacity to register an
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10.6

additional 4800 dwelling units, which equates to a 5.3 year supply. In addition, long range
forecasting shows the City has sewage treatment capacity for approximately 9400 additional
residential units and water capacity for 7000 units.

Recommendations

City staff recommend that the 2007 Development Priorities Plan (DPP) be approved (Schedules 2,
3 and 4) and used as a guide to manage the rate and timing of development for the next year. The
2007 DPP recommends that Council support the creation of up to 1087 potential dwelling units
from the registration of plans in 2007 (See Schedule 2). This figure is the lowest recommended
total since the DPP was created in 2001. The figure also reflects a couple of new realities for new
development.

1. The DPP needs to respond to the population projection forecast, which recommends the
creation of approximately 900 potential new units from 2006 — 2011. This is down from
the 1000 dwelling units per year from 2001 to 2006.

2. The Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe now requires that by the year 2015,
40% of new growth occur within the built up areas of Cities. Since most of the new
subdivision activity identified by the DPP is expected to be identified beyond the built
boundary (i.e. Greenfield area) there is the need to take a more conservative approach to
Greenfield approvals and commitments.

Included in the 1087 potential units is a carryover of 162 units that were identified for registration
in 2006. If these units are removed, 920 new units are included in the recommendation. In the
recommendation, consideration was also given to the fact that only 648 potential units were
registered in 2006. When the figures are combined (648+1087) the average for the two years
would be 868 units. Both the number of new units (920) and projected two year average (868) are
consistent with Council’s current population project forecast of 900 units per year.

The breakdown of the components of the 1087 dwelling units is 657 detached, 64 semi-detached
and 361 townhouses. If these registrations are endorsed, the City will continue to have a sufficient
supply of lots and blocks in registered plans to respond to market needs and trends and maintain a
competitive market place in terms of pricing. In terms of short-term supply, there are 2785
potential units (as of December 31, 2000) currently available for building permits in registered

The 2007 DPP recommends
support for the creation of up
to 1087 dwelling units from the
registration of plans in 2007.
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Notes:

plans. This overall number is down slightly from last year’s DPP (2907 units). The number of
potential detached and semi-detached dwellings has, however, remained consistent with the
approximately 940 units last year. This is generally consistent with one of the recommendations in
last year’s DPP, which was to try and increase the short-term supply of these types of units. The
vast majority of potential units in the short term supply, approximately 1800 units (65%) are in
potential multiple residential projects (Schedule 7).

This year’s DPP also recommends a number of plans for consideration of draft plan approval in
2007 (see Schedule 3). Included in the plans are approximately 878 future dwelling units which is
also in keeping with the population projection (900 units per year).

City Staff also intend to make a number of changes to the DPP beginning with the 2008 DPP to
respond to the Places to Grow legislation and more specification our commitments under the
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe. These recommended changes were summarized
in Section 8.
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SCHEDULE 1

NUMBER, TYPE AND DISTRIBUTION OF POTENTIAL UNITS
IN REGISTERED PLANS OF SUBDIVISION
BETWEEN OCTOBER 31, 2005 AND OCTOBER 31, 2006

Northwest
Plan # and Name Detached Semi-detached* Townhouses* Apartments*  Total
TOTAL 0 0 0 0 0
Northeast
Plan # and Name Detached Semi-detached* Townhouses* Apartments* Total
61M-132 Watson East Phase 4 65 34 99
61M-?? Concession Holdings
(Joseph Street) 15 15
61M-?7? VictoriaView North 160 58 218
TOTAL 240 0 92 0 332
South
Plan # and Name Detached Semi-detached* Townhouses* Apartments* Total
61M-130 Westminister Woods Ph. 2 188 6 194
61M-133 Conservation Estates 80 28 108
61M-?? Dawn Avenue 3 3
61M-?? Woodside Road 11 11
0
0
TOTAL 282 0 34 0 316
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2006) 522 0 126 0 648
APPROVED 2006 DPP 855 106 326 0 1287
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2005) 759 128 331 0 1218
APPROVED 2005 DPP 1056 140 324 0 1520
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2004) 315 66 211 100 692
APPROVED 2004 DPP 805 85 349 100 1339
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2003) 774 60 126 0 960
APPROVED 2003 DPP 926 134 125 0 1185
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2002) 567 120 127 199 1013
APPROVED 2002 DPP 1002 152 168 199 1521
ACTUAL OVERALL TOTAL (2001) 575 84 410 425 1494
APPROVED 2001 DPP 790 166 449 446 1851

* Semi-detached numbers are unit counts *Townhouses and apartments based on approved zoning



SCHEDULE 2

SUMMARY OF 2007-POST 2008 PROPOSED STAGING

DWELLING UNIT TARGETS

Sector Single Semi- Townhouses | Apartments | Total
Detached
2007 Proposed Registrations
Northeast 225 32 81 0 338
Northwest 98 32 32 0 162
South 339 0 248 0 587
Subtotal 662 64 361 0 1087
2008 Anticipated Registrations
Northeast 323 98 177 50 648
Northwest 117 0 50 0 167
South 175 18 174 0 367
Subtotal 615 116 401 50 1182
Post 2008 Anticipated Registrations
Northeast 642 198 427 422 1689
Northwest 0 0 0 877 877
South 861 108 550 904 2423
Subtotal 1503 306 977 2203 4989
2007 DPP OVERALL 2780 486 1739 2253 7258
2006 DPP OVERALL 3082 450 1848 1964 7344
2005 DPP OVERALL 3767 646 2198 2013 8624
2004 DPP OVERALL 3867 734 2012 2071 8684
2003 DPP OVERALL 4132 806 1752 1935 8625
2002 DPP OVERALL 4141 831 1628 2127 8727

* includes a carryover of 162 potential units that were anticipated to be registered in 2006.

Note: 639 potential units that were expected to be registered in 2006 were not registered.




SCHEDULE 3

Draft Plan Approval Activity

Plans Anticipated to be Considered for Draft Plan Approval in 2007

Single| Semi- |Townhouses |Apartments| Total
Northeast Detached
23T-00501 Warner Custom Coating
23T-04501 Almondale Homes 68 94 25 165 352
23T-06501 Walkover & Redline to 23T-98501 25 64 89
Total Northeast 93 94 89 165 441
Northwest
Total Northwest 0 0 0 0 0
South
23T-01508 Kortright East 175 28 203
23T-02502 Westminster Woods East 89 136 225
23T-06502 974 Edinburgh Road South 9 9
UP0608 Southgate Business Park
Total South 273 28 136 0 437
Overall Total 366 122 225 165 878

Plans that were Draft Approved during 2006

Single| Semi- |Townhouses|Apartments| Total
Northeast Detached
23T-03502 58-78 Fleming Rd 23 23
23T-04501 340 Eastview Rd Ph 1 108 32 36 176
23T-05502 Concession Holdings 15 15
ZC0602 Watson School Site 35 35
Total Northeast 181 32 36 0 249
Northwest
Total Northwest 0 0 0 0 0
South
23T-01508 Kortright East 101 160 261
23T-03506 Conservation Estates 80 56 136
23T-03507 Pergola 26 77 103
23T-02502 Westminister Woods East Ph 3 179 16 195
Total South 360 0 98 237 695
Overall Total 541 32 134 237 944




Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

SCHEDULE 4

Development Priorities Plan

Sector
Total
Residential DC DC
File # D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Expenditure Revenue
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.)
Northeast 1190 328 685 472 2.538 2.884 1.76 2.994 $6,800,037.00 $13,585,551.00
Northwest 215 32 82 877 9.72 9.188 0 0.213 $691,525.00 $4,310,627.00
South 1375 126 972 904 6.384 167 2.6 4.84 $14,426,203.00 $15,682,295.00
TOTAL 2780 486 1739 2253 18.642 179.072 4.36 8.047 $21,917,765.00 $33,578,473.00
Note:

D = Single Detached
SD = Semi-Detached
TH = Townhouse
APT = Apartment

Comm = Commercial

Ind = Industrial

Inst = Institutional
DC = Development Charge




Sector

SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Northwest Residential

Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-86004 Draft Approved 521 3.52 TBD 12/23/1987 ($226,842) Post 2008
West Hills $1,458,800
Servicing Comments: Requires extension of existing services.
Timing Comments: Developer is reviewing final area of plan in conjunction with proposed realignment of Whitelaw Road. New draft plan expected which will include a
park (size to be determined). Environmental Impact Study required because natural heritage feature (woodlot) is affected.
23T-88009 Draft Approved 215 32 82 356 4.688 0.213 6/1/1997 ($464,683) Phase 2007
23T-04503 5/13/2005 $2,851,827 (98 D, 32 SD, 32 TH)
Mitchell Farm Phase 2008

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Requires extension of existing services. Storm sewer oversizing (SW0023).

Registration of next phase will allow construction of park that also serves the adjacent neighbourhood.

(117 D, 50 TH)
Phase Post 2008

NW RES

Page 2



SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Sector

Northeast Industrial

Residential Draft Plan Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date
23T-00501 Preliminary 13.91 2007 2008
Warner Custom Coating Part Zoning Approved 4.887
Servicing Comments: Extension of watermain on York Road and connection to watermain on Airpark Place. Extension of services on Airpark Place. Storm

water outlet for York Road via Airpark Place. Storm water outlet to Watson Road.

Timing Comments: None.

NE IND

Page 3



Sector

SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Northeast Residential

Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-98501 Draft Approved 12 6 117 1.048 2.884 1.76 3/20/2001 ($511,394) Post 2008
Watson East Ph 5 (3 year extension $427,338
to 2007/03/20)

Servicing Comments: Extension of existing services. Watson Road upgrades required. Watermain on Eastview Road required.
Timing Comments: Watson Road from Grange Road to Eastview Road approved in 2002 Capital Budget (RD0080). Watermain on Eastview Road forecasted for

2009 in 2006 Capital Budget (WWO0069). Draft Plan approval required.
23T-98501/ 23T06501 Part Preliminary 54 52 127 part 3/20/2001 ($756,364) Phase 2008
Watson Creek Draft Approved cash in lieu (3 year extension $1,233,925

to 2007/03/20)

Servicing Comments: Extension of existing services. Watson Road upgrades required. Watermain on Eastview Road required. Plan includes Flex zoning where it is

assumed that 20-25% of the units will be semi detached.
Timing Comments: Draft Plan Approval required for 23T-06501 (Walkover lands) and approval of red-line amendment to 23T-98501. Watson Road from Grange

Road to Eastview Road approved in 2002 Capital Budget (RD0080). Watermain on Eastview Road forecasted for 2009 in 2006 Capital

Budget (WW0069).
ZC0602 Draft Approved 35 3/20/2001 ($59,395) 2007
Watson East - (3 year extensionto  $207,445
Former School Site 2007/03/20)
Servicing Comments: Extension of existing services. Watson Road upgrades required. Watermain on Eastview Road required.
Timing Comments: Zoning By-law amendment requires Council approval which is expected by the end of 2006.
23T-98506 Preliminary 67 53 140 0.428 2008 ($315,377) Post 2008
Grangehill Phase 5 $1,041,866
Servicing Comments: Extension of existing services.
Timing Comments: Requires amendment to the Official Plan. The application is on hold at the request of the applicant. The Council approved Commercial Policy

Review identifies the lands as part of a mixed use node therefore the residential component of this plan may change.

NE RES
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Sector

SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Northeast Residential

Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-99501 / 23T-96501 Draft Approved 20 cash in lieu 11/23/2000 ($33,940) Post 2008
Valeriote and Martini extension $118,540
to 11/21/2009
Servicing Comments: Requires services from Cityview Drive. Upgrades to Cityview Drive required.
Timing Comments: Sanitary and water servicing for Cityview Drive identified as a Local Improvement Project (WS0032, WW0022). Requires extension of draft
plan approval.
23T-01501 Draft Approved 106 76 50 9/6/2002 ($1,069,798) Phase 2007
Ingram 3 year extensionto  $1,130,706 (43 D)
9/6/2008 Phase 2008

Servicing Comments:

Requires Victoria Road North upgrade and extension of watermain. Pumping station/forcemain design underway with construction scheduled
for 2007.

(29 D, 50 APT)

Phase Post 2008

Timing Comments: Victoria Road North upgrade approved in 2003 Capital Budget (RD0073). Registration of next phase will allow for completion of the park which (34D, 76 TH)
includes the Ingram Farm House.
23T-01502 Draft Approved 105 45 1.166 9/6/2002 ($711,655) Phase 2007
Northview Estates 3 year extension to $836,940 (54 D, 45 TH)
9/6/2008 Phase Post 2008
(51 D)
Servicing Comments:  Requires Victoria Road North upgrade and extension of watermain. Pumping station/forcemain design underway with construction scheduled
for 2007 on Ingram lands.
Timing Comments: Victoria Road North upgrade approved in 2003 Capital Budget (RD0073).
23T-01506 Draft Approved 72 cash in lieu 3/4/2005 ($122,184) 2008
Cityview and Grange $426,744

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Requires extension of existing services and requires services from Cityview Drive.

Sanitary and water servicing for Cityview Drive identified as a Local Improvement Project (WS0032, WW0022).

NE RES
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Sector

SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Northeast Residential

Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-03502 Draft Approved 23 0.31& 7/14/2006 ($39,031) 2008
58-78 Fleming Road cash in lieu $136,321
Servicing Comments: Requires extension of existing services.
Timing Comments: N/A
23T-03504 Draft Approved 145 46 50 10/4/2004 ($1,227,427) 2008
Grangehill 4B $1,370,507
Servicing Comments: Requires extension of existing services. Development of part of lands may require water booster pump system.
Timing Comments: N/A
23T-04501 Part Preliminary 173 126 61 165 1.49 1 3/14/2006 ($1,099,059) Phase 2007
340 Eastview Rd Part Draft Approved Part 2007 $2,525,082 (93 D, 32 SD, 36 TH)

Almondale Homes

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Requires extension of services through the northerly portion of the East Watson Plan. Watermain on Eastview Road required.

Next phase requires Draft Plan approval. Timing will be dependent on the development of the northerly section of the East Watson plan.
Watermain on Eastview Road forecasted for 2009 in 2006 Capital Budget (WWO0069). 12 lots on Eastview Road cannot be registered until
Eastview Road is upgraded.

Phase Post 2008

UP0408
Cityview and Watson

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Future 92 22 0.4 Post 2008 ($186,176)
$650,202

Part of lands require sanitary outlet through adjacent lands (Armishaw).

Requires submission of application for draft plan approval. Requires CN approval and an EIS.

Post 2008

NE RES
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Sector

SCHEDULE 4 Continued
Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Northeast Residential

Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development

(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
UP0506 Future 125 62 63 TBD Post 2008 ($149,974) Post 2008
Grangehill Ph 7 $1,408,796
Servicing Comments:
Timing Comments: Requires submission of application.
UP0607 Future 8 120 TBD Post 2008 ($102,656) Post 2008
66-82 Eastview Road $619,696
Servicing Comments:
Timing Comments: Requires submission of application for zoning amendment and possible draft plan approval. Environmental Impact Study

required due to proximity to provincially significant wetland.

UP0604 Future 153 42 62 TBD Post 2008 ($415,607) Post 2008
Cityview Drive $1,451,443

(Fierro Dev)
Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Requires submission of application for draft plan approval.

NE RES
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Sector

South Industrial

Development Priorities Plan Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

SCHEDULE 4 Continued

Residential Draft Plan Expected
File # Status SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date
23T-03501 (SP-0201) Preliminary 167 Trails 2006 Phase 2007
Hanlon Creek in lieu Phase Post 2008

Business Park

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Extension of existing services required. Phasing plan required to determine requirements. Possible watermain extension from east
side of Hanlon and possible sanitary pumping station depending on phasing plan. SS0002, SW0007, WW0036, WW0053, WW0040,
WWO0052, WS0029, RD0093

Minutes of Settlement of Ontario Municipal Board appeal approved October 23, 2006. Timing for development beyond the first phase

will be dependent on MTO development cap and timing of Laird Road interchange.

UP0608
Southgate Business Park

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Future

Requires submission of application for draft plan approval. Timing for development will be dependent on MTO development cap and
Laird Road interchange.

50

2007

2008

S IND
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SCHEDULE 4 Continued

Development Priorities Plan: Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Sector
South
Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-01503 Draft Approved 86 18 116 169 0.503 9/27/2002 ($2,202,482) Phase 2008
Victoria Gardens extension to $1,642,812 (86 D, 18 SD, 38 TH)
9/27/2007 Phase Post 2008

Servicing Comments: Requires sanitary outlet via Victoria Road. Pumping station/forcemain design underway with construction scheduled for 2007. Gravity

sanitary outlet to Speed River Trunk Sanitary Sewer to be constructed in conjunction with Victoria Road Bridge construction scheduled

for 2007. Arkell Road upgrades required.
Timing Comments: Sanitary sewer construction on Victoria Road approved in 2002 Capital Budget (WS0055) and pumping station/forcemain approved in

2006 Capital Budget (WS0056). Victoria Road Bridge construction approved in 2006 Capital Budget (RD0051). Arkell Road

forecasted for 2007/2008 in proposed 2006 Capital Budget (RD0141).
23T- 01507 Draft Approved 50 72 7/11/2003 ($374,202) 2007
Outback Developments extension to $639,718
Arkell Springs 7/11/2008
Servicing Comments: Requires extension of existing services and sanitary sewer on Arkell Road. Arkell Road improvements required.
Timing Comments: Arkell Road forecasted for 2007/2008 budget in proposed 2006 capital budget (RD0141). Completion of park is dependent on registration.
23T-01508 Part Draft Approved 476 28 343 400 1 2.6 3.014 1/3/2006 ($4,836,626) Phase 2007
Kortright East Preliminary Part 2007 $5,742,975 (101D, 160TH)

(Pine Meadows)

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

Requires sanitary outlet via Victoria Road. Pumping station/forcemain design underway with construction scheduled for 2007. Gravity sanitary outlet to

Speed River Trunk Sanitary Sewer to be constructed in conjunction with Victoria Road Bridge construction scheduled for 2007.

Sanitary sewer construction on Victoria Road approved in 2002 Capital Budget (WS0055) and pumping station/forcemain approved in 2006 Capital

Budget (WS0056). Victoria Road Bridge construction approved in 2006 Capital Budget (RD0051). Kortright Road collector forecasted for 2008 in 2007

Capital Budget (RD0070). Victoria Road forecasted for 2010 in 2007 Capital Budget (RD0078).

Phase Post 2008
(175D, 28 SD)
Phase Post 2008

South
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SCHEDULE 4 Continued

Development Priorities Plan: Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Sector
South
Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23T-02502 Preliminary 459 80 223 190 0.12 Part 09/05/2005 ($3,941,681) Phase 2007
Westminister Woods East Part Draft Approved Part 10/16/2006 $4,790,140 (179 D, 16 TH)
Part 2007 Phase 2008
(89 D, 136 TH)
Servicing Comments: Extension of existing services required.
Phase Post 2008
Timing Comments: Draft plan approval required for next phase(s). Revised submission and staging strategy has been received.
23T-03507 Draft Approved 26 77 4.881 0.446 5/26/2006 ($708,516) Phase 2007
Pergola $339,594 Phase Post 2008
Servicing Comments: Sanitary sewer outlet complete to Clair Road limit of property from Farley Drive. Watermain extension on Gordon Street required.
Developing part of lands will require water pressure booster system.
Timing Comments: First phase (2007) to include commercial component of plan. Gordon Street, south of Clair, improvements forecasted for 2009 in 2006 Capital Budget
(RD0114).
23T-05501 Preliminary 14 cashin lieu Post 2008 ($23,758) Post 2008
Victoria Park West $82,978
Servicing Comments: Detailed servicing report required. Requires sanitary outlet via Victoria Road. Pumping station/forcemain design underway with
construction scheduled for 2007. Gravity sanitary outlet to Speed River Trunk Sanitary Sewer to be constructed in conjunction with
Victoria Road Bridge construction scheduled for 2007.
Timing Comments: Requires Draft Plan approval. Requires environmental studies. Sanitary sewer construction on Victoria Road approved in 2002 Capital
Budget (WS0055) and pumping station/forcemain approved in 2006 Capital Budget (WS0056). Victoria Road Bridge construction
approved in 2006 Capital Budget (RD0051). Victoria Road forecasted for 2010 in 2007 Capital Budget (RD0078).

South Page 10



SCHEDULE 4 Continued

Development Priorities Plan: Draft Approved and Preliminary Plans

Sector
South
Residential Draft Plan DC Expected
File # Status D SD TH APT Comm Ind Inst Park Approval Expenditure/ Development
(Description) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) (ha.) Date Revenue
23CDMO05506 Preliminary 95 48 8 cash in lieu 2008 ($1,040,199) Post 2008
1159 Victoria Rd West $769,577
Servicing Comments: Detailed servicing report required. Detailed servicing report required. Requires sanitary outlet via Victoria Road. Pumping
station/forcemain design underway with construction scheduled for 2007. Gravity sanitary outlet to Speed River Trunk Sanitary Sewer
to be constructed in conjunction with Victoria Road Bridge construction scheduled for 2007.
Timing Comments: Requires Draft Plan approval. Requires environmental studies. Sanitary sewer construction on Victoria Road approved in 2002 Capital
Budget (WS0055) and pumping station/forcemain approved in 2006 Capital Budget (WS0056). Victoria Road Bridge construction
approved in 2006 Capital Budget (RD0051). Victoria Road forecasted for 2010 in 2007 Capital Budget (RD0078).
23T-06502 Preliminary 9 cash in lieu 2007 ($15,273) 2007
974 Edinburgh Rd S $53,343
Servicing Comments: Extension of existing
Timing Comments: Requires Draft Plan approval.
ZC0306 Preliminary 27 40 60 0.26 2008 ($300,579) Post 2008
Krizsan-Bird $182,789
Servicing Comments: Gordon St services and roadworks required. Development of part of lands will require construction of a new water pressure zone.
Timing Comments: Requires approval of Zoning Amendment and Draft Plan of condominium. Gordon St reconstruction forecasted for 2009 in 2006 Capital Budget
(RD0114). South end In-Ground Storage forecasted for 2008 in 2006 Capital Budget (WWO0045).
UP0301 Future 159 104 1 Post 2008 ($982,887) Post 2008
Dallan $1,438,369

Servicing Comments:

Timing Comments:

May require servicing through Pergola/adjacent lands. Developing part of lands may require water pressure booster system. Detailed
servicing report required.

Requires submission for Draft Plan approval.

South
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Building Permits For New Residential Units by Dwelling Unit Types

SCHEDULE 5

as of December 31, 2006

Month Diitggili;d DeStZ?ii-ed Townhouses| Apartments BaZi)Tsem Conversions Build_li_r;?arsermit Demolitions|Deconversions| Net Totals
2006 | 2005 |2006 |2005 |2006 | 2005 {2006 | 2005 | 2006 2005 |2006 2005 2006 2005 |2006 2005 | 2006 2005 |2006 2005
January 38 28 4 2 16 50 0 33 5 3 0 1 63 117 2 0 0 0 61 117
February 28 41 2 0 11 42 0 0 3 7 0 1 44 91 0 0 0 0 44 91
March 43 22 6 8 33 22 50 0 9 3 0 0 141 55 0 0 0 0 141 55
April 33 56 10 8 11 17 0 0 7 8 0 1 61 90 1 1 0 0 60 89
May 57 33 4 8 0 38 0 0 7 15 1 0 69 94 1 1 0 0 68 93
June 25 36 6 6 33 28 0 0 6 5 0 0 70 75 4 0 0 0 66 75
July 38 69 16 0 39 8 0 0 6 5 0 0 99 82 0 2 0 0 99 80
August 36 36 6 4 5 0 0 0 4 6 0 0 51 46 3 0 0 0 48 46
September| 32 38 6 2 6 6 0 0 8 7 0 0 52 53 3 0 0 0 49 53
October 31 54 4 12 15 6 0 0 8 6 0 0 58 78 1 1 0 0 57 77
November | 31 31 0 0 4 0 0 0 5 7 0 0 40 38 1 2 0 0 39 36
December | 35 23 14 10 39 9 0 0 1 6 0 0 89 48 1 1 0 0 88 47
Totals 427 467 78 60 | 212 | 226 50 33 69 78 1 3 837 867 17 8 0 0 820 859

Source: Building Permit Summaries, Community Design and Development Services




Schedule 6
Residential Construction Activity by Unit Type
City of Guelph 1985-2006
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1985 | 1986 | 1987 | 1988 | 1989 [ 1990 | 1991 | 1992 | 1993 | 1994 | 1995 [ 1996 | 1997 [ 1998 | 1999 |2000 | 2001|2002 |2003 |2004 2005 |2006
Total 633 | 842 | 1146 | 908 | 804 | 882 | 925 | 656 | 539 | 523 | 472 | 822 | 821 | 941 | 1013 | 1025 | 1167 | 1161 | 1069 | 1495 | 864 | 837
B Acc.Apts 100 | 104 | 35| 103 | 78 | 69
08 Apartments O | m |12 | 96 |223| 251|346 |105| 21 |58 (144 |62 | 28| 24 | 0 [ 0 | 8| 48 | 118 [281| 33 | 50
B Townhouses | 60 | 64 [240 | 186 | 153 | 271262 | 226 | 227 | 53 | 46 | 81 | 195 | 250 [ 269 | 184 | 304 | 232 | 152 | 262 | 226 | 212
@O Semis ¥ | 81| 6 o| o0 [4] 4 0| 6 0| 0 42| ¥ | B | 32|82 |104|u6| 46| 68 | 60 | 78
@ Singles 559 | 659 | 788 | 626 | 428 | 320 | 313 [ 325 [ 285 | 312 | 282 | 637 | 584 | 649 | 712 | 759 | 541 | 631 | 618 | 757 | 467 | 427

@ Singles @ Semis O Townhouses Apartments B Acc. Apts

Source: City of Guelph Building Permit summaries 20 Year Average (1987 — 2006): 874 without acc apts.

Accessory apartments tracked beginning in 2001 904 with acc apts.



Schedule 7

Potential Development Summary - Short, Medium and Long Term
December 31, 2006

# of Years

Singles Semis Townhouses Apartments Total Supply
Short Term 862 86 616 1221 2785 3.1
Registered Plans of Subdivision
Medium Term 1283 180 748 1290 3501 3.9
Draft Plans of Subdivision
Long Term 1497 306 991 963 3757 4.2
Preliminary Plans & Unofficial Proposals
Overall Total 3642 572 2355 3474 10043 11.2
Total Draft and Registered Plans 2145 266 1364 2511 6286 7.0
Previous DPP's
Total Draft and Registered Plans (2006) 2123 310 1441 2440 6320 7
Total Draft and Registered Plans (2005) 2227 430 1544 2344 6545 7.3
Total Draft and Registered Plans (2004) 2481 425 1348 2330 6584 7.3
Total Draft and Registered Plans (2003) 2958 515 1660 2463 7596 8.4
Total Draft and Registered Plans (2002) 2851 518 1213 2059 6641 7.4

Total Draft and Registered Plans (2001) 3230 372 1144 2151 6897 7.7




Schedule 7 Table 2 City Of Guelph

Permits Issued Year to-date and Remaining Vacant Lots
by Registered Plan of Subdivision as of December 31, 2006

Single-Detached Semi-Detached Townhouse Apartment Totals Per Subdivision
Yegr Plan Subdivision Permits This Vacant lots Permits This| Vacant Pgrmits Vac.anl Pgrmits Vac.anl Permits This Vacan.l lots/
Registered Year Year lots This Year units This Year units Year units
1988 779 779 Old Stone Estates 0 1 0 1
1996 856 856 Pine Ridge Phase 1 0 0 22 0 22
1998 61M8 61M8 Paisley Village 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 203 0 203
61M13 61M13 Carrington Place 0 0 11 8 11 8
61M18 Grangehill Ph.3 0 0 0 8 0 0 50 0 50 8
61M26 Paisley Village Ph. 2 0 0 0 129 0 129
2000 61M35 Westminister Woods Blk 181 & 182 0 5 0 5
61M39 Clairfields Phase 3 3 0 0 12 3 12
61M45 Pine Ridge East Ph.2 0 1 0 0 0 1
61M48 Stephanie Drive 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 80 0 84
61M53 Elmira Road Extension 0 347 0 347
61M54 Victoria Wood (Kortright 4) 0 0 0 30 0 30
2001 61M55  Gies (Kortright 4) 0 1 0 0 0 1
61M65 Westminister Woods Ph. 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 100 0 100
2002 61M67 Southcreek Ph. 9A 4 5 4 5
61M68 Chillico Heights 0 0 4 20 0 36 4 56
61M69 Cedarvale- Schroder West 0 7 0 99 0 106
61M70 Clairfields Phase 4 4 10 4 10
61M80 Clairfields Phase 5 2 0 2 0
2003 61M82 Southcreek Ph. 9B 7 1 7 1
61M83 Westminister Woods Ph.4 0 0 8 0 17 6 25 6
61M84 Chillico Woods 14 12 2 0 7 24 23 36
61M88 Watson East Phase 1 10 10 10 10
2004 61M90 Northern Heights Phase 1 0 7 0 0 0 7
61M91 Valleyhaven 0 3 0 3
61M92 Watson Creek Phase 1 3 1 0 0 8 0 0 12 11 13
61M93 Grangehill Phase 6B 1 2 0 100 1 102
61M97 Pine Ridge East Phase 6 5 0 5 0
61M99 Watson East Phase 2 5 5 0 0 5 5
61M103 Bathgate Drive 4 6 4 6
61M104 Southcreek Ph.9C 24 4 0 0 24 4
Arboretum Ph. o om0 | o
2005 61M107 Valleyhaven Phase 3 18 23 10 4 28 27
61M108 Victoria Gardens Phase 2A 36 13 36 13
61M110 Pine Ridge East Subd. Ph.7 1 0 24 2 8 64 33 66
61M111 Watson East Subd. Ph.3 18 16 34 29 52 45
61M113 Kortright East Ph. 1 10 24 10 24
6IML14  Arkell Springs Ph. 1 15 31 2 15 33
61M117 Clairfileds Phase 8 9 0 9 0
61M119 Victoria Gardens Phase 2B 33 9 49 0 82 9
61M122 Northern Heights Phase 2 34 6 12 8 0 69 46 83
61M124 Fleming/ Pettitt 23 32 23 32
2006 61M125 Grangehill Ph. 4A 20 126 14 8 11 54 45 188
61M129 Watson Creek Phase 2 5 65 4 30 9 95
61M130 Westminister Woods East Ph.2 79 109 6 79 115
61M132 Watson East Ph 4 0 65 0 34 0 99
61M133 Conservation Estates 0 80 0 28 0 108
Sub-Total Registered Plans 393 673 78 86 178 558 50 1221 699 2538
Other (Reference Plans, Severed Lots, etc.) 34 34 69
Overall Total 427 673 78 86 212 558 50 1221 768 2538

Source: Building Permit Summaries; Community Design and Development Services




Community Design and Development Services

Explan

2007 Development Priorities Plan

Schedule 8

2007 DPP Water/Wastewater Firm Capacity

ation:

This table shows the determination of how many units can be serviced (line 4) after
subtracting the actual daily flow used (line 2a and 2b) and the servicing commitments

(line 3)

from the total available firm capacity (line 1). Line 5 shows how many units are

proposed to be registered in the 2007 Development Priorities Plan and line 6 confirms
whether there is capacity available for these units.

Water Wastewater
1 Firm Capacity 75,000 m°/day 64,000 m°/day
2 a) | Average Maximum Daily Flow (water) 63,178 m°/day N.A.
2 b) | Average Daily Flow (wastewater) N.A. 52,622 m°/day
3 Servicing Commitments 5,446 m°/day 5,739 m°/day
(4,110 units) (4,110 units)
4 Available Servicing Capacity to 4,811units 5,105 units
Register New Dwelling Units
(Uncommitted Reserve Capacity)
5 Units to be Registered in 2007 based 1,087 units 1,087 units
on the proposed Development
Priorities Plan
6 Capacity Available YES YES
(3,724 units) (4,018 units)
Notes
1. Total Available Firm Capacity:
Water - the physical capacity of the constructed water infrastructure to deliver an
annual daily flow of 75,000 m*/day of water supply.
Wastewater - the physical capacity of the constructed wastewater infrastructure
to deliver an annual daily flow of 64,000 m®/day of wastewater treatment.
2. a) Maximum Daily Flow (water) is the actual maximum daily flow based on the
past three year average.
2. b) Average Daily Flow (wastewater) is the actual average daily flow for
wastewater treatment based on the past three year average.
3. Servicing Commitments are registered and zoned lots/blocks that could

January 2007

currently proceed to building permit and construction. The figure for servicing
commitment for wastewater treatment also includes a total of 1200 m®day
committed to the Village of Rockwood.
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Schedule 8 continued

2007 DPP Water/Wastewater Planning Capacity

Explanation:
This table shows the determination of how many units can be serviced (line 5) after
subtracting the actual daily flow used (line 2a and 2b), the servicing commitments (line

3) and

the draft plan approval commitments (line 4) from the total available planning

capacity (line 1). Line 6 shows how many units are proposed to be draft plan approved in
the 2007 Development Priorities Plan and line 7 confirms whether there is capacity
available for these units.

Water Wastewater
1 Planning Capacity 83,100 m°/day 73,000 m°/day
2 a) | Average Maximum Daily Flow (water) 63,178 m°/day N.A.
2b) | Average Daily Flow (wastewater) N.A. 52,622 m°/day
3 Servicing Commitments 5,446 m°/day 4,539 m°/day
(4,110 units) (4,110 units)
4 Draft Approval Commitments 5,159 m°/day 4,300 m°/day (3,893
(3,893 units) units)
5 Available Servicing Capacity for New 7,030 units 9,362 units
Draft Plan Approved Units
(Uncommitted Reserve Capacity)
6 Units to be Draft Plan approved in 878 units 878 units
2007 based on the proposed
Development Priorities Plan
7 Capacity Available YES YES
(6,152 units) (8,484 units)
Notes

1. Planning Capacity:

2.

2.

January

Water - includes the sum of the existing physical capacity of constructed water
infrastructure plus additional water pumping certificates of approval, some of
which are not currently available. Additional water supply capacity from the
approved Arkell Springs Supply EA has been factored in the Planning Capacity
shown on this chart.

Wastewater - based upon the approved assimilative capacity of the Speed
River. Plant expansion to provide an additional 9,000 m*day of treatment
capacity in order to reach the approved assimilative capacity is planned for 2008.

a) Maximum Daily Flow (water) is the actual maximum daily flow based on the
past three year average.

b) Average Daily Flow (wastewater) is the actual average daily flow for
wastewater treatment based on the past three year average.

Servicing Commitments are registered and zoned lots/blocks that could
currently proceed to building permit and construction. The City provides
servicing commitment at the time of lot/block registration in keeping with the
agreement with the MOE. The figure for servicing commitment for wastewater
treatment also includes a total of 1200 m®day committed to the Village of
Rockwood.

2007 Schedule 8



Schedule 9
Total Draft and Registered Plan Analysis
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SCHEDULE 10

Responses to the Draft 2007 Development Priorities Plan

From: peter linke [mailto:almondale@rogers.com]

Sent: Thursday October 26, 2006 6:39 AM

To: Scott Hannah

Subject: Draft DPP 2007: Melissa's email of Oct. 24, 2006

Hi Scott.

Thank you for the meeting. We agree with Staff that there is a typographical error in Schedule 4 (Page 6)
regarding our draft plan approval date for Phase 2.

As pointed out by you, this draft plan approval date should read 2007. Thank you for the correction.
Regards.

Peter Linke

January 2007 Schedule 10 Page 1
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—REID'S HERITAGEGROUP
= " 2“>%%\3‘

A Heritage of Quality, Built One Home af a Tinte MNovember 2, 2006
Since 1978

By email and regular mail

The City of Guelph
Planning Department

59 Carden Street

Guelph, Ontario NI1H 3Al

o i"'“‘_; Ql-'_:r . a(- .«- = ey
Attention: Ms. Melissa Castellan NG G v “"“"ita
Senior Development Planner NOV 02 2006

Dear Ms. Castellan,

Re: City of Guelph Development Priorities Plan 2007
Response to Draft Schedules and Mapping

I am writing to provide commentary as requested in your October 13, 2006 letter prefacing the draft
schedules and mapping for the upcoming year’s Development Priorities Plan.

The only inclusion in the document that we do not agree with is the remnant parcel of draft plan 23T-
03506 (Conservation Estates). This parcel has been reviewed, with adjacent lands, through the Site
Plan approval process and at this time is only waiting on cash-in-lieu of parkland payment, some minor
changes to the site plan drawings and signing of the site plan control agreement in order to achieve full
site plan approval, There is no reason why this parcel should appear in the Development Priorities Plan
if it has been approved to the point where we could apply for a Building Permit and legally expect one
to be issued. The parcel forms an integral component of the entire townhouse block and must be
developed at the same time as the balance of the plan.

In fairness, when I did speak with Mr. Hannah about the townhouses blocks in this plan, | erroneously
believed I was speaking about the street fronting townhouse blocks in the Conservation Estates plan
which will not likely come to the market until the latter half of 2007.

[ trust this clarifies our position.

Yours truly,
Reid’s Heritage Group

3 L_’;_ —_
Brian D. Blackmere - Director of Development Planning

cc: Mr. Tim Blevins
Mr. John Wood

www.reidsherilagegroup.com 6783 Wellington Rd, 34, R, #22, Cambridpe, Ontario N3C 2V Telephone: (519) 658-6656
Fax: (519} 654-9746

January 2007 Schedule 10 Page 2
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ﬁ et us 1700 Langstaff Road, Suite 2003, Concord, Ontario L4K 353
i i

D ESVEESLEQEP M EESN

Tel: (905) 669-5571
Fax: {905) 669-2134

Oclober 26, 2006

City of Guelph
Planning Depariment
59 Carden Street
Guelph, Ontario

N1H 3A1

Attention:  Ms. Melissa Castalan, Senior Development Planner

Dear Madam:

Re: Development Priorities Plan

We have reviewed the Oclober draft of the DPP provided in your letter of October 13"
20086.

We are presently undertaking engineering design of Grangehill Phase 4B (21T-03504)
and anticipate servicing to occur in 2007, with registration targeted for late 2007.

We are also finalizing a draft plan on approximately 25 acres north of Eastview Road just
west of the former landfill site and by copy lo John Cox, we ask that he forward the plan
to you for your information. A formal draft plan submission will be made in November of
this year. We anlicipate development of that plan in 2008/2009.

Thank you for your atlention in this matter.

PLANNING AND
BUILDING SERVICES
0CT 31 2006

Vice-President
RLH:st
File:Guelph/gen

Cc.C. Mr. John Cox, J.L. Cox Planning

MEMBER

January 2007 Schedule 10 Page 3
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BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON

LIMITED

351 Speedvale Avenua West TEL: {519) 822-4031
Guelph, Onlaria M1H 1C6 FAX: (519} B22-1220

November 2, 2006 Project: 06-6962

Ms. Melissa Castellan

Serior Development Planner
Planning and Development Services
City of Guelph

59 Carden Street

GUELPH, Ontario

N1iH 3A1 A

St Dt SERVICE!
Dear Ms. Castellan: NDV 03 ZBﬂE

Re: Development Priorities Plan
Victoria Road North
City File 237-01501
Owner: 1.E. Ingram (Artifex Construction)

Thank you for providing a copy of the draft 2007 Development Priorities Plan.

I have reviewed the proposed registration allocation for Ingram Farm with the owner. Given the
recent changes in the building market, Mr. Ingram has decided to reduce the size of his next
phase to include only 33 single detached residential lots.

This reduction would reduce the allocation by 39 single detached lots and 50 multiple units. The
owner anticipates moving forward with a further registration in 2008.

Should you have any questions, please call me.

Yours very truly,

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON LIMITED

Nancy Shoemaker, MCIP, RPP

Copy: Mr. Jack Ingram, Artifex Construction
Mr. Steve Perschbacher, Stantec Consuiting

A. B, DONALDSON, O.L.S., Q.LLE 1. 0. ROBINSON, B.5¢., O.LS., O.LLP K. F HILLIS, B.5c., OLS, OLLP. N. C. SHOEMAKER, B.A.A., M.C.LP., R.P.P.

January 2007 Schedule 10 Page 4



City of Guelph Community Design and Development Services

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON

LIMITED

351 Speedvale Avenue West TEL: (519) 8225031

Guelph, Ontario N1H 1C6 FAX: (518) 822-1220
November 2, 2006 Project: 01-3367

Ms. Melissa Castellan

2007 Development Priorities Plan

Senior Development Planner PL AN f TR
MRS I AT B T

Planning and Development Services

City of Guelph BUILD [I{\j ooer f"J

59 Carden Street vl AL
GUELPH, Ontario N1H 3A1
NOV 0¢ 2008

Dear Ms. Castellan:

Re: Draft Development Priorities Plan 2007
Victoria Park West Golf Course
Draft Plan of Subdivision/Condominium
1159 Victoria Road South

I have reviewed the draft 2007 Development Priorities Plan with the owner of Victoria Park West.
We understand that the timing of the plan of subdivision relates to the lands to the north and in
this regard, we appreciate that these lots need to be considered in conjunction with the timing of
the Kortright East subdivision.

We are, however, concerned about the proposed date for consideration of draft plan approval as
it relates to the plan of condominium.

The servicing information provided in the dreft report notes that the pumping station required to
service this property is to be located on lands not yet draft approved. As discussed with staff,
the pumping station is actually located within an approved draft plan of subdivision and the
construction of this Pumping Station, including the gravity sewer connection between Stone Road
and Arkell Road is to be completed in 2007. This property could be serviced in 2007.

The Victoria Park Condominium proposal will include a mixed density residential development
that will consist of apartment units, townhouse units and single detached residential, centered on
a recreation resource. This project complies with the principles of residential intensification and
will create a unique residential community within the City.

Based on this information, I am requesting that this proposal (condominium only) be considered
for draft plan approval in 2007 with servicing of the condominium in 2008.

Yours very truly,

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON LIMITED

Kemy Soerafe—

Nancy Shoemaker, MCIP, RPP
Copy:  Mr. Ted De Corso, Victoria Park West Golf Course

VICES

A. B. DOMALDSON, O.L.S., O.LILP . 0. ROBINSON, B.Se., O.L.S., O.LLP. K. R HILLIS, B.Se, OLS, OLLP N. C. SHOEMAKER, B.AA, M.CILP, RPF.

January 2007

Schedule 10 Page 5



City of Guelph Community Design and Development Services 2007 Development Priorities Plan

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON

LIMITED

- Urban and Ru

351 Speadvale Avenus West TEL: {519) B22-4031

Guelph, Ontario M1H 106 . FAX; (519) B22-1220

November 3, 2006 Projects: 05-6530
04-5402
05-6228

Ms. Melissa Castellan PLAMN & oo B

Senior Development Planner | =" e v e

Planning and Development Services BU”"D] LT Dy

City of Guelph Ge oo

59 Carden Street NOY & s

GUELPH, Ontario

N1H 3A1

Dear Ms. Castellan:

Re: Development Priorities Plan
Valeriote lands 23T-99501
Watson Road East (Watson Creek Phase 2) 237-98501
Walkover Property (Watson Road East)
Tivoli Property
Owner: Carson Reid Homes Ltd.

I have reviewed the draft 2007 Development Priarities Plan with the owner of the above-noted
projects.

While we are not requesting any changes to the projects recommended for consideration of draft
plan approval or registration within the 2007 time frame, we are concerned about projected
allocations for draft plan approval in 2008,

As noted previously, considerable work has been campleted on file UP0408 (Valeriote lands) and
we anticipate filing an application for a draft plan of subdivision on this property before the end
of 2006. We are therefore requesting that staff move this project forward for consideration by
Council in 2008.

Should you have any questions, please call me.

Yours very truly,

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON LIMITED

KM&OWM\

Nancy Shoemaker, MCIP, RPP

Copy: M. Carson Reid, Carson Reid Homes Ltd.

A. B, DONALDSON, O.L5., O.LILP I. 0. ROBINSON, B.Sc., O.LS., O.LLR . FHILLIS, B.Se., O.L.5., OLILP N. C. SHOEMAKER, B.AA, M.CILP, R.PP

January 2007 Schedule 10 Page 6
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BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON

LIMITED

351 Speedvale Avenue West TEL: ({519) 822-4031
Guelph, Ontario N1H 1C6 FAX: (519) 822-1220

October 26, 2007 Project: 05-6547

Ms. Melissa Castellan
Senior Development Planner

Department of Planning and Development Services FLANN =
City of Guelph ) A
59 Carden Street SUILD

GUELPH, Ontario NI1H 3A1 o
NOV G2 2006

Dear Ms. Castellan:

Re: Draft Development Priorities Plan - Victoria Gardens Phase 3
Owner: Victoria Wood

Thank you for meeting to discuss the inclusion of a portion of the Victoria Gardens subdivision
within the proposed registrations of the 2007 Development Priorities Plan.

I believe that we were able to correct some servicing information that would make the
registration of a further phase of this subdivision at this time, consistent with the provision of
services to this area. As noted by the Engineering Division of the City; the construction of the
Kortright East Pumping Station, including the gravity sewer connection between Stone Road and
Arkell Road is to be completed in late summer of 2007. This matches Victoria’s Wood's
anticipated timing of registration of a further phase of this development.

To assist in the City's desire to better control the registrations within the municipality, Victoria
Wood will eliminate the request for registration of the 48 unit cluster townhouse block located
along Victoria Road, thereby reducing the number of units that would be included in this phase of
the registration. This would still allow for the registration of a mixed density project, which we
understand is one of the goals of the Development Priorities Plan. This requested phase would
now include 86 single detached units, 18 semi-detached units and 38 on-street townhouse units.

We hope this reduction in overall unit count and the clarification regarding timing of services will
allow staff to reconsider the registration of a phase of the Victoria Gardens subdivision within the
2007 Development Priorities Plan.

Yours very truly,

BLACK, SHOEMAKER, ROBINSON & DONALDSON LIMITED

Ny \%m/m—_“_
Nancy Shoemaker, MCIP, RPP

Copy: Mr. Scott Hannah, Manager of Development Planning
Mr. Gerry Armstrong, Victoria Wood
Mr. Ken Behm, K.J. Behm & Associates
Mr. John Valeriote, Smith Valeriote

A. B. DONALDSON, O.L.5., O.L.LF. I. D. ROBINSON, B.Sc., O.L.S., O.LILP K. F. HILLIS, B.Sc., QLS. O.LLP N. C. SHOEMAKER, B.A.A, M.CILP, R.PP.
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Melissa Castellan

City of Guelph Community Design and Development Services 2007 Development Priorities Plan

From: Chris Corosky [chris@armelcorp.com]
Sent:  Tuesday, October 31, 2006 3:17 PM
To: Melissa Castellan

Cc: joe@armel.ca; Nancy

Subject: DPP - Northwest

Hi Melissa.

Thank you for sending a copy of the draft DPP. My comments are as follows:

1.

2.

The first page of the draft DPP (ie the page following your cover letter) is "Schedule 2". Where is Schedule
17?

At the bottom of Sched 2 there is an asterisk indicating that the 2007 subtotal includes a ‘carry over’ of 162
potential units anticipated to be regislered in 2006. This is followed by a “note” that says there were a total of
616 units expected o be registered in 2006, which were not. Are the other 454 units (616 — 162) not being
‘carried over' 1o 20077

DPP allocation for the balance of the Mitchell Farm draft plan area (88009 and 04503) indicates remaining
lands will be developed in two phases, in subsequent years (ie 2007 and 2008). As you know, we have
previously requested DPP allocation to enable all remaining Mitchell Farm draft approved lands to be
developed in one phase. In previous DPP's, this request has been denied. We would like to again request
DPP allocation to enable all remaining Mitchell Farm draft approved lands to be developed in one final, single
phase - - market conditions permitting. Cut / fill balancing necessitated that all lands be graded at one time,
which occurred this year. Given the grading program, it would be sensible to enable this area to be serviced
and developed in one phase as well, market permitting.

Could you provide some additional detail as to how you derived 'Post 2008’ totals for the northwest sector as
are contained in Sched 27

Commentary contained in your Schedule 4 indicates that we may be submitting a ‘new’ draft plan for a
portion of West Hills. This is accurate. This revised draft plan will pick up some undeveloped lands in 86004
as well as lands we own south of Paisley, west of Whilelaw Road, inclusive of lands recently annexed in to
the City. These lands are being considered in conjunction with lands north of Paisley. The key variable tying
this area together is consideration of grades, and cost feasible earth moving and cut / fill equations. Whereas
we had originally assumed a 4 — 6 metre cut at the crest of the drumlin, this number is approaching a 10
metre cut in our most recent iteration of an area grading program. While this very significant cut would
rationalize grades, it also results in significant cost implications. Given the complexity involved with
establishing grades that work from a design perspective, and are cost feasible 1o achieve, as well the
engineering required to properly integrate appropriate lands use in this area relative to localized pipe capacity
cansiderations, we anticipate submission of this plan package in 2007.

As a footnote to the discussion of our Mitchell Farm registrations, we had anticipated 2006 construction of the
Chillico Glen phase this year (ie in 2006), however approvals of engineering design drawings occurred too late
(Oct) to enable this. If certain plans do not proceed to registration due to delays in timing of approvals, this should
be noted in the DPP.

If you require any additional information, or clarification please call.

Chris

Chris Corasky, MBA, MCIP
Director, Land Development
Armel Corporation
Chris(@Armelca

5060 Spechum Way » Suile 505
hississauga - Onlario « LW SH3
voice + 005 706 BEDI

fax

January 2007

+ 905 206 8801
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City of Guelph Community Design and Development Services

2007 Development Priorities Plan

SCHEDULE 11: STAFF RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
23T-04501 340 Eastview Road: Comment received from Peter Linke (Almondale Homes)

A request has been made to clarify the anticipated timing of draft plan approval for Phase 2 of the
Almondale Homes subdivision located at 340 Eastview Road.

Staff note that Schedule 4 of the Draft 2007 DPP erroneously listed Phase 2 of 23T-04501 as being
considered for draft plan approval in 2008; this error has been corrected.

The correct timing for consideration of draft plan approval is 2007 as displayed in “Schedule 3:
Draft Plan Approval Activity” of the 2007 Development Priorities Plan.

23T-03506 Conservation Estates: Comment received from Brian Blackmere (Reid’s Heritage
Homes)

Brian Blackmere confirmed that the 22 townhouse units shown in the Draft 2007 DPP for
Conservation Estates only require site plan approval in order to be developed. Thus, the whole of

the Conservation Estates subdivision is registered as plan 61M-133 and has been removed from
Schedule 4 of the 2007 DPP.

23T-03504 Grangehill Phase 4B: Comment from Robert L. Hooshley (Metrus Development
Inc.)

A request has been received to consider Grangehill Phase 4B for registration in late 2007.

The 2007 DPP anticipates registration of Grangehill Phase 4B in 2008 which is consistent with the
late 2007 timing requested by Metrus (i.e. post October 31, 2007). Should Metrus be prepared to
register earlier in 2007, they could make use of the flexibility in the DPP (see Section 5) to advance
the development.

January 2007
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2007 Development Priorities Plan

23T-01501 Ingram: Comment from Nancy Shoemaker on behalf of J.E. Ingram (Artifex
Construction)

A request has been received to modify the proposed registration of a phase of the Ingram
subdivision in 2007. The proposal decreases the proposed phase in 2007 to 38 detached lots and
seeks to register the remaining units (34 detached and 50 apartment units) in 2008.

Staff are supportive of this approach and are satisfied that the proposed phasing addresses the
requirements for development of the park block.

23CDMO05506 1159 Victoria Road West: Comments from Nancy Shoemaker on behalf of
Victoria Park West Golf Course

A comment letter has been received related to the proposed timing for draft plan approval for
23CDMO05506. The applicant has requested that the timing for draft plan approval be moved
forward to 2007 from the proposed draft approval timing of 2008 indicated in the Draft 2007 DPP.
Schedule 3 displays plans that staff anticipate to be ready to be presented to Council in 2007 and it is
expected that staff will devote time and resources to reviewing these plans. Staff are not supportive
of advancing the timing of draft plan approval for this plan of condominium which contains 151
units. The 2007 DPP anticipates the draft plan approval of approximately 900 units in 2007 (See
Schedule 3) which is in keeping with the population projections target of 900 units per year.
Advancing the draft approval of 23CDMO05506 would result in the potential draft approval of 1050
units in 2007 which exceeds the target of 900 units per year. The intent is to maintain a balance
between units that are draft approved and units that are registered each year rather than increase the
supply of units in draft approved plans. However, should the review of this application be
completed in 2007 it is possible that it could be considered by Council in 2007.

UP0408 Cityview and Watson: Comments from Nancy Shoemaker on behalf of Carson Reid
Homes Ltd.

A request has been received from the applicant to consider this application for draft plan approval in
2008. The anticipated timing for draft plan approvals is set out in Schedule 3 of the DPP for the

January 2007
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2007 Development Priorities Plan

current year; future timing of draft plan approvals is listed in Schedule 4 for information. Each year
the expected timing for draft plan approvals is reviewed therefore it could be considered for draft
approval in 2008 in the 2008 DPP. Since this application has not been formally submitted to the
City it will not be considered for draft approval in 2007.

23T-01503 Victoria Gardens Phase 3: Comments from Nancy Shoemaker on behalf of
Victoria Wood.

A request has been received from Nancy Shoemaker on behalf of Victoria Wood to include Phase 3
of 23T-01503 in the proposed registrations for 2007. This plan was identified as a post-2007
registration in the 2006 DPP and as an anticipated 2008 registration in the Draft 2007 DPP.

If this phase was included in the proposed registrations for 2007, the overall unit count would
increase from 1082 potential units to 1224 potential units.

Staff are not supportive of this request. The proposed 2008 registration identified in the 2007 DPP
is consistent with the proposed timing outlined in the 2006 DPP. The expected timing was
determined based on the timing of the installation of services along Victoria Road. Servicing for this
subdivision is dependent upon the construction of the Kortright East Pumping Station and the
sewer connection on Victoria Road between Stone Road and Arkell Road. This work is expected to
be completed by late summer 2007. Since registration is reliant upon this work being completed, it is
reasonable to identify this plan as an anticipated registration for 2008. Any registrations that occur
late fall 2007 are considered to be a 2008 registration so the developer could proceed on this basis or
could make use of the flexibility in the DPP (see Section 5) to advance the development.

23T-88009 and 23T-04503 Mitchell Farm: Comments from Chris Corosky on behalf of Armel
Corporation

A request was received to identify the registration of the remaining portion of 23T-88009 and
23T04503 as one phase in 2007. This development, including approximately 330 units, was
identified to be registered in two phases in the 2006 DPP. Staff continue to recommend that the
registration occur in two phases in keeping with the phasing strategy for large-scale subdivisions.

January 2007
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The timing of the final phase is identified as 2008 so Armel may be able to utilize the flexibility in
the DPP to advance the entire development in 2007 if one or more other subdivisions do not
proceed for registration.
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“Guelph

COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT
SERVICES
(Report 07-13)

TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Commitiee
DATE: March 9, 2007

SUBJECT: 129 ELIZABETH STREET — UPCOMING ONTARIO MUNICIPAL
BOARD HEARING

RECOMMENDATION:

“THAT Report # 07-13 from Community Design and Development Services,
dated March 9, 2007 regarding an Ontarioc Municipal Board hearing for 129
Elizabeth Street be received;” and

“THAT City Council authorizes appropriate City staff to attend the upcoming
Ontario Municipal Board hearing to support the decision of the Committee of
Adjustment to refuse Application A-152/06 for a minor variance at 129 Elizabeth
Street.”

BACKGROUND:

Location: The subject property is located on the south side of Elizabeth Street,
between Huron Street and Morris Street (see Schedule 1 — Location Map). The
subject property was created via a severance application in 2005 which also
resulted in the creation of a lot and dwelling at 127 Elizabeth Street. This
severance application was appealed to the OMB by a resident and was
subsequently approved by the Board.

Application Details: The Committee of Adjustment considered an application
for a minor variance related to off-street parking to support a proposed accessory
apartment in the dwelling. The Zoning By-law requires three off-street parking
spaces be provided for a single detached dwelling with an accessory apartment.
In this case, one parking space is available within an attached garage and two
parking spaces are proposed in the driveway in front of the dwelling. Each of the
2 parking spaces in the driveway must have a width of 2.5 metres and a depth of

A Great Place to-Call Home 1



5.5 metres to comply with the zoning regulations, whereas the applicant
proposes that each of the side by side exterior parking spaces have a width of
1.87 metres. At their meeting on November 14, 20086, the Committee refused the
application (see Schedule 2 — Application, Schedule 4 — Minutes and Schedule
5 - Decision).

Application Comments and Recommendations: At the November 14, 2006
meeting, Planning staff recommended that the application for the minor variance
be refused because the proposed parking spaces were too small to be functional
and therefore not appropriate. Planning staff also indicated that the variance was
not minor. The parking spaces also did not meet the intent of the Zoning By-law
to have adequate space to park a vehicle without paving the majority of the front
yard. Having failed three of the four tests for a minor variance, Planning staff
recommended refusal of the application (see Schedule 3 — Staff Comments).

The staff position regarding parking for the proposed accessory apartment is
consistent with comments on the earlier severance application which created this
lot. Planning staff supported the severance, but made it clear that it was not
appropriate for the new dwelling to have an accessory apartment because the
property could not satisfy the parking requirements.

The Commitiee of Adjustment supported the position of Community Design and
Development Services and refused the application (see Schedule 5 — Decision).
The owner of the property submitted a letter of appeal on December 4, 2006 (see
Schedule 6 — Letter of Appeal) resulting in the need for the OMB hearing.

REPORT:

It is recommended that appropriate City staff be in attendance at the future OMB
hearing to indicate the City's support of the Committee’s decision to refuse the
application. No hearing date has been set.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
To manage growth in a balanced, sustainable manner.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
N/A

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION/CONCURRENCE:

The Legal Department has reviewed this report.

ATTACHMENTS:

Schedule 1 — Location Map
Schedule 2 — Committee of Adjustment Application
Schedule 3 — Staff Comments to the Committee of Adjustment

A Great Place to-Call Howe 2



Schedule 4 — Committee of Adjustment Mesting Minutes

Schedule 5 — Committee of Adjustment Decision

Schedule 6 - Appeal Letter

e

Prepared By
Gary Austin
Planner

Regommended By:

anes N. Riddell

Director of Community Design &
Development Services

L ey

Recommended By:
R. Scott Hannah
Manager of Devetop m

Parks Planning

Larry Kotseff
Chief Administ

P:\Planning&DevelopmentServices\Planning\DRAFT Reports\(07-13)(03-05) OMB-129 Elizabeth
Council report (Gary).doc
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Schedule 1 — Location Map
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Schedule 2 — Committee of Adjustment Application

f Planning and Developmant Services
WFarking Together to Build Qur Conemuntsy

An Application Has Been Filed with
the Committee of Adjustment

LOCATION

of PROPERTY: 129 Elizobeth Street

PROPOSAL: The applicant is requesling permission for en off-street parking variance to sllow
for an aceessory unit in the huilding.

BY-LAW

REQUIREMENTS: The praperty is located in the R.1B-10 (Specialized Resideatial) Zane.
Vuances from 4.13.5.2.3. of Zoning By-lnw (1995)-14864, as amendad, sre being
requested,

The By-law requires that theee off-street pocking spaces he provided for a single
detached dwelling with an sceessory apartment. The exterior prrldng spaces must
have a2 minimum width of 2.5 meizes (8.2 feet) and » depth of 5.5 metres (18 [eet).

REQUEST: The applicant propased to provide three off-strest parking spaces — 1 within the
. attached garage and two in the ddvewny. The applicant is requesting parmission to
pecmit the two off-street parking spnces in the deivewsy nrea to have a width 0f 1.87

metres (6.13 feer).

- The Cammitiee of Adjustmant for the Cily of Guelph will be holding a public hearing to
consider an application under Section 45 of the Planning Act R.S.0. 1990 P.13, as amended.

DATE OF HEARING November 14, 2006

APPLICATION WILL BE HEARD 7:00 p.m,
Councll Committes Room A, 2™ Floor, Gity Hall
§9 Carden Straet, Guelph, Ontarto

APPLICATION NUMBER A-152/06

How Do I PROVIDE COMMENTS?

You may provide your comments, in suppert or opposision, regarding this application:

In Pocson, By appenring af the Public Heardng
Please ndvise the Secratary-Teeasurer of the Cammirres, of Adjusunent of your intzation to
appear before the Commirtee,

In Writing. Writlen comments received by November 9, 2006 will be forwarded io the Comnitiee
members, Comments submirted after this date wil be summarized at the headog,
Forward in pesson or by mail 10:
Kim Fairfull, Secrecary-T'reasurer, Commirtee of Adjustment,
City of Guelpl, 59 Carden Street, Gueiph, ON N1 3A1
Fax oz (519) 8229632 Emmil w: cofm{@guelph.ca

How Do I GET MORE INFORMATION?

In Person Visic the office of the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of Adjustment at
2 WyndhamStreet North, Znd Floor (scross fram City Hall).
By Telephone (519) 837-5615, Ext. 2524 betveen the kours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday to Friday.
How Do ] RECEFVE NOTIFICATION You must make a written request for Notica of Decision 1o the
‘|orTHE BECISION? Secretary-Treasurer, Committer of Adjustment.

ecretary-Freasurer
Commitee of Adjustment

Dated 1bis 27th dny of October, 2006
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129 Eftzabeth Streal
Appilcalion Number A-152105
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Schedule 3 ~ Staff Comments to the Committee of Adjustment

Planning &nd Develocpment Sarvices
Warking Togather to Busld Our Conmunity

COMMITIEE OF ADJUSTMENT
COMMENTS FROM STAFF, PUBLIC & AGENCIES

ApputcaTion DETAILS

APPLICATION NUMBER: A-152/06

LacATioN: 129 Ellzabaoth Strest

DATE AND TIME OF HEARING: November 14, 2006 7:00 p.m.
APPLICANT: David Ing

AGENT: Robin Lee Norris/Scott Galajda
OFFICIAL PLAN DESIGNATION: General Residential

ZONING By-Law: R.AB-10 {Speclalized Residential)
REQUEST: 0ff-Gireet Parking Varlance

CoONDITIONS RECOMMENDED: NO CONDIVIONS RECOMMENDED.

COMMENTS
ENGINEERING SERVICES?

We object io this application. The existing driveway width of 3.74-metres {12.27 feat) is insufficient to provide
for lwo off-street porking spoces, We, believe, that the off-street parking space varence of 1.87-metres (6.13
feet) ench being requested is not functionad, therefore, we mquest that the varance be refused.

PLANNING SERVICES:

Flanning Services strongly objects to the proposed off-street parking varisnee in order to permit an sccessary
ppartment within the building.

This property was subject to a severnnce npptication and relnted minor veriances last year. The severance
upplicolion was nppealed o the OMB, which dismizsed the appeal. During the consultation process between
the owner of the property and City stnff, Planning staff made it clear that these two new houses wese nat
apgraprinte for sccessory apartments because the properties could not satisfy the packing requirements for this
use. Conditions imposed by the OMB limited the size of the new houses snd a site plan was also approved
which indicsted the size of the drivewsy. The approved plaz indicated that the drivewsy would be about 3.5
metres in width, The proposed drivewny widih (2 times 1.87 m) is 3.74 metres which does not canform to the
approved site plan.

The current Zoning by-law requires thet three off-street parking spaces be provided for a detached dwelling
with nn accessary npartment. In this case, one parking space s available in the garage, so that two perking
spaces must be provided in the drivewny.

The proposed purking space width of 1.87 metres for ench space is too small to be functional and therefore not
gpprapsiste. It is ofso Planning staff’s opinion that the varinnce is not minor because of the megnilude of the
variznee and it does pot meet the intent of the Zoning By-lew to have sdequate space to park a vehicle withoul
paving the majerity of the front yard for parking.

Having failed three of the four tests for a minor verience, this application should be refused.

Mailing Address: City Hall, 59 Cardzn Streat, Guelph ON N1 3A1 Wab Sike: www.quelh.ca
Building Offica: 2 Wynitham St. N, 2nd Fioor, Guelph ON, Tel; {519) B37-5615, Fax: (519) B22-4632, Emsll; cofo@guelph.m

A Great Place to-Call Home-



PERMIT AND ZONING ADMINISTRATOR:

The Zoning Divition of Planning end Tevelopment Secvices objects w the vadunce application o pemmit o
reduction in the extedor parldog space size to 1.87 metres (6.13%) ia lizu of the required 2.5 mertes (3.2

This property was the subject of a severnce applicndon and refnted minor variances last year, Pluaning staff during
the pre-consuliation on this spplication made it clear that these two new houses were oot npprepriate for aceessary
sparuments. A condition was enacted that limited the size of the ncw kouses and n site plan was also sppraved
which indicated the size of the diivewny, The approved driveway width was approximarely 3.5 metras.

The proposed deveway width of 3.74 metres does not conform to the approved site plan. The proposed parking
space width of 1.87 metres for each spuce would be 100 small to be functional. Zoning coneludes this spplicadon
should be sefused for these reasons.

GuELPH HYpRra:

No comment.

GRanD RIVER CONSERVATION ALTHORITY:

No comment.

ReroRT COMPILED By: Kim FaIRFULL
ATTACHMENTSRN

Page2ofl
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Schedule 4 - Committee of Adjustment Meeting Minutes

Application: A-152/06
Applicant: David Ing

Agent: Scott Galajda
Location: 129 Elizaheth Street
in Atiendance: Scott Galajda

Pags 16
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Mevember 14, 2006 C of A Minotes

Laurie Pagnan
Fred Thoonen
Dave Leo
Barbara Mann
Mary Leo

The Secretary-Treasurer advised there were two lstiers received in support of the application
on November 13, 2006. She further noted there ware letters submitied In objsction to the
application which was circulated to members.

Chair A. Clos guestioned if the sign had been posted In accordance with Planning Act
raguirements.

Mr. Galajda replied the notice sign was posted and comments were received from staff. He
submiited piciures to the members of the Commitiee of the site along with neighbouring
properties identifying two vehicles parked in the driveway.

in response to a question from Committee member L. MeNair, Mr. Galajda replied he was not
aware a building permit application has been submitied. He noted the Zoning By-law permits
accessory units provided adequate parking is provided. He noted there will be sufficient space
in the driveway to park two vehicles. He advised they had considered applying for a variance
o permit two off-street parking spaces in lieu of three spaces as twe parking spaces was the
standard when ihe dwelling was constructed earlier this year. He advised he raviswed the
Order from the Ontarlo Municlpal Board and there was no restriction that an accessory
apartment not be allowed.

Ms. Pagnan noied that during the original request the neighbours were concemad about the
scale and the potential use of the property. She summarized the concems outiined in the letter
she submitted.

Fred Thoonen expressed concern about the parking arrangement. He noted that in order to
exit the garage it would require two vehicles backing out onio a main arterial road.

Chair A. Clos noted there is a requirement to have landscaping between driveway and
property line. She questioned if the applicant intends to install this landscape strip.

Scott Galajda replied he has discussed this with his client and he Is in agreemeni with this
recommendation. He nated the shuifling of cars is a day to day occurance with many
residential properties.

Having considerad whather or not the varianca(s) requested-are minor and desirable for
the appropriate development and use of the land and that the general intent and
purpose of the Zoning By-law and the Official Plan will be maintained, and that this
application has met the requirements of Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.8.0. 1280,
Chapter P.13 as amended,

Moved by R. Funnall and seconded by P. Brimblacombs,

Pzge 17

A Great Place to-Call Howe 11



Novamber 14, 20086 C of A Minutes

"THAT In the matter of an application under Section 45(1) of the Planning Ast, R.5.0,
1990, c.P13, as amended, a variance from the requiremants of Section 4.13.3.2.3, of
Zoning By-law (1995)-14864, as amanded, for 129 Elizabeth Streat, to allow for an
accessory unit in the building with two of the three off-strest parking spaces lecated in
tha driveway with a width of 1.87 metres (6.13 fzet) when the By-law requires exterior
parking spaces have a minimum width of 2.5 metres (8.2 feet), be refused.”

Carried.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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Schedule 5 — Committee of Adjustment Decision

Of Planning and Development Services<d'F oF
Warking Tagetber to Butld Onr Conmmrity
Decision

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
AprPLICATION NUMBER A-152/06

e Committan, having considerad whather or nol lha varianca(s) are minor and desirabla for Ibe apprapriate dsvelopmenl and use sf the land
and that the general Intaat and purpess of he Zoning By-law and the Olficial Plan will be malnlaingd, and fhal \his application has mat the
requiremants af Seclian 45 of the Flanning Acl, B.S.0. 1990, Chapler £,13, ns amanded, passad the foliowing eesalulion:

“THAT in the matter of an applicalion under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
©.P13, as amended, a variance from tha requirements of Section 4.13.3.2.3. of Zoning By-law
(1995)-14864, as amended, for 129 Elizabeth Street, to allow for an accessory unit in the
building with two of the three off-street parking spaces located in the driveway with a widlh of

1.87 metres (6.13 feet) when the By-law requires exterior parking spaces hava a minimum
width of 2.5 metras (8.2 feat), be refused.”

Members of Committes

Concurring In this ‘ 7@5& JI’LOM,L{ //9 }F/MO

Zz _
Decision //7 K

The lasl day on which a Ngffe of Appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board may be filed is N/A.

I, Kim Falrfull, Secrelasy-Treasurer, hereby cerlify this 1o be a tue sopy of the decision of 1he Guelph Committez of Adjustment and this
decision was concurred by a majority of the members who heard 1his application at a meeling held pn Novambar 14, 2008,

Dated: November 17, 2006

/

Mailing Addrass:
Building Office:

City Hall, 58 Carden Street, Gualph ON N1H3A1 Web Sitet guglph.ca

A Great Place to- Call Howme-
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Schedule 6 - Appeal Letter

MILLER
THOMSON

Barristers & Solicilors

Patent & Trade-Mark Agenls
Ontaro AgriGenlre
100 Sione Road Waest, Suile 301
Guelph, ON M1G 5.3
F: 518.822.468D
F: 519.822.1582
vavw.millzrthomsen.oom

Rabln-Les A. Nor
December 4, 2006 Dlrmc! L ExL 44038
moms@milerthomsan.com
Private & Confidential
Delivered File: 0582440009
Commitiee of Adjustment
2 Wyndham Street North HECE“IED
2" Flpor DEC
- Gueiph.ON o DEC-0-4-200- - —mmo -
Attention: Kim Fairfull, ASCT Building Services

Commaunily Deslgn and Developmant Services
Drear Ms. Fairfull:

Re:  Application A-152/06
129 Elizabeth Street, Guelph, Oniario

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 45 of the Plamning det, R.5.0., we are sppenling the
Decision of the Commiltee of Adjustment refusing the Application of our client, David Ing for
a variance from the requirements of Section 4.13.3.2.3 of Zoning By-law (1595) - 14864, as
amended ior property known municipally ns 129 Elizoheth Street to atlow for an aceessory unil
in the building with twao of the three off'street parking spaces located in the drivewny with the
width of 1.87 metres (6.13 feet) when the By-law requires extedor parking spaces to have o

. minimum width of 2.5 metres (8.2 feet). Please find enclosed hercin owr certified cheque in the
amount of $1235.00 payable to the Minister of Finance of Ontario.

The grounds for Appeal are as follows:

i. The Committee of Adjustment erred in fact and law in finding the variances requested
were not minor contrary to the provisions of Section 45(1) of the Planning det, R.8.0.,
1990, c., P.13, 05 amended.

2, The variance is desirable for the appropriate development and use of the land and
buildings and consistent with the provisions of the Zoning By-law for the City of
Guelph which permits secondary unils in the R1B Zone. Intensification is a goal vnder
the Provincial Policy Statement 2005 and wnder the Pleces to Grow legislation. In
feiling to approve the required veriances, the Committee of Adjustment has failed to”
appropriately apply the Provincial intensification poals and policies and has failed to
apply the appropriate policies and zoning provisions of its own said Zoning By-low.

Toronia  Vancouver Whllehorse Calgary Edtngnion Londan Khchener-Watzing Guelph Mardiham HMontréal

Alilialions Worldeide

A Great Place to-Call Home-



MILLER
THOMSON 1= Page 2

ER The variances requestéd maintain the general intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law
which permits accessory units under cerfain terms and conditions. The property is
located on a bus route nnd close to the downtown arez and the failure to grant the
variance fails to acknowledge the possibility of alternate transportation and the reatity of

space required for parking.

4, The general intent and purpose of the Official Plan is maintained by the Application fbr
the Variance.

S, Such good and other reasons as may be presented from time to time.

We would ask that a hearing date be set as soon as possible in order to Lear evidence with
regard to this Appeal.

Yourg trujy,

MILLER THEMSON LLP

Enclosure
c, David Ing,

A Great Place to- Call Howme
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“Guelph

COMMUNITY DESIGN & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Report: 07-12

TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Committee

DATE: 2007/03/09

SUBJECT: NEW PARK MASTER PLAN - EASTVIEW COMMUNITY PHASE 4 A
SUBDIVISION

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the Community Design and Development Services Report 07-12, dated March 8,
2007, be received;

THAT the proposed master plan for Eastview Community phase 4 A subdivision park be
approved;

THAT the park be named 'Summit Ridge Park’;

AND THAT staff be directed to proceed with the implementation of the park master plan.

REPORT:

Background: Phase 4 A of a plan of subdivision known as the Eastview Community
(Guelph Grangehill Developments Limited) located south of Eastview Road and east of
Starwood Drive, was registered as Plan 61M-125 in 2005 and is currently under
construction. Parkland, having an area of 1.15 ha has been dedicated to the City and is
located at 50 Summit Ridge Drive in the new subdivision with street frontages on
Summit Ridge Drive and Popham Drive. (See the Appendix 1 - Location Map)

A master plan for the neighbourhood park has been designed In-House and the
proposal includes Children’s play areas with play equipment and safety surface, a half
basketball court or gazebo, informal play area, pathways, benches, trash receptacles
and plants. As per City of Guelph — Recreation, Parks and Culture Strategic Plan (1997)
Neighbourhood Parks are open spaces of appropriate size, shape, topography, location
and character to foster the enjoyment of a wide range of freely chosen passive and
active activities such as sitting, viewing, conversing, contemplating, strolling, children's
play, organized and informal field sports, court games, water play, outdoor skating.

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 1 of 3



Public Process: In December 2006, a survey was mailed to 161 residents living within
the 500 meters of the parkland to comment on the proposed master plan for the new
park. |t was also advertised in Guelph Tribune and posted on the City’s website. (See
the Appendix 4 - Proposed Master Plan Survey)

The survey generated feedback by 9 residents. All responses are positive for the
conceptual park design and include some suggestions for additional items. A few
concerns are raised such as lack of walking and biking trails in the East end of the City,
lack of maintenance of the naturalized areas and the need to provide the signage to link
the park with the future trail system. (See the Appendix 3 - Proposed Master Plan
Survey Results)

Proposed Master Plan: The master plan has been modified as per survey comments
to include the following elements. (See the Appendix 2 - Proposed Master Plan -
Eastview Community Phase 4 A Subdivision Park)

e The option of a half basketball court has been chosen over gazebo.
» More benches have been added to the plan.

» The plant material specifications will provide for the seasonal interest and
wildlife habitat.

+ A large mowed grass open area is included to provide opportunities to
children for informal play.

» Trails Link Signage will be installed in future at the time of the subdivision
trails installation.

Staff believes the implementation of the proposed park master plan will create a
neighbourhood scale park to service the residents of Eastview Community phase 4 A
and 4 B {future) Subdivisions and be an integral part of the open space linkages in the
east end of the City.

Staff is also seeking Committee approval to name the new park as Summit Ridge Park
following the City of Guelph Policy # 2C2 — Open Space and Facility Naming dated
January 1997.

Once approval is granted for the park master plan design, it is anticipated that park
construction would take place in summer and fall of 2007.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

3. To support our natural, cultural and architectural heritage.

A Great Place to- Call Home
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Development Charges supported Capital Budgets.

RPO073 Grangehill Phase 4 A Neighbourhood Park- Approved budget of $ 80,000.00
DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

N/A

COMMUNICATIONS:

N/A

ATTACHMENTS:

Appendix 1 - Location Map

Appendix 2 - Proposed Master Plan - Eastview Community Phase 4 Subdivision Park

Appendix 3 - Master Plan Survey Results
Appendix 4 - Proposed Park master Plan Survey

Moo P2 %

Prepared By: Recommended By:

Jyoti Pathak Scott Hannah

Parks Planner Manager of Dev. and Parks Planning
(519) 837 5616 x 2431 (519) 837-5616 x2359
jyoti.pathak@guelph.ca scott.hannah@guelph.ca

Regbrmmended By:

Afprovéd for Pféséntation:
im Riddell Larry Kotseff |

Director of Community design Chief Administfative Officer
and Development Services

(519) 837-5616 x 2361

jim.riddell@guelph.ca

A Great Place to-Call Home
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APPENDIX 1 - LOCATION MAP

Not to Scale
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PROPOSED PARK

50 SUMMIT RIDGE DRIVE, GUELPH, ON

SUBDIVISION

FASTVIEW COMMUNITY PHASE 4 A

WARD |

CLASSIFICATION: NEIGHBOURHOOD PARK
ZONING: P2 SIZE: 1.15 ha ( 2.84 ac)

FEATURES: - play equipment - planting
- pathways - site furniture

- half basketball court




APPENDIX 3

SURVEY RESULTS FOR PROPOSED PARK MASTER PLAN

Grangehill Phase 4 Subdivision
(South East of Eastview Rd. and Starwood Dr.)

Total number of surveys mailed

Total number of surveys reccwed 9

# times comment |

2 Gazebo
# times comment:’
. ;{1 appeared
3
4 Plantings, living fence, naturalized areas
3 Play equipment
1 Site Furniture ~ benches and trash receptacles.
1 Location
1 Mixture of uses
1 It seems great
1 Everything

ent | Survey Question # '3
.. | What do you dislike about the prop

No signage to link park to all the other Wa]kmg paths that this entire

neighbourhood needs.

1 Too much prass- unless the City is to keep a larpe naturalized area.

1 Naturalized Area: All City boulevards have gone to weeds anyway. Shame! The
naturalized area is not indicated on the plan- hopefully # 8 will be lawn and
maintained — not a weed infested area that gets hard as a rock.

1 There are not enough walking / bike trails in our area unlike the South end of
the city.

2

kIt Would be mce to have benches at the other 51de of the park too.

Conslder a va.nety of trees and shrubs plantlng that provide:

1
¢ Food for wildlife
o  Shelter for wildlife
» Flowers in Spring and Summer
¢ Different Fall colours
o  Winter Interest
1 More seating for viewing the City
1 The existing hedgerow needs to be cleaned up a bit
1 A hill for sledding




)
f Community Design and Development Services @
Warking Together to Biald Crr Comvramity

APPENDIX 4
SURVEY — PROPOSED PARK MASTER PLAN

The proposed park is currently a vacant lot located on 50 Summit Ridge Drive, in the
GRANGEHILL PHASE 4 SUBDIVISION (East of Starwood Dr and South of Eastview Rd),
with street frontages on Summit Ridge Drive and Popham Street.

EASIVIEW . RD

Community Design and Development
Services, Development and Parks Planning is

|
A
i
]
iD\
.——/—

‘ Elﬂﬁ’“ 5|b"’ seeking public input into the proposed master
e e plan of a new neighbourhood Park. Your
1 T || = i
'a-a 9,9’ D“ :_':._'-j‘-. household is invited to participate in our
N 2202 (i k== neighbourhood survey. Information gathered
SIS R, Wl ; : : . L
‘g’,@"g@ﬁ.@ /] from this survey will help City staff in refining

Pz zete i the master plan before it is presented to the

D AN N i ' ‘
@g - N Planning, Environment & Transportation
o ‘\\\\\ ’ -~ Committee for approval in early 2007.
Pl s
= /A

The park, 1.15 ha (2.84 ac) in area, has been identified as a neighbourhood Park (P.2 Zone).
We are suggesting the following elements for the master plan:

Children’s playground with Junior and Senior play structures and swings
Half Basketball Court or Gazebo

Plantings

Naturalized Area

Pathways

Site Furniture including Benches and Trash Receptacles

PLEASE RETURN THE SURVEY BY: Friday, December 15, 2006

KEEP THIS PAGE FOR YOUR RECORDS

Memo



SURVEY - PROPOSED PARK MASTER PLAN
GRANGEHILL PHASE 4 SUBDIVISION

1. The attached Master plan has two options for area 6. Which do you prefer? (please circle your answer).

A. Half Basketball Court B. Gazebo

C. Other

2. What do you like about the proposed Master plan?
(Please use the lines befow or provide on a separate sheet)

3. What do you dislike about the proposed Master plan?
(Please use the lines below or provide on a separate sheet)

Please see other side.

RETURN THIS PAGE TO COMMUNITY DESIGN AND DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Memo



RESPONDENT: Please provide your name and address below if you wish to be mailed the results from the survey and to
be kept infermed of the process.

Name:
Address: AptfUnit #
Postal Code: Phone: Fax #

Email address:

Thank you for completing this survey

Memo



shemiped - 2injiuing 9IS - | JavMm NG ‘Hd13N9 “aARIA 39ay LIWWNGS 06

gamwcmmmmn.ow_,_m_hu_u_:ww ke cqunivay | NOISIANIAENS ¥ JGVHA TIIHAONYHD YaVd AIasOd0dd

(Pe @2 ) U G| | AZIS 24 :ONINQZ | B2 udienb gam OF2C LEG GG X¥d F09C LER G1G THL IVE HIN NO HJTEMD 1S NIANYD 64
WY AQOHNNOTHDIAN NOILYDIZISEYTD GADINYAS ININWLOTIAIA ANV NASGIA ALINAWWNOD HJA13ND 4O ALID

gs wgg T W5 uwip

JONIJd ONIAIT '8

SSvHO B

HIATIOYULS HO HIVHOT1IIHM
HOd 30VdS HLIM HON3E 2

0g32vo
HO
1d4NO0 TIvaLIMSYd 4TvH 9
JIV4UNS ALIAVS
HLIM SONIMS
? INJFWNIND3I AV 1d HOINNE 'S

AJVAHNS ALISVS HLIM
INIALINDI AVId HOINIS ¥

AVMHLYd SAMINFE €
MOYIOAIH ONILSIXZ T

NOIS MYvd |

AaNa93T




“Guelph

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Report:

TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Committee
DATE: March g, 2007

SUBJECT: WASTE MANAGEMENT MASTER PLAN - FORMATION OF
PUBLIC STEERING COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION:

“THAT Guelph City Council approve the formation of a Public Steering
Committee for the Waste Management Master Plan consisting of the Mayor; the
Chair of the Community Development & Environmental Services Committee; four
members from the Green Plan Steering Committee, one from the Guelph
Chamber of Commerce, and one from the University of Guelph.*

BACKGROUND:

The Solid Waste Master Plan process has been initiated. The City received
$96,000 from the Federation of Canadian Municipalities in Green Municipal
Enabling Fund {(GMEF) grant funding to cover almost half of the anticipated costs
of this project. Staff have awarded a contract for consulting services based on
the project proposal submitted to FCM. Staff and consultants (Gartner Lee
Limited) have been meeting to plan the process going forward, including issues
such as: engagement of the public in decision making, formation of a steering
committee, identification and prioritization of major deliverables (e.g. identification
of potential residue management options).

REPORT:

The purpose of this report is to recommend the formation of a Waste
Management Master Plan Steering Committee. This steering committee will be
responsible for:

1. Monitoring and ensuring achievement of individual project tasks and the
successful completion of a master plan document;

2. Providing guidance and communications related to project issues to those
directly involved in the project;

3. Addressing any issue(s) having major implications for the project;

A Great Place to-Call Howe
Page 1 of 3



4. Ensure management of project scope, as issues may create/force scope
changes;

Reconcile differences in opinion and approach and resolve disputes;

Ensure efforts and expenditure are appropriate to community
expectations;

7. Report on project progress and make recommendations as appropriate to
the Community Development & Environmental Services Committee or
Guelph City Council;

8. Ensure a public consultation process which is consistent with the City's
Public Consuitation Policy Guidelines.

A survey of recently formed waste management steering committees in Ontario,
the United States, and Europe (refer to Appendix “A" attached), shows that
generally, the larger the municipality, the larger the stieering committee.
Municipalities of similar population to Guelph have formed steering committees
ranging in size from five (5) to thirteen (13) members. The membership of the
committee is made up of representatives of the general public, community
groups, elected officials, staff, and consultants.

Based on our research and past City practice, staff recommend that a waste
management steering committee be formed consisting of:

4 Four (4) members of the general public, having the capacity to understand
and advocate the project outcomes, and not be individually motivated
toward a specific outcome;

» Two (2) existing community groups representing the institutional/
commercial/ industrial sector;

» Two (2) members of Council since the anticipated outcomes will have
broad political implications and be of interest to the whole community; and

» Appropriate Solid Waste Resources staff and members of their consulting
team.

If Council approves the formation of a steering committee for the Waste
Management Master Plan, the next steps will be to secure participation from the
identified community groups and committees, and to schedule the first Steering
Committee meeting.

In addition to the Steering Committee, there will be a Project Management Team
consisting of City staff (Director of Environmental Services, Manager of Solid
Waste Resources) and the lead consultants.

A Grealt Place to-Coll Home-
Page 2 of 3



CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

1.5  Develop and implement a local growth management strategy to achieve a

healthy community.

5.3 Engage the residential, industrial, commercial and institutional
communities in best practices for resource management and

environmental protection.

5.5 Evaluate and implement proven and leading-edge environmental

technologies and programs.

6.3 Implement an effective strategic and business planning process.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
N/A

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

N/A

COMMUNICATIONS:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:

Appendix “A" - Waste Management Steering Committee Structure (Gartner Lee

Ltd.)

U A
Prepared By

Dean Wyman

Manager, Solid Waste Resources
519-767-0598, ext. 222
dean.wyman@guelph.ca

o 22 A

?;a’commended By:
net .. Laird, Ph.D.

Director, Environmental Services

A Great Place to-Call Home

Larry Kotseff /
Chief Administrative Officer

Page 3 of 3
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“Guelph

Report:
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Committee

DATE: March 9, 2007

SUBJECT: ORGANIC PLANT COMMISSIONING UPDATE

RECOMMENDATION:

“THAT the report of the Director of Environmental Services dated March 9, 2007
entitied Organic Plant Commissioning Update. be received.”

BACKGROUND:

At a meeting of Guelph City Council held May 1, 2006, the following resolution
was passed to close temporarily the Organic Processing Plant located at 110
Dunlop Drive. Staff continues to follow this direction. :

“WHEREAS the City has requested that the Ministry of the Environment
("MOE™) issue an Order to facilitate an air management pilot project at the
Organic Facility and such an Order has not yet been received by the City;

AND WHEREAS the City has requested from the MOE various amendments to
the Certificates of Approval (C. of A.) for the Waste Resource Innovation Centre
and such amendments have not yet been received by the City;

AND WHEREAS the City’s application for COMRIF funding for the necessary
upgrades to the Organic Facility has not been approved;

AND WHEREAS the City intends to confinue o divert its organic waste from
landfill;

A Great Place to Call Howme
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Therefore be it resolved:

1. That the City of Guelph temporarily cease receiving and processing organic

waste at the Organic Facility as soon as technically feasible and in
compliance with all approvals and regulations;

2. That during this period of interim cessation of processing orgamic waste at
the Organic Facility, staff be directed to divert, as soon 2s possible, organic

waste from the landfill, and that staff be authorized to issue and appropnate
REYP;

3. That the MOE be requested to respond to the City of Guelph’s prior request

for the issnance of an Order and for Amendments to the City’s Certificate of
Approval;

4. That staff be directed to report back on feasible options for the diversion of
organic waste from landfill including funding implications; -~

5. That the City undertake the Strategic Plan for solid waste management, as
approved in the 2006 budget.”

The following are significant dates or events:

Receipt of all wet/organic waste for processing stopped on May 23, 2006;

Wet waste remaining in the composter was processed as normal. The
facility was emptied of all organic material as of June 29, 2006;

To divert as soon as possible the wet waste from landfili, all wet waste

was shipped to an energy-from-waste facility in Niagara Falls New York,
effective October 2006;

Regarding the issuance of an appropriate RFP, a tender to seek
alternative processing capacity for the interim 18 to 36 month period was
issued and only one response was received. Staff have contacted all
companies that requested copies of the tender document to see why only
one bid was received. The lack of responses was due: to lack of industry
capacity, composition of the waste, timing and terms and conditions.
Council approved the award of the tender at their February 19th meeting;

in June 2006, the City submitted three Certificate of Approval (C of A)
amendments to the Ministry of the Environment (MOE). Two amendmenis
have been received and staff anticipate receiving the third one;

A tender to remove the structurally unsound roof and associated walls of
the primary section of the organic plant is being issued by Corporate
Services, who have estimated a timeline of about 18 months for
reconstruction of the facility;

Staff met with representatives of the Ministry of Environment in December
2006 to see what actions the MOE may require to amend the current
Cerlificate of Approval to enable the facility {o reopen.

A Great Place to-Call Howme
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REPORT:

Prior to bringing a decision to Council regarding the capital works required at the
composting facility, staff will ensure that Council is advised on two key issues:

1. The air management system and,
2. The lifecycle costs of the facility in consideration of the corrosive operating
conditions.

The need for a comprehensive odour control, air management plan and system
will be considered and further reported on. In addition, Corporate Services staff
are intending to investigate the materials of construction and the life cycle cost of
each component. While these studies are being completed, staff will complete
design and cost estimates on all construction work being recommended so that
Council can make an informed decision regarding reopening the organic plant.
As well, staff and consultants will work with representatives from the MOE io
ensure that any capital upgrades will meet Ministry approval where necessary.

There are three major capital upgrades, subject to further investigation, which will
be required to operate the plant as effectively and efficiently as possible:

1. Rebuild the roof and related structures. When considering the design and
construction of the composting facility, it is imporiant to spend time
investigating the lowest life cycle cost of each component for that facility in
consideration of the corrosive conditions. This wili be part of the
consultant's design package, and therefore the tofal time estimated by
Carporate Services until the facility would be functional is about 1 %2 years.

2. Enlarge the secondary area of the compost plant to allow for the indoor
screening of compost.

3. Update the processing technology on in the tip floor area.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
5.1  Develop strategies to sustain our natural and built infrastructure;

55 FEvaluate and implement proven and leading-edge environmental
technologies and programs,

6.6 Ensure that all City initiatives are based on sound financial, social and
environmental principles.

A Great Place to- Call Home
Page 3 of 4



FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Funds have been included in the 2007 to 2016 Solid Waste Resources Capital
Budget to fund the reopening of the organic plant.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION/CONCURRENCE:
Finance Department and Corporate Services - Corporate Property.

COMMUNICATIONS:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
N/A

A

Prepared BY:

Dean Wyman

Manager, Solid Waste Resources
519-767-0598, ext. 222
dean.wyman@guelph.ca

(3/ 7 T

ommended By:
J net L. Laird, Ph.D.
Director, Environmental Services

A Great Place to- Call Home
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“Guelph

Report:
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

TO: Community Development & Environmental Services Commitiee

DATE: March 9, 2007

SUBJECT: HEALTHY LANDSCAPES EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM

RECOMMENDATION:

“THAT the proposed Healthy Landscape Education Program as outlined in the
Community Development & Environmental Services Committee report Healthy

Landscapes Educational Program dated March 9th, 2007 be adopted for
implementation;

AND THAT staff report annually on the effectiveness of the Healthy Landscapes
Education Program,;

AND THAT the Healthy Landscape Technician position be part of the
Environmental Services Department and be charged with the successful

implementation and on-going enhancement and development of the Healthy
Landscape Education Program.”

BACKGROUND:
At a Council meeting of March 7ih, 2005, the following resolution was passed:

“THAT the Healthy Landscapes Education Program, attached as
Schedule 1, be implemented in 2005.”

~During the 2006 budget deliberation process, an expansion program io

imptement the Healthy Landscapes Education Program was presented but not
approved.

During the 2007 budget deliberations, sufficient funding was approved to hire a
Healthy Landscapes Technician for a 2-year term.

REPORT:

The Healihy Landscapes Education Program tabled for consideration in 2005
(attached) lays out a ‘roadmap’ for the development of a comprehensive
program. Siaff believes the Program’s community outreach and partnership
focus is very appropriaie and recommend its implementation.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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The move away from pesticide dependency is of community interest and
consistent with the City's current Strategic Plan. Staff recommends the
Program’s effectiveness in this regard be monitored and reported on annuaily.
Environmental education and awareness promotion is an activity associated with
our Environmental Services area.

While sufficient funding was approved to hire a Healihy Landscape Technician
for a 2-year term, there was no budget approved for the development of training
and promotional materials. As a result, the position will be filled on a pari-time
basis during 2007, enabling some of the funding to be directed towards the
development of promotional materials and/or to undertake a telephone survey to
determine current attitudes towards pesticide use, providing a baseline and to
inform the development of the educational program.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
» To be strong environmental stewards.
»  To enhance community wellness

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Funding for the Healthy Landscape Technician for a two-year term was approved
during the 2007 budget deliberations.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

The Operations Department has participated in the development of and concurs
with this report.

COMMUNICATIONS:
N/A

ATTACHMENTS:
Healthy Landscapes Education Program

Vo/ar 4

Approvéd for Pr
J#net L. Laird, Ph.D. Larry Koiseff
Director, Environmental Services Chief Administrative Oﬂ' icer

A Great Place to Call Home:
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Municipal Education / By-Law Enforcement Figures from Best Practices Review *

Average By-law Implementation®

Average PUblIC Educatnon / Outreach

$0.50 - $1.00 per person per year

$0.13 - $0.24 per person per year

Table I: Summary Table — Top Nine Communities?

Community Approach Size Program Budget per Pesticide

Maturity capita Reduction

Achieved
Canada
Hudson/ St. Lazare | By-law supported 5,000- | 11 years $0.50 to $1.00 | High
/ Notre Dame, QC. | by education 13,000
Halifax Regional By-law supported 360,000 | 3 years $0.50 High
Municipality, NS by education
Hamilion, ON. Education/Outreach | 680,000 | 24 months | $0.13 Low
City ofNorth © Education/Outreach | 180,000 | 8 months | $0.28 Marginal
Vancouver, the
District of North _
: Vancouver ang the
Dlstnct of Wes
Vancouver B’;
USA ~ i,
Chesapeake’ Bay Education/Outreach | 450,000 | 16 months | $0.24 Medium (low
PN one year later)
Seatile and King Education/Outreach | 2.2 10 years $0.16 Low
County, WS millicn
North Central Education/Outreach | 5.7 3 years $0.01 Marginal
Texas million
Europe
Frejlev (Aalborg, Community 2,000 3 years $3.40 but High
Denmark) agreement, appears to be
Education/Outreach non-comparable
to others

Germany/Baden- National and State | 82.688 |12 years N/A N/A
Wuerttemberg (Laender) Law million

" Source: The Impact of By-Laws and Public Educarion Programs on Reducing the Cosmetic / Non-Essential,
Residential Use of Pesticides: 4 Best Practices Review. Prepared by the Canadian Centre for Pollntion Prevention
a:nd Cullbridge Marketing and Conmrumcations, March 24 2004.

" Page 4,
? Page 8.




Municipal Education / By-Law Enforcement Figures from Best Practices Review *

City

Enforcement and Education

Education/Outreach

Hudson/ St. Lazare/ Notre
Dame, QC.

$5,000 -$15,000 /year
depending on size of the
community

Halifax

$197,000 operating budget for
2002-2003 ($0.55 per capita)

$120,000 operating budget for
2000-2001 ($0.33 per capita)

$85,000 for education and
putreach for 2002-2003

Hamilton

$90,100 operating budget for
2002

* Source: The Impact of By-Laws and Public Education Programs on Reducing the Cosmetic / Non-Essential,
Residential Use of Pesticides: A Best Practices Review. Prepared by the Canadian Cenure for Pollution Prevention
and Cullbridge Marketing and Commumications, March 24 2004.




Sample Municipal Education Budgets™

Municipality

Education Budgets

Town of Caledon

2003 Budget — $4,000 (PROPOSED $20,000 for 2004)
2004 Budget - $5,000"

Town of Qakyville

2003 Budget - $30,000 (ads, community events)

2004 — $167,000 (PROPOSED 2004 budgst for education
campaign including the addition of an Environmenial
Edueation Officer) _

2004 Budget — estimated to be around $30,000 (did not get
Environmental Education Officer Position) (costs includes
15, 000 brochures/letters to households etc.)”

Region of Waterloo

(City of Kitchener, City of
Cambridge, City of Waterloo,
Woolwich Township, Wilmat
Townshig; Wellesley Township,
North Dumfries} (50% Region of
Waterloo funding, and remaining 50%

funded by area municipalities on a per
capita basis)

2003 Budget — $20,000 (focus group expenses)

2004 Budget - $240,000 (Approved: testing of key
messages, brochure, poster ad, lawn signs, fridge magnets,
bus posters, fact sheets, radio & newspaper ads, automated

telephone line, website, spring pesticide return day, issue
oriented campaigns, evaluation)*?
2005 Budgst — $112,500

City of LLondon 2004 Budget - $25,000 (newspaper ads and radio spots in
a four week campaign)™
| City of Woodstock 2003 Budget - $10,000™

2004 Budget — $3,700 carried over from 2003 + additional
54,300 approved for 2004 ($8,000 total)'®

Town of Markham

2002-2003 -~ $29,000 (completed pamphlet, purchased
books for public libraries, portabie tabletop display, 10,000
lawn signs created = $21 ,000)15

"M Data researched and compiled by Anita Mahadeo, 2004,
*® Glenn Blakely, Manager, By-Law Enforcement & Propenty Standards, Town of Caledon;
Kasey Livingston, Program Cp-ordinaior, Caledon Countryside Alliance
"! Narelle Martin, Environmental Adviser, Office of the CAG. Town of Oakville,
" Available at www region.waterloo.on.ca and follow links to public health, environmensal bealth, pesticides and
then to Community Services Committee Reposts and select September 16® 2003 documents.

" Bill Coxhead, City of London

"* See www.city.woodstock.on.ca and foltow links to IPM program.
" Dan Major, Supervisor of Parks and Forestry, Ciry of Woodstock.
'* Karen Boniface, Parks Planner, Town of Markham.




Sample Municipal By-Laws and Enforcement Budgets

Municipality By-law and Enforcement

Town of Caledon Property Standards Section of the Planning & Devalopment
' Department is responsible for the administration and enforcement

of the Town By-laws that apply to private property. These include
property standards, fill, free cutting, noise, and others. The main
focus of the Property Standards Section is the enforcement of
health, safety and environmental issues.

o No additional staffs were hired for enforcement; enforcement
of the by-law is on a complaint basis."’

Town of Oakville » Proposed by-law banning non-essential use of pesticides was

not passed this year. Opied for continuing education
campaign and monitoring of Toronto court challenges.

» Estimated cost of proposed ban was $350,000 to $4000,000
annually. Total cost includes processes for registration,
notification, and enforcement. Estimated costs for additional
enforcement officers, including supervision, fechnical support

- and prosecution would be in the range of $200,00 to
$250,000. Estimated summary of costs.ranges between
$400,000 to $600,000.annually. “Total cost does not include

-, costs for any.Jegal challengesthat may arise.

» - Altermnate:consideration is a program with.a targeted education
program with voluntary compliance, still involving a registry
and notification process. Compliance would not require
enforecement. Aniicipated costs would be $100,000 to
$120,000. There would be no risk of legal challenges with
voluntary compifance.’

City of Toronto » 2004 Budget — $450,000 {gross)/$225,000 {(net) additional
cost to the Toronto Public Health Operating Budget. Includes

7 new seasonal positions and funds for public education and
an outreach campaign.’®

' Glenn Blakely, Manager, By-Law Enforcement & Property Standasds, Town of Caledon.

18 A vailable at www_town.oakville.on.ca, folow Council and Meeting Minutes links to Repori, Special Meering of
Council, Febrary 11, 2004 or go to www.town.oakville.on.ca/Residenis/res_minutes. htm

' City of Toronto Staff Report 1o Beard of Health from Dr. Sheila Basrur, MOH, “Implementation of the Pesticide
By-law” February 6, 2004. Available at www _city.toronto.on.ca/health search under pesticides and then reports or

g0 1o www.city.loranio.on.ca/health/hphe/pesticides/bylaw him and select “Implemeniation of the Pestcide By-law
{February 2004)".




Additional Municipal Education and By-Law Enforcement Figures *

City

Enforcement & Education

Enforcement Only

Education Only

VVancouver

$179,120 /'545,671 =
32 cents per capita 2004

$100,000 / 545,671 =
18 cents per capita
2005 (Year 1 — By-law)

$85,000 / 545,671 =
o cents per capita
2004

385,000/ 545671 =
15 cents per capita
2005

$94,120 /1 545671 =
17 cents per capita 2004

$15,000 / 545,671 =
2 cents per capita 2005

Halifax

Y-

Ee i
{1y

$120,000/359,111 =
33 cents per capita
2001 (Year 1 — By-law)

$197,000/ 359,111 =
95 cents per capita
2002 (Year 2 — By-law)

$185,000/359,114 =
24 cents per capita
2003 (Year 3 — By-law)

*32,000/ 359,111 =
9 cenis per capita
2001

* Achieved over 90%

compliance in first year,
2001

$88,000 /359,111 =
24 cents per capita 2001

Tororiio

4 TR

- &

*$450,000/2,481,494 =
18 cents per capita
2004 (Year 1 — By-law)

* Includes $225,000 Provincial
subsidy fram MOH

Ottawa

*$400,000/ 774,072 =
21 cents per capita 2002

*$319,000/ 774,072 =
41 cents per capita 2003

* Includes Provincial subsidy from
MOH of $150,600 in 2003 and
5108,000 in 2003.

" Source: Kasey Livingston, Program Coordinator , Caledon Countryside Alliance.




“Guelph

Report:
P OPERATIONS
P T
TO: COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT & ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
COMMITTEE
DATE: 2007/03/09

SUBJECT: PESTICIDE REGULATION

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the Pesticide Bylaw as presented in the March 9th, 2007 Community
Development & Environmental Services Committee report Pesticide Regulation
be forwarded to City Council for approval;

AND THAT staff responding to requests for enforcement of the Pesticide Bylaw
focus on education untif April 2009;

BACKGROUND:

There is considerable history to Council's deliberation on possible regulations
pertaining to pesticide usage within the community. Attached in Appendix A is
the January 31%, 2005 report Healthy Landscapes Education Program and By-
law promoting the goal of the reduction of non-essential pesticide use within the
City of Guelph presented to the former Planning, Environment & Transportation
Committee. The report was tabled at Council's March 7™ 2005 meeting. The
following resolutions were subsequently passed and remain outstanding:

Resolution #1:

“THAT a By-law be developed by staff for the consideration of
Council in 2005, have components as outlined on Schedule 2
attached.”

Resolution #2

“THAT staff report back to Council on an annual basis on the
use of pesticides within exception areas.”

A Greal Place to-Call Howme
Page 1 of 4



Resolution #3

“THAT the matter of monitoring pesticides in surface water be
referred back to staff for a report on the implications by June
2005."

Also attached In Appendix B for the Committee's information is
correspondence addressed to Mayor Farbridge, dated January 30™,
2007 from Dr. Lort Hasulo pertaining to this matter.

REPORT:

The following summarizes action taken to address these resolutions:

Resolution #1

Appendix C to the report contains a draft bylaw for consideration of Committee.
It has been drafted consistent with Schedule 2 of the January 31* Council report
as directed by City Council:

« “Arequirement that all lawn-care and landscape companies operating in
the city who use chemical pesticides for lawn maintenance purposes
become IPM accredited and use IPM technigues, allowing for a three year
phase-in;

s A requirement that the top soil depth on new residential, commercial,
industrial and institutional developments be a minimum of 12 inches;*

* A restriction of non-essential pesticide use within a 20 metre radius of the
boundary of any property containing a school, licensed daycare, park,
licensed seniors residence or hospital. 1PM practices only must be used
within these boundaries;

s A requirement that all pesticide application on residential, commercial or
industrial land be prohibited under the following conditions, with the
exceptions for health & safety reasons, golf courses and research

properties;

o wind speed is greater than 11 km/h;

o temperatures above 25° Celsius;

o on trees during their blooming period;

o when the forecast of rain on a given day is 50% or greater, except

for applications that require watering-in;
within 10m of any body of water and wetlands;
during an air quality advisory day.”

A Greal Place to-Call Home
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(*The reference to top soil has not been addressed in the Pesticide Bylaw. After
discussion with various members of staff and stakeholders, it is a collective
opinion that this matter is inappropriate for this bylaw and will be addressed
within a separate top soil bylaw or development standard update.)

In preparation of the bylaw, staff reviewed the Pesticide Bylaw and/or policies of
several other municipalities. Staff exercised discretion in drafting the by-law by:

- adding institutional land use under regulation;
- exempting hydro transmission tower corridors;
- exemptling railway right of way corridors.

Given the long standing past practice of pesticide use and in recognition that an
educational program will commence simultaneously with the introduction of the
bylaw, it is recommended that staff be directed to focus on stakeholder education
rather than punitive action when responding to requests for enforcement.

Resolution #2

This resolution was based upon a pesticide permitting system being adopted.
Although considered, a resolution to direct staff to create a permitting system
was not approved by the previous Council. Consequently, this resolution cannot
be complied with as there would be no means of staff being aware when
pesticides were applied to such areas.

Resolution #3

The Environmental Services Depariment has prepared an Information Report on
this matter and will be distributed with Council’s March 9", 2007 package.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

To be strong environmental stewards.
To enhance community wellness.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
N/A
DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION/CONCURRENCE:

Corporate Services (Legal), Environmental Services and Community Design and
Development Services have been consulted on this matter.

A Great Place to-Call Howme
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COMMUNICATIONS:

Public Notice has been published in the City Page of the Guelph Tribune

advising this matter is before the Committee on this date.

ATTACHMENTS:

Appendix A - Planning, Environment &Transportation Committee Report -
Healthy Landscapes Education Program and By-law promoting the

goal of the reduction of non-essential pesticide use within the City

o_f Guelph

Appendix B - Draft Pesticide Regulation Bylaw;

Dt ] ?L

Retomnmerde By

Derek J. Mc ughan
Director

(519) B37-5628 ext 532
derek.mccaughan@guelph.ca

A L

Kpprovéd fo‘r esentition:
Larry Kotse

Chief Administrative Officer

A Great Place to-Call Home
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Appendix A

Planning, Environment &Transportation
Committee Report — January 31%, 2005

Healthy Landscapes Education Program and By-
law promoting the goal of the reduction of hon-
essential pesticide use within the City of Guelph

Community Development & Environmental Services Committee
Report — Pesticide Regulation
March 9", 2007



St.bject Healthy Landscapes Education Program ang By-law
Promoting the goal of the reduction of Non-essentig]
pesticide use withjp the City of Guelph

Recommendations “THAT the report of the Healthy Landscapes Stakehoider
Committee (Schedule “AA™Y ba received,

be thanked for their Work,

AND THAT the 'epori of the Director of Parks dated
December 13, 2004 FeCommending g Healihy Landscapes
Education Program ang By-law that Supports the reduction

of non-essentia Pesticide use within the City of Guelph be
received,

uoneuodsuml >

AND THAT the Healthy Landscapes Education Program
{Schedule “A") be implemented in 2005,

AND THAT 4 By-law (Schedule D) be developed by staff
for the consideration of Council in 2005,

JuswuoaiAuyg ‘Buruue|y

January31, 2005
Report #
AND THAT g Pesticide Advisory Group be Created for a two Sommunity

Services

Preparerd by:

Director af Parks

Ap%’; ed by:
Antlf, Goldia

A/Commissioner
Communhy Services

Background On May 26, 2003, Council Passed a resolution (aitached) on
the use of fon-essential pesticideg on privata property. One
clause of the resolution stategd
“THAT Siaff repart back to Coungij with a drafj "Healthy
Landscapes By-law and/or Program in 2004 for
implementation at that time that includes the following
Components and/or principles: .

*  Adefinition of pesticides and Integrated Pest
Management

FPage 1 of g
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Restriction of non-essential pesticide use within a
defined buffer zone of:

- aproperiy registered as being occupied by
persons at risk who have provided medical
documentation

- any property containing & school, licensed
daycare, playground, park, licensed seniors
residence or hospital

- open natural waier, wetlands or wells

» a requirement that the application of non-essential
pesticides {outside of buffer zones) is permiited on a
spot basis only

. restriction of non-essential pesticide use during ceriain
climate and/or natural conditions (e.g. wind velocity,
armbient temperature, air quality advisory days, on frees
during their blooming period)

. notice reguiremenis

. and exemptions for health and safety reasons, golf
courses, and research insiitutions.”

To complete this mandate, council directed staff to establish

a “stakeholder committee including University of Guelph

representation, private sector lawn care/landscape
specialists, health care representation and citizens to ensuye
effective and consultative drafting and implementation of the

By-iaw/program."

Pesticide Education Coordinator

In the summer of 2003, the Parks Department applied for a
Human Resources Development Canada grant to hire a
pesticide education coordinator. The pesticide education
coordinator was hired in late December 2003 to research
best practices regarding pesticide education in other
municipalities and to compile those best practices into a
Healthy Landscapes Education Program for the Gity of
Guelph.

Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee Selection
and Mandate

Staff selecied individuals (Schedule "E") from each of the
areas described in the Gouncil resolution. The commitiee
met on four occasions and had an advisory role and
mandate to advise staff on the Healthy Landscapes
Education Program which included recommendations on
cultural practices in lawn care, gducation projects,
accreditation requirements, buffer zones, By-laws, role of
the \Nellington-Duﬁerin-Gue1ph Health Unit, and the creation
of a Pesticide Advisory Group to oversee and implement the
Healihy Landscapes Education Program. Minutes were
meticulously kept and posted on the City website along with

uoijeyiodsuell ¥
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January 31, 2005

Report #

Community
Services

Prepared by:

Jay WGvell
Direclor of Parks

Approved by:
Andy Goldie

AlCommissioner
Community Senvices
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the stakeholder committee report ang

schedulas.

Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee
Recommendations

The Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee
recommendead g Healthy Landsc:apes Education Program

and By-law with ap eémphasis on education and the following

general goals:

* A policy of being proactive in the protection of hurnan
health and the Environment through the Promotion ang
endorsement of pesticide-frag methods of lawn and
garden management.

* Implementaiion of an effective education Program ang
By-law with the goals of Promoting naturaj alternatives

*  Promotion of pesticide-free and natural altematives to

*  Promotion of reduction of pesticides,
*  Promotion ot safe use and disposal Practices,

Overview of By-law Recommendations

tompaonents included-
* Arequirement that all pesticide application on

Ue|d

ug ‘Buru

-
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January 31, 2005

Report #

Community
Services

Prepared by:

Jay Kivel
Director of Parks

Approvey by:
—_—_—
Andy Goldie

AJCornrnissioner
Comrnuniry Senices
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residentiat, commercial, or i
under the following conditions and these conditions
would be part of the education program.

o Wind speed greater than 11 kphy

o Temperatures above 25°C;

o On trees during their blooming period,

o When the forecast of rain on a given day is
50% or greater, except for applications
requiring watering-in;
Within 10 m of any body of water;
o During an air quality advisory day.

Q

« City of Guelph should require all lawn care and
landscape companies pperating in the city who use
chemical pesticides for lawn maintenance purposes 10
become 1PM accredited, allowing for a three-year
phase-in.

» Requirement that the top soil depth on new residential,
commercial, industrial and institutional developments
should be a minimum of 12 inches.

. Restriction of non-essential pesficide use within a 20m
radius of the boundary of any property containing a
school, licensed daycare, park, licensed seniors
residence, or hospital. 1PM practices must only be used
within these boundaries by IPM accredited companies.

Additional Recommendations

The Stakeholder committee recommended continuing with
the City of Guelph, Parks Depariment regisiry of persons at
risk for people living near municipal lands combined with a
voluntary registry for chemically sensitive persons io be
included in the education program for all other areas of the

City.

These recommendations were discussed with the Deputly
City Solicitor and rnodifications to the Stakeholder
Committees recommendations were made in the
recommendation section of this report.

The Stakeholder commitiee recommended the Parks
Department continue the five-year phase out ot pesticide
use. The exceptions for this phase out will be sports fields
used for competitive matches only (in consultation with user
groups), medians, boulevards and horticultural areas such
as the floral clock at Riverside Park where natural conirol is
otherwise ineffective. Within these areas the Parks
Department will continue to use Integrated Pest
Managerment technicues and 1o coniinue to research and

incorporate the use of alternative approaches to pest and
weed management.

e ustial land be prohibited

uorjejiodsuel]l ¥
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January 31, 2005

Report #

Community
Services

Prepared by:

Jay Gvell
Director of Parks

Approved by:

Andy Goldie
ACommissioner
Community Services
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The stakeholder tommittee also made feCommendations
regarding the definitions (Schedule “B") of ‘pesticide’ ‘non-
essential use of pesticides’ and ‘Integrated Pest
Management which are included,

The Stakeholder Committee Stpported the smalt focus
group initiative thig year and recommends the funding of an

inefficiencies in public education, which can then be
addressed in the City’s education program.

Staff recommendations

The pesticide education Program (Schedule “A"Y was
developed using best practices in the province and across
Canada and shouylg be implemented in 2005,

The By-law COmponents suggested jn (Schedule ‘D" were
discussed with the Deputy City Soliciior and it is felt that

role in advising personsg living nea City lands when the City
is going to apply pesticides.

The suggestion of the creation of a Pesticide Advisary
Group to oversee the implementatjon of the Healthy

health concerng.
In 2005, another Human Resources Developmeant Canada

conduct a telephone survey.
Frequently asked Questions

What are the implications for the Parks Department use of
Pesticides?

uoneyiodsueay »
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ior commitiee agreed thal the goal o the five

year phase oul of use of pesiicides use with exceptions.
Parks could use pesticides following the IPM practices on
sports fields (in consultation with user groups), on
horticultural areas and medians.

What are the implicaiions o lawn care companies use of
pesticides?

If the By-law is approved, companies would become IPM
accredited and use 1PM techniques allowing for a three year
phase in.

What are the implications to homeowners’ use of
pesticides?

Homeowners would be encouraged to reduce their use of
pesticides through the education program. As well, non-
pssential pesticide use withina 20 m radius of the boundary
of any property containing a school, licensed daycare, park,
licensed seniors residence, or hospital would be restricted.
IPM practices would have to be followed within those
boundaries.

What are the implications to a business or institution?

Rusinesses and Institutions would he encouraged to reduce
iheir use of pesticides through the education program. As
well, the non-essential pesticide use withina 20 m radius of
the boundary of any property containing a school, licensed
daycare, park, licensed senjors residence, or hospital would
be restricted. IPM practices would have to he followed within
those boundaries

Costs

Siaff reviewed the implementation cosis pertaining 1o
education programs alone and By-law enforcement and
education programs together. Charts (Schedule “C") are
included as o this report and provide a per capita break
down of education programs and education programs with
By-laws, as well as sample budgets from other
municipalities in Ontario.

Authority for By-law

The Oniario Municipal Act provides that a municipality may
regulate mafters not specifically provided for by the
Municipal Act or any other Act for purposes related to the
health, safety and well-being of the inhabitants of the
municipality. The proposed by-law is intended to assist in
ine reduction of pesticide use for the protection of human

uonyeyiodsuelj ¥
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such case in Ontario, upheld the City of Toronto's pesticides
by-law. The Toronto decision (known as the “Croplife” case)

part-time By-law enforcement officer would have to he hired
for that purpose,

Timing

The Healthy Landscapes Education Program promaoting a
reduction in the use of pesticides, encouragement of
alternaiive methods, and promotion of healthy lawn and
garden practices should begin in 2005. The By-law
tomponents should aliow for a three-year phase-in.

Commenis on the Current Education Process
The current education Program on pesticides and

alternatives io pesticides includes articles in the Community
Leisure Guide, articles i the Tribune Gity Pages, Healthy

materials and materialg developed by other municipalities
(including the City of Toronto) and other organizations

Honeyiodsueay
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implications

Funding
Budge’[

Notice Requirements

It will also

include
partners who have already bhegun to partner with the Parks
Department or who have expressed a desire to do so,
including the Guelph Turfgrass Institute, the University of
Guelph, the Guelph and Wellington County Master
Gardeners and the Wellington—Duﬁerin-Guelph Health Unit.

A court challenge to the by-law proposed herein remains a
possibility.

In 2003, the Parits Department applied for and received a
Human Resources Development Canada Grant and the
individual hired with that grant worked on the development
of the Healthy Landscapes Program. in 2004, an additional
Human Resources Development Canada Grant has been
applied for and approved to provide an individual to coniinue
to implement the Healthy | andscapes Education Program
as devaloped in 2005.

In the research conducted it has been gstimated that the
costs for implementation of an education program alone
varied between $0.13 - $0.24/ per capita, and for the
implementation of a By-law supported by an education
program ranged from £0.50 - $1.00 / per capita (see
schedule C). 1thas been noted by the committee that the
data in the “tmpact of By-Laws and Public Education
Programs on Reducing the Cosmetic/Non-Essential,
Residential use of Pesticides: A Best Practices Review"
showad a higher level of pesticide reduction achieved in
communities with a combined By-law and education
program. See website

hitp:/fwww.pestinfo.ca/m ain/ns/G/doc 5/lang/EN

Residents will he notified of the approved Healthy
Landscapes Education Program and/or By-law through the

Tribune City Pages, the Community Leisure Guide and the
City Website.

a number of additional community

uorjejiodsuell ¥
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Schedule =AA”

Subject

Recommendations

Healthy Landscapes Program and Education Program
promoting the reduction of non-essential pesticide yse
within the City of Guelph

"THAT the report of the Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder
Committee outlining a hybrid By-law / education program
that supports the reduction of non-essentig] pesticide use
within the City of Guelph be received,

AND THAT an education program be developed and funded

to include:

*  Promotion of pesticide-free and natural alternatives to
peslicide mathods of lawn and garden management.

* Asignage and information kit for homeowners.

* Encouragement of basic healthy lawn praciices.

* Promotion of reduction of pesticides.

* Promotion of safe use and disposal practices,

* Partnership with the Wellington—Dufferin»Gue!ph Health
Unit on education issues pertaining to pesticide
exposure and women's reprodyctive heaith, primary
pravention of exposure, and promotion of pesticige
awareness among family physicians in Guelph,

AND THAT the education Program begin in 2005,

AND THAT a By-law component be developed to include-

* Arequirement that al| pesticide application on
residential, tomrmercial, or industria) land be prohthited
under the following conditions-

0 Wind speed greater than 11 kph;

0 Temperatures above 25°C:

0 On trees during their blooming periog:

0 When the forecast of rain on a given day is
50% or greater, except for applications that
require watering-in;

0 Within 10 m of any body of water and
wellands;

o During an air quality advisory day.

* Arequirement that all lawn-care and landscape
tompanies operating in the city who use chemicai
pesticides for lawn maintenance purposes become IPM
accredited, alfowing for a three year phase-in.

* Arequirement that the top soil depth on new residential,
commercial, industrial and institutional developments
should be a minimum of 12 inches,

* A restriction of hon-essential pesticide use within az20m
radius of the boundary of any property containing a
school, ficensed daycare, park, licensed seniors
residence, or hospital. 1PM practices must only be used
within these boundaries by IPM accredited companies,

g ‘buiuue]y
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Prepared by:
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Pesticide Education
Coordinaler
Endorsed by:
—
Jay Kivell

Director of Parks

Approved by:

————
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Commissioner
Coemmunity Services

Page 1 of 8



Background

Schedule "AA”

ND TLIAT tho By law be enforced in 2007, T

AND THAT the City of Guelph, Parks Department registry of
persons at risk for people living near municipal lands be
continued and the addition of a voluntary registry for

persons at risk be included in the education program for all
other areas of the City,

AND THAT the City fund an external telephone survey 1o
examine citizens atiitudes and practices regarding pesticide
use and to assist in the further development of city programs
and to include a follow up survey the next year,

AND THAT the telephone survey be conducted in 2005,

AND THAT the City of Guelph, Parks Department continue
with its goal for a five-year phase out of pesticide use with
exceptions. The exceptions for this phase out will be sporis
fields used for competitive matches only (in consultation with
user groups), medians and horticultural areas such as the
floral clock at Riverside Park. Within these areas the Parks
Department will continue to use integrated Pest
Management technigues and to continue fo research and
incorporate the use of aliemnative approaches to pest and
weed management,

AND THAT the City of Guelph Parks Department receive
adequate funding to properly maintain the city's sports fields
and thereby reduce the need for chemical intervention,

AND THAT there be exemptions for health and safety
reasons, goif courses, and research institutions,

AND THAT a Pesticide Advisory Group be created to
oversee the impiementation of the Healthy Landscapes
Program, oversee the education program and receive any
new research related to the issue of pesticide use and
health concerns,

AND THAT an expansion package be developed for the
2005 operating budget for $00.50 per capita to implement
the Healthy Landscapes Program,

AND THAT the Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee
be thanked for their work.”

On May 26, 2003, Council approved a resolution on the use
of non-essential pesticides on private property. One clause
of the resolution stated

“THAT Staff report back to Council with a draft "Healthy
Landscapes By-law and/or Program in 2004 for
implementation at that time that includes the following
components and/or principles:

uorjejiodsuell
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Schedule “AA

13

* A definition of
Management

® A requirement that commercial applicators of chemical
pesticides be licensed under the Pesticides Act with the
appropriate operator's license and exterminator's license
and hold current Integrated Pest Management
Accreditation to operaie in the City of Guelph

* Restriction of non-essential pesticide use within a
defined buffer zone of:

- aproperty registered as being occupied by
persons at risk who have provided medical
documentation

- @ny property containing a schoal, licensed
daycare, playground, park, licensed seniors
residence or hospital

- Open natural water, wetlands or wells

® arequirement that the application of non-essential
pesticides (outside of buffer Zones) is permitted on a
spot basis only

* restriction of non-essential pesticide use during certain
climate and/or natural conditions (e.g. wind velocity,
ambient temperature, air quality advisory days, on irees
during their blooming period)

pesticides and Integrated Pest

3 ‘Buruuely
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* notice requirements duly 30, 2004
* and exemptions for hea_lth _anq safﬁty reasons, golf Report #
courses, and research institutions.
e To complete this mandate, council directed staff o establish Community
Ll a "stakeholder committea including University of Guelph Services
o representation, private sector lawn Careflandscape P )
.y . . repared by:
specialists, health care epresentation and citizens to ensure
effective and consultative drafling and implementation of the
By-law/pro ram.” Anita Mahadeq
Y prog Pestitide Education
Coordinator
Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee Selection
Endorsed hy:
and Mandate
. .. . o
Staff selected individuals from each of the areas described Jay Kivell
above. Representation from the Universily of Guelph was Director of Parks
the Chair of Plant Agriculture who was recommended by the Approved by:
Office of Research; private sector lawn care/landscape
represeniatives included one conventional lawn care —
specialist and one organic landscaper who hag offered their g;‘;nsﬂlsashig"ssr””
services in the past and were accepted {or this committea;

Community Services

representation from the We!iington—Dufferin—Guelph Heaith
Unit was solicited and first involved the participation of a
health inspector who was subsequenily replaced by a
director and manager of environmenlal health; and citizen
representation included a member of the Guelph
Environment Network and a citizen with young children who
had expressed an interest in being involved in future
consultations during the Pesticide Review Commitiee
Process of 2002,
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Schedule "AA”

The committee had an advisory role whose mandate was to o

advise staff on the Healthy Landscapes Program which
included recommendations on cuftural practices in lawn
care, education projects, accreditation requirements, buffer
zones, By-laws, role of the Wellington-Dufferin-Guelph
Health Unit, and the possible creation of a Pesticide
Advisory Group to oversee and implement the education
and Healthy Landscapes Programs.

Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Commiittee
Recommendations

The Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee
recommended a hybrid By-law / program with an emphasis
on education and the following general goals:

» A policy of being proactive in the protection of human
health and the environment through the promotion and
endorsement of pesticide-free methods of lawn and
garden management.

+ Implementation of an effective educalion program and
By-law wiih the goals of promoting natural alternatives
to pesticide use and encourage basic healthy lawn
practices.

» That Council continue to show leadership in promoting
the reduction of non-essentiat pesticide use within the
City of Guelph.

Overview of Education Recommendations

The Stakeholder Committee’s final recommendations placed
a significant ernphasis on an education program. Areas of
emphasis included:

» Promotion of pesticide-free and natural alternatives 1o

pesticide methads of lawn and garden management.

» A signage and information kit for homeowners.

» Encouragement of basic healthy lawn praclices.

» Promotion of reduction of pesticides.

« Promotion of safe use and disposal practices.

The Stakeholder Committee also recommended that the
Wellington-Dufferin-Guelph Health Unit take the lead on
education in areas pertaining to pesticide exposure and
women's reproductive health, primary prevention of
exposure, and promoting pesticide awareness among family
physicians within the City of Guelph. A chart outlining the
Pesticide Education Program recommendations is atiached
as Schedule A.

Overview of By-law Recommendations

The Stakeholder Commiitee recommended a Pesticide By-
law to restrict the use of non-essential pesticides within
defined bufler zones, during certain climate and natural

uoijeyiodsuell
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July 30, 2004

Report #

Community
Services

Prepared by:
Anita Mahadeo
Pesticide Education
Coordinator
Endorsed by:

Jay Kivell

Direclor of Parks
Approved by:
Gus Stahlmann

Comgmissioner
Community Services
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Schedule "AA”

conditions, IPM accreditation requirerments and top soil

requirements. The overali By-law recommended

components included:

* Arequirement that a| pesiicide application on
residential, commercial, or industrial iand be prohibited
under the following conditions: :

6 Wind speed greater than 11 kph:

0 Temperatures above 25°C:

0 Ontrees during their blooming period:

0 When the forecast of rain on a given day is
90% or greater, except for applications
requiring watering-in:

0 Within 10 m of any body of water;

0 During an air quality advisory day.

* City of Guelph should require all lawn care ang
landscape companies operating in the city who use
chemical pesticides for lawn maintenance purposes to
become [PM accredited, allowing for a three-year
phase-in.

*  Requirement that the top soil depth on new residential,
commercial, industria) andg institutional developments
should be a minimum of 12 inches,

» Restriction of non-essential pesticide use within a 20 m
radius of the boundary of any property containing a
schoaol, licensed daycare, park, licensed seniors
residence, or hospital. 1PM practices must only be used
within these boundaries by IPM accredited Companies,

Additional Recommendations

The Stakeholder committea recommended continuing with
the City of Guelph, Parks Depariment registry of persons at
risk for people living near municipal lands combined with a
voluntary registry for chemically sensitive persons to he
included in the education program for all other areas of the

City.

The Stakeholder commitiee recommended the Parks
Department continue with its goal for a five-year phase out
of pesticide use. The exceptions for this phase out will be
sporis fields used for Competitive matches only (in
consuliation with user groups), medians and horticultural
areas such as the floral clock at Riverside Pari. Within
these areas the Parkg Department wili continue to use

The stakeholder commitiee also made recommendations
regarding the definitions of ‘pesticide’ ‘non-essentiaj use of
pesticides’ and ‘Integrated Pest Management' which are
included as Schedule B.

Sosint o g e
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Director of Farks
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Page 5o 8



Schedule “AA”

The Stakeholder Committee supported the small focus SER

group initiative this year and recommends the funding of an
external telephone survey to be conducted in 2005 with a
follow up survey in 2006. The telephone survey will be used
io gain a broader perspective on residents’ views towards
pesticides use and will be used to continue to determine
inefficiencies in public education, which can then be
addressed in the City's education program.

The Stakeholder Caommittee’s concluding recommendation
was that The City of Guelph facilitate the creation of a
Pesticide Advisory Group to oversee the implementation of
the Healthy Landscapes Program and its edueation
components. This Advisory Group should include, but not
be limited to, represeniation from the various organizations /
institutions that made up the stakeholder Committee.

Costs

Siaff reviewed the implementation costs pertaining (o
education programs alone and By-law enforcement and
education programs together. Charls are included as
Schedule C to this report and provide a per capita break
down of education programs and education programs with

By-laws, as well as sample budgets from other
municipaliies in Oniario.

Legal Issues

The Ontario Municipal Act permits the City of Guelph o
enact By-laws that set conditions on the use of pesticides.
This could include when and where ceriain types of
pesticides are used. However, there remains a possibility of
a court challenge fo specific aspects of the By-law
recommendations, i.e. the buffer zone resirictions.

Enforcement

If the Pesticide By-law was passed pertaining io buffer
zones, climate conditions, IPM accreditation, and soil depth,
if time and workload permitted, enforcement could be done
by the By-law enforcement officers or other staff.

Timing

The educaiion components of the proegram promoting a
reduction’in the use of pesticides, encouragement of
alternative methods, and promotion of healihy lawn and
garden practices should begin with funding in 2005 and
progress lo reflect information supporting the recommended
By-law components. 1PM accreditation requirements should
allow for a three-year phase-in, the By-faw recormmendalion
regarding top sail depth and ihe By-law componenits related
to buffer zones and climate conditions should begin with an

uoljejiodsuely §

juswuoaiaug ‘buruue|d

July 30, 2004

Report #

Community
Services

Prepared by:

Anita Mahadeo

Pesticide Education
Coordinatar

Endorsed by:

Jay Kivell

Direclor of Parks

Approved by:

Gus Stahimann

Commissionar
Community Sernvices

Page 6 of 8



Schedule "AA”

Alternatives

Implications

Funding
Budget

education program in 2005 and be efo

2006.

Comments on the Current Education Process

The cument education program on pesticides and
alternatives io pesticides includes articies in the Community
Leisure Guide, articles in the Tribune City Pages, Healthy
L.awn training session for the retail sector, other seminars
and workshops, pamphlets and alternative garden tours.
These are a cooperative effort of the City of Guelph Parks
Department, WET/DRY, OPIRG, the Guelph Environment
Network, the Guelph Turfgrass Institute and others.

The community-based social marketing program has
already begun with the conducting of a series of Pesticide
Use focus groups held in participation with the University of
Guelph and Professor Jim Mahone. These focus groups
were used to gauge public opinian on the issue of pesticide
use and to assist in the development of education programs
to address the barriers to the use of alternatives to
pesticides. The results of the focus groups can be found on
the City website. The education program will include
existing materials and materials developed by other
municipalities (including the City of Toronto) and other
organizaiions (including the Organic Landscape Alliance,
the Toronto Environmental Alliance) and the Federal
Government’s Healthy Lawns Initiative.

it will also include a number of additional community
partners who have already begun to partner with the Parks
Department or who have expressed a desire to do sp,
including the Guefph Turfgrass Institute, the University of
Guelph, the Guelph and Wellington County Master
Gardeners, and the WelIington-«Dufferin-Guelph Health Unit.

Accept the Healthy Landscapes Stakeholder Committee's
recommendations  with  its  education and By-law
components, not accepting the Stakeholder Commitiee
recommendations, accepting the education program alone,
or accepting the education and By-law recommendations as
a broader education program.

There is a poteniial for a court challenge of the proposed
By-law components.

In 2003 the Parks Department applied for and received a
Human Resources Development Canada Grant and the
individual hired with that grant worked on the development
of the Healthy Landscapes Program. In 2004 an additional
Human Resources Development Canada Grant wil| be

rceable beginning in

uoijejiodsueld]
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Schedule “AA”

applied for to provide an individual to continue to implement |
the education program as already developed.

In the research conducted by staff it has been estimated that
the costs for implementation of an education program alone
varied between $0.13 - §0.24 / per capita, and for the
implementation of a By-law supported by an education
program ranged from $0.50 - $1.00 / per capita (see
schedule C). I has been noted by the commitiee that the
data in the “Impact of By-Laws and Public Education
Programs on Reducing the Cosmetic/Non-Essential,
Residential use of Pesticides: A Best Practices Review”
showed a higher level of pesticide reduction achieved in
communities with a combined By-law and education
program. See website
hitp://www.pestinfo.ca/main/ns/B/doc/15/lang/EN

3 ‘Buruue|d
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Capital Budget or Operating Budaget
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Notice Requirements Residenls will be notified through the Tribune City Pages,
the Community Leisure Guide and the City Website. Report #
Community
Services
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Anita Mahadeo
Pasticide Educaiion
Coeordinator

Endorsed by:
Jay Kivell
Director of Parks
Approved by:
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Commissioner
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Schedule A

Pesticide Education Program

The following chart outlines the components of the education program that have been
developed, researched and selected based on their creative na

in the issue and based Oon evidence of thejr effectiveness j

For an education program to be effective
iIs recommended that a community-based
education program binder inciudes afull d
based social marketing plans.

in educating as well ag changing behaviours, it
social marketing strategy be adopted. The
escription and resources for community-

Community-based sacial marketing is based upon research that demonstrates that

behaviour change is most effectively achieved through initiatives delivered gt the
community level which focus on re

enhancing the activities benefiis,

Community-based social marketing involves four steps:
1) identifying the barriers and benefits to an activity;

2) developing a strategy that utilizes tools that have been shown 1o be effective in
changing behaviour:

3} piloting the strategy; and
4) evaluating the strategy once it has been implemented across a community.’

' Boug Mckenzie-Mohr, PhD. Environmental Psychologist www.chsm.com
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agents, pool chemicals, microbials, material and wood Preservatives,
repellants and insect-and rodent—contro”ing devices.? 3

Non-essentia) Use of Pesticides:

"Non-essential use” of pestisideg refers to their yse in certain situations where

application is purely an ‘aesthetic pursuit’ (Reference citation June, 2001 Supreme
Court Ruling: Hudson vs. Spraytech).*

—————

! Pest Conmol Producs Aer.

omprised of the ' getive Ingrediensy
duvants ete, ysed o augment the

effecrs of the acrive ingredieny, These, foo, can pe hm'mfui 10 human hegiih or the environment. (/9990 Reporr of the

Commissioner of the Envirommen: and Sustatnable Deve[apmem, Exhibir 3 1)
Source- Standmg Commiyes on Environment and Sustamable Developmen;. (May 2000) Pesiicides. Making 1he
Right Choice: For the Frotection of Health and the Environmeny. Page 1B House of Commons, Capagy

¢ Ontario Public Heahh Association, OPHA Resolution on the Non-Essensinl Use of C'hem;’m]Pem’m’des on Public
and Private Lands. Code: 2001-02 (RES) page 2.



Schedule B

Healthy Landscapes Program - Definitions

Integrated Pest Management {(IPM}:

(1) integrated Pest Management means a decision making process that uses a
combination of techniques to suppress pests. In the urban environment this includes

the goal of reducing the use of chemical pesticides to the lowest possible level, and that
must include but is not limited to the following elements:

(a) planning and managing ecosystems to prevent organisms from becoming pests;
(b) identifying potential pest problems;

(c) monitoring populations of pests and beneficial organisms, pest damage and
environmental conditions;

(d) using injury thresholds in making treatment decisions;

(e) reducing pest populations {0 acceptable levels using strategies that may include a

combination of biological, physical, cultural, mechanical, behavioural and chemical
controls;

(f) evaluating the effectiveness of treatments.”

(g) chemical controls may be used if all other control methods have been found to be
ineffective ®

(2)  Integrated pest management (IPM) is an approach to pest control that utilizes
regular monitoring and record keeping to determine if and when controls are needed,
and-employs a combination of strategies and tactics to keep pest numbers low enough
to prevent unacceptable damage Or annoyancs. Biological, culiural, physical,
mechanical, educational, and chemical methods are used in site-specific combinations
to solve the pest problem. Chemical controls are used only when needed. Educational

strategies are used to enhance pest prevention, and lo build support for the IPM
program.7

5 British Columbin Pesticide Conrrol Act {1987).
& A dditional point from Healthy Landscapes Commttee, June 03, 2004

T (Drafi} IPM (Integraied Pest Muanagement) — A Guide for Mumcipalinies. Draft February 26, 2004,



Schedule G

Municipai Education / By-Law Enforcement Figures from Best Practices Review *

Average By-law Implementation®

Average Public Education { Outreach

$0.50 - $1.00 per person per year

Table I: Summary Table —

Community

$0.13 - $0.24 per person per year

Top Nine Communities?

" Sousce: The Impact of By-Laws and Public Educarion Pro
Residential Use of Pesticides- 4 Besr FPractices Rev
and Cullbndge Markeung and Comrunications, M

& Page 4.
? Pape 8.

grams on Reducing rhe Casme
lew. Prepared by the Canadian Cenre
arch 24 2004

Approach Size Program Budget per Pesticide
Maturity capiia Reduction
Achieved
Canada
Hudson/ St. Lazare By-law supported 5,000- | 11 years $0.50 1o $1.00 High
/ Notre Dame, QC. by education 13,000
Halifax Regional By-law supported | 360,000 | 3 years $0.50 ‘High
Municipality, NS by education
Hamilton, ON. Education/Ouireach | 680.000 | 24 maonths | $0.13 Low
City of North Education/Outreach 180,000 | B months | 50 28 Marginal
Vancouver, the -
District of North
Vancouver and the
District of West
Vancouver, BC.
USA T
| Chesapeake Bay, | Education/Outreach | 450 000 | 16 months | $0.24 m
PN | ONE year later) |
Seattle and King Education/Outreach | 2.2 10 years $0.16 Low
County, W8 million
North Central Education/Outreach | 5.7 3 years $0.01 Marginai
Texas million
Europe T
 Frejiev (Aalborg, Community 2,000 3 years $3.40 but High ]
Denmark) agreement, appears to be
Education/Outreach non-comparahle
to aothers
Germany/Baden- | National and State | 82 688 12 years | N/A NIA T
Wuerttemberg (Laender) Law million ]

e/ Nonfs:emiai_
for Pollutian Prevention




Schedule G

Municipal Education / By-Law Enforcement Figures from Best Practices Review *

City

Enforcement and Education

Edusation/Qutreach

Hudson/ St. Lazare/ Notre
Dame, QC.

$5,000 -$15,000 /year
depending on size of the
community

Halifax $197,000 operating budget for | $85,000 for education and
2002-2003 ($0.55 per capita) outreach for 2002-2003
$120,000 operating budget for
2000-2001 ($0.33 per capita)

Hamilton

$90,100 operating budget for
2002

" Source: The Jmpact of By-Laws and Public Educaiion Programs on Reducing the Cosmeric / Non-Essential,

Residential Use of Pesricides: A Best Pracrices Review. Prepared by the Canadian Cenure for Pollution Prevention
and Cullbridge Markenng and Communicavons, Warch 24 2004,




Schedule C

Sample Municipal Education BudgetsM

Municipality

Education Budgets

Town of Caledon

Town of Qakville

2003 Budget -- $4,000 (PROPOSED

20,00
2004 Budget -- $5.000™ $20,000 for 2004)

2003 Budget -- $30.000 (ads, community events)

2004 -- $167,000 (PROPOSED 2004 budget for education
campaign including the additior of an Environmentaj
Education Officer)

2004 Budget — estimated to be around $30,000 (did not get
Environmental Education Officer Position) (costs includes
15, 000 brochures/letters to households etc.)"!

Region of Waterloo

(City of Kitchener, City of
Cambridge, City of Waterloo,
Woolwich Township, Wilmaot
Township, Welleslay Township,
North Dumfries) (50% Region of
Waterloo funding, and remaining 50%

funded by area municipalities on a per
capita basis)

2003 Budget — $20,000 (focus group expenses)

2004 Budget — $240 000 (Approved: testing of key
messages, brochure, poster ad, lawn signs, Tridge magneils,
bus posters, fact sheets, radio & newspaper ads, automated

telephone line, website, spring pesticide return day, issue
oriented campaigns, evaluation)’?
2005 Budget — $112,500

(newspaper ads and radio spots in

City of London 2004 Budget -- $25.000
a four week campaign)'3
City of Woodstock 2003 Budget - $10.000™

2004 Budget -- $3,700 carried over from 2003 + additiona|
$4,300 approved for 2004 (38,000 iotal)'s

Town of Markham

2002-2003 - $29 000 (completed pamphiet, purchased

books for public libraries, portahle tableiop display, 10,000
lawn signs created = $21,000)'®

AM

' Glenn Blakely, M

—— |

Data researched and commled by Amia Mahadeo, 2004

Kasey Livingsion,

anager, By-Law Enforcement & Property Standards, Town of Caledon;
Program Co-ordinater, Caledon Countryside Alliance

" Narelle Martin, Environrnenid) Adviser, Office of the CAQ. Town of Qakville.

1 Acvatlable ai

then 1o Comrmuni
“ Rill Coxhead,

* See wWww .
4 .
" Dan Major,

www region. waterloo.on.ca and follow links
Iy Services Commitiee Reports and select
City of London _
ty.woodsiock on.ca 2nd follow links to TPM program.
Supervisor of Parks and Foresiry, City of Woodstock.

September 16% 2003 documents,

" Karen Boniface, Payls Planner, Town of Markham,

10 public health, ENViTonmenial health, pesticides and



Schedule C

Sample Municipal By-Laws and Enforcement Budgets

Municipality By-faw and Enforcement

Town of Caledon Property Standards Section of the Plénning & Development

Department is responsible for the adminisiration and enforcement
of the Town By-laws that apply to private property. These include
property standards, fill, free cutting, noise, and others. The main
focus of the Property Standards Section is the enforcement of
health, safety and environmental issues.

» No additional staffs were hired for enforcement; enforcement
of the by-law is on a complaint basis."”

Town of Oakville » Proposed by-{aw banning non-essential use of pesticides was

not passed this year. Opted for continuing education
campaign and manitoring of Toronto court challenges.

» FEstimafed cost of proposed ban was $350,000 to $4000,000
annually. Total cost includes processes for registration,
noftification, and enforcement. Estimated cosis for additional
enforcement officers, including supervision, technical support
and prosecution would be in the range of $200,00 fo
5250,000. Estimated summary of costs ranges between
$400,000 to $600,000 annually. Total cost does not include
costs for any legal challenges that may arise.

Alternate consideration is a program with a largeled education
program with voluntary compliance, still involving a registry
and notification process. Compliance would not require
enforcement. Anticipated costs would be $700,000 io

$120,000. There would be no risk of legal challenges with
voluntary compliance.’

City of Toronto » 2004 Budget -- $450,000 (gross)i$225,000 (net) additional

cost to the Toronto Public Health Operating Budget. Includes

7 new seasonal posilions and funds for public education and
an outreach campaign.'®

7 Glenn Blakely, Manager, By-Law Enforcemens & Property Standards, Town of Caledon.

'8 Awailable at www town.oakwille.on.ca, foliow Council and Meeting Minutes Jinks to Report, Special Meeting of
Council, February 11, 2004 or go to www town.oakville.an.ca/Residents/res_minutes.htm

¥ City of Toronto StafT Report 1o Board of Health from Dr. Sheila Basrur, MOH, “Implementation of the Pesticide
By-law” February 6, 2004, Aveilable at www city loronio.on.ca/health search under pesticides and then reports or

20 10 www city.toronto.on cathealth/hphe/pesicides/bylaw him and select “Implementanos of the Pesticide By-law
(Febyuary 2004)".
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Additional Municipal Education and By-Law Enforcement Figures *

City

Enforcement & Education

Enforcement Only

Education Only

Vancouver

Halifax

$179,120 /1 545 671 =
32 cents per capita 2004

$100,000 / 545,671 =
18 cents per capita
2005 (Year 1 — By-law)

$85,000 / 545,671 =
5 cents per capita
2004

$85,000 /545,671 =
15 cents per capita
2005

$120,000/ 353,111 =
33 cents per capita
2001 (Year 1 — By-law)

$197,000 /359,111 =
53 cents per capita

12002 (Year2 — By-law)

1 $195,000 / 359,111 =
"1 54 cents per capita
.| 2003 (Year 3 — By-law)

*32,000/359,111 =
Y cenis per capita
2001

* Achisved over 905,

compliance in first year,
2001

Toronto

Otawa

F1 *$450,000 /2,481 494 =

18 cents per capita
2004 (Year 1 — By-law)

* Includes $225,000 Provincial
subsidy from MOH

$84,120 /545671 =
17 cents per capita 2004

$15,000 /545671 =
2 cenis per capita 2005

|

$88,000 /359,111 =
24 cenls per capita 2001

———— ]

“$400,000/ 774,072 =
o1 cents per capita 2002

"$319,000/ 774,072 =
41 cents per capita 2003

" Includes Provingial subsidy from
MOH of $150,000 in 2003 and
$109,000 in 2003,

—

]

" Sowrce: Kasey Livingston, Program Coordinator . Caledon Counwyside Alliance.



Schedule “p»

Healthy Landscapes By-]aw Components

A requirement that al] lawn-care and landscape Compames operating in the city who use

chemical pesticides for lawn maintenance purposes become IPM accredited and use IPM
techmiques, allowing for a three year phase-in.

A requitement that the top sotl depth on new resident; al, commereial, industrial and
mstitutional developments be a minimum of 12 inches,

hospital. TPM practices only must be used within these boundaries.



Schedule “f»

Healthy Lan dseapes Stakeholder Committee

‘The representatives were:

Clarence Swanton, Chair of Plant Agnicuhture, University of Guelph
Oxanna Adams, Guelph Environment Network

Megan Gruner, The Natural Path Gardens

Paul Maclntyre, Qutdoor Services

Rob Thompson, Wellington Dufferin Guelph Health Unit

Scott Hutchison, Wellington Dufferin Guelph Health Unit
Susan Watson



Recommendations

Background

“That the report of the Director of Farks on the Interim
Enabling Education Program promoting. the reduction

of non-essentia| pesticide use within the City of Guelph
be received,

AND THAT an upset limit of $10,000 be provided to

implement the Program  from the 2003 approved
budget”

On May 28, 2003, Council approved a resolution op the
use of non-essential pesticides on private property.
One clause of the resolution stated”THAT Staff report
back to Council in June 2003 on an enabling education
Program, with costs, for Immediate implementation.”

In 2003, 3 number of media will be utilized including:
the City websile, local radip stations, |oca] print media,

the  WET/DRY+ brochures,  the Water  Facis
newsletter, husg advertising, the VCS Events Guide ang
hydro bills. As well, other potential resources could
include mall displays, table displays at the Guelph
Farmmer's Market, the local cable TV programs plus
other resources available in the community.

The interim education program will include byt not be
imited to the following information OGN non-essentia)

pesticide use or complimentary information/culiura
practices:

Information explaining the May 26" Council resolution

Information explaining the Integrated Pesi
Managemeni Program ([P

Information regarding the Guelph Turf Grass Institution
research plots showing different cultural practices

Information on alternatives io grass on boulevards ang
lawns

Information provided from the foflowing organizations:
Guelph Environment Network including fact sheets and
the Boulevard Clup, Ontario Public Interest Research
Group, Guelph International Resource Centre

Promoting garden taurs Lsing non-raditional, organic

uoneyiodsuery

uswuoulAug ‘Buluuejy

June 9, 2003

Report &

Parks Departrment

Preparegg by:

oo T ———
Jay C. Kivell,
Directar of Parks

Approved by:
——
Gus Slahimann,

Commissioner
Communily Services

FTnTk '-‘:L
Gis

S -;-_;
TR D gy 17
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Aliternafives

Implications

Funding

Notice
Requiremenis

and as a comparison traditional methods of gardening

If pesticides are fo be used as & last resort according to
IPM principles, proper use of pesticides i.e. only when
the wind velocity is under 11km, not when plants are in
flower io harm bees, ambient temperature, etc.

This list is not inclusive and as we progress through the
process of engaging the stakeholders, more ideas will
be suggested and the program can include them.

A report regarding the stakeholder group will be before
the Planning, Environment and Transportation
Commitiee at a later date. It is intended fhat the
stakeholder group will develop a draft program in time
for preparation of the 2004 budget and subsequently to
come to Committee and Council for approval.

None have been considered.

A public education program will be developed to
encourage the non-essential use of pesticides, leading
io a better environment and health of our citizens.

From the 2003 approved budget.

None are required for the interim educatlion program

uoljejiodsuel '

juswuodiAug ‘Buiuue|d

June 9, 2003

Report #

Parks Department

Prepared by:

Jay C. Kivell,
Direcior of Parks

Approved by:
Gus Stahtmann,

Commissioner
Commugity Services

l'. o AP 4
it
et
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May 26, 2003, Council resolution

“WHEREAS environmental protection has emerged as a fundamental value in

Canadian society and the common fiture of every Canadian comrmumity depends
upon a healthy environment; and

WHEREAS many municipalities, health orgamzaiions and health professionals
have expressed concem about the risks associated with the use of pesticides; and

WHEREAS the Pesticide Review Commities
Guelph be proactive in the protection of hum
through the promotion and endorsement of P
garden management; and

WHEREAS the Council of the City of Guelph has shown leadership in reducing

the use of non-essential pesticides on public property since 1991 and promoting
alternatives to pesticide use to residents; and

has recommended that the City of
an health and the environment
esticide-free methods of lawn and

WHEREAS the Guelph City Council wishes o continue to respond to the

concerns expressed by City residents about the health risks associated with the
non-essential use of pesticides within the City of Guelph; and

WHERFEAS pesticides used in lawn and garden care are known Io enter water
sysiems; and

WHEREAS we share our water s

ystem with the residents of the Grand River
Watershed; and

WHEREAS under section 130 of the Municipal Act, 2001, by-laws may be

passed by a municipality to provide for the protection of the health, safety and
well-being of residents in the municipality;

AND THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Counci] contimes to show
leadership in promoting the reduction of non-essantial
City of Guelph.

pesticide use within the
THAT Council take no action, at this time, to implement a City

-wide permit
sysiem to regulate the nse of non-essential pesticides an privat

E property;

That Staff report back to Council in June 2003 on an enabling education program),
with costs, for immediate implementation.
That Staff report back to Council with 2 draft “Healthy Landscapes By-law and/or

Program™ in 2004 for implementation at thal lime that mcludes the following
componenis and/or principles:

»  adehimiion of pesticides and tegrated Pest Managemeni
* arequrement that commercial applhicalors of chemical pesticides be
licensed under the Pesticides Act with the appropnale operaior’s license



May 26, 2003, Counci resolution

and exterminator’s license and hold current Integrated Pest Management
Accreditation to operate in the City of Guelph
resiniction of non-essential pesticide nse within a defined buffer zone of:
- aproperty Tegistered as being occupied by persons at risk who
have provided medical documentation
- any property containing a school, licensed daycare, playground,
park, licensed semors residence oF hospital
- open natural water, wetlands or wells
a requirement that the application of non-essential pesticides (outside of
buffer zones) is permitted on a spot basis only
cestriction of non-essential pesticide use during certain climate and/or
nataral conditions (e.g. wind velocity, ambient temperature, air quality
advisory days, on trees dunng their blooming penod)
s yotice Tequiremntents

»  and exemptions for health and safety reasons, golf courses, and research
mstitutions.

That staff accept the offer of assistance from the Vice President of Research,
University of Guelph, and establish a stakeholder commitiee inclnding University
of Guelph representation, private sector lawn care/landscape specialists, health
care representation and cifizens io ensure the effective and consultative drafting
and implementation of the by-law/program; and

THAT Staff report back to Council 1n Fall 2004 with a review of the education
program, the efficacy of the by-law, public opinion, adheyence of comymercial
applicators 1o Integrated Pest Management Council of Ontario and the staius of
pesticide-related by-laws in other Ontario municipalities; and

THAT staff deveiop a program to monitor surface water (e.g. storm water

management ponds, TIVEY systems) for pesticides and they report back 1o Couneil
on the components and costs of this type of program;

THAT ihe Pesticide Review Commitice 15 thanked for their wark and 1t be
acknowledeed that they have completed their mandaie.”



Goals

The goals zre to promats; pasticids free and nafyra

- allemalives ta manage lawns and gardens, to

encourage basic healthy lawn pracfices, ia promote
the reduction of pesticide use and io promote safe
respensible use and dispasal praclices of pesticidas,

m@?}uelph

History

-

11891 — Reduction of use of pesticides begins

-1989 — Pesticide Action Group approached Gouncil
1o eliminale pesticide use

1881 — Pasticide Use Commities Report advises on
the reductionfuse of pesticides

21891 - Inteorated Past Management Program
“adopted

Ci?%uelph

History

2004 — Peslicide Education Coordinalor Develops
Interim Education Program

2004 - Healthy Landscapes Slakeholdes Committea
selected with mandata ‘o advise on the Program
2004 - Stakehelder Commiitee advised an Healthy
Landscapes Program and By-law

2004 - Commiee developed 3 recommendations; lo
be proactive in the protection of human health ang
the environment, {0 implement an education program
and by-law and Council should conlinpe la promaole
the reduction of non-essential peslicide use

“Buelph

History

1998 — Cilizens approach Counch to eliminate
pesiicide use

2000 — Phase oot of cosmelic uss of pesticides by
December 31, 2005

2002 - Pesiicide Review Commitiee reviews use of
peslicides

2003 - We: received HRDC grant for Pesticida
Education Coordinatar

m'@uelph

Overview of education program

Besl practices were used tp tdevelop this program

Promole peslicide free ang nalural allemalives o
manage tawns and gardens

Promate signage kits

Encoyrage basic healthy lawn praclices
Promote reduction of pesticide yse
Promale safe use and disposal praclices

In 2006, a budgat expansion package will be
prepared to fund the program

“Buelph




The By-law

+ The Cntario Municipal Act permits regulations of
health, safety and well-baing of residents

» The By-law would allow for a 3 year phase-in

- Eniorcement would have 1o be funded

= A court chalienge is a possibility

Staff to develap a bylaw to go to Council in 2005

“Guelph

Overview of by-law

+ All lawn careflandscape companies wha use
pesiicides became 1PM accredited and use iPM

techniques with a 3 year phasa-in

Topseil depth en new residential and 10! be a

minimum of 12 inches

Resfriction of non-essential peslicide use near cariain

properties with IPM technigues required

This is not a total ban on pesiicide use; moniloring

will accur ihruugh a hy-law officer which funding will

come {Tors 2006 operating budget expansion

“Buelph

implications

» Parks Department would continue Lhe 5 year phase-
out with exceplions for sports fields, horlicultural
areas and medians and boulevards using IPM
\echniques

+ Lawn care companies would become 1PM accredited

within 3 years and use IPM lechriquas

Exclusions include golf couwrses, lawn bowling club,

greenhouses, farmers and research instiutions

= All property owners within the 20 melre buffer zones
of properties must use IMP techniques

“Buelph

Implications

* Homeowners, businesses and institutions wouwd be
encauraned o reduce use of pesticides and those

close 1o certain properties would have to usa IPM
techniques

“Guelph

Recommendations

- Receive the report of the Heslhy Landscapes
Siakeholder Commitiee (Schedula "AAT)

~ Thank the Stakeholder Commitiee for their
work
~ Receive the report of the Director of Parks

~ implement the Healthy Landscapes
Education Program in 2005 (Schedule “A™)

“Buelph

Recommendations

Develop a By-law for consideration {Schedule "D7)
Canlinue the Parks Depaiiment Regisiry
+ Create a Peslicide Advisory Gioup

Bevelop Operating Budgeat expansion package ior
2006

“Buelph

2



Date: Janmary 26, 2005

To: Chair and Members of PET Committee
Coun. David Birtwistle, Mayor Kate Qu
Coun. Christine Billings

From: Marion Baldwin DECETVIE W

{ h

i
! ]

[
1 uan2 8 205 IV

arrie, Coun. Cathy Downer, Coun. Laura Baily,

Re: Healihy Landscapes Education Program and Bylaw

INFORMATION SERVICES DEpT,

I understand that on Jamary 31, 2005, the PET Commitiee will be presented with a current report
prepared by Mr. Jay Kivell, Director of Parks, regarding the above-mentioned topic. I was a mernber of
the Pesticide Review Commitice formed in September 2002 that presented a report to Council in

December 2002. Please accept my comments below on the process that Guelph has conducted to-date,
and on the current staff recommendations.

Council Resolution of 26 May 2003

This mcluded the creation of a Bylaw and/or Program for implementation in 2004 containing the

following items, among other things. The bracketed italics indicate what has occurred between this
resolution and the current staff recornmendations.

* Commercial applicators be IPM accredited to work in {he City of Guelph;
* Restrction of cosmeiic pesticides within a buffer zone of a property containing a school, daycare,

playground, park, licensed seniors’ residence or hospital. [THE INTENT WAS TO HAVE BUFFER
ZONES IN WHICH SPRAYING WOULD NOT OCCUR. STAFF HAS RECOMMENDED THAT
SPRAYING BE ALLOWED BY ANY PERSON AS LONG AS THEY USE IPM PRACTICES].

These same buffer zones would exist around open natura
BEEN DROPPED ALTOGETHER]

* Outside of these “no spray” buffer zones, only spol-
DROPPED ALTOGETHER]

* Notice requirements [THIS HAS BEEN DROPPED ALT. OGETHER]

I water, wetlands or wells. [THIS HAS

spraying would be allowed [THIS HAS BEEN

Another part of the resolution stated that staff develo
stormwater management ponds, river systems) for pesti
costs. [HAS THIS BEEN DONE AT ALL??]

PsS a program to monitor surface water (e.g.
cides and report to council on componenis and

Stakeholder Committee (Fall 2004)

This comunitiee chose to create a consensus report, which required much compromise by members.
Their unanimous recommendations do not deserve to be watered down further, as dome by staff

Specifically, what has changed from the recommendations by the stakeholder commitiee  to
recommendations from stafl:

-

= The stakeholder committee recommended that the bylaw state that within the buffer zone ol 20m from

Page 1 of 3



sensitive properties, IPM practices must be implemented, by JPM-
staff’ report removes the words in bold italics. The end result:
spraying in buffer zones.

accredited professionals only. The
“business as usual” with Tegard to

* The stakeholder committee recommended that the bylaw prohibit
homeowners or professionals under specified ambient conditions
Staff recommends that this not be part of the bylaw, rather that it be j

pesticide application by
(wind speed, lemperature, etc).
ust recommended practice.

Concerns with Current Staff Recommendations
* Phase-in period of 3 years — Obviously the entire

gone, with no actions taken. Would this 3 vear ph
Why not enact in 1 year.

2003 and 2004 summer seasons have come and
ase-in apply to requirement of 127 topsoil depth?

How to track the etficacy of any measures implemented?

Taxpayers deserve transparent
accountability for monies spent. How will we determine whether pes

ticide practices change.

Telephone survey in 2006. How/what/when/why. Could it not be conducted in 2005,

* Enforcement. How will the city map all sensitive properties plus their 20 m buffer. This will require
an extensive database. How will a bylaw requiring IPM practices in these buffers be enforced??

* Chemically-sensitive regis

try. This should be obsolete since no pesticide application is to OCCUr on
public properties.

‘What is Missing in Current Staff Recommendations

* Signage — Who on either side of the debate would disagree with the concep
owners (as well as lawn care companies) to place a small sign on the lawn in
they are applying phus a contact mumber. This s gn could be in place 24 ho
afier application. This does not hinder anyone’s freedom to use pesticides, but it does g0 a long way

towards mforming neighbours, passers-by, or pel owners who may wish to keep pets indoors, ete.
This should be part of the Bylaw, and implemented immediately.

t of requiring property
dicating what chemical
urs before and 48 hours

#

Regular testing of rivers and stormwater managemenlt ponds - no mention.

Budget Considerations

An enormous amount of time and ‘money has been spenl in consideration of the subtect of pesticide
management over the past decade. During ate 2001 and early 2002, during the public input process led
by the Pesticide Review Commitlee, unprecedented citizen input was proffered. Since then, very little

has been accomplished. Meanwhile, other comnmunities, big and small, have quetly gone about ensuring,
the protection of the health of its’ citizens with regard 1o pesticides,

I' respectfully state that to private ciizens like myselll it appears that memberg

of council are
demonstrating a dire lack of leadership and initiative on ihis froni.

There has been no accountabihity of

Page 2 of 3



monies spent on this issue.

Closing

o Currently, other communities in Ontario and throughout Canada are mmplementing effective pesticide
elimination programs (Toronto, Momntreal, Vancouver, Halifax, Waterioo Region in the process). The
combined efforts result in over 12 million Canadjans being protected from the non-essentis] use

of pesticides. Why is the health of 115,000 Guelphites less important? Protection of human
health must be top priority.

We are in fact going backwards, as evidenced by staff’s request to allow pesticide applications on

public properties on occasion, contrary to the City’s long-term goal of being pesticide free on public
grounds. Is this current need a result of mismanagement of fields over the last few years.

* Itis unacceptable that Council passed a resolution in May 2003 afier unprecedented study and public

scrutimy and essentially nothing of significance has been accomplished to-date in January 2005.
Current recommendations would not come into effect until summer 2008.

Putting our hopes in IPM accreditation is very risky as current

puts our city’s straiegy at the mercy of the lawn care indus
modified at their discretion.

ly few companies are accredited, and
try’s self-regulation program, which can he

Finally, let me share an anecdote that showcases the abs
enforcement efforts. Two local physicians, Dr. Lont Has

practice and to settle as a family. They live on a suburban cul-de-sac with their Iwo young sons, one of
whom has particular respiratory sensitivities. Roth dociors advocate the elimination of cosmetic
pesticides for the protection of health. They are also aware that there is currenily no recourse for persons

who are involuntarily exposed to pesticides from neighbours. Ironically, this family received two bylaw
mnfraciion tickets in the summer of 2004 for grass that was too long.

urdity of our current lawn care priorities and
ulo and Dr. Peter Spadafora, chose Guelph to

Clearly we have a problem when we ignore our own doctors’ reco
exposure of our most fragjle citizens to go unchecked: vel we have

bylaw based purely on aesthelics (as judged by neighbours). Is t
recrintment?

mmendations and allow the pesiicide
the resources for the enforcement of 4
his our city’s best effort at physician

Thank you m advance for your consideration.

Yours truly,

Marion Baldwin

107 Queen St
Guelph, Oni
NI1E 482
336.2474
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Gity of Guelph
MAR O 8 2005
Marchl7, 2005

# of the Mayor
To Mayor Quarrie and Guelph City Counci m’% thoe .

1 am writing this letter to comment on the pesticide issue that has come before council
once again. In my opinion the proposal that is before council doesn’t go far enough.
While it 1s definitely a step forward that pesticide-applying companies need to be IPM
accredited, the current proposal still gives home owners free reign as far as using
pesticides on their property is concerned.

So far three physicians have warned you about the dangers of pesticide exposure to
(young) children and pregnant women. Many other citizens have also articnlated their

concerns in the past. And the Board of Health in Toronto has voiced its strong opposition
to cosmetic pesticide use. .

Last spring and summer my neighbour to my right had his lawn sprayed with
pesticides for the first time in the six years that we’ve been living in our house. He is an
absentee landlord; the house is occupied by students. There have never been any
problems with the occupants of the house, but the side and back outside of the house have
been neglected in maintenance, as has the garden (no one ever uses it). The back yard is
fairly shaded and in at least half of it no grass grows, only weeds and moss.

‘When 1 saw the pesticide company truck-in front of the house, I went outside and
asked the applicator what he was spraying. It was a nice spring day, and a soft breeze was
blowing. We only talked for a short while. I asked him about spot- spraying (he was
blanket-spraying). He said he conldn’t do that yet because the grass was overgrown with
weeds. And if the home owner wasn’t going to seed the bare areas with grass seed, the
weeds would surely grow back and he’d have to blanket-spray again. (The landlord never
re-seeded any bare areas.)

When I re-entered my house, the familiar nauseating smell that accompanies pesticide
applications was already in my house (my windows were open). Worst of all, I could
smell them 1n the bedroom of my daughter who was sick in bed. Her bedroom is at the
back of the house on the second floor, about 20-25 feet away from the property lme. I
hadn’t realized how quickly the wind was moving the pesticide smell around. Needless to
say, I quickly closed all the windows to prevent more stinky air from coming in. The
smell Imgered for a week around our driveway and in an area of my backyard about 15-
20 feet from our property line. 7

The next time my neighbour’s property was sprayed on the Friday before the long
weekend in August. Having a passion for gardening, T had looked forward 1o doing some
gardening that weekend, but the sickening smell drove me back into my house. [ also

made sure that my children didn’t spent much time in the garden for the next several
days.

1 think that there is something very wrong with a situation in which my and my
children’s freedom to enjoy our property 1s seriously curtailed by allowing people to
spray pesticides whenever and wherever they want. If T had received any notice that

spraying was scheduled to occur before the long weekend, I might have been able to
voice objections and ask that it be postponed.



1 see many similarities with the battle that was fought between smokers and non-
smokers a number of years ago. Who could have predicted fifteen years ago (when
smokers had the right to smoke wherever they wanted) that non-smokers’ nght to
unpoltuted air would be recognized and protected? As someone who abhors the use of
pesticides because of the toxic effects they have on insects and other creatures that live in
and close to the earth and in and near our waterways (humans included), I think that m
Guelph we are at the point where non-smokers found themselves fifieen years ago.

Many other cities in Canada are recognizing the dangers of pesticides and have taken
steps to limit their use. I strongly encourage you as mayor and councillors of our city to
take the courageous steps that are necessary to protect children and vulnerable wildlife
from the toxic poisons that are pesticides. The current proposal doesn’t nearly go far
enough. For the health of our future generations we need a proposal/by-law that has

protection from exposure to pesticides as its main goal, with homeowner education about
alternatives to pesticides as an Important component.

Respectfully Yours,
Monigue ten Kortenaar

61 Martin Avenue
Guelph, ON



Tim Allman, Ph.D.

. '—.-j?ﬁ!
35 Margaret Street, G FTC.‘T aE
Guelph, Ontario N1H 8K9 D‘ E Q rﬂl \J B D
C d \ 7 i
o ' MAR -3 2005 |

519-837-0276

tallman@brasscats. ca

RO u A ToN SERYICES BEPT,
March 2, 2005
Mayor and Councillors:

Because the projector was not operable at the last meeting of City Council, T have
printed and included copies of the preliminary results of the public policy survey

that was commissioned by the Guelph Environment Network. The data included
herein are those relating to pesticide use regulation.

The survey used standard telephone polling technicues to get a random sample
of the residents of Guelph. The data are based upon responses of 506 Guelph
residents. (Note that this is a much higher sampling rate than is normally used
for political opinion surveys for the whole of Canada which will base their
results on 1000 to 2000 respondents.) Residents were asked to agree or disagree
with statements read to them. They were asked to answer 0 if they strongly
disagreed, 5 if they were neutral and 10 if they agreed strongly. They could
provide other responses between 0 and 10 to reflect their strength of opinion.

The first graph shows the breakdown of the responses obtained for each
statement. In each case the most common response 1o a stafement was 10

indicating general agreement with the statements and that th

ose who agreed
tended to agree very strongly.

The second graph groups the responses to each statement as negative (sum of
responses in the range 0 to 4), neutral (sum of responses of 5) and

positive (sum
of responses in the range 6 to 10). It is this graph that is probably

the most useful.
We can see that for each statement there is a clear majority that agreed to some
degree with each statement. Responses to statement 12 show that almost 88%
agreed “that reducing the use of lawn pesticides is good public policy.”
Responses to statements 13 and 14 show that just over 70% agree that the use of
lawn pesticides should be phased out on both residential and business
properties. The responses to statement 15 show that about 54

7o are willing to
accept an increase in taxes to enforce these restrictions.

T hope this information is useful to you. I you have

any questions please feel free
to contact me.

T Al



Statements Read to Survey
Participants

Al

Statement 12
“I'believe reducing the use of lawn pesticides is good public policy.”

Statement 13

“I believe that the Gity of Guelph should pass a by-law phasing out the
use of lawn pesticides on residential properties, meaning that after the
phase-out period, no pesticides could be used on Guelph home lawns.”

Statement 14

“I believe that the City of Guelph should pass a by-law phasing out the
use of lawn pesticides on business properties, meaning that after the

phase-out period, no pesticides could be used on Guelph business
lawns.”

Statement 15

“I would suppart the implementation of a by-law phasing out the use of
lawn pesticides even if it means an increase o my taxes to suppott the
Implementation and eniorcement of this policy."
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INFCREATOR SERVIC ESDEPT,
March 4, 2005

Mayor Kate Quarrie and Council
City Hall

59 Carden Street

Guelph, Ontario N1H 3A1

Dear Mayor Quarrie and Council

I am writing as a mother and a grandmother to voice my opposition to the cosmetic use of
pesticides in the city of Guelph.

A recent study reported in the journal Oceupational and Environmental Medicine states that
breast cancer sufferers are five times more Iikely to have pesticide residues such as DDT in their
bloodstream than healthy women. Given the epidemic of breast cancer in North America, any

move 1o reduce the load of pesticides in the environment would be a siep forward in controlling
this disease.

In years to come, we will look back and wonder why it took so long to ban the casual use of
dangerous chemicals merely for ornamental purposes. Over time, I am sure, the residents of this
city will learn to champion a pesticide-free environment, just like they have learned to champion
recycling. The pesticide issue is not a question of consumer choice - it is a much deeper question
of basic environmental sustamability. By banning the cosmetic use of pesticides, the members

of city eouncil can show therselves to be leaders in sustainability and provide a inspirational
model for other jurisdictions.

Sincerely

"Dr. Jennifer Summner
11 Suffolk Street West
Guelph, Ontario

N1H 2H9




Appendix B

Correspondence From Dr. Lori Hasulo — January
30,2007



Dr. Lori Hasulo
Student Health Services
I.T. Powell Building
University of Guelph
50 Stone road east

Guelph, ONN1G 2W1 Lo e i

Janary 30, 2007

Mayor Karen Farbridge
City Hall

39 Carden Street
Guelph, ON, N1H 3A1

Re: Pesticide By-law

Dear Mayor Farbridge:

As you are aware, nearly two years have passed since myself as well as a number of other
local family physicians and community members have been urging City Hall to take

action on the issue of cosmetic pesticide use in Guelph. We are asking for a by-law that
restricts the use of cosmetic pesticides.

1 have enclosed the two letters that several Iocal physicians endorsed and sent to Mayor
Kate Quarrie - one from April 3, 2006, and another from September 28, 2006. I was
shocked and dismayed that the first letter received no reply, and the second only a brief
acknowledgment, and was passed on 1o the Director of Operations for reply.

We physicians believe that this is an important health issue and would like to see both a
strong by-law and good education package regarding pesticide Testriction, as soon as
possible. We ask that you move this issue forward, via the appropriate committees and
ultimately to Council for enactment of a by-law. The health of our citizens depends on it.

Sincerely,
-\—:r/; \ {";”f-;'i \ J—
TN s SRR N 2 e e st it
/\a L 7V

Lor Hasulo, MD, CCFP



Lor1 A. HAsULO MD, CCFP
STUDENT HEALTH SERVICES

J.T. POWELL BUILDING
UNIVERSITY OF GUELPH

GUELPH, ONTARIO

NIG2Wi

PHONE: (519) 824-4120 x52131
FAax: (519) 836-7431

April 3, 2006

Mayor Kate Quarrie
City Hall

59 Carden Street
Guelph, ON, N1H 3A]

Re: Pesticide By-law

Dear Mayor Quarrie:

It has now been more than a year since several physicians and other community members
presented at City Council on the issue of cosmetic pesticides. As you will recall, the components
of a Pesticide By-law approved at the March 7, 20035 City Council meeting were a COMpIoInise

that would have provided Guelph citizens with some protections from pesticide exposure under
certain conditions.

Unfortunately, it has come 10 our attention that no action has been taken on any of the items
which were approved by Couneil at that meeting, namely:

1. A By-law requirement that all pesticide application on residential, commercial or
industrial land be prohibited under certain climatic conditions;

2. That City staff report on the issue of pesticides in surface water by June 2005;

3. That a Pesticide Advisory Group be considered for a two year term;

4. That the Healthy Landscapes Education Program receive fanding up to $60,000 to
educate Guelph citizens about reducing pesticide use and exposure,

We are alarmed about the apparent inaction on this important health 1ssue, and disturbed by the

failure of the City of Guelph to take any meaningful steps 10 protect the health of Guelph citizens
from cosmetic pesticides and herbicides.

.2



May we remind you of some pertinent facts:

1. The case for the harmful health effects of cosmetic pesticides has been clearly proven in
the scientific Iiterature;

2. While twelve million Canadians are protected from exposure to cosmetic pesticides in

urban environments (Halifax - 370,000; Province of Quebec - 7.5 million; Toronto - 4.5
million). Guelph citizens are not among them

3. Last year there were 15 smop advisories issued by the Province of Ontario, covering 53
days. While the recommended By-law would have eliminated spraying of pesticides
during these smog advisories, Guelph citizens received no such protection;

4. During budget deliberations in December 2005, Council chose to eliminate funding for

an education expansion package, so there is currently no properly funded pesticide
education plan for the City of Guelpb.

With these concerns in mind, we respectfully request that the Pesticide By-Iaw be brought

forward for final approval by Guelph City Council no later than April 30th in order to take effect
during the 2006 gardening season.

We further request that the other approved initiatives be enacied before this coming snmmer,
specifically: a report on the imphications of surface water testing, the creation of a Pesticide
Advisory Group, and a public education program on pesticides.

We look forward 1o a prompf response to our concerns.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lon Hasulo MD CCEP

Dr. Dorothy Emslie BSc MD CCFP FCFP

Dr. Glenn Peirson MD CCFP

Dr. Mary Peirson MD CCFFP

Dr. Peter Spadafora MD CCFP




Dr. Jey Dason MBBS CCFP

Dr. Brian Doell MD CCFP

Dr. Tony Bier MD CCFP(EM)

Pr. Deb Robinson MDD CCFP

Dr. Sid Brodovsky MD CCFP

Dr. Cary Shafir MD CCFP

Dr. Harsh Hundal MD CCFP

Dr. Tan Digby MD CCFP(EM)

Dr. Tom Kotalik MD CCFP

Dr. Steven Beamish MD CCFP(EM) FCFP

Dr. David Cranmer MD CCFP

Dr. Garry Wallace MD CCFP

Dr. Forrest Caldwell MD CCFP(EM)

c.c.: Councillors Roceo Furfaro, Dan Moziar, Dan Schowrr, David Birtwistle, Cathy Downer,

Christine Billings, Laura Baily, Ray Ferraro, Maggie Laidlaw, Gloria Kovach, Lise Burcher and
Peter Hamtak;

Guelph Mercury
Guelph Tribune
CI0Y



September 28, 2006

Mayor Kate Quarrie
City Hali

59 Carden Street
Guelph, ON, N1H 3A1

Re: Pesticide By-law
Dear Mayor Quarnie and Members of Council:

It has now been five months since eighteen local physicians wrote a letter urging Guelph City
Council to bring forward a by-law to restrict cosmetic pesticide use. It has also been eighteen
months since several physicians and community members presented at City Council on the issue

of cosmetic pesticides, again asking for a by-law.
We are frusirated that minimal action has been taken by this Council.

We are surprised and disappointed that no formal response to the letter has been issued.

In April 2006 city staff reported that local water has been tested for pesticides. This is only one
item of four that City Couneil approved at its March 7, 2005 meeting. We are still awaiting:

1. A By-law requirement that all pesticide application on residential, commercial or
industrial land be prohibited under certain climatic conditions;

2. That a Pesticide Advisery Group be considered for a two year term:
3. That the Healthy Landscapes Education Program receive funding up to $60.000 to

educate Guelph citizens about reducing pesticide use and exposure.

You may recall that the Ontario College of Family Physicians in 2004 published the Peslicides
Literature Review, which reviewed 250 different studies. The report concluded that pesticides
were strongly linked to several cancers, infertility, and birth defects.

Many Canadian cities, such as Toronto, have by-laws in place which protect their citizens from
the risks of exposure io cosmetic pesticides. Guelphites enjoy no such protection.

For the healih and safeiy of its citizens, we fee] that City Council should take the opportunity,
Iike other communities, o enact the legislation it agreed 1o in principle eighteen months ago.

We requesi that all items approved on March 7, 2005 be enacted before the end of this Council's
lerm.



Sincerely,

Dr. Lon Hasulo
The Guelph physicians listéd bel-nw. have reviewed the text of my letter and have requested that
their names be added as signatories:
Dr. Renee Beland
Dr. Stephen Belyea
Dr. Tony Bier

Dr. Sid Brodovsky
Dr. Forrest Caldwel]
Dr. Maria Casale
Dr. Edward Chung
Dr. David Cranmer
Dr. Jonathan Davids
Dr. Jey Dason

Dr. lan Digby

Dr. Brian Deel)

Dr. Marcel Dore

Dr. Dorothy Emslie
Dr. Ray Gaiardo

Dr. Malcolm Gibson
Dr. Harsh Hundal
Dr. Tom Kotalik

Dr. lan MacPhee



. Michaet Mayr

. Patricia Mayr

Dr. Amy McPhedran

. Grace Morrnson

Dr. Glenn Peirson

Dr. Mary Peirson

Dr. Minam Potter

Dr. Michae! Promniiz

Dr. Deborah Robinson

Ce

- Rosebush

. Nicholas Ruddock
. Cary Shafir

. Peter Spadafora

. Garry Wallace

. Mylene Ward

: The Guelph Mercury, The Guelph Tribune, CJOY, CFRU, The Ontarian, The Fountain Pen
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Draft Pesticide Bylaw



THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GUELPH

By-Law Number (2007) -###*

e,
WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph w1shes~’f0 respond to

concerns expressed by City residents ElbO}Jt health and safety risks and negative envuonmen‘tal effects

associated with the use of Pesticides w

AND WHEREAS under section 11 (2), Cleng% of the of the Municipal Act, 2001, by-laws

3

may be pas! i QHICIPHJIW to provide for the protection of the health, safety and well-being of

NOR :HEREF OR.E@‘;B Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph enacts as follows:
£ by
: 7

I In this by-lawg

(1) “Application Area” means any Horticultural Landscape on which a Pesticide is

discharged or intended 10 be discharged:;

(2) “City” means the geographical area of the City of Guelph;



)

(4)

()

(6)

9

(8)

©)

2
*Commercial Applicator” means any person, firm or corporation who applies or uses

Pesticides on behalf of a third party for compensation;
“Horticultural Landscape” means exterior maintained turf or ornamental plantings;

“Integrated Pest Management™ or “1.P.M.” means a Pest management strategy that

uses a combination of methods to manage Pests without solely relying on chemical

pesticides;

ion” means accreditation in Integrated Pest

by th"’ds@*ﬁ%%ﬁector mcluding but not limited

P S e

HTS F Radgd mS
htther chrect]y o.?m uecﬂy, and an injurious, noxious or froublesome
VEELLE,

“Pesticide” means a product, an orgamsm or a substance that is a registered contro]
product under the Pest Control Products Act {(Canada) which 1s used as a means for
directly or indirectly controlling, desiroying, attracting or repelling a pest or for

mitigating or preventing its injurious, noxious or troublesome effects but does not

imclude:

(a) A product that uses pheromones to lure pests, sticky media o trap pests or

“quick-kili” traps for vertebrate species considered pests such as mice and rats.



2. No Persan shall apply or cause or’ﬁ; 1
|¥f

3
(b) A product that is or contains any of the following active ingredients:

(1) A soap;
(i1) A mineral oil, also called dormant or horticultural oil;
(1i1)  Silicon dioxide, also called diatomaceous-earth:

(iv) Bt (Bacillus thuringiensis), nematodes and other bioclogical control

(v)  Borax, also called boric acid or
(vi)  Ferric phosphate;
(vii)  Acetic acid;

(viil) Pyrethrum or pyrethrins;

tr,

(ix)  Fatty acids; or

(x) Sulphur,
s %E_l‘?"""h

T,

PO EEiR.,
»s;;%”ﬁm s _ .
t ﬂ‘lé%&lﬁk cation of a Pesticide or any substance or

thing containing a Pesticide on a Hoﬁ%ﬁm il Jaﬁﬁ%@%ﬁgn all lands in the City unless the

following conditions have been saﬁsﬁe’:.’éﬂ

(3)

4

Pesticide application instructions;

at the time and place of the application of the Pesticide, no tree in the Application

Area 15 in the recognized blooming period for the species of tree;

at the time and place of the application of the Pesticide, the forecast of precipitation,



4
as issued by Environment Canada for the City of Guelph, is fifty (50) percent or less,

except where the Pesticide application instructions require watering-in;

(5)  no part of the Application Area is closer than ten (10) meires to any open, natural

body of water or wetland or greater distance if set out in the Pesticide application
.f—”“i!‘v'"‘_l
instructions; and

i %@

(6)  atthe time and place of the application of the Res 1C1deq“'€hme 1s no smog advisory in

effect for the Waterloo-Wellington area as issued by the .%taj,;g Ministry of the

‘&E{?ﬂ‘m‘

Environment.

B,

.
%h"’&&";

In addition to all other provisiong of this By—law every Commercial Apphcator who apph es
‘“—*"fm -

Or canses or permits the apphca,% it

Pesticide 1 the City,

% =N b y}
(H shall have Integrated Pest Manz: 'Ement Accredlta’aon and

&%*”
permit t!ﬂ? applicatla gf a Pesticide or any substance or thing containing a Pesticide in the

City unless _techmques are used m such part of the Application Area.

Sections 2, 3 and 4 of this By-law do not apply when Pesticides are used:
(1)  tocontrol or destroy a health or safety hazard;

(2)  when necessary to comply with an order made under the Health Protection and



Do

10.

5
Promotion Act or any other federal or provincial legislation; or

(3)  when necessary to comply with the Weed Control Act or any other federal or

provincial legislation.
Section 2 of this By-law does not apply when Pesticides are used:

(1)  onagolf course; or
»ﬁ?
are| %;,centre university or other institution of

o Astitution, or on experimentai lands obtained

(2) for the purpose of research by a rese

learning on the lands of such centres

<y

for this purpose. ‘ @%‘ y %‘?
(3) on hydro transmission line corridors or t?afﬁwa{z right of way corridors.
L h
i,

T,

a“:_ns’

Any Person who contravenes any provision of this By—ﬁﬁkﬁ%ﬁggmlty of an offence and, upon

?
conviction, is liable tg‘i%ﬂg%me ar penalty as provided in the ﬁr ‘ovincial Offences Act.

G
If a court of competent J& s’i}«ctlon declares any section or part of a section of this By-law

Bijplaw shall continue in force.

invalid, the remainder ofﬂu

This By-law shall come into force and effect upon passing except for Section 3 which shall

come nto force and effect three years from the date of passing of this By-law.

PASSED this ~ day of , 2007.



KAREN FARBRIDGE - MAYOR

LOIS A. GILE}




Dear Mr. Kotseﬁ

1 request that you make the committee reviewing the proposed bylaw that I am not in
favour of a ban on the use of peshmdes

If the comxmttee and ultimately counc11 decide to pass a bylaw they need to ensure that
the ban includes the usé of pesticides on all plants including flowers and vegetables.

I use pesticides on my lawn and gardens. I also use herbicides on my lawn and gardens.
The committee appears to be viewing the banning of pesticides on turf only. This in
fairness is not equal to those of us that want good quality turf. The committee needs to
evaluate the importance of the benefits of quality turf in the control of air quality. The
elimination of pesticides on turf need to also match the use of pestlcldes on other plant
material, whether floral or vegetable gardens.

Floral plants are more cosmetic than turf and there is an argument that Ieéidencé do not
need to grow vegetables as they are readily available in local stores. This then makes the
use of pesticides on vegetable gardens also a cosmetic apphcanon

If the commitiee is consistent on application, I would be more hkely in favour of the-

controls. If the bylaw does not treat the grass plant equal to other plants, I would not be
supportive of the bylaw.

The comments in both local papers on Tuesday, March’ 6/07 give dJﬁ'erent views. It is my |
wish that all applications are consistent: Unfortunately, T do not have- conﬁdence in my
ward 5 members to share the same views as myself.

Thank you for taking this forward to the committee and if needed council for review.
If you wish to contact me, 1 can be contacted by email or by phone at 519-822- 9381.

Barry Milner



REPORT OF THE EMERGENCY SERVICES, COMMUNITY SERVICES &,

OPERATIONS COMMITTEE

March 26, 2007

Her Worship the Mayor and
Councillors of the City of Guelph.

Your Emergency Services, Community Services & Operations Committee beg leave to
present their SECOND REPORT as recommended at its meeting of March 14, 2007.

CLAUSE 1

CLAUSE 2.

CLAUSE 3.

CLAUSE 4.

THAT the Guelph Accessibility Advisory Committee’s recommendation to
amend the Terms of Reference of the Accessibility Advisory Committee effective
November 2007 with the changes set out in Schedule “A” (attached), be
approved.

THAT the City of Guelph Accessibility Plan 2007 be approved and submitted to
the Province of Ontario.

THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to execute on behalf of the Corporation
of the City of Guelph an amendment to the Approved Staffing Patterns, hours of
operation in the Land Ambulance Agreement between the City and Royal City
Ambulance Service Ltd.

THAT an adult school crossing guard be posted at the intersection of Stevenson
Street and Balsam Drive to assist children crossing Stevenson Street during
school arrival and dismissal times;

AND THAT the Upper Grand District School Board be requested to restrict
access to the Edward Johnson Public School parking lot during school arrival and
dismissal times;

AND THAT City staff in consultation with the Upper Grand District School
Board investigate options for relocating the existing school bus loading zone on
Stevenson Street in front of Edward Johnson Public School.

All of which is respectfully submitted.
Councillor Maggie Laidlaw, Chair

Emergency Services, Community Services & Operations
Committee



“Guelph

Report:
W CORPORATE SERVICES
€T ST
TO: Emergency Services, Community Services and Operations
Committee
DATE: 2007/03/14

SUBJECT: AMENDMENTS TO ACCESSIBILITY ADVISORY COMMITTEE
TERMS OF REFERENCE

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT Council approves the Guelph Accessibility Advisory Committee's
recommendation to amend the Terms of Reference of the Accessibility
Advisory Committee effective November 2007 with the changes set out in
Schedule “A” (attached).

SUMMARY:

1. Article 2.0; delete “the AAC" definition and replace with: ““the AAC" refers to
The Accessibility Advisory Commitiee”. continues to define the
terminology and eliminates the mention of the establishment of the committee
which is already mentioned in 1.0

Article 4.0 “The Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) shall report to City
Council through the appropriate Standing Committee to Council on a no
less than annual basis...:” Updates the Standing Committee that the AAC is to
report fo and adds a minimum report timeline. This statement reflects the
direction from City Council resolutions of December 18, 2006 “THAT the
Accessibility Advisory Committee report through the appropriate Standing
Committee to Council on a no less than annual basis”
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Article 5.0 *b) a maximum of six (6) members who may not have a disability
which could include” would replace the first bullet and becomes the title of the
remaining bullets. This change reflects City Council resolution of December 18,
2006 “THAT no Councilfor appointment be made to the Accessibility Advisory
Committee”. Prior to this resolution, the AAC had one member of Municipal
Council as a voting member. With the addition of the words “which could
include”, Council members still have the latitude to appoint a Council Member as
a voting member in the future.

“One member (parent) representing children or youth with disabilities
under the age of 19” the addition of the words “or youth” and “under the age of
19" would further define this specific age group and provides the opportunity to
have a committee member who will have a specific understanding of the barriers
experienced by children or youth with a disability. The AAC believe this to be an
under-represented group.

‘Quorum will consist of one half of the membership plus one member AND
of those present, a majority must be persons with a disability” ensures that
people with a disability retain a majority of quorum during all voting opportunities.

“The total length of term for each Guelph AAC member will be up to ten
(10) consecutive years beginning with a period of one year for the first
appointment”. Reflects Council’s new appointment period of Boards,
Committees and Commissions, December 18, 2006. The previous document
just mentioned “The length of term ... will be up to three years as per Council’s
policy.”

The last bullet of 5.0 to be moved to the section titled Staff Support Group and
correct the staff title.

The first paragraph in the section titled Staff Support Group state “It is
recommended that each City Service Area shall appoint a staff person who
will represent their department on the Corporate Accessibility Steering
Committee. The area representative will work within their service area to
identify barriers and recommend solutions. The Administrator of Disability
Services will act as the committee chair.” Reflects the current, and gives
further fatitude fo any future changes to, service areas as the original document
listed specific areas. The change to the title of the Disability Resource
Coordinator to Administrator of Disability Services is updated.

All references to the Guelph Accessibility Guidelines (GAG) to be deleted
and replaced with the “Wellington Accessibility Partnership 2005 Facility
Accessibility Design Manual (FADM)”. Updates the document to be referenced
for the built environment; the Guelph Accessibility Guide has been replaced with
the Facility Accessibility Design Manual.
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BACKGROUND:

Provincially, new legislation in the form of the Accessibility for Ontarians with
Disabilities Act, 2005 (AODA) received Royal Assent on June 13, 2005 and is
now the law, however the provisions of the Ontarians with Disabilities Act, 2001
(OBA) remain in force until the Act is repealed.

Locally, the Terms of Reference were developed in 2001 when the Guelph
Accessibility Advisory Committee was established. During this past six years
changes to titles and processes deemed the document information to be out of
date. The recommended changes will bring the document up to date.

REPORT:

The Accessibility Advisory Committee requests the noted changes to their Terms
of Reference.

The Accessibility Advisory Commitiee approved these recommendations on
February 20, 2007.
Motion:
The amendments to the Accessibility Advisory Committee Terms of Reference
are approved for recommendation to Council with the following addition under
5.0 Membership:

"Quorum will consist of one half of the membership plus one member AND of those
present, a majority must be persons with a disability.”

Motion: Janice Pearce-Faubert 2" Cory Chishoim
Carried

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
The work that the Accessibility Advisory Committee carries out assists the City to
enhance community wellness, Goal 4 of the City of Guelph Strategic Plan.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
There are no financial implications to these recommended changes.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:
The Clerk's office was consulted regarding Council policies and practices
regarding appoiniments to Committees

COMMUNICATIONS:

Once approved these recommendations will be incorporated into the remaining
Terms of Reference which will be posted on the City of Guelph website in the
Accessibility section. This updated document will also be given to current
members of the Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) and to all new AAC
members as part of their committee orientation.
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ATTACHMENTS:

Schedule A

Copy of the original Terms of Reference

Copy of the draft Terms of Reference with recommended text underlined.

Prépared By: ™ LRecommended B/y./

Leanne Warren Lois Payne

Administrator of Disability Services Director of Corporate Services/
519-837-5618 230 City Solicitor

leanne.warren @guelph.ca

“/Approvgﬁ for res@ntation:
Larry Kotse
Chief Administrative Officer
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Schedule A

1. Article 2.0; delete “the AAC” definition and replace with: ““the AAC”
refers to The Accessibility Advisory Commitiee”.

2. Article 4.0; modify the first sentence as follows: “The Accessibility
Advisory Committee (AAC) shall report to City Council through the
appropriate Standing Committee to Council on a no less than annual
basis.”.

3. Article 5.0; delete article and replace with:
5.0 Membership
Voting Members
A maximum of 15 members consisting of:

a) a majority of the members {(minimum of seven (7)) shall be persons
with disabilities. These Commitiee members shall be representative
of gender, ethnicity and different types of visible and invisible
disabilities noted in the "ODA 2001" such as persons with a physical
(visual, speech, hearing, deaf, brain injury, use of a wheelchair or
assistive device); cognitive (intellectual impairments); perceptual
(learning disability) and mental health issues;

b) a maximum of six (6) members who may not have a disability which
could include:

+« One member of Municipal Council;

« One member (parent) representing children or youth with
disabilities under the age of 19; and

+« Four members at large, interested in issues related to persons
with disabilities

Quorum will consist of ane half of the membership plus one member
AND of those present, a majority must be persons with a disability.

The total length of term for each Guelph AAC member will be up to ten
(10) consecutive years beginning with a period of one year for the first
appointment.

The Guelph Accessibility Advisory Committee may form sub-
committees and working groups as may be necessary to address
specific issues. These sub-committees and working groups shall draw
upon members from the Guelph Barrier Free Committees as well as
outside resource members as deemed necessary. The Chair of a sub-
committee and/or working group shall be a voting member of the
Accessibility Advisory Committee,
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Staff Support Group:

The City of Guelph Administrator of Disability Services will act as a City
liaison to the AAC but will not be a voting member.

it is recommended that each City Service Area shall appoint a staff
person who will represent their area on the Corporate Accessibility
Steering Committee. The area representative will work within their
service area to identify barriers and recommend solutions. The
Administrator of Disability Services will act as the committee chair..

4. Ali references to “City of Guelph Accessibility Guidelines (GAG) to be
deleted and replaced with “Wellington Accessibility Partnership 2005
Facility Accessibility Design Manual (FADM)”.
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Current Terms
Terms of Reference

1.0 Preamble:

The Ontarians with Disabilities Act, 2001 {ODA) received Royal Assent on December 14, 2001. The
purpose of the ODA is to improve oppertunities for people with disabilities through identification,
removal and prevention of barriers to participation in the life of the province.

The new legislative requirements set out standards that all municipalities must follow to ensure that
existing barriers for people with disabilities are removed over time and that no new barriers are
created.

Under the ODA, all municipalities must prepare and make public all accessibility plans. Municipalities
with populations over 10,000 must appoint an Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) to help them
prepare the plan.

The contents of this "Terms of Reference” may be modified as the Ontarians with Disabilities act is
adapted and changes are made.

2.0 Definitions:
Within this Terms of Reference the term:

"the organization" refers to The City of Guelph and may refer fo the City's Agencies, Boards and
Commissions. It is intended that the Accessibility Advisory Committee shall advise comprehensively
upon issues for a barrier-free Guelph which may entail forwarding recommendations to the City's
Agencies, Boards and Commissions and/or other outside organizations,

"the ACC" refers to The Accessibllity Advisory Committee appointed by Council on Sept 3, 1002 for
a period of one year.

"barrier” means anything that prevents a person with a disability from fully participating in al!
aspects of society because of his or her disability, including a physical barrier, and architectural
barrier, an information or communication barrier, an attitudinal barrier, a technological barrier, a
policy or practices ("cbstacle");

"disability™ means:

o any degree of physical disability, infirmity, malformation or disfigurernent that is caused by
bodily injury, birth defect or illness and, without limiting the generality of the foregoing,
includes diabetes, mellitus, epitepsy, a brain Injury, any degree of paralysis, amputation,
lack of physical coordination, blindness or visual impediment, deafness or hearing
impediment, muteness or speech impediment, or physical reliance on a guide dog or other
animal or on a wheelchair or other remedlal appliance or device;

a condition of mental impairment;
a condition of a developmental disability;

s @ learning disability, or a dysfunction in one or more of the processes involved in
understanding or using symbels or spoken language;

s a mental disorder; or,
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+« an injury or disability for which benefits were claimed or received under the insurance pfan
established under the Workplace Safety and Insurance Act, 1997; ("handicap").

3.0 Mandate:

In accordance with the Ontarians with Disabilities Act, Chapter 32, Statutes of Ontario, 2002, the
ACC shall advise and assist "the organization: in promoting and facilitating a barrier-free Guelph for
citizens of all abilities (universal accessibility), including persons with disabilities. This aim shall be
achieved through the review of municipal policies, programs and services and the identification,
removal and prevention of barriers faced by person with disabilities.

4.0 Duties:

The Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) shall report to City Council, through the Community
Services Committee. The AAC shall be responsible for the following:

Duties Required by the Ontarians with Disabilities Act (2001)

1. participating in the annual development and/or refinement of "the organization's"
Accessibility Plan(s) which are intended to improve the quality of life for all Guelphites,
including persons with disabllities;

2. advising "the organization” on the implementation, and effectiveness of the City's annual
Accessibility Plan to ensure that it addresses the identification, removal and prevention of
barriers to persons with disabilities in "the organization's” by-laws, and all policies,
programes, practices and services;

3. selecting and reviewing in a timely manner the site plans and drawings for new
developments, described in section 41 of The Planning Act;

4. reviewing and meonitoring existing and proposed procurement policies of "the organization"
for the purpose of providing advice with respect to the accessibility for persons with
disabilities to the goods or services being procured;

5. the committee shall meet each year to review the effectiveness of the plan, and to
assist/advise municipal staff on the preparation and presentation of an annual report to
Council;

6. reviewing access for persons with a disability to building, structures and premises (or parts
thereof) that the City purchases, constructs, significantly renovates, leases or funds for
compliance with the City of Guelph Accessibility Guidelines {GAG).

Other Duties

* reviewing "the organization's" policies and standards and advising "the organization" on
issues and concerns (barriers) faced by persons with disabilities and the means by which
the organizations may work towards the elimination of these barriers;

¢ reviewing and advising "the organization" on universal transportation issues, their policies
and standards, and how to enable barrier-free access for persons with disahilities;

* advising, consulting and reporting findings and recommendations to "the organization" on
matters related to the status of persons with disabilities. The AAC shall be informed on
matters of policy (municipal, provincial or federal gov't and CSA) affecting persons with
disabilities and shall inform "the organization" about the impact of these policies on Guelph;

» annual reviewing and recommending changes to the City of Guelph Accessibility Guidelines
(GAG);
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» coordinating the immediate and ongoing dissemination of information in various formats to
persons with disahilities, etc and to the public at large regarding issues faced by persons
with all types of disabilities and regarding the work undertaken by the AAC; and,

* supporting, encouraging and being an ongoing resource to "the organization," individuals,
agencies and the business community by education and building community awareness
about measures (such as employment accommodations, business accessibility, ete.) for
improving the quality of life for persons with disabilities, through the removal of physical
barriers, incorporation of universal design standards and education to overcome attitudinal
barriers to make Guelph an accessible, livable City for all people.

5.0 Membership
Voting Members
A maximum of 15 members consisting of:

a) a majority of the members (minimum of seven (7)) shall be persons with disabilities. These
Committee members shall be representative of gender, ethnicity and different types of visible and
invisible disabilities noted in the "ODA 2001" such as persons with a physical (visual, speech,
hearing, deaf, brain injury, use of a wheelchair or assistive device); cognitive (intellectual
impairments); perceptual (learning disability) and mental health issues;

* a maximum of six (6) members who may not have a disability

One member of Municipal Council;

One member (parent) representing children with disabilities; and

Four members at large, interested in issues related to persons with disabilities

The City of Guelph Disability Resource Coordinator who will act as a resource to the AAC
but will not be a voting member.

The tength of term for GAAC committee members will be up to three years as per Council's policy,

The Guelph Accessibllity Advisory Committee may form sub-committees and working groups as may
be necessary to address specific issues, These sub-committees and working groups shall draw upon
members from the Guelph-Wellington Barrier Free Committees as well as outside resource members
as deemed necessary. The Chair of a sub-committee and/or working group shall be a voting
member of the Accessibility Advisory Committee.

Staff Support Group:

Staff from the following Departments/Divisions are recommended to sit on the Corporate
Steering Committee: Community Services Group, Environment and Transportation
Group, Purchasing, and Planning. The Disability Resource Coordinator will act as the
committee chair.

Staff from other Departments/Divisions will be appointed by the
Directors/Commissioners to work with the Corporate Steering committee and staff within
their dept/division to identify barriers and recommend solutions. They will include:
Legal, Finance, Community Services, Museum, Traffic Services, Human Resources,
Library, Building/Zoning Division, Economic Development, and Information Services.
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Proposed Terms

Terms of Reference
1.0 Preamble:

The Ontarians with Disabilities Act, 2001 (ODA) received Royal Assent on December 14, 2001. The
purpose of the ODA is to improve opportunities for people with disabilities through identification,
removal and prevention of barriers to participation in the life of the province.

The new legislative requirements set out standards that all municipalities must follow to ensure that
existing barriers for people with disabilities are removed over time and that no new barriers are
created.

Under the ODA, all municipalities must prepare and make public all accessibillty plans, Municipalities
with populations over 10,000 must appoint an Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) to help them
prepare the plan.

The contents of this "Terms of Reference” may be modified as the Ontarians with Disabilities act is
adapted and changes are made.

2.0 Definitions:
Within this Terms of Reference the term:

"the organization" refers to The City of Guelph and may refer to the City's Agencies, Boards and
Commissions, It is intended that the Accessibility Advisory Committee shall advise comprehensively
upon issues for a barrier-free Guelph which may entail foerwarding recommendations to the City's
Agencies, Boards and Commissions and/or other outside organizations.

"the ACC" refers to The Accessibility Advisory Committee appeinted by Counell enSept 310087 for
opered-efene-year:

"harrier™ means anything that prevents a person with a disability from fully participating in all
aspects of society because of his or her disability, including a physical barrier, and architectural
barrier, an information or communication barrier, an attitudinal barrier, a technological barrier, a
policy or practices ("obstacle");

"disability” means:

* any degree of physical disability, infirmity, malformation or disfigurement that is caused by
bodily injury, birth defect or iliness and, without {imiting the generality of the foregoing,
includes diabetes, mellitus, epilepsy, a brain Injury, any degree of paralysis, amputation,
lack of physical coordination, blindness or visual impediment, deafness or hearing
impediment, muteness or speech impediment, or physical reliance on a guide dog or other
animal or on a wheelchair or other remedial appliance or device;

3 condition of mental impairment;

a condition of a developmental disability;
a learning disability, or a dysfunction in one or more of the processes involved in
understanding or using symbols or spoken language;

* g mental disorder; or,
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s an injury or disability for which benefits were claimed or received under the insurance plan
established under the Workplace Safety and Insurance Act, 1997; ("handicap").

3.0 Mandate:

In accordance with the Ontarians with Disabilities Act, Chapter 32, Statutes of Ontario, 2002, the
AAC shall advise and assist "the organization: in promoting and facilitating a barrier-free Guelph for
citizens of all abilities (universal accessibility), including persons with disabilities. This aim shall be
achieved through the review of municipal policies, programs and services and the identification,
removal and prevention of barriers faced by person with disabilities.

4.0 Duties:

The Accessibility Advisory Committee (AAC) shall report to City Council through the appropriate
Standing Committee to Council on_a no |less than annual basis. The AAC shall be responsible for the
following:

Duties Required by the Ontarians with Disabilities Act (2001)

1, participating in the annual development and/or refinement of "the organization's"
Accessihility Plan(s) which are intended to improve the quality of life for all Guelphites,
including persons with disabilities;

2. advising "the organization” on the implementation, and effectiveness of the City's annual
Accessibility Plan to ensure that it addresses the identification, removal and prevention of
barriers to persons with disabilities in "the organization's" by-laws, and all policies,
programs, practices and services;

3. selecting and reviewing in a timely manner the site plans and drawings for new
developments, described in section 41 of The Planning Act;

4. reviewing and monitoring existing and proposed procurement policies of "the organization”
for the purpose of providing advice with respect to the accessibility for persons with
disabilities to the goods or services being procured;

5. the committee shaill meet each year to review the effectiveness of the plan, and to
assist/advise municipal staff on the preparation and presentation of an annual report to
Council;

6. reviewing access for persens with a disability to buildings, structures and premises (or paris
thereof) that the City purchases, constructs, significantly renovates, leases or funds for
compliance with the Wellington Accessibility Partnership 2005 Facility Accessibility Design

Manual (FADM).

Other Duties

s reviewing "the organization's" policies and standards and advising "the organization" on
issues and concerns (barriers) faced by persons with disabilities and the means by which
the organizations may work towards the elimination of these barriers;

= reviewing and advising "the organization" on universal transportation issues, their policies
and standards, and how to enable barrier-free access for persons with disabilities;

+ advising, censulting and reporting findings and recommendations to "the organization" on
matters related to the status of persons with disabilities. The AAC shall be informed on
matters of policy {municipal, provincial or federal gov't and CSA) affecting persons with
disabilities and shall inform "the organization" about the impact of these policies on Guelph;

e annualiy reviewing and recommending changes to the Wellington Accessibility Partnership
2005 Facility Accessibility Design Manual (FADM);

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 11 of 13



» coordinating the immediate and ongoing dissemination of information in various formats to
persons with disabilities, etc and to the public at large regarding issues faced by persons
with all types of disabilities and regarding the work undertaken by the AAC; and,

* supporting, encouraging and being an ongoeing resource to "the organization," individuals,
agencies and the business community by education and building community awareness
about measures (such as employment accommodations, business accessibility, etc.) for
improving the quality of life for persons with disabilities, through the remaval of physical
barriers, incorporation of universal design standards and education to overcome attitudinal
barriers to make Guelph an accessible, livable City for all people.

5.0 Membership
Voting Members
A maximum of 15 members consisting of;

¢) a majority of the members (minimum of seven (7)) shall be persons with disabilities. These
Committee members shall be repraesentative of gender, ethnicity and different types of visible and
invisible disabilities noted in the "ODA 2001" such as persons with a physical (visual, speech, hearing,
deaf, brain injury, use of a wheelchair or assistive device); cognitive (intellectual impalrments);
perceptual {learning disability) and mental health issues;
d) a maximum of six (6} members who may not have a disability which could include:
+  One member of Municipal Council;
=  One member (parent) representing children_or youth with disabilities_under the age of 19;
and

» Four members at large, interested in issues related to persons with disabilities

Quorum will consist of one half of the membership plus one member AND of those present, a
majority must be persons with a disability

The total length of term for each Guelph AAC member will be up o ten (10) consecutive years
beginning with a period of one vear for the first appointment.

The Guelph Accessibility Advisory Committee may form sub-committees and working groups as may
be necessary to address specific issues. These sub-committees and working groups shall draw upon
members from the Guelph-Wellington Barrier Free Committees as well as outside resource members
as deemed necessary. The Chair of a sub-committee and/or working group shall be a voting
member of the Accessibility Advisory Committee.

Staff Support Group:

The City of Guelph Administrator of Disability Services, will act as a City liaison to the AAC but will not be
a voting member.

It is recommended that each City Service Area shall appoint a staff person who will represent their
area on the Corporate Accessibility Steering_ Committee. The area representative will work within
their service area to Identify barriers and recommend solutions. The Administrator of Disability
Services will act as the committee chair.
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“Guelph

Report:
CORPORATE SERVICES
TO: Emergency Services, Community Services & Operations
Committee
DATE: 2007/03/14

SUBJECT: CITY OF GUELPH ACCESSIBILITY PLAN (ONTARIANS WITH
DISABILITIES ACT 2001)

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the City of Guelph Accessibility Plan 2007 be approved and
submitted to the Province of Ontario.

BACKGROUND:

The Ontarians with Disabilities Act 2001 (ODA) was passed to improve
opportunities for people with disabilities through identification, removals and
prevention of barriers to participation in the life of the Province. The ODA
mandates that provincial government, municipal governments, public
transportation providers, schools, colleges, universities and hospitals develop
annual accessibility plans and make them public. Accessibility plans are
intended to address existing barriers to people with disabilities and to prevent
new barriers from being established.

New legislation in the form of the Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act,
2005 (AODA) received Royal Assent on June 13, 2005, but has not yet been
proclaimed. The provisions of the Ontarians with Disabilities Act, 2001 (ODA)
remain in force until the new Act is proclaimed.

REPORT:

The attached document, "City of Guelph 2007 Accessibility Plan", was developed
by the staff ODA Corporate Accessibility Steering Committee (ODA-CASC) with
consultation and input from the City's Accessibility Advisory Commitiee (AAC).
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The document provides a listing/status of the barriers identified by the public
during the ODA-CASC and AAC's Public Open House during 2006. Members of
the ODA — CASC consulted with those in their service area to determine a plan
of action for each item. The 2007 Accessibility Plan also fulfills the City of

Guelph Transit Services obligations to complete an Accessibility Plan under the
QDA.

The ODA-CASC and AAC will be responsible to monitor the progress of the Plan
and to obtain public input to subsequent Plans that are to be submitted yearly.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

The elimination of barriers or development of documents identified in the
Accessibility Plan will assist the City to enhance community wellness, Goal 4 of
the City of Guelph Strategic Plan.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

In cooperation with the ODA Corporate Accessibility Steering Committee and the
Accessibility Advisory Committee, each service area will determine the costs
associated with addressing each barrier under their area of responsibility. In
some cases no cost will be required (i.e. Development of Inclusion Policy in
Recreation). In other cases funds will be identified in general operating and
capital budgets as well as from the City’s Accessibility Reserve.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

The ODA Corporate Accessibility Steering Committee includes a wide
representation of staff and service areas whose task is to oversee the process of
preparing the Accessibility Plan under the direction of the Administrator of
Disability Services.

The Commitiee has also actively consulted with other staff and groups within
each Service Area to ensure their expertise and input has been included in
developing the Plan.

COMMUNICATIONS:

The 2007 Accessibility Plan will be made available to the public through the
following means:

1. A PDF document will be placed on the City’s website;

2. Copies of the plan are available to the public from the City's Community
Services either by pick-up or through mail.
3. Formats such as CD, Braille, audio and disk are available upon request;
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4, Communication of the Plan is provided to the media and the public
through our Corporate Communications Division through media releases
etc.,

B, All general information relating to the Accessibility Plan is posted on the
City's website.

The ODA-CASC will also assist in communicating this Plan with staff in their

department.

ATTACHMENTS:

The recommended 2007 City of Guelph Accessibility Plan.

o7

‘—Ptepared By: (Rdoommended By
Leanne Warren Lois Payne
Administrator of Disability Services Director of Corporate Services/
519-837-5618 City Salicitor

lean ne.warren@}elmfea

Approve/tfl for rese[r)\atlon
Larry Kotseff
Chief Administrative Officer
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Report:

TO: Emergency Services, Community Services and Operations
Committee
DATE: March 14, 2007

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO LAND AMBULANCE SERVICE AGREEMENT

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT the Mayor and Clerk be authorized to execute on behalf of the
Corporation of the City of Guelph an amendment to the Approved Staffing
Patterns, hours of operation in the Land Ambulance Agreement between
the City and Royal City Ambulance Service Ltd.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Guelph is responsible for the delivery of land ambulance services in
the County of Wellington and the City of Guelph. The provision of service is
presently contracted io Royal City Ambulance Service Ltd. untii the end of 2008.

In July of 2006, the City and Royal City Ambulance entered into a new
agreement for service. Included in this agreement is Appendix “A” that outlines
the staffing patterns for each ambulance base and the unit(s) stationed within
them.

It has been identified by staff that an 8am to 4pm ambulance which is stationed
in Guelph is incurring a substantial amount of overtime costs due to required
coverage during peak call times which occur between 4pm and 7pm. This report
has been prepared to recommend a change to the staffing patterns appendix.

REPORT:

The recommended change in hours of operation is two fold, the first is to re-
allocate an eight hour unit into a slot that will more effectively cover the peak call
times; the second is to reduce the amount of overtime incurred by this unit in its
present time slot.

A Great Place to- Call Home-
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The adjustment does not change the overall hours of operation or location of the
ambulances. It only affects one unit that would switch from an 8am - 4pm shift

over to an 11am - 7pm shift. Once implemented, this change would be monitored
to ensure its effectiveness.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:
1. To manage growth in a balanced, sustainable manner
6. To have exemplary management practices

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
Any costs associated with this change would be covered under the current
funding agreement. No extra costs would be incurred by the City or County.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:
Legal Department, Royal City Ambulance Service Ltd

COMMUNICATIONS:
n/a

ATTACHMENTS:
Amendment to the Agreement.

Qfﬁ e

Prepar‘qﬁ By:

Lyle Quan

Deputy Fire Chief — Administration
(519) 824-6590

lyle.quan@guelph.ca

W 7/ /\7”’//
Refompénded By < Approved forPregentation:
Shawn Armstr Larry Kotse
Director of Emjérgency Services Chief Admipistrative Officer

(519) 824-6580
shawn.armstrong@aguelph.ca

A Great Place to-Call Home.
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AMENDING AGREEMENT

This Amending Agreement dated March 1, 2007.

BETWEEN:

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GUELPH
(hereinafter referred to as “the City™)

OF THE FIRST PART
- and -

ROYAL CITY AMBULANCE SERVICE LTD.
(hereinafter referred to as “the Operator™)

OF THE SECOND PART

WHEREAS the City and the Operator (“the parties”) have entered into a Land Ambulance Service
Performance Agreement dated Tuly 17, 2006 (“the Agreement”);

AND WHEREAS the parties wish to amend certain hours set out in the staffing pattern in Appendix A
of the Agreement, relating to the staffing pattern in Guelph;

NOW THEREFORE the parties agree as follows:

1.1

1.2

1.3

Appendix A of the Agreement is hereby replaced with the new Appendix A attached hereto
as Schedule 1.

All other provisions of the Agreement remain unchanged.

This Amending Agreement shall be effective as of March 1, 2007.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties have executed this Amending Agreement by their duly
authorized signing officers.

The Corporation of the City of Guelph:

KAREN FARBRIDGE, MAYOR Date:

LOIS A. GILES, CITY CLERK Date:



Royal City Ambulance Service Ltd.:

Name: Date:
Position;

I have authority to bind the Corporation.



SCHEDULE 1

Appendix A

GUELPH-WELLINGTON APPROVED STAFFING PATTERN

bay Start Finish Days #of Weekly Annual Hours
Vehicles Hours
Guelph
Mon-Fri 1100 Hrs 1900Hrs 5 1 80 4171
Mon-3un 0600 Hrs 0600 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
0700 Hrs 0700 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
0800 Hrs 0800 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
Fergus
Mon-Sun 0700 Hrs 0700 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
Arthur
Mon-Sun 0700 Hrs 0700 Hrs 7 i 336 17520
Mount Forest
Mon-Sun 0800 Hrs 0800 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
Harriston
Mon-Sun 0800 Hrs 0800 Hrs 7 1 336 17520
Mon-Fri 0800 Hrs 1600 Hrs 5 1 80 4171
{(*Drayton)
Total Staffed Hours 130982

*Drayton is staffed part-time, Mon-Fri, 0800-1600 Hrs by moving one of the Harriston Units to the
Drayton Fire Station.
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OPERATIONS

Report:

TO: Emergency Services, Community Services and Operations
Services Committee

DATE: 2007/03/14

SUBJECT: Stevenson Street at Balsam Drive — Traffic Investigation

RECOMMENDATION:

"THAT an adult school crossing guard be posted at the intersection of Stevenson
Sireet and Balsam Drive to assist children crossing Stevenson Street during
school arrival and dismissal times;

AND THAT the Upper Grand District School Board be requested to restrict
access to the Edward Johnson Pubiic School parking lot during school arrival
and dismissal times;

AND THAT City staff in consultation with the Upper Grand District School Board
investigate options for relocating the existing school bus loading zone on
Stevenson Street in front of Edward Johnson Public School.”

BACKGROUND:

Stevenson Street between Speedvale Avenue and Eramosa Road is a 4-lane
roadway with predominantly residential frontage. However, it does include an
elementary public school on its east side, just south of Speedvale Avenue.
Stevenson Street is classified as an arterial roadway with a speed limit of 50
km/h and carries an annual daily traffic volume of 12,000 vehicles per day. For a
diagram of the area, please refer to Appendix A.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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On December 15", 2006, a motor vehicle collision occurred at the intersection of
Stevenson Street and Balsam Drive involving two pedestrians. [nitial information
from the Guelph Police Service suggested that the motorist involved in the
collision was unable to see the southbound traffic signal displays because of the
physical environment i.e. wet surface, position of the sun. Operations staff
quickly conducted a re-enactment of the physical conditions present at the time
of the collision to assess the situation. In the re-enactment, the position and
glare of the sun did make the primary (right-hand side) signal head’s indication
difficult to see, the secondary signal head (left-hand side) remained visible
providing approaching southbound vehicles adequate time to recognize and stop
for the red light. A wet surface exacerbated the situation. While certainly not
desirable, it is noted that the concern with the low morning sun and its position
behind the primary signal head is a seasonal problem that lasts for a short period
each year and is not uncommon on streets with similar orientation to Stevenson
Street.

Upon completion of the re-enactment, staff committed to posting a Crossing
Guard at the crossing as an interim measure while further investigation and
assessment of the crossing occurred.

REPORT:

Staff underiook a number of studies during the months of January and February
2007 during school arrival and dismissal times between the hours of 8:00 a.m. o
9:.00 a.m. and 3:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. when school activity is prevalent on
Stevenson Street. The following summarize staff’'s findings:

Pedestrian Crossing Volumes:

There is an existing Intersection Pedestrian Signal (IPS) located at Balsam Drive
and Stevenson Street in front of Edward Johnson Public School. Studies confirm
that there are a significant number of pedestrians crossing Stevenson Street at
this location. A total of 144 pedestrians (81 school aged children) crossed in the
morning and 153 pedestrians (70 school aged children) crossed in the afternoon.
These high volumes are atfributable to the fact that many parents park on
neighbouring residential streets (Balsam Drive and Pine Drive) and walk their
children across Stevenson Street to / from Edward Johnson Public School.

During staff's observation, conflicts involving motorists and pedestrians were
observed at the intersection. One conflict involved an eastbound left-turn vehicle
on Balsam Drive turning while pedestrians were crossing the north crosswalk and
two incidents were observed involving northbound vehicles on Stevenson Street
turning left onto Balsam Drive during the red signal indication. Staff also
observed vehicles parking illegally within the “No Stopping” zone on Balsam
Drive at Stevenson Street.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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Vehicular Turning Movement Count:

in February 2007, peak hour turning movement counts (to measure the volume
and movement of vehicles and pedestrians) were conducted at the intersection of
Stevenson Street and Balsam Drive during the morning and afternoon periods.

During the morning peak hour, there were a total of 638 vehicles entering the
intersection from all directions and 867 vehicles entering during the afternoon
period. Staff recorded a relatively low number of vehicles exiting Balsam Drive,
19 vehicles during the moming and 20 vehicles during the afternoon.
Observations also found a low volume of northbound left turn movements, 15
vehicles during the morning and 20 vehicles during the afternoon, averaging one
vehicle every three minutes. The majority of traffic (94%) travelling through the
intersection were northbound and southbound through movements.

School Bus Loading Zone:

There is a designated school bus loading zone on the east side of Stevenson
Street in front of Edward Johnson Public Schoal, just north of Balsam Drive.
This school bus loading zone is heavily utilized during both the moming and
afternoon time periods, and schoo! officials confirm there are 10 school buses in
total which serve Edward Johnson Public School. These school buses occupy
the northbound curb lane which reduces the roadway from two lanes to one lane
northbound. This in turn results in northbound motorists making lane changes
while approaching the school crosswalk in order to avoid buses parked in the
northbound curb lane. Staff also observed vehicles parking illegally within the
school bus loading zone to drop off / pick up children from school.

School Parking Lot:

The school’s parking lot is located on the south side of the schooi property, just
south of Balsam Drive. Studies revealed that during the morning period there
were a total of 94 vehicles (73 vehicles inbound and 21 vehicles outbound) using
the parking lot; and a total of 89 vehicles (35 vehicles inbound and 54 vehicles
outbound) observed using the lot during the afternoon.

In relation to this activity, a minor motor vehicle collision was observed during the
morning period at the school driveway. This occurred when a northbound vehicle
that had stopped on Stevenson Street to yield to a vehicle exiting the school
parking lot was rear-ended by a another northbound vehicle. Staff also observed
two incidents of vehicles blocking the sidewalk while waiting to exit out of the
driveway.

Collision Experience:

A total of four reportable collisions occurred at the intersection of Stevenson
Street and Balsam Drive during the past five years. There were three rear-end
collisions involving property damage only (two southbound and one northbound).

A Great Place to-Call Home
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A fourth collision, the one occurring on December 15", 2006, involved two
pedesirians, an adult and 6-year old child, resulting in minor injuries. The
pedestrians were lawfully walking within the signalized crosswalk when they were
struck by a southbound driver who failed to stop for the red signal indication.

The statistics for the last five years indicates the collision frequency at this
location is low.

Conclusion:
As illustrated by staffs’ observations, there is a significant amount of fraffic and

school related activity occurring during school arrival and dismissal times which
compete for drivers’ attention.

In an effort to improve pedestrian safety, staff recommends:

1. Posting on a permanent basis an adult crossing guard at the intersection
of Stevenson Street and Balsam Drive fo assist pedestrians crossing
Stevenson Street during school arrival and dismissal times.

The recent collision involving pedestrians, the conflicts observed and the
visibility issue created by the seasonal position of the sun justify
placement of a crossing guard to better manage the entry of school
children into the crosswalk.

Consultation with the school confirms that there are a very low number of
children who leave the school grounds for lunch and therefaore supervised
crossing assistance is not required during this period. Further, the issues
identified (sun position, buses, parking lot activity) are not present during
this time of the day.

Staff are able to identify approximately $5,000 from approved 2007
Operating Budget to post a crossing guard for the current year but request
pre-approval of this expansion to the 2008 Budget at this time.

2. Restricting access to the school parking lot to school faculty and school
taxis only, during school arrival and dismissal times.

Parents should be encouraged to park on neighbouring streets (e.g.
Balsam Drive and Pine Drive) and walk their children fo school. Similar
measures have been implemented successfully at a number of schools
within the City such as Paisley Road Public School and Westwood Road
Public School. School officials confirmed that notice will be sent to the
students’ parents notifying them that the parking lot will be closed to their
use and to find alternative parking locations within the next few weeks in
order to improve safety in front of the school.

3. In consultation with the Upper Grand School Board, explore the feasibility
of relocating the school bus loading area from in front of Edward Johnson
Public School.

A Great Place to- Call Howe
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Relocating the existing school bus loading zone from Stevenson Street will
serve to eliminate the need for lane changing in the vicinity of the school
crosswalk simplifying the movement of traffic in front of the school.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

To enhance community weliness by supporting the development of vibrant and
safe neighbourhoods while ensuring the accessibility and safety of facilities,
services and programs in Guelph.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:
Staff will be able to identify approximately $5,000 from the approved 2007
Operating Budget to post a crossing guard for the current year.

2008 Operating Budget - $7,500 will be required to maintain a school crossing
guard.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:
N/A

COMMUNICATIONS:

These recommendations were discussed with the Mr. Gord Heasley, Principal of
Edward Johnson Public School along with Mr. Greg Seguin, Manager of
Transportation of the Upper Grand District School Board, and were endorsed.

School officials are aware this matter will be presented to the Emergency
Services, Communitx Services and Operations Services Committee at their
meeting of March 14", 2007.

ATTACHMENTS:
Appendix A —map of subject area

&/epared By: Endorsed By
Joanne M. Starr, A.Sc.T. Bob Chapman

Supervisor, Traffic Investigations
(519) 837-5628, ext. 2810, 224
joanne.starr @guelph.ca

s

ecommended By: )

Derek M@gug an
Director of Opetations

(519) 837-5628, ext. 523
derek.mccaughan@guelph.ca

A Great Place to-Call Home

Manager, Traffic & Parking
(519) 837-5612, ext. 2275
bobh.chapman @guelph.ca

LSy

Approved for P/éseﬁtlon
Larry Kolseff

Chief Administrative Officer
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REPORT OF THE FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION AND CORPORATE SERVICES

COMMITTEE

March 26, 2007

Her Worship the Mayor and
Councillors of the City of Guelph

Your Finance, Administration and Corporate Services Committee beg leave to present
this their SECOND REPORT as recommended at its meeting of March 7, 2007;

CLAUSE 1.

CLAUSE 2.

CLAUSE 3.

CLAUSE 4.

CLAUSE 5.

THAT lottery licences be issued to eligible charitable/non-profit organizations
from the City of Guelph and the County of Wellington only for a one year trial
period, and that staff report at the conclusion of this period to advise of any
impacts to local organizations.

THAT the User Fee By-law attached to this report dated March 7, 2007 be
approved by Council.

THAT the report dated March 7, 2007 with respect to the Civic Administration
Centre Complex Update, be received for information;

AND THAT staff provide monthly reports to the Finance, Administration &
Corporate Services Committee modeled after Attachment #1 of the Civic
Administration Centre Complex Update Report dated March 7, 2007, and include
the following:

o number of change orders
J cost of the change orders
J status of the contingency fund.

AND THAT staff proceed with an open house on the type of uses/activities that
the public would like to see in the Civic Administration Centre Complex civic
square.

AND THAT a Civic Administration Centre Complex donor/fundraising

committee be established.

THAT the report dated March 7, 2007 entitled “Property Tax Deferral for Seniors
and Homeowners on a Fixed Income” be received for information.

THAT the resolutions set out in Schedule “A” with respect to the cost sharing of

renovations at 138 Wyndham St. (former Post Office) be approved

Page No. 2
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CLAUSE 6. THAT the City of Guelph seek to have the Ministry of Health and Long Term

Care (MOHLTC) designate the Elliott Home for the Aged as the City of Guelph’s
Home for the Aged under Homes for the Aged and Rest Homes Act R.S.O. 1990.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

Councillor Karl Wettstein, Chair

Finance, Administration & Corporate Services
Committee
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Report:
CORPORATE SERVICES
TO: Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee
DATE: 2007/03/07

SUBJECT: LOTTERY LICENSING POLICY FOR ELIGIBLE
CHARITABLE/NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATIONS

RECOMMENDATION:

That lottery licences be issued to eligible Guelph based charitable/non
profit organizations only.

BACKGROUND:

In the Province of Ontario, charitable/non-profit organizations that are eligible to
conduct a lottery scheme for the purposes of fundraising, may apply to their local
licensing authorities for a Municipal Lottery Licence, or to the Provincial Licensing
Authority to conduct a lottery scheme where the prize value exceeds $50,000, or
where certain umbrella organizations wish to sell tickets in various municipalities
throughout the province (such as the Heart and Stroke Foundation).

This issuance of both Municipal and Provincial Lottery Licences is governed and
regulated by the Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontaric (AGCO).
Municipalities are responsible for adhering to AGCO rules and regulations and
are subject to quarterly reports and annual audits by the AGCO.

An Order-In-Council provides municipalities with licensing authority for the
following types of fundraising events:
s Bingos with prize boards of up to 83,500,
Media Bingos with prizes up to $3,500;
Break Open (Nevada) tickets,
Raffles (including 50/50 draws) for total prizes of under 350,000 and;

Bazaars which include a combination of wheels of fortune, raffles, and bingo
evernls.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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The AGCO guidelines permit a municipality to attach terms and conditions, in
addition to those established by the Province, provided that they do not conflict
with provincial Terms and Conditions or policies.

In cases where a Provincial Lottery Licence is issued to a charitable or non-profit
organization, the AGCO guidelines require that the organization inform the
municipal licensing authority of the details of the lottery licence. (Example: if the
Ontario Association of Anglers and Hunters is conducting a raffle of trucks, boats, and
outdoor sporting goods, and wishes to sell tickets at the Guelph Sports and Entertainment
Centre during a Sportsman’s Trade Show, then a letter of permission should be obtained
from the City of Guelph’s Clerk’s Office prior to ticket sales being conducted. )

When a charitable/non-profit organization wishes to conduct a lottery scheme
solely within the Municipality, then the organization would need to apply for and
obtain a lottery licence from the local licensing authority, provided the prize is
under $50,000. Typically, groups apply to their own local licensing authority for a
lottery licence.

It is generally not the practice of the City of Guelph to issue licences to non-
Guelph groups for two main reasons. The first reason is a concern regarding the
fundraising threshold within the City of Guelph. By licensing numerous non-
Guelph groups to conduct lottery schemes within the City there is increased
competition for the local fundraising dollars which may affect the local charitable
groups’ ability to raise lottery funds. The second reason to restrict licensing to
Guelph groups is so that the lottery proceeds raised in the community benefit the
citizens from within our community.

There have been exceptions where the City of Guelph has issued lottery licenses
to charitable groups from outside the municipality who wish to conduct lottery
fundraising at venues within the City (Example: 50/50 draws at Guelph Storm
Games). The reasons behind these exceptions were as follows: the first would be
where the organization is based outside the City and the proceeds are designed
to indirectly benefit the citizens of Guelph by funding provincial programmes.
(For Example: Canadian National Institute for the Blind). A second reason has been
where a group from the County of Wellington does not have a venue such as the
Guelph Storm Junior A Hockey games from which to conduct a lottery scheme
(Example: The Rockwood Soccer Club).

Although there is nothing in the current AGCO policy that prevents or prohibits a
local licensing authority from issuing a licence to a charity from outiside the
municipality the AGCO discourages this practice.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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REPORT:

In recent months staff have received requests from Cambridge, Kitchener,
Fergus, Elora and Rockwood groups for a lottery licence to conduct 50/50 raffles
at the Guelph Storm Games and of these groups, two organizations from
Rockwood and Elora have been issued a 50/50 lottery licence from the City of
Guelph. As a result of the numerous requests from non-Guelph groups, the
issuance of licences for non-Guelph groups has been suspended pending the
adoption of a policy on this matter.

The following are alternatives regarding the issuing of lottery licences to eligible
charitable/non-profit organizations:

1. Licences be issued to any charitable/non profit organizations in
Ontario.
2. Licences be issued to Guelph based charitable/non profit

organizations only.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

This report supports strategic direction number 4 to enhance community wellness
and in particular to strengthen our commitment to volunteerism and community
partnerships.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Revenue collected by allowing non-Guelph organizations to conduct lottery
schemes within the organization is minimal and will be offset by staff resources in
monitoring and reviewing reporting.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

Not applicable

COMMUNICATIONS:

Not applicable
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ATTACHMENTS:

1. January 24, 2007 letter received from the Guelph Storm

2. February 9, 2007 letter received from the Rockwood Soc

Mc,

P(F}épared By:

Jennifer Jacobi

Licensing Co-ordinator
519 822-1260 X.2551
jennifer jacobi@guelph.ca

oo { Jiie

Récommended By:  /

Lois Payne

Director of Corporate Services/City Solicitor
519 822-1260 X. 2288
lois.payne@guelph.ca
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Recommended By:

Lois Giles

City Clerk/ Manager of Council
Administrative Services

519 822-1260 X. 2232
lois.giles@guelph.ca
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pprov dfor"FVésen tion:
Larry Kotseff

Chief Administrative Officer
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Wednesday January 24, 2007

ThlS letter is a formal request fromi the Guelph Storm Hockey Club to the
C1ty of Guelph Llcensmg Division that Hespeler and Cambridge Minor
Hockey and Cambrldge Rlngette be. ehglble to obtain a Lottery License to
conduct a 50/50 at Guelph Storm hockey games :

not only these two C1t1es but also between both their Minor Hockey and
Ringette’ orgamzatlonsﬁwe feel that we are m a unique opportumty in which

Thank yoﬁ' fc')'f yb’
questions or concerns pl S€-Ci .
stwigger@guelphstorm.com or 5 31:9 837- 9690 106. I look forward to
hearing from you. . ’

Sincerely,

%/ﬂ/// e 2{!(7-75/

Sarah Twigger
Community Relations Coordinator



Jennifer Jacobi E@EHWE .
Licensing Coordinator U

City Clerk’s Office, City Hall FEB g- 2007

59 Carden Street : .
Guelph, Ontario ciry QLEBK S OFF’CE
N1H 3A1

Dear Jennifer:

It is with great disappointment that I write this letter on behalf of the Rockwood and District
Soccer Club. Disappointment, in that a good fundraising opportunity is being taken away from
our soccer club. Jennifer, as you know we are a relatively small club with very limited
fundraising opportunities. In our small community the businesses that we continually rely on
every year are very generous and supportive, however they are asked over and over again for
donations. When we were given the opportunity to participate in the Guelph Storm 50/50 draw
and program sales we jumped in with both feet. It is a great way to raise funds.

We sold Storm 50/50 tickets and programs. 1 thought our volunteers did a great job on sales.
We brought 135 people to ane Storm game and approximately 60 to a second game. The
majority of people were from the Rockwood area but drove to Guelph to attend the game, as well
as eat, either at the arena or other Guelph restaurants. Everyone had a great evening out.

I understand that this privilege is in jeopardy of being taken away from “outsiders”. We all
reside and play sports in the Township of Guelph/Eramosa. This makes us “outsiders™? Our
club buys soccer equipment and uniforms from Guelph suppliers and manufacturers and also
employs a Guelph resident as a player development coordinator and a coach frainer. So actually
the proceeds from the 50/50 draw will be spent in Guelph.

At this time we would like to ask you to reconsider your freezing of “outside clubs” and give us
the opportunity to participate in the Guelph Storm 50/50 program. We appreciate all that you do
for local sports clubs and we would like to be included. Let us do it for our kids!

Sincerely,

Gary Smith
Past Vice-President
Rockwood Soccer Club

R.R.#3 5438 4" Line
Rockwood, Ontario
NOB 2K0
519-856-4533 (home)
519-822-3771 {work)



Dear Friends,

I had planned on making a submission at your meeting on
March 7, 2007, although I have been forced to rearrange my
calendar due to recent weather conditions. As such I am
going to try to keep this note brief and to the point.
Should you have any questions please feel

free to email me.

My name is Michael Sims, I am the President of The Grand
River Mustangs Girls Hockey Incorporated. We are a not for
profit Center Wellington based Girls Hockey League. I
would like to take this opportunity to address your
committee with regards to our participation in the 50/50
draws at Guelph Storm Hockey Games._

While I understand that you are being tasked with reviewing
the Lottery Licensing Policy for the City, I am asking that
in your deliberations that you please take into
consideration groups such as ours that are also in
Wellington County and participate regularly with other
Guelph Groups in these events.

Our organization was formed in February 2006, with a
mandate to provide House League Girls hockey to girls in
Center Wellington and surrounding towns within Wellington
County. In 2005/06 we had 29 girls participating in our
league and in 2006/07 we had 140 girls in the league.
Plans for 2007/2008 see our league having over 300 players
of ages 4-60 as we also offer womens hockey.

The reason I am here today is that in late November 2006 we
began working with the Guelph Storm to arrange to
participate in the 50/50 Fund raiser and Program Sales at
the Feb 23rd Storm Home game in order to financially assist
our organization.

At that time I spoke with Jennifer Jacobi and received all

documents necessary to file a request for a lottexry license
in early February.

In early February as I prepared the forms for the license T
spoke with Jennifer who then advised that the City was no
longer issuing licenses to groups from outside the city.
Further to that I spoke with Lois Giles who informed me
that the City has had a policy in place, although for some



reason it had not been followed to the letter of the
policy. As such Lois was going to refer this to a
committee for review. As such we are here today.

That being said I understand that Staff had prepared a

report for your committee on the above policy and suggested
one of two approaches:

The following are alternatives regarding the issuing of
lottery licenses to eligible charitable/non-profit
organizations:

I. Licenses be issued to any charitable/non profit
organizations in Ontario.

2. Licenses be issued to Guelph based charitable/non
profit organizations only.

Further to this staff recommendations I would like to offer
additional alternatives and a few suggestions.

To start with I do not see this as an all or nothing
approach as was my interpretation of the staff report.

For Clarification Our organization is only looking to
participate in the Guelph Storm Fund raisers...we are not
looking to run bingo's, lotteries or other events. We are
here addressing one single event..... and no

others. As such a restriction or exemption in your policy
referring to The Guelph Storm Fund raisers would be
acceptable to our organization. We see this as one Hockey
Organization helping out another Hockey Organization.

As such we would welcome, and understand limitations in
your revised policy that would permit staff to either grant
us a license to participate in these Storm 50/50 fund
raising events or to permit staff to grant us a letter of
permission to use a lottery license from our municipality
for the same 50/50 events, and to grant other groups the
same privileges provided that they were from within
Wellington County.

In addition we would also be accepting of a restriction
that would not permit any group from within the county
(excluding City Groups) to receive more than 3 permission
letters or licenses within any calendar year. This would



ensure that no outside group benefits from these events,
and that many groups see these benefits.

Further, It is our belief that while the Guelph Storm
resides in Guelph that they receive support from the
surrounding centers, as many of our players and their
families are season ticket holders and regularly attend
games. The Storm is Wellington County's only OHL Team.

It is also our belief that the Guelph Storm Organization
have demonstrated that they are good corporate citizemns,
and that the Guelph Storm Organization is more than capable
of determining what groups have mandates that are
consistent with the mandate of the Storm The Storm
Organization has demonstrated over the years that it can
manage the requests without outside interference from the
City, although I can see where Lois and her staff would
like some clear direction when addressing groups Ffrom
outside the City and Wellington County. It is my
understanding that groups from Cambridge and Waterloo may
also wish to participate in these events. It is our
submission that they Live in Waterloo Region and are
afforded the same opportunity at a Rangers game, thus no
need to cross county boundaries.

Finally, it is our belief that the City of Guelph and its
sports organizations benefit greatly from the sponsorships
of the Storm, where as teams from other centers n the
county are left to raise funds for team sponsorships within
their communities. We are not asking for a share of the
Storms advertising budget or team sponsorship budget, but
rather to participate in a maximum of three fund raising
events per calendar year. We are confident after speaking
with representatives of the Storm that with over 34
opportunities to participate in these fund raising 50/50
draws per year that there is plenty of opportunity for
Guelph Groups as well as other Wellington County groups to
benefit from these events. We are also not saying to limit
these events to sports groups, but rather to let the Storm
decide what groups are appropriate.

In closing..... I ask that you remember that people from
both Guelph and ocur communities work, play and shop in each
others communities. Our girls hockey club works with your
girls hockey club, cur kids go to school together, and ride
buses together. We all work together and do not



discriminate against sach other based on where we live. The
Guelph Storm as a corperate citizen has managed to work
with all of us as well, regardless of our home towns. We
ask that as you review your policy that you do not take any
actions that create barrier to access for other Wellington
County Groups wishing to participate in Guelph Storm Fund
raising events.

Respectfully,

Michael Sims
President, Mustangs Girls Hockey



“Guelph

FINANCE
TO: Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee
DATE: 2007/03/07

SUBJECT: USER FEE BY-LAW

RECOMMENDATION:

That the User Fee By-law attached to this report dated March 7, 2007 be
approved by City Council.

BACKGROUND:

Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph has the authority to impose fees
and charges pursuant to Part XlI of the Municipal Act, 2001 and Ontario
Regulation 244/02.

This By-law and accompanying schedules are for User Fees and Charges
already approved in the 2007 Budget but not included in any other By-law.

This By-law consolidates fees from several City Departiments into one By-law
and is the result of extensive discussions between staff.

COMMUNICATIONS:

Notice of consideration of these User Fees and Charges was given prior to the
2007 Budget approval in accordance with the Notice By-law (2003) - 17290.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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ATTACHMENTS:
By-law Number (2007) -

7
repared
ari
Manager of Taxation and Revenue
519 822 1260 ext. 2383
marco.farinha@guelph.ca

ZDMQW/(

Recommended B

David A. Kennedy,
Director of Financ

519 822 1260 ext 2587
David.kennedy @guelph.ca

Larry Kotseﬁ
Chief Administrative Officer
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GUELPH
By-law Number (2007) -

A By-law to impose user fees or
charges for services or activities
relating to Community Services,
Corporate  Services, Community
Design & Development Services,
Finance, Operations, and to adopt
Municipal Code Amendment# 397
which adds a new Chapter## 303
entitled “User Fees”, to the City of
Guelph Municipal Code.

WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph has pursuant to Section
391 of the Municipal Act, 2001 the authority to pass by-laws imposing fees or charges;

AND WHEREAS notice of the consideration of these new and/or amended fees and

charges was given prior to 2007 Budget approval in accordance with the Notice By-law
(2003)-17290.

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY
OF GUELPH ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

L.

!\J

The accompanying Schedules 1 to 5 set out the fees and charges of the
Corporation of the City of Guelph for the activities and services enumerated
therein and form part of this By Law

Except where otherwise indicated, the fees or charges as indicated in this By-law
do not include the applicable taxes, which will be added to the fee or charge.
Unless otherwise stated any fees or charges set out in this By-law which are not
paid when due are subject to a monthly interest fee. The interest fee shall be
calculated in accordance with City policy at 1.25% per month (15% per annum)
and will be added to the outstanding amount on the first day of each month, as is
the policy of the City.

Unless otherwise stated, all fees or charges set out in this By-law shall be non-
refundable.

Payment of any fee or charge in this By-law shall be in Canadian currency.

In the event of a conflict between Sections 2-5 of this By-law and any Schedule
hereto, the Schedule shall take precedence.

The fees and charges set out in this By Law are effective January 1%, 2007.

This By-law is hereby adopted as Municipal Code Amendment # 397, which adds
Chapter #303, entitled “User Fees” to the City of Guelph Municipal Code.



PASSED THIS SECOND DAY of APRIL , 2007,

K. FARBRIDGE - MAYOR

LOIS A. GILES - CITY CLERK



Schedule 1
City of Guelph ByLaw Number (2007)-
Community Services

AQUATICS AND ACTIVE LIVING

General Rates

Family Pass - Yearly (includes unlimited swim/skatefamusement rides/splash pads)
Daily Exercise & Swim Pass (Daytime) Pay-As-You-Go Adult 18+

Daily Exercise Room Pass (Daytime) Pay-As-You-Go Adult 18+

Basic Pass

Basic Pass Adult - 3 month (Exercise Room and Sauna Only)

Basic Pass Senicr - 3 month (Exercise Room and Sauna Only}
Basic Pass Adult - 6§ month (Exercise Room and Sauna Only}

Basic Pass Aduit Senior - B month (Exercise Room and Sauna Only}
Basic Pass Aduli - 1 year (Exercise Room and Sauna Only}

Basic Pass Senior - 1 year {(Exercise Room and Sauna Only)

Active Living Pass

Active Pass Adult - 3 month (Exercise Room, Sauna and Pool}
Active Pass Senior - 3 month (Exercise Room, Sauna and Pool)
Active Pass Adulf - 6 month (Exercise Room, Sauna and Pool)
Active Pass Senior - 8 month (Exercise Room, Sauna and Pool}
Actlive Pass Adult - 1 year (Exercise Room, Sauna and Pool}
Active Pass Senior - 1 year (Exercise, Sauna and Poot)

Active Living Plus

Plus Pass Adult - 3 month (Exercise Room, sauna, pool and fitness classes)
Plus Pass Senior - 3 month {(Exercise Room, sauna, pool and fitness classes
Plus Pass Adult - 6 month (Exercise Room, sauna, pool and fitness classes)
Plus Pass Senior - 6 month {Exercise Room, sauna, pool and fitness classes)
Plus Pass Adult - 1 year {(Exercise Room, sauna, pool and fitness classes)
Plus Pass Senior - 1 year

Personal Training

Fitness Assessment - Pass holder (1 hour fitness assessment)

Fitness Assessment - Non-Pass Holder (1 hour fitness assessment}

Personal Training - Pass Holder ({1 hour session with personal trainer)

Personal Training - Non-Pass Holder {1 hour session with personal trainer)

Personal Fitness Starter Package (2 - ane hour training sessions with personal trainer}
Personal Training Package (3 hours of persanal fraining)

Keep Fit Package {5 hours of personal training)

Semi-Private workout Package (1 hour of personal training with a friend)

Active Living Program

{Fees for non-pass holders, classes included in Active Living Plus Pass
Core Body (60 minute class) VRRC
Core Body (60 minute class) WECC
Stability Ball

Body with Attitude

Circuit

Kardio Box

Walk, Tone and Stretch

Muscles In Motion

Absaolutely Abs

Pre and Post Natal Exercise
Mind/Body Fusion

Baby and You

Walk and Rolt Stroller

Diaper Fit

Aqua Jogging VRRC

Agua Jogging Centennial

Yoga on the Ball

Wise Way to a Healthy Back

514.06
8.32
4.9

114.40

91.52
183.04
146.43
29745
237.85

125.84
100.67
205.91
167.74
347.02
277.61

148.72
118.98
251.68
201.34
448.17
356.94

48.11
57.19
33.36
42.90
103,02
90.93
151.56
60.57

43.73
46.97
46.97
46.97
43.73
51.00
51.00
51.00
43.73
80.90
51.00
51.00
51.00
52.43
34.09
34.09
80.90
80.90



2007

50+ Seniors Yoga 94.00
Pilates Beginner 88.20
Pilates Level Beyend Beginner 84.95
Weights for Ladies 43.73
Tone Up for Men Only 43.73
Cardio Salsa 131.63
Tai Chi 96.95
Youth/Teen (13 to 18 years of age inclusive)

Woodworking for Kids - Delhi Community Centre 968.00
Junior Woodwaorkers for Holiday Workshop - Delhi Community Centre 15.00
Basketball 71.00
Intro to Drawing - West End Community Centre 80.00
Friday Friends - Orop In 5.00
Learn to Skate - Winter - West End Community Centre 72.00
L.earn to Skate - Fall - West End Community Centre 80.00
Sewing for Teens - Evergreen Senior Centre 55.00
Quilting for Kids - Evergreen Senior Centre 55.00
Dance Program - Ballet - West End Community Centre 49.60
Dance Program - Tap- mania - West End Community Centre 49,80
Dance Program - Jazz-apalooza - West End Community Centre 49.60
Dance Program - Hip Hop Dance - Evergreen Senior Centre 55.00
Explorations in Clay - Delhi Community Centre 90.00
Kids, Clay and Curiosity - Dethi Community Centre 80.00
Kids, Clay and You Too! Holiday Workshop (price for child & parent) 40.00
Chess for Kids - West End Community Cenire 110.00
March Break Camp - West End Community Centre* {Per Day) 30.00
March Break Swim Camp - Victoria Road Recreation Centre 2580
Mini-tennis Lessons - April - Royal City Tennis Club 128.00
Mini-Tennis Lessons - May to August (St. George's, Exhibition or Margaret Greene} 66.00
Youth Tennis Lessons - April - Royat City Tennis Club 128.00
Youth Tennis Lessons - May-August {St. George's, Exhibition or Margaret Greene) 66.00
Wheslchair Basketball 2.00
Open Gym Time 5.00
Child ( 3 to 12 years of age inclusive)

Terrific Tuesdays - West End Community Centre 63.00
Childcare - West End Community Centre (1 mth - 6 years old) $4.50 for 2nd child 5.00
Creative Kids- West End Community Centre 63.00
Creative Kids - Delhi Community Centre 63.00
Make Believe Afternoons - West End Community Centre 94.50
Maka Believe Adventures - Dethi Community Centre 94.50
Junior Woodworkers - Delhi Community Centre 30.00
Junior Woodworkers Holiday Workshop - Delhi Community Centre 15.00
Qoey Gooey Fun & Learning - West End Community Centre (10 weeks to & waeks) 49.50
Kid Fit - West End Community Centre 106.00
Kid Fit Parent/Tot - West End Community Centre 106.00
Peanut Club - West End Community Centre 83.00
Dance Program - Kids in Motion | - Delhi Community Centre 54.50
Dance Program - Kids in Motion il - Delhi Community Centre 54.50
Dance Program - Hip Hop Dance - Evergreen Senior Centre 55.00
Preschool Drop In - Delhi Community Centre (36 per family max) 2.50
Friday Friends- Dethi Community Centre 5.00
Razza Ma Tazz Dance Class - West End Community Centre 59.50
Hula Dancing - West End Community Centre 55.00
Tae Kwon Do 86.00
North Pole Connection ( $5.00 for long distance) 2.50
Music & Movement 63.00
Wonderful Wednesday 72.00
Artistic Discoveries 73.50
Kid Fit - Parent & Tot 106.00

Adult (19 to 55 years of age inclusive)
Pottery Adult Handbuilding - Dethi Community Centre 145.00
Pottery Adult an Whesl - Delhi Community Centre 145.00



Badminten - Evergreen Senior Centre

Volleyball - Coed Recreational - West End Community Centre

Volleybzll - Coed Recreational - Summer - West End Community Centre
Latin and Swing Dance - Beginner - West End Community Centre

Latin and Swing Dance - Level Il - West End Community Cenire

Pottery - Open Studio - Delhi Community Centre

Adult Tennis Lessons - April - Royal CityTennis Courts

Adult tennis Lessan - May to August - St. George's, Exhibition or Margaret Greene

Signing With Babies

Summer Camp (Child, Youth/Teen)

Kiddie Camp - West End Community Centre
Kiddie Camp - West End Community Centre
Sports Unlimited - West End Community Centre
Sports Unlimited - West End Community Centre
Daily Discoveries - West End Community Centre
Daily Discoverigs - West End Community Centre
Teen Adventure - Delhi Community Centre

Teen Adventure - Delhi Community Centre
Wilderness Adventure - Barber Scout Camp
Wilderness Adventure - Barber Scout Camp
Swim Camp - Victoria Road Recreation Centre
Swim Camp - Victoria Road Recreation Centre
Passion for Fashion - Belhi Community Centre
Leader in Training | - Delhi Community Centre
Leader in Training Il - Delhi Community Centre
Leader Apprentice - Delhi Community Centre
Leadership Development - Delhi Cammunity Centre
Extended Hours ($1.60 per day) OR

Summer Theatre School

Pool Programs { All Aquatic Programs fees are based on 9 weeks)
Starfish (formerly Aqua Tots 1)

Duck (formerly Aqua Tot 2)

Sea Turtle 1({formerly Tiny Tots}

Sea Turtle 2 (formerly Preschool AquaQuest 1)
Salamander (Formerly Preschool AguaQuest 2)
Sunfish {(Formerly Preschool AquaQuest 3)
Crocodile {Formerly Preschool AguaQiest 4)

Whale (Formerly Preschool AquaQuest 5}

Swim Kids 1 (Formerly AquaQuest 1/2)

Swim Kids 2 (Formerly AquaQuest 3)

Swim Kids 3 (Farmerly AquaQuest 4}

Swim Kids 4 (Formerly AquaQuest 5)

Swim Kids 5 {(Formerly AquaQuest B)

Swim Kids 6 {(Formerly AquaQuest 7)

Swim Kids 7 {Formerly AquaQuest 8)

Swim Kids 8 {Formerly AquaQuest 9/10)

Swim Kids 9 (Formerly AquaQuest 11)

Swim Kids 10 {Formerly AquaQuest 12}

Teen

Adult

Family A (Formerly Family 1) (Levels Sea Turtle 2, Salamander, Sunfish)
Family B (Formerly Family 2) (Levels Swim Kids 1-4)
Family C {Formerly Family 2} (Levels Swim Kids 5 - 6)
Advanced Family (Levels Swim Kids 7 - 10)

Private (One to one instruction)

H30 (Three to one ratio)

Swim Patrol

Bronze Star

Diving

Intro to Synchro

Youth Masters

Underwater Hockey

Junior Lifeguard

2007
50.00
75.70
75.70
90.00
90.00
15.00

140.00
988.00
55.00

125.00
100.00
132.00
105.60
132.00
106.60
140.00
112.00
135.00
108.00
138.00
110.00
132.00
125.00
125.00
125.00
125.00

8.00
450.00

51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
51.00
55.75
55.75
62.50
62.50
62.50
62.50
62.50
60.85
55.75
55.75
55.75
62.50
138.50
8795
62.50
7495
62.50
62.50
62.50
62,50
62.50



| Lave Waterpolo

Stroke Correction

Bronze Medallion

Bronze Cross

Red Cross Assistant Water Safety Instructors (formerly Red Cross Leaders)
Volunteer Seminar
MNational Lifeguard

RC Instructars

1S3 Instructors
Semi-Private Lesson
Special Needs Private

1 Time Private (30 minutes) {Testing for level only)
AST

NLS Recert

RC Instructor Recert
First Aid

First Ald Recert

BOAT

BOAT Exam Challenge
First Aid Instructors
Advanced Inst/Examiners
Drop in Lessons - Youth
Drop in Lessons - Adult

Seniors Recreation Programs/Courses {Member/Non-Member)
-Unless otherwise stated an extra fee of $6.00 applies to non-member programs
Ballroom and Latin Dance

Clogging

Indoor Soccer

Movement Improvement

Pilates

Qi Gong (Chi Kung)

Strength Training - Advanced/Intermediate/Beginner
Strength Training - On the Ball

Tai Chi - Beginners, Intermediate, Advanced
Tennis Lessons for Seniors

Total Body Workout

Yoga - All Levels

Yaga Beginner Continuing

Yoga on the Ball

Computer - Genealogy on the Net
Computer Maintenance

Computer Mentoring

Computers - Refresher

Computers- Introduction to Internet
Computers- Crash Course

Computers- Spreadsheets - Ali Levels
Computers- Getting Started - All Levels
Creating Word Documents

Downloading 101

Email Basics

How Secure Are You

Windows Basics

Bridge 1 - Diamond Series

Bridge 2 - Hearts Series

55 - Alive

Chess

Making Herbal Oils and Bath Balms
Better Sleep

Income Tax

Learn Spanish - Beginner

Learn Spanish - Intermediate
Organizing a Move & Clearing up Clutter
Non-Member

Peer Learning (Members)

2007
66.30
30.00

110.00
110.00
118.87
28.00
168.22
115.00
115.00
195.00
89.75
19.40
93.46
65.42
60.75
93.46
43,33
51.40
28.04
158.88
46.73
3.00
6.00

84.66
74.77
20.20
63.55
56.00
60.75
60.75
62.62
682,62
85.60
78.51
74.77
85.00
65.00
47.66
65.51

3.00
35.78
97.85
35.78
46.73
57.94
35.78
35.78
45.18
29.20
38.60
58.50
58.50
48.60
52.70
20.20
52.70

4.87
46.73
46.73

4.67

6.54
14.02



Self-Hypnosis (Members)

Emergency First Aid (Member}

Bunka Artistry (Members)

Drawing Portraits (Members)

Water Colour - Level | {Members)

Paper Art (Member}

Photography (Member)

Beading Basics (Member)

Acylic Painting (Member)

Celebrity Chef Comes to Evergreen (Members)
Non-Members

Emergency Planning (Member)

Non-Member

Pandemic - What You Should Know (Member}
Non-Member

Staying Healthy on Medication (Members)
Non-Members

Choosing a Long Term Care Facility (Members)
Non-Members

ArmChair Travelling (Members)

Non-Members

Choosing Your Travel (Members)
Non-Members

Can | Retire Now? {Members}

Non-Members

Solving Your Retirement Puzzle (Members)
Non-Members

Rainy Day Spending {(Members)

Non-Members

Keep Revenue Canada out of your Will {Members)
Non-Members

Road to Long Term Care (Members)
Non-Members

Startegies to Protecting Your Investment (Members}
Non-Members

Public Swimming (Victor Davis, WERC, Centennial & Lyons Pools)

Youth

Seniors (55 plus)

Adults

Family (maximum 6 including 1 adult)

Parent and Tot swims (Adult) Daytime Leisure Swim M-F)

Tots - under 3 years old {(when accompanied by a paying adult)

Book of 10 Tickets:
Youth
Senior
Adults

Book of 40 Tickets:
Youth

Seniors

Aduits

Aquafit - Adult - 1 visit
Aquafit - Adult - 10 visits
Aqguafit - Senior - 1 visit
Aquafit - Senior - 10 visits
Arthritis/Rehab - 1 visit
Arthritis/Rehab - 10 visits
3 month Rehab Pass

FPOOL RENTALS - Per hour rates

(Note - Rental Rates do not include mandatory City supervision)

Supervisor {per hour) {(Mandatory)
Instructor  {per hour})

2007
24.50
66.80
39.63
7477
B0.38
10.80
43.30
49.88
77.14

9.35
12.15
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
5.00
7.00
4,67
6.54
4,67
6.54
4,67
G.54

2.10
2.55
3.21
8.32
240

N/C

18.90
22,71
28.60

71.40
85.80
108.04
4.9
4416
3.06
35.33
3.96
35.33
100.00

15.75
14.20



Lifeguard  (per hour){Mandatory}

Victoria Road Recreation Center:
50 meter pool

25 meter poo!

Teaching Pool/Baby Pool

Special Rates for Schools & Youth Groups
50 meter pool at VRRC
25 meter pool at VRRC
Teaching Pool at VRRC

Lyon Leisure Pool
Leisure Pool

West End Community Centre:

Pool complex - Lap, Leisure & Therapy pool

Lap or Leisure Pool

Leisure Pool only

Therapy Pool

Subsidized Rates for schools and youth groups
Pool complex - Lap,Leisure & Therapy pool
Leisure FPool only

Lap Pool only

Therapy Pool

Centennial Pool:
Pool
Pool - School Group/Approved Youth Group

Meeting Rooms and Halls - Per Hour Rates

West End Community Centre

Community Room #2 Capacity - 60 people

Lions Lair Room #3 Capacity - 60 people

Gym Capacity - 600 people

Kitchen

Lounge

Patio

Upstairs Viewing

Room set up fee (upon request)

Clean up fee (if clean up required is beyond normal considerations)

Victoria Road Recreation Center (No kitchen facilities available)
Training/Conference Room Capacity - 75 people

Sectional Rooms Capacity - 30 people

Security

Exhibition Park Arena
Rental Capacity - 110 people
Security

Delhi Street Recreation Center

Room 2 Capacity - 60 people

Room 4 Capacity - 60 people

China Room Capacity - 15 people

Set up Fee (upon request)

Clean up Fee(if cleanup is required beyend normal conditions)
Security {if needed) per hour

Evergreen Seniors Center

Auditorium - used as gym for sports aclivity

Auditorium - used as an auditorium (recital, theatre, wedding)

Room 1 {Computer Room-minimum 2 hours rental, includes use of computer equipment)
Room 2

79.71

113.18
79.71
79.71
35.35

59.43
41.85
41.85
18.56

79.71
41.85

28.76
28.76
36.27
10.00
27.46
16.70
36.27
30.00
30.00

31.50
15.75
12.26

24.77
12.26

21.50
21.50
20.00
30.00
30.00
13.00

36.00
50.00
37.00
25.00



2007

Room 3 28.00
Rcom 4 32.00
Boardroom 28.00
Lounge 25.00
Dining Room 28.00
Health Room 18.00
Licensed Events at Evergreen Seniors Centre (Minimum rental of 3 hours)

Auditorium per hour rental 75.00
Rooms 2, 3 per hour rental 47.00
Room 4 per hour rental 55.00
Security per hour rental 13.00

Arena Programs {(WERC & VRRC)

Public lce Skating/Admissions

Children & Youth to 18 years 2.50
Adult 3.30
Family 8.96
Seniors 2.64
Seniors Ice Skating 0.94
Tiny Tot Skating (per adult) 1.00
Book of 10 tickets:

Children & Youth to 18 years 21.00
Adult 29.72
Family Pass 1 year (2 adults/3 youth) 514.08
Seniors 23.87
SWITCH Skatepark 2.00
Exhibition Skatepark 3.00
SWITCH Adventure - Beginner 100.00
SWITCH Adventure - intermediate 120.00

Arenas - per hour rates
Basic lce Rental {per hour includes 10 minule ice re-surfacing}:

Prime Time - after 4 pm (September 1 to April 15} 184.12
Non prime-time {group rate, Mon-Fri, Bam to 4pm) {September 1 to April 15) 96.64
Non prime-time (single skater rate, max 4 people, Mon-Fri 8am-4pm,Sept 1-April15, per

person/hour) 17.22
Non prime-time (single skater rate, to a max 4 people after 4) 96.64
Youth Rate (Approved Youth Group} - (September 1 to April 15) 96.66
Summer season (for all users and at all times) 184.12
Extra dressing rooms - in addition to 2 provided with rental (per game} 10.50
Shinny Hockey (M-W,F) 5.25
School Groups - during school hours Bam - 4pm: -
Ice and dressing room: up to 49 skaters 61.23
lce and dressing room: 50 plus skaters 80.25
Arenas - per hour rates

Supervision, labour and other services extra if required (skate patrols) 8.19

Arena floor per hour summer rate: -
Adult - April 16 to August 31 85.95

Youth Rate (Approved Youth Group) - April 16 to August 31 4513
Special Events (8:00 am to midnight)(All rentals must enter into a contract) 2,945.96
Additional services and labour at cost (if setup is required)

Commercial {minimum 8 hour rental) (Rate per 8 hour rental) 1,546.62
Commercial {hourly rate applicable for time in excess of 8 hour rental) 184.12

Guelph Sports & Entertainment Centre

Basic Ice Rental {per hour includes 10 minute ice re-surfacing):

Prime Time - after 4 pm (September 1 to April 15) 230.00
Non prime-time (group rate, Mon-Fri, 8am to 4pm) (September 1 to April 15) 135.00
Youth Rate (Approved Youth Group) - (September 1 to April 15) 120.75



2007
Summer season (for all users and at all times) 184 .12

-Effective Spring 2007 {April 16) the groups will pay the same rate as all other City facilities.

Rental Fees

Building rent for events 4,200.00
Glass Removal / Install 1,000.00
Floor Removal / Install 1,000.00
Stage 2,500.00
Forklift with operator ( per hour) 55.00
Post Event clean up (per show) 750.00

-For Chair Rental, Skyjack or Electrician at your cost by 3rd party

Fee Schedule 2006 - 2007 Season

Single Game Rental - For Guelph Storm Hockey Game
Suite Rentals

B viewing seats 495.00
9 - 11 viewing seats 495,00
12 viewIng seats 495.00
28 viewing seats - includes 20 games tickets 450.00
54 viewing seats - includes 40 games tickets 450.00

-NOT INCLUDING TICKETS FOR GAME OR HOSTESS

-Suite Rental available for part of season - Calculation is 1 year rate / # of games X # of
games left for season
Annual Suite License Fees

3 Year Term

8 viewing seats 15,500.00
9 viewing seats 16,500.00
10 viewing seats 17,500.00
11 viewing seats 18,500.00
12 viewing seats 18,500.00
18 viewing seats 25,500.00
5 year term

8 viewing seats 13,500.00
9 viewing seats 14,500.00
10 viewing seats 15,500.00
11 viewing seats 16,500.00
12 viewing seats 17.500.00
18 viewing seats 23,500.00
10 year term

B viewing seats 11,500.00
9 viewing seats 12,500.00
10 viewing seats 13,500.00
11 viewing seats 14,500.00
12 viewing seats 15,500.00
18 viewing seats 21,500.00

Annual Club Seat License Fee per Seat
1 year term 200.00

Annual VIP Seat License Fee per Seat excludes tickets unless stated
i year term 400.00

Suite Level Prices for 2006-07 Season

Hostess Service

Shared Hostess (per event) 17.00
Private Hostess {per event) 68.00

River Run Centre Base Rentzl Rates

Main Stage (B hour rental) 1,000.00
Co-Operators Hall (8 hour rentat) 350.00
Canada Company Hall (B hour rental} 1,200.00

Community Rates (applicable to locally based not for profit organizations 800.00



Main Stage (8 hour rental}

Co-Operators Hall {8 hour rental}

Canada Company Hall (8 hour rental)

Special Rates {applicable to bena fide charities)

Main Stage (8 hour rental)

Co-Operators Hall (8 hour rental)

Canada Company Hall (8 hour rental}

House Technician (per hour per technician 12 hours maximum, four hour minimum)
House Technician (per hour per technician after 12 hours no maximumy)

Box Office (handling charges per ticket)

House Manager (per hour per house manager)

Capital Reserve Fund (per ticket on tickets of $10.00 or more)

Front House & Backstage Services -per hour for non performing non related art events
Main Stage { per event}

Co-operators Hall (per event)

Catering Service Charge (per person to a maximum of $300.00)

SOCAN (Society of Composers & Authors & Music Publishers) 3% of gross ticket sales

Community Guide Advertising per session
Full Page Ad

1/2 Page Ad

1/3 Page Ad

1/4 Page Ad

1/8 Page Ad

Inside Front or Back Covers

QOutside Back Cover

City of Guelph Department Cost - per page

Transit Fares

Adult tickets (10 tickets)

Student and Senior tickets (10 tickets)

Cash fare

Adult Monthly Pass

Student and Senior Passes

Day Passes

University Pass ( not including the late night service)

Notes on Transit Fares:

1) GST is not included in the above fees

2) Payment is by cash or cheque and is due at time of purchase

3) Cash fare must be exact, no change is given,

4) Transfers are valid 1 bour from time of issue

5) Fees are not refundable

6) Fees and passes are applicable to regular and late night service.

7y Adult ~ means any person not defined as a student, senior or child
8) Student — means any person enralled in school from kindergarten to Grade 2.
9)  Senior - means any person 65 years of age or older

10) Child — means any pre-schooler (ride FREE)

Notes on River Run Fees:
) For all ticketed shows, base reat is as above ar 12% of gross ticket sales, whichever is greater.
2) A deposit of 50% of the base rent must be made at time of booking.

Deposits are not refundable and the balance is due prior to the start of the event.

3} A Non Profit organization is one so registered with the Canada Customs and Revenue Agency.

Locally based means the Organization's main place of business is lecated in Guelph,

4) A Charitable Organization is one so registered with the Canada Customs and Revenue Agency.

5) All fees are subject to applicable Taxes.
G) Payments must be by cheque, cash, credit or debit card.

2007
1,200.00
350.00
1,000.00
800.00
800.00
300.00
800.00
36.00
54.00
1.00
15.00
1.00
25.00
250.00
150.00
1.00

1,020.56
569.16
397.43
304.21
171.73

1,358.11

1,530.84
250.00

17.00
13.60

2.00
58.00
52.00

6.50
51.72



Schedule 1
City of Guelph By-law Number (2007)-
Community Services

Rates and Fees

POLICY:

The City of Guelph shall charge fees for the use of Parks, Recreation and Culture facilities and
equipment. Fees shall be approved by Council on a yearly basis. The City reserves the right to
cancel or not provide programs in which case a full refund of fees paid is applicable, The Leisure
Guide should be consulted for detailed program descriptions.

DEFINITIONS:

Non-Profit Organization means a not-for-profit group or organization registered with the
Canada Customs and Revenue Agency, whose membership 1is not restricted and consist of
residents from the City of Guelph.

Youth Group means an approved youth group of which 80% of members reside in Guelph and
where membership is open to all City of Guelph youth.

School Groups will be recognized Monday to Friday only during the school year September to
June. A school group means students accompanied by teaching staff or participating in a
recognized school program.

Resident means a person who resides or owns property in Guelph.

Payment can be made by cheque, cash, debit, credit card or bank draft. Payment for programs
and permits is due upon registration and application respectively, market fees are due on market
day, catering fees are due at the time of placing the order, rental fees and associated costs are due
as per the contract and all other fees are due at time of purchase.

Refunds and Service Rentals
Security will be provided by the City of Guelph and is required for any alcohol licensed event.
All additional cost will be charged to the rentee.

Age:

Infants/Tots/Tiny Tots Under the age of 3

Child 3 to 12 years of age inclusive

Youth/Teen 13 to 18 years of age inclusive

Adult 19 to 54 years of age inclusive

Senior 55 years of age or older

Family Children under the age of 19 and a maximum of two

Adults who reside in the same household



Schedule 1
City of Guelph By-law Number (2007)-
Community Services

Rates and Fees (Cont’d)

Program Refunds

1.

A full refund will be issued for all courses cancelled by the Community Services
Group. A class cancelled due to insufficient enrolment may be transferred, free of
charge, to another program — subject to availability

Requests for refunds or credits based on withdrawal must be received five (5)
business days prior to program commencement.

Except for refunds given in accordance with item #1, all refunds are subject to a
$10.00 administration charge calculated per person, per program.

If you would like to avoid the administration charge, the Community Services
Group will credit the eligible amount to your Community Services account. This
credit may be used when registering for another course offered by the
Community Services Group within one (1) year.

Prorated refunds will be issued for medical reasons only with a doctor’s
certificate, providing notification is received no later than halfway through the
program, providing certificate is brought in prior to the end of the program Credits
only will be issued for one (1) day courses and workshops.

No refunds will be issued for Seniors’ day trips.



Schedule 1

City of Guelph By-law Number (2007)-

Community Services

Rates and Fees (Cont’d)
CONDITIONS/POLICIES OF RENTAL FOR FACILITIES

1 Single event reservations shall be paid in advance.

Year-round/seasonal reservations: Approved organizations with year-round or seasonal
programs in the City facilities shall pay on the last day of the previous month for the following
2 months bookings.

Failure to fulfill these conditions could result in loss of rental, interest charges and/or the invoice
being sent for collection.

3 Cancetllation of reservation: (see below for ice)
All rentees can cancel five business days in advance of their time booked.
A 100% refund will be given to groups who have cancelled with five business days advanced
notice. Rentees with less then five business days notice will receive a credit on account less a
cancellation fee of 10% or minimum $10.00. Credit to he used in one year from date of
cancellation,

The Gity of Guelph will not be held responsible for any failure to provide facilities due to
Circumstances beyond its control.

The only time facility bookings are cancelled is when the City of Guelph closes a building or
an outdoor facility, A credit or refund will be given.

4 Cancellation of Ice reservation:
Approved youth groups can cancel 10% of their regular bookings during playoffs.
All groups can cancel ten business days in advance of their time booked. A 100% refund will be
given to groups who have cancelled within 10 business days in advance. Groups with less than
10 days notice will be refunded 50% of their rate.

The City can cancel bookings 48 hours in advance.

5 Conditions of Use:
Municipal Facilities are SMOKE FREE.
Alcohol is not permitted in or on any Municipal Facilities unless a Special Occasion Permit is
provided.
All groups andfor individuals booking facilities must read and adhere to the Risk Management
Alcohol Policy and sign necessary forms.

No commerclal selling allowed in any Municipal facilities.

An agreement does not permit the subletting of the facility.

The Security person/ facility operator/receptionist on duty represents the Lessor.

Dressing Rooms - Youth participants using dressing rooms are o be supervised at all times.
Facility Manager may cancel the Lessee with a written notice within 48 hours of rental date should
a special attraction take place at the facllity.



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

Financial responsibility for damages/clean-up: Users of City facilities shall be financially
responsible for damages/vandalism/extra clean up caused by them.

Security, supervisors and maintenance; All groups shall pay full cosis of security, supervisory
or maintenance services where required. Security is required for all licensed and large parties or
groups. Number of security will be determined by the type, size and place where the event is
being held.

Grant/credit privileges to approved youth groups who rent facilities are applicable to
organizational meetings and group oriented activities only.

Issuance of receipts: an official receipt shall be issued for all payment for City Services.

Extra requirements: listed rental rates are for basic facility. Extra requirements will be at cost to
the rentee.

Damage deposits: All City facilities are subject to damage/clean-up deposits. Damage/clean-up
deposits vary between $100.00 and $1,000.00 and are determined by; group size, facility, user
history and whether the event is licensed.

All groups and/or individuals booking facilities must sign a centract and/or permit for rental.

Credit/refunds for Ice time or sports fields will be given on the following basis only:
The rentee refuses to use the facility due to unsuitable surface conditions and the facility
Attendance / supervisor on duty are in agreement with this.

Cancellation of booked time during play offs: in the month of March, approved ice user
groups may cancel up to 10% of their committed ice time, provided the request is made in writing.
Outdoor sport fields may also cancel committed time for playoffs in September provided the
request is made in writing

Tournament reservations: The Recreation Department will consider facility reservations
for tournaments on a first-come, first served basis in accordance with the following ranking:

(1) National level of competition, (i} Provincial level of competition, (ili} Regfonal level of
competition,

{iv) City/local level of competition.

There are specific policies relating to facilities that can be made available to users.

Approved Youth Groups receive 47.5% subsidy on facility and outdoor rentals.

A $35.00 administration fee will be charged for NSF cheques.



Schedule 2

City of Guelph By-law Number (2007)-

CORPORATE SERVICES

1.) City Clerk’s Office

Birth or Death Registration

Issuance of Marriage License

Travel Birth Letter

Commissioning - Regular

Commissioning - Three or more signatures
Commissioning - Permanent Resident Card
Municipal Information Form - Review/circulation of

Liquor License Form for facilities/ operating an indoor or outdoor area

Photocopies made for the Public

Marriage Ceremonies (Book space rental at Evergreen)
Council subscriptions:
Mailing Charge for (a), (b) or (c)

a) Summaries plus Council Minutes:
- Council Agenda — including:
- Council minutes, Standing Committee Reports
- Consent Agenda, By-Law Listing
- Standing Committee Agendas — no attachments
1) Council Agenda Package
- Council Agenda including attachments (not including
addendum)
- Standing Committee Agendas - no attachments
¢} Complete Package
- Council Agenda including attachments (not including
addendum)
- Standing Committee Agendas including attachments
- Weekly Information and Referral Packages
Council agenda (purchase at counter)
Committee agenda (purchase at counter)

Notes:
1) GST is not included in the above fees
2) Payment is by cash, cheque or debit
3} Payment is due in advance

$25.00
$120.00
$25.00
$25.00
$50.00
$50.00
$25.00

$0.25/copy
(Minimum $2.00)
30.00

$12.00 per month
(in addition to

subscription fee)

$105.00 per year

$285.00 per year

$475.00 per year

$10.00 each
$5.00 each



Schedule 2 (Cont’d)

City of Guelph By-law Number (2007)-

CORPORATE SERVICES

2.) Legal & Realty Services

Compliance letter with respect to Easements $50.00

Application to Delete Restrictive Covenants — preparation $100.00
Transfer (with respect to re-conveyance) — preparation $100.00
Transfer — preparation $100.00
Transfer Easement — preparation $100.00
Transfer Release & Abandonment of Easement - preparation $100.00

Amending Agreement with respect to Development Covenants

& Restrictions — preparation $100.00
Release of Agreements — preparation $100.00
Other Agreements — preparation $100.00
Photocopies $.25/copy

(52.00 minimum)
Notes:
1) The above-noted fees do not include the search and registration costs in the Land

Registry Office, which costs are set by the Province and are in addition to any fees
imposed by this By-law

2) Fees do not include GST and are payable by cash or cheque only. Fees are payable at the
time when the application or request is made.



Schedule 3

City of Guelph By-law (2007)-

COMMUNITY DESIGN & DEVELOPMENT SERVICES

Copy of Engineering Drawings and Plans $5.00 per 24” x 367
sheet

Copy of Engineering Contract/Tender $50.00 each

Copy of Engineering Part B Contract Specifications | $50.00 each

MOE Environmental Assessment: Phase [ Background Search $50.00 each

(Letter only, with pertinent information)

Photocopies made for Public $.25/copy
{$2.00 minimum)

Notes:

1) Fees are due upon request of the service

2} Fees are non-refundable, provided however that in respect of item #3 above, no person,
partnership or corporation shall be required to purchase more than one copy of
Engineering Part B Contract Specifications in any given calendar year and if more than
one copy of the document is inadvertently purchased in any given calendar year, the
person, partnership or corporation may upon returning the document in its original
condition receive a full refund of payment made for that copy

3) Payment is accepted by cash or cheque



Schedule 4

City of Guelph By-law (2007)-

FINANCE

Issuance of Tax Certificate $40.00

Administration Fee for NSF Cheque (fee applicable in relation to $35.00
cheque received by any City Depariment)

Duplicate copy of a City of Guelph Receipt $20.00

Notes:

1) Tax Certificate Fees

-Payable in advance by cash or cheque

-Fees are non refundable after the certificate is issued
2) NSF and Duplicate Receipt Fees

-Payable immediately by cash or cheque



Schedule 5
City of Guelph By-law (2007)-

OPERATIONS

1.0perations — Parking

Hourly Rate or Portion thereol
Monday to Friday

WILSON ST. L.OT 8AM - 10 AM $0.50
WILSON ST. LOT 10AM — 4PM $1.00
WILSON ST. LOT 4PM - 6PM $0.50

WEST PARKADE SAM - 10 AM $0.50

WEST PARKADE 10AM - 4PM $1.00

WEST PARKADE 4PM — 6PM $0.50
MACDONELL ST. LOT 8AM - 10AM $0.50
MACDONELL ST. LOT 10AM - 4PM $1.50
MACDONELL ST. LOT 4PM - GPM $0.50

BAKER ST. LOT 8AM ~ 10AM $0.50 — see Note 11
BAKER ST.LOT 10AM — 4PM $1.50 —see Note 11
BAKER ST. LOT 4PM — 6PM $0.50 — see Note 11
PUBLIC PERMIT FEES Monthly Rate
EAST & WEST PARKADES $55.00
MACDONELL ST. LOT $60.00
WILSON ST. LOT $55.00
FOUNTAIN ST. LOT $35.00
BAKER ST. LOT $60.00
CARDIGAN ST. METERS $32.00
PRIORY ST. METERS $35.00
NORWICH ST. METERS $20.00
ARTHUR ST. LOT $30.00
WOOLWICH ST. METERS $32.00
DIPLOMAT LANEWAY $55.00
FARQUHAR ST. METERS $40.00
NEEVE ST, LOT $45.00
CARDEN ST. METERS $50.00
BAKER ST. METERS $60.00
COMMERCIAL STREET METERS $55.00
FARQUHAR EAST 2 HOUR EXEMPT $40.00
OTHER PERMIT FEES

PERMIT DEPOSIT $25.00
PERMIT ADMINISTRATIVE FEE $35.00

PERMIT REPLACEMENT FEE (due to normal wear & tear) $0.00
PERMIT REPLACEMENT FEE (all other replacements) $25.00



Schedule 5
City of Guelph By-law (2007)-

OPERATIONS

1.Operations — Parking (Cont’d)

ADVERTISING FEES (ELECTRONIC MESSAGE BOARD ADVERTISING AT
West Parkade, GST is extra)

WEST PARKADE
GREETING MESSAGE $15.00 (includes set up fee, displayed for 48 hours max, no
Additional Administration Fee applies)

ADMINISTRATION FEE  $35.00 (incl. set up fee, applies to all weekly, monthly or
yearly advertising, n/a to advertising displayed for max of
48 hours) *GST included

WEEKLY $32.00

MONTHLY $120.00

YEARLY $1000.00

CHANGES TO MESSAGE (after set-up is complete) $25.00

ADDITIONAL FEES

ADMINISTRATION FEE $35.00 (applies to all invoicing)
BY-LAW PHOTOCOPIES $5.00

TOWING UNDER CITY BY-LAW — ADMIN FEE $20.00 (GST IS EXTRA)
METER BAG FIRST DAY $15.00

METER BAG 2™ day and thereafter $10.00

FLEET PERMITS YEARLY FEE FORMULA — (see note 10}
SHORT TERM LOT PERMIT $5.00 PER DAY

(up to 7 days parking)

2 HOUR TIME EXEMPT PARKING PERMIT*  $24.00 + APPLICABLE TAXES
PER YEAR * To exempt residents by block face from the 2 hour time limit

OVERNIGHT PARKING PERMIT#5$208.00 + APPLICABLE TAXES PER YEAR

*To exempt residents by block face from the overnight parking restrictions — (criteria must be met}

Notwithstanding any other provision of this By-law or of any Schedule hereto, the
following fees shall apply to NSF cheques relating to parking ticket payments:

NSF CHEQUES (PERMITS) $25.00
NSF CHEQUES (PARKING TICKETS) 350.00



Schedule 5
City of Guelph By-law (2007)

OPERATIONS

1.Operations — Parking (Cont’d)

PRIVATE PROPERTY ENFORCEMENT

Rates for City staff to enforce City Parking Fee per year
By-laws by Agreement on Private Property
1-20 parking spaces $1,000.00 plus GST
21-59 parking spaces $1,500.00 plus GST
60+ parking spaces $2,000.00 plus GST
NOTES:

1. Parking Lot hourly fee — payable upon parking by cash.

2

NSk

co

10.

11.

12,

13.
4.

Public Permits — payable monthly by post-dated cheque (to be provided in
advance for the year) or pre-authorized deduction. Payment deducted 1% first
banking day each month.

Overnight and 2 hour parking permits — first year is payable before the permit is
issued. Pro-rate fee from start month until year end (December 31) for overnight
permits only. Both permits automatically renewed every January unless written
notice from permit holder 30 days prior to cancelling.

Hourly rates for meters — pay cash when you park.

Unless otherwise stated, fees include all applicable taxes.

Unless otherwise stated, no fees are refundable.

The Permit Deposit will be returned to the permit holder upon retum of the permit
to the City in good condition. Payments made for Permits are non-refundable.
Payments shall be made by cheque, draft, cash, credit or debit cards.

Permit deposit, Administration and Replacement Fees are applicable to all public
permits.

Formula is: (Percentage of time fleet vehicles are in downtown area based on 302
days per year X number of vehicles in fleet X current meter rate) less 30 %
discount plus applicable taxes.

Parking Lot hourly fee — for Baker St. Lot, between the hours of 10AM and 4PM,
the rate will be prorated based on the ¥ hour (ie. the charge for 15 minutes of
parking is % of the per hour rate).

EAST PARKADE — Permit parking only Monday to Friday. Free for public after
5pm Monday to Friday and weekends.

EAST PARKADE SURFACE LOT — same as West Parkade

G.S.E.C. meters - $1.50 per hour, $0.50 minimum purchase, Monday to Saturday
Qam-6pm.



Schedule 5
City of Guelph By-law (2007)-

OPERATIONS
2. Traffic Services
Review/process application for Oversized Load Permit $10.00
Review/process application for Special Events Permit $10.00 + $100.00
deposit
Traffic Count $5.00
Traffic Count Map Booklet {Annual Average Daily Traffic) $15.00
Service Club Sign Advertising $108.00 per year
Collision Stats $25/hour

Notes:

1) All fees include GST

2) Payment for Service Club signs are payable within 21 days of receipt of invoice

3) All other fees are payable immediately when service is requested or application
submitted

4) Payment must be by cash or cheque

5) The $100 deposit for Special Event Permits is non refundable if the City must
repair damage or remove litter resulting from the event.



Schedule 5
City of Guelph ByLaw Number {2007)-

OPERATIONS

2007
Norm Jary Splash Park
Per person 1.75
Adults 14+ accompanying a child -
Rental of facility (Private rental 9 am to 11am - Splash Pad only) (Per Rental} 41.50
Reserve Picnic Area adjacent to Splash pad (after 11 am) (Per Rental) PLUS 12.38
Per child fee 1.75
Hanlon Creek Splash Park
Per person 175
Adults 14+ accompanying a child - NO CHARGE -
Rental of facility (Private rental 9 am to 11 am - Splash Pad only) {(Per Renial) 41.50
Reserved Picnic Area at Splash Pads (after 11 am) {(Per Rental) PLUS 12.38
Per child fee 1.75
Riverside Park
Carousel, train - per ticket 1.75
Amusement Rides (Carousel/Train - 1 operator) (per hour) 130.37
Amusement Rides (Carousel/Train - 2 operators) {per hour) 251.18
Qutdoor Sports Facilities
TERMINOLQOGY: a season will run from May 1 to October 31st - ground conditions permitting
Administrative hooking fee
League (Per Season) 152.95
Team {Per Season) 32.58
Individual (Per Game) 11.50
Dressing rooms for games (all locations) (per game) 27.98
Dressing rooms for tournaments(all locations) (per tournament) 54.93
Open or close a facility (8:00am to 4:00pm)(Staff cost per hour) 30.08
Guelph Lake Facilities - Baseball Diamonds Unlined
1 facility (per game) 48.44
2 facilities {per game) 64.09
3 facilities {per game) 81.10
4 facilities {per game} 95.38
Tournament
1 facility {per tournament) 139.93
2 facilities (per tournament) 189.04
3 facilities (per tournament) 239.50
4 facilities (per tournament) 288.37
Lighted facilities - light charges per game
Softball - Lyon Park 64.09
Softhall - Guelph Lake 64.09
Softball - Exhibition A1 64.09
Baseball - Hastings Stadium 129.45
Baseball - Joe Kaine C7 64.09
Larry Pearson Complex 64.09
Soccer - Centennial Enclosure 110.67
Soccer/football/rugby - Guelph Lake 64.09

User Fees - open sport fields per game
Softball, volleyball, basehall, baskethall, cricket, tennis 20.60
Soccer, football, rugby, field hockey, field lacrosse, Australian football, ultimate frisbee 23.78



Per Tournament
Softball, volleyball, baseball, basketball, cricket, tennis

Soccer, football, rugby, field hockey, field lacrosse, Australian football, ultimate frisbee

Premiere Fields per game (Lights and lining of fields not included)
Larry Pearson Park LP1 or LP2

Exhibition Park A1

Larry Pearson Park LP3

Per Tournament

Larry Pearson Park LP1 or LP2
Exhibitiors Park A1

Larry Pearson Park LP3

Enclosed Facilities - per game
Soccer - Centennial Enclosure incl. lining
Baseball - Hasting Stadium ingl. lining & raking

Quidoor Sports Facilities

Per Tournament

Soccer - Centennial Enclosure incl. lining
Baseball - Hasting Stadium incl. lining & raking

Other fees: per game
Field/Diamond preparation:
Rake any diamond

Lining:

Baseball/Softball

Rugby

Soccer

Field Hockey/Lacrosse
Football

Miscellaneous
Metal Detecting Permits

Picnic Areas at Riverside Park

Small Shelter (green) 8 am to 2 pm (per rental)

Small Shelter {green) 2:30 pm to dusk {per rental)

Small Shelter (green) full day - 8 am to dusk (per rental)
Large Shelter (red) 8 am to 2 pm {per rental)

Large Shelter (red) 2:30 pm to dusk (per rentat)

Large Shelter (red) full day - 8 am to dusk (per rental)

Guelph Lake Picnic Shelter (Beer Tent with licence) (per hour)
Guelph Lake Picnic Shelter {per hour)

Amusement Rides
Paddle boats - per ticket
Ride 'n' Splash Pass (May to September up to 5 family members)

Concert Shell

Facility includes hydro & washrooms (rental up to 7 hours with 4 hour minimum)
Facility including hydro (special events)

Royal City Park Gazebo - Session up to 4 hours or less (Rate per session)

|

08.59
69.76

31.58
31.58
63.19

87.68
87.68
175.40

116.32
164.39

222.72
241.80

59.55

62.02
261.66
98.86
165.55
507.21

5.61

48.60
48,60
75.00
53.40
§3.40
96.03
70.81
33.61

1.75
70.09

97.40
161.49
55.87
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CORPORATE SERVICES

Information Report
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TO: FINANCE, ADMINISTRATION & CORPORATE SERVICES
COMMITTEE

DATE: March 7, 2007

SUBJECT: CIVIC ADMINISTRATION CENTRE COMPLEX UPDATE
REPORT

RECOMMENDATION

THAT this report be received for information.

BACKGROUND

This report has been prepared to provide the Finance, Administration &
Corporate Services Committee with an update on the work currently in progress
on the Civic Administration Centre Complex.

REPORT

The key highlights related to the work in progress of the Civic Administration
Centre Complex are provided in Attachment 1. The current total number of
Change Orders on the project are 15, at a cost of $343,661. This is within our
contingency budget of $1,624,900, which was set at 5% of the Civic
Administration Centre construction costs. Some of the Change Orders to date
were necessary because of factors that were unknown at the time of contract
award. Such factors are not unusual in redevelopment projects, hence the need
for a large contingency.

The design for the signage for the Civic Administration Centre Complex will be
finalized within the next few weeks (Attachment 2).

On January 28, 2007, Council passed a resolution that $100,000 be included in
the 2007 Tax supported Capital Budget as seed money for improvements to the
Civic Administration Centre public space.

A Great Place to-Call Howme
Page 1 of 3



At an information meeting for Council members on January 31, 2007, it was
suggested that a possible improvement to the Civic Square might be an outdoor
skating rink. To review this option as a potential upgrade to the Square, it would
cost the City about $15,000 to have the Consultant team investigate and provide
a cost estimate. The time line fo do this investigation would be about three
months. Other options for the square are listed in Attachment 3, the Donor
Package Summary. All of the items listed in the package are included in the
current contract except for, the relocation of the Blacksmith Fountain, the three-
storey living wall, and the interior benches at the heritage wall. :

Under the current construction schedule, site work for the Civic Square will
commence on June 4, 2007, and will be completed by September 28, 2007,

Preparation of a thorough investigation, cost estimate, and design of a skating
rink is expected to take about six months to complete. This would delay the start
of the Civic Square work.

An alternative would be to proceed immediately with design, without investigation
or cost estimate, which would not impact the commencement of Civic Square
work but would affect the completion date.

In either case, it would be necessary to confirm funding sources for the design
and construction costs (preliminarily estimated at about $1.7M if started
immediately and completed under the current contract, and up to about $2.3M if
a decision is delayed three months) and the increased annual operating costs
associated with a rink. All estimates are in today’s dollars and escalation would
have to be added if the project was put off more than a year.

The public was consulted in October 2005 and the results of their input are
summarized in Attachment 4. The Design Committee incorporated the
comments for the Public Outdoor Space, with enhanced landscaping, but without
a rink.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN

To have exemplary management practices, to support our architectural heritage,
and to strengthen our economic base.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The project is currently tracking within the budget. Additional funding sources
are to be investigated by the Mayor's Committee for special donor upgrades to
the project.

CONSULTATION/CONCURRENCE

A Great Place to- Call Home
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All departments have provided valuable input and advice through the final stages
of revised floor plans and signage design.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1 — Summary from City’s Project Manager MHPM.
Attachment 2 — Signage design.

Attachment 3 — Donor Package Summary

Attachment 4 — Public Open House Comments

/’)'\ 14 ;/;L-“C/
Prepared By:
Murray McCrae, Manager Corporate
Property Service

/},/éw' c/ /MAL
Récommended By: /

Lois E. Payne, Director of Corporate
Services/City Solicitor |

Approvedddf P V:
Larry Kotseff, Chief Admjnistrative
Officer
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Atracpment /.

Guelph Civic Administration Centre
Project Status Report

Jannary 25, 2007

Project Progress Highlights:
s Basement excavation is complete;
» Construction of basement structure is in progress;
» Cleaning of Market Square Heritage Wall has commenced;
* Selective demolitions and restoration of the Firehall building are in progress,

[Eu dget

* The Civic Administration Centre (CAC) is currently tracking on budget;
* The project budget for the Civic Administration Centre Building remains unchanged
from the $37,721,900 approved at the June 26, 2006 Council meeting,

ljchedule:

= Current forecast for completion of the CAC is one (1) month behind schedule with
projected move-in April 2008;

* Applying earned value management techniques, the schedule performance index is
currently calculated at 0.63. This number indicates that the value of work completed is
approximately 60% of the value of work scheduled to be complete to date. The City,
MHPM and the consultant team will continue to look for schedule FRCOVErY
opportunities.

Identified Project Risks: —|

»  Unforeseen site conditions have and will continue to have cost impacts. At this stage
there is no further preventive action possible. Risles related to unforeseen site conditions
will diminish once all work below grade level is completed.;

¢ Coordination with adjacent properly owners has resulted in cost impacts. Requirements
imposed by CN Rail on work to be completed along the mutual property line has resulted
in increased costs. The City has negotiated an easement agreement with the Railway and
the consultant team is currently reviewing the validity of claims submitted by the
Contractor regarding incremental construction costs incurred by the contractor as a result
of the coordination with adjacent property owners:

Objectives for coming month: j
* Complete restoration work required at south wall of firehall building.
+ Commence restoration work on North Heritage Wall.
» Commence construction of driveway to underground parking.
¢ Complete construction of basement structure.
* Pour basement floor slab.
+ Commence steel erection on Northwest wing and in firehall
* Conclude discussions on contractors outstanding request for change orders
» Finalize strategy for reuse of existing furniture and determine new furniture requirements.




Guelph ~ Civic Administration Centre Complex 81378-3331 (PSR - Jan 07).dac
Praject Status Report - January 2007 Pape 2 of 5

LProgress Photographs / Drawings: j
Site photos as of January 25, 2007

Looking sothtowd CN Rail track
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§1378-3331 (PSR - Jan 07).doc

Guelph — Civic Administration Centre Complex

Project Status Report — January 2007

Page3 of 5
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inforcig Steel for basement wall
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Guelph — Civic Administration Centre Complex 81378-3331 (PSR - Jan 07).doc
Project Status Report — January 2007 Page 4 of 5

Basement wall construction

MHPM

FROJECT MANAGERS NG
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Guelph — Civic Administration Centre Complex 81378-3331 (PSR - Jan 07).doc
Project Status Report — January 2007 Page 5 of 5
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Erection of formwork for basement wall Basement mechanical room sump pits
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HArrac#ménT 4.
CONSOLIDATED COMMENTS

PUBLIC OPEN HOUSE
HELD OCTOBER 20, 2005
CITY OF GUELPH
CIVIC ADMINISTRATION CENTRE/POA COURTS

R : “Excollant Cooa
S R i 7 i3

Total. Commants Recewed
{23

[Comments from those who thought the design was EXCELLENT. 7100 0

Sporis centre, open area & garden well done

A public square is wonderful, but | hape it won't be all concrete.

A skating rink would be good fo honour Mermorial Gardens memoary
Seems spacious and adaptabla to many activities

Need open araas for assembly, but not cold/sterile/cencrete space
Take care not make them into places where drug dealers congregate

[Comments from those who thought the design was GOOD

Good use of public space

Tempted to say excellent but the civic square has potential to seem cold & inhaspitable in a
northern city. Must create some impression of enclosure to counteract this, ambience is a must
for success

Almost too much public space

Too bad Its split by a utilitarian driveway

Any grass?

|[Comments from those who thought the design was FAIR L i :
Could use more greenery in the main couriyard Iow planier baxes
Thepraposed desigriwil niokHrawihHepublieic Bome & enjoy (e space.
The area along Carden 5t. could be incorparated into more of a public space, that could include
the farmer's market and more park land

There Is plenty of space in front of the bullding ta provide a skating rink
Maybe {urn Carden into a one way strest and have parking on one inside to make it pedestrian

Has there been any atlempt to create a useable public space that provides various aclivity areas,
seating/performance space, ice skating, landscaping etc.

6

[Comments frem those who thought the design was EXCELLENT: - :i:: 1.0 L
Gorgeous! Better represents Guelph's built heritage. Use of Iamesiune walls key
Like the integration of the historic building features

[Comments from those who thought the design was GOQD SR
Wonde_rful great excellent but the new bux is oo blg looks 1o overwhelm the henta 2 walt

Like the retention of heritage features
Area underneath could be enclosed to create receplion area
Make windows elliptical

B1378-3097(03).xls



|Comments from those who thought the d

Like to see the new portion "softenad"
Mismaich of architectural styles is difficult to accapt

Where's the light & transparent maotto of contemparary civic architecture

The rear elavation lacks like it will tower over everything when the approach is already up a hilt

The floor plan is the same footprint all the way up, there Is no imagination Into teracing the fagade
or lessening the impact of such a fall central alement

No expression of public chamber on exterior
Courtyard will be dark

[Comments from these who did not rate the deslgn - ' sl ST i
Like the cancept of separating old & naw excepl where they come tcgelher al thE frunt
Bring back the criginal cupola

No sympathy for windows or roof

60'srectantle ovepawers stle ohWall and diminis Heshe Wonde
Don't be afraid to use glass instead of imestone

Totally backing harmony in rush 1o make a different presence

Why tha great effort to be different?

Elevations not sensitive to there sumaundings, this would be a towering structure compared to the
buildings around it

[Comments from those who thought the design was EXCELLENT. ;i iy RN
[is the setvices counter io be alsg used by other !evels of govemmeni prnv:nclal & federal"

|comments from those who thought the design was GOOD =i

Like front epen area and info desk

Front entranca pronounced, easy to find and enter.

Would like 1o see more barrier free seating in the Councll Chambers
Concemed aboul whether 175 seals is encugh for Council Chambers

[Comments fram those who thought the design was FAIR

Use of wall far corridor is good

Easily reached, clear movement inside but entrance under the huge mass - like entering a cave
while still in the open air, cppressive

If 1 have a parking ticket ta pay, where do | park?

This Is okay, but we need more pubiié oriented spaces. Grass would be nice, not just a mass of
concrete in front of the building

The circulation seems poor, pariticularly the access 1o the Councll Chamber and the proximity to
the washrooms

Is the parking public?

Info Services 4th floor? Won't they have majar public access?

81378-3097(03).xs



{Comments from those wha did not rate the design -
Public access fo Council Chamber contrived

Very impressive

Applaud the Intention 1o preserver, blend & compliment Gity Hall & hisloric stone wall

Thanks for the presentation, the design is very impressive and | like the incorporation of heritage
features, gardens and public spaces

Love the initiative & treatment of histaric properties

Goungil seating arrangement s great & leads ta fair round table democratic discussion

Intentfon 1o cbtain LEEDS Silver shows Municipal leadership

Reaches out and inviles public

Main enirance location Is goed

| like itk

Happy fo see Guelph maving forward on a new Civic Centre

Lel's go and see this followed through

Scale of building fils into sireetscape and City's downtown. Good Job!

Thank you for promising to restare the interior spaces lo their past glory, Our city heritage is our
treasure and must be kept at all costs, I you hanaur the sportsmen, you neead to hanour the
agricultural heritage too.

Like the restoration plans for the POA Courts

As a staff member, | would like 1o see secure bicycle storage, this would demanstrate in a small
city, the city’s commitment to its Transporaticn Strategy - aiternale methads of commuting to work

Not enough washrooms on each floor

Washrooms should be localed at sach end of floor areas

Will there be a staff cafeteria in the lunch roam? Is the lunchroom large enough to accommodate
all City staff?

Is there a sick bay/staff lounge?

Where are file areas for each floor?

Small business centre should be included

Entrance gould be redesigned to be enclosed and house the information kiask

The enirance should be grander and not hidden
Great potential here, but where's the courage fo bulld for the generations by finding a solution
that's daring, creative & ciever in meeting budget constraints? Any green building?

Blending of modern with old works best when the modem "is indeed moderr, W hat's propased
doasn't wark

Would like to see more barrier free seating In the Council Chambers

This new driveway will essentially became a road and will bisect the site info two halves

No formal drop-off zone

More undergraund parking?

A lower level parking garage could be accessed with righ infright out grade level doars from
Wilson St.

No tie in 1o locale, architectural features, relationships, business, parinerships, transporation hub,
streets, parking, viewlines or access points

Sloped roof are mere distinctive, less maintenance, less boxey and compliment Guelph
architecture and old City Hall

sight tangle is compromised by the tree plantings
Reflecting pond Is a maintenance & safety nighimare, very costly & nothing of note to refiect

Object to scale of the new wing an the eastern end, which | see as inappropriate in its scale and in
its relationship to the histaric fabric of the site

81378-3097(03) xis



N W MiAior Gty intedicommitie
Cverall | fee! thal the design Is not something that | would Itke to call my City Hall. | am not sure
why a Toronto architect (s designing our City Halt, we do have local architects that would of
created a mare sensitive design for their own community. Let's start building our commiunity with
residence from the community, nat Toranta

The public review process seems 1o be non-existent if the council are ruling on this 4 days after
the design is first presented to the public. The design is a huge wasted opportunity and the
budget appears to have gone up. The court building is much less offensive,

No sensitivity to Guelph architeclure ar heritage. Where is the public process?

Comments that may require review and further action

81378-3097(03).xIs



“Guelph

FINANCE
TO: Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee
DATE: March 7, 2007

SUBJECT: PROPERTY TAX DEFERRAL FOR SENIORS AND
HOMEOWNERS ON A FIXED INCOME

RECOMMENDATION:

That the report dated March 7, 2007 entitled “Property Tax Deferral for Seniors
and Homeowners on a Fixed Income” be received for information.

BACKGROUND:

City Council adopted a resolution on January 23™, 2007 asking staff to examine
the feasibility of deferring tax increases to senior citizens and homeowners cn a
fixed income.

This program has been available o taxpayers since 1998 when Current Value
Assessment was implemented. In 1998 the City of Guelph approved By-Law
15831 amended by By-Law 17727 in 2005 as required by Section 319 of the
Municipal Act.

Since 1998 few taxpayers in the City have inquired about the program and no
one has ever applied for tax relief. There seems to be three reasons for this.
Taxpayers:

1. Did not qualify for relief.
2. Would not provide the required documentation.
3. Did not want a lien on their property.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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The potential costs of the program are as follows:

1. Taxes are deferred and recovered when the property is sold or the
eligible applicant ceases to be eligible.

2. Interest may not be charged on deferred taxes.

3. Each year the potential deferral must be paid for by other
taxpayers. This results in a levy increase to fund the shortfall.

All Municipalities are required to have this program per the Municipal Act.

On average the eligible amount is $100-$150 in other Municipalities compared to
$300 which is the eligible amount for the City of Guelph..

A survey of Kitchener, Waterloo and Oakville indicates that only five taxpayers in
all enjoy this program. The City of Cambridge received three applications for
2003 and 2004 but none of these qualified for the deferral. The City of Guelph
has never received any applications for deferred taxes.

IMPLICATIONS:

The City approved By-law 17727-(2005) as required by Section 319 of the

Municipal Act.
ATTACHMENTS:

By-law Number:(2005) - 17727

HPrefared By /
Marco Faripha
Mahager6f-Taxation and Revenue
519 837 5610 ext. 2383

marco.faWh.ca
App\r'ﬁ/é‘afb( se&étion:
Larry Kotseff

Chief Administrative Qfficer

A Great Place to-Call Home

Dad S

Recommended By:

David A. Kennedy, C.A.
Director of Finance

837 5610 ext. 5606
david.kennedy@guelph.ca




THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF CGUELPH
By-law Number (2005) - 17727

A by-law to provide for deferrals of tax
increases on property in the residential
property class for low-income seniors
and low-income persons with disabilities
and to repeal by-law number (1998)-
15831.

WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph, pursuant to
Section 319 of the Municipal dct, 2001, 5.0.20901, .23, as amended, shall pass a by-law
providing for deferrals or cancellation of, or other relief in respect of, all or part of a tax
increase on property in the residential property class for low-incame seniors and low-
income persons with disabilites.

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the City of Guelph enacts as

follows:

1. In this by-law:

a)

b)

<}

d)

“Eligible amount” means the total tax increase over the previous year which
is equal to or greater than $300 annuafly.

“Eligible person " means a low-income person with disabilities or 2 low-
income senior or the spouse of such eligible person.

“Low-income person with disabilities* means a person who is in receipt of
benefits under the Ontario Disability Support Program (ODSP) or in receipt
of disability amounts under the current Fasmily Benefits Act {FBA) or in receipt
of benefits under the Guaranteed Annual Income System (GAINS} for the
Disabled and be eligible to claim a disability amount as defined under the
Income Tax Act.

"Low-income senior” means a person who on December 31 of the vear of
application has attained the age of 65 years and is in receipt of benefits under
the Guaranteed Income Supplement (GIS) program or has attained the age of
65 years and is in receipt of benefits under the Guaranteed Annual Income
System (GAINS) program for Ontario Senior Citizens.

2. Tax Relief granted pursuant to this by-law shall be in the form of a deferral of the
annual eligible amount provided that:

a)

b)

Either the owner or spouse of {he owner has been assessed as the owner of,
and has occupied the property for a period of one or more years preceding the
date of application.

For properties which are jointly held or co-owned by person other than
spouses, all co-owners must qualify under applicable eligibility criteria in
order to receive tax relief,

3. Deferred amounts shall continue uniil the property is sold or until the eligible
applicant ceases to be eligible, at which time the total deferred amounts become a
debt payable to the Corporation of the City of Guelph.

4. Tax relief amounts provided pursuant to this by-law are not transferable to the estates
of deceased owners.



5. The amount of tax relief granted pursuant to this by-law shail represent a lien against
the property.

6. Tax relief is only allowed on one principal residence of the qualified individual or the
qualifying spouse.

7. Application for tax relief must me made annually o the City to establish elj gibility or
continued eligibility. Applications must include documentation in support thereof io
establish that the applicant is an eligible person and that the property with respect
which the application is made is eligible property. Applications must be submitted to
the City.on or before the last day December in the year for which the application
applies, on a form prescribed by the City for this purpose.

8. Tax relief applies to current taxes only and are only deferred after payment int full is
received for any current or past year amounts payable.

9. This by-law shall come into force and take place immediately.

PASSED this SECOND day of MAY, 2005.




THE CITY OF

Guelph

INFORMATION SERVICES BEPARTMENT
CiTY CLERK'S DIVISION

City Hall, 52 Carden Strest

Guzlph, Ontario, Canada N'1H 3A1

Telephoens: (5193) 837-5603 Fax: (518) 763-1268
Websile: guelph.ca

Tanuary 30, 2007

Councilior Karl Wettstein

Dear Councillor Wettstein,

At a meeting of Guelph City Council held on January 23, 2007 the following

resolution was adopied:

CC.0

Tl

“THAT Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee examine the
issue of offering to senior citizens and homeowners on fixed income, the option of
deferring any future tax increases until such time as they sell their homes, at
which time the City will collect those deferred taxes;

AND THAT staffreport to the Finance, Administration & Corporate Services
Commitiee with regard to the feasibility, costs and practices in other
municipalities of such a program.”

Yours truly,

Lois A, Gilzs,
City Clerlk/Manager of Council
Adminisirative Services

Mr. D.A. Kennedy
Ms. L.E. Payne



“Guelph

FINANCE
TO: Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee
DATE: March 7, 2007

SUBJECT: POST OFFICE RENOVATION COST SHARING AGREEMENT

RECOMMENDATION:

That the resolutions set out in Schedule "A" with respect to the cost sharing of
renovations to 138 Wyndham St. (former Post Office) be approved.

BACKGROUND:

The former Post Office was acquired by the County of Wellington to provide
office space for staff from various Social Services and Social Housing.

REPORT:

Staff from the City of Guelph and the County of Wellington have held a number of
discussions to explore a common framework for a cost sharing formula for capital
costs related 1o the renovations to 138 Wyndham Street. These negotiations
have recently concluded and a recommended cost sharing agreement has been
proposed based on the following principles:

1) A cost sharing split of 75% City and 25% County in keeping with current
agreements for funding administrative and operational costs for Social
Assistance and Social Housing.

2) The refunding of the City’s share of the undepreciated renovation costs in
the event the building is used for another purpose or disposed of within 15
years following the completion of the renovations.

The resolutions as set out in the attached Schedule “A" were approved by the
Joint Social Services Committee held February 8, 2007 and are now forwarded
for approval by Guelph City Council.

A Great Place to-Call Home-

Page 1 of 2



CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

To enhance Community wellness.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Funding for this project was provided for in the 2006 Capital Budget in the
amount of $2,700,000. The project is within approved budget as reported at the
February 8, 2007 Joint Social Services Committee by the Treasurer of the
County of Wellington.

ATTACHMENTS:
Schedule “A”

(;-A‘ QM . J
Prepared & Recommengéd By: TO tation:
David A. Kennedy, C.4. Larry Kotseff
Director of Finance Chief Administrative Officer

837 5610 ext. 5606
david.kennedy @ guelph.ca

A Greal Place to-Call Home



SCHEDULE “A”

RESOLUTIONS RE: 138 WYNDHAM STREET COST SHARING

“THAT the cost sharing of the renovations to 138 Wyndham Street in
Guelph (former Post Office building) be based on the present actual cost
sharing of Social Services administration costs with fimding to be provided
75% by the City of Guelph and 25% by the County of Wellington” and

“THAT should part or all of tha building be ntilized for any other non cost-
shared use within 15 years of completion of the renovations, the City's
proportionate share of the costs of the renovations will be refunded to the
City by the County less depreciation at the rate of §.67% of the original
proportionate share of costs per year, rounded to the nearest full year” and

“THAT in the event the County disposes of the property within 15 years of
completion of the renovations for a price in excess of the County’s cost of
acquisition, the City’s share of the costs of the renovations will be refinded
to the City by the County less depreciation at the rate of 6.67% of the
original cosis per year, rounded to the nearest full year, to a maximum of
75% of the amount that the sale price is in excess of the County’s cost of
acquisition.” .

F\Deperimenisipropertyl138 Wyndham-post office\Fost office cost sharing stalus report #3 to JSSC Feb 2007.dos



“Guelph

FINANCE
TO: Finance, Administration & Corporate Services Committee
DATE: March 7, 2007

SUBJECT: ELLIOTT LONG TERM CARE FACILITY DESIGNATION

RECOMMENDATION:

That the City of Guelph seek to have the Ministry of Health and Long Term Care
(MOHLTC) designate the Elliott Home for the Aged as the City of Guelph's Home
for the Aged under Homes for the Aged and Rest Homes Act R.S.0, 1990.

BACKGROUND:

The Elliott Home for the Aged is a long term care facility operated by The Elliott
Community (The Elliott) and governed by the Charitable Institutions Act. The
Elliott is a local board within the meaning of the Municipal Act in that the
members of the Board of Trustees are appoeinted by Guelph City Council and The
Elliott may not borrow money without prior consent of City Council.

REPORT:

In July of 1993, the City of Guelph received a letter from the Ministry of the
Attorney General indicating that the City was not in compliance with Section 3 of
the Homes for the Aged and Rest Home Act in that it did not own or support a
home for the aged. The City requested that it be permitted to provide support to
either The Elliott or St. Joseph’s Home, each of which was an approved
Charitable Home for the Aged located within the City. The Ministry of Health
advised the City that this was not acceptable and that the City should seek an
agreement with the County of Wellington to provide support to the County Home,
Wellington Terrace. At that time, The Elliott was defined as providing residential
services, not health services by the Ministry of Community and Social Services.
In May 1994, the City of Guelph entered into a joint agreement with the County of
Wellington.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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In the fall of 1994 the Provincial designation was changed so that effective from
that date until the present, The Elliott has been operated and legislated under the
MOHLTC as providing health care services under the Homes for the Aged and
Rest Homes Act.

The Elliott was established by Private Legislation by the City of Guelph and this
Act was recently updated and approved by the Provincial Legislative. The Elliott
and City administration have a number of close operating connections. The City
provides debenture financing for The Elliott and co-ordinates the operation of a
number of community and seniors programs. The Elliott is operated as a local
board.

Staff of the City of Guelph and The Elliott have been meeting with
representatives of the MOHLTC over the past several years in an atiempt to
allow the City of Guelph to designate The Elliott as the City's Home for the Aged
for the purposes of the Homes for the Aged and Rest Homes Act R.S.0. 1990
(HFARHA). The details of these discussions are outlined in the attached
Appendix "A".

The City wishes to have the MOHLTC revisit its interpretation of a City home and
agree with the City that The Elliott be designated as the City’s Home for the
Aged, per Section 7 of the Act. Notwithstanding, the Act allows for the Minister's
designation of a municipality’s home for the aged.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

To enhance community wellness.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

Current operating budget contains funds to support assistance to the aged.

A, / LN
Prepared & Recomm

ended By: Ap’pro d for Aiés tion;
David A. Kennedy, C.£ Larry Kotseff

Director of Finance Chief AdministratiVe Officer
519 837 5610 exi 5606

david.kennedy@ guelph.ca

ATTACHMENTS:

Appendix “A”

A Great Place to-Call Home
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REPORT OF THE GOVERNANCE & ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE

March 26, 2007

Her Worship the Mayor and
Councillors of the City of Guelph

Your Governance & Economic Development Committee beg leave to present this their
SECOND REPORT as recommended at its meeting of March 13, 2007,

CLAUSE 1. THAT Council approve the principles for a new Land Ambulance committee as
set out in Schedule “A” attached;

AND THAT an agreement for Land Ambulance service between the City and the
County be developed;

AND THAT the Land Ambulance Committee address the nature and form of the
reporting on land ambulance issues as a priority;

AND THAT the Land Ambulance Committee form a standing committee of
Guelph City Council.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

Councillor Gloria Kovach, Chair
Governance & Economic Development Committee



“Guelph

CORPORATE ADMINISTRATION

Report:

TO: Governance & Economic Development Committee
DATE: 2007/03/13

SUBJECT: NEW LAND AMBULANCE COMMITTEE

RECOMMENDATION:

THAT Council approve the principles for a new Land Ambulance Committee as
set out in Schedule “A" attached;

AND THAT an agreement for Land Ambulance service between the City and the
County be developed;

AND THAT the Land Ambulance Commitiee address the nature and form of the
reporting on land ambulance issues as a priority.

BACKGROUND:

The prior agreement respecting land ambulance that was in place from January
1, 2001 to December 31, 2005 has expired. Land Ambulance issues were dealt
with by the Joint Social Services Commitiee.

The City has been designated by the Province as the "Delivery Agent” for the
provision of Land Ambulance services within the City of Guelph and the County
of Wellington.

At the January 10, 2007 Joint Social Services Committee meeting staff were
directed to report on how a new Land Ambulance Committee could operate. The
Chief Administrative Officers from the City and the County met to determine the
principles for the committee’s operation. (Schedule “A” attached)

A Great Place to-Call Home
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REPORT:

The preparation of a new agreement for land ambulance service between the
City and the County will cover any cost sharing arrangements and required
additional clauses including the form, content and duration.

The attached schedule clarifies how matters will be reported to this new
committee. Once the principles set out in Schedule “A" have been approved,
items relating to the provision of land ambulance service, including the draft
agreement between the City and the County will be placed on the agenda for the
consideration of Guelph City Council.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN:

Goal # 4 To enhance community wellness;
Goal # 6 To have exemplary management practices.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS:

The City and the County are funding partners for the provision of land ambulance
services. The cost-sharing formula between the City and the County is 57% and
43% respectively. The percentage is based on the combined population of the
City of Guelph and County of Wellington. A grant is received from the Province
for part of the funding. The total land ambulance budget is $9,233,175. The net
cost to the City is currently $2,922,658.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION:

The Chief Administrative Officers from the City and the County consulted on the
creation and principles as attached.

COMMUNICATIONS:

A report was provided to the Joint Social Services Committee on February 14,
2007 recommending operating principles for a new Land Ambulance Committee.

ATTACHMENTS:

Schedule "A"

February 14, 2007 memo to the Chair and Members of the Social Services
Committee regarding the new Land Ambulance Committee.

A Great Place to-Call Home
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Prepareﬁ'ﬁy Recommended By:
Shawn Armst David Kennedy
Director, Em'érgency Services Director, Finance

519-824-6590
Shawn.Armstrong@guelph.ca

ST

/A’pprovedsz
Larry Kotgeff

Chief Administrative Cfficer

A Great Place to-Call Home
Page 3 of 3



LU= 1J=LUUl L IUL) 1Cica wellington Lounty Lierks Uttice

(FRX)519 837 14909 P.O01/06G2

COUNTY OF WELLINGTON

SCOTT WILSON

CHIER ADMINISTRATIVE OFEICER
TEL.: (518) BI7-28600, EXT. 233
1-800-8G3-0750

FAX: (519) B37.1903

e-mall: agoitw Scounty.wellinglon,on.ca

February 14, 2007

T4 WOOLWICH STREET
QUELPH, GNTARIO
MiH aTh

To: Chair and Members of the Social Services Cornmittec
From: Scott Wilson, CAO County of Wellington

Larry Kotsefl, CAO City of Guelph

Subject: New Land Ambulance Committee

At its meeting of January 10", 2007, the Joint Social Services Conmittee
requested that staff report on how a new Land Ambulance Committee could function.
The results of discussions between the Chief Administrative Officers of the County
and the City arc presented below for the Committee’s consideration.

The principles are as follows.

A. Membership to be the same as the Joint Social Services Commijttee (4 Councillors
from each the City and the County); meetings will immediately precede or follow
the ISSC monthly meeting; meeting location will be at the County Administration
Building, We can cxplore alternate meeting locations subsequent to the new

cormmittec forming,

B. City staff will prepare agendas and meeting minntes for the Land Ambulance
Comumittee in consultation with the City’s Director of Emergency Services and
distribute sarne to City Councillors and the County Clerk.

C. The County Cletk will distribute agendas and minutes of the Committee to

County Councillors on the Committee,

D. The Land Ambulance Committee will deal with reports and information on the

agenda.

E. Any recommendations of the Committee will be forwarded to City Council for
consideration and approval, and sent to County Council for information. If the
Committee’s recommendations are sent to another City or County Commiittee,

they will be considered “for information only™.

F. Resolutions of City Council arising from Committce recommendations will be
forwarded to the County Clerk, Lund Ambulance Committee recommendations
not approved by City Council will be referred back to the Land Ambulance

Committee for reconsideration.
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G. All policy and significant operational matters will be brought forward to the Land
Ambulance Committee by the Dircctor of Emergency Services. County staff may
forward agenda i{tems to the Director of Emergency Services for inclusion on the
agenda,

H. Policy recommendations on Ambulance administration (structure, personnel,
housing, etc) will be made by the Committee, Implementation of Land
Ambulance administration is the responsibility of the Director of Emergency
Services.

I, Any agreement to be entered into by the City with a Land Ambulance Operator
will be provided to the Land Ambulance Cominittee for input and
recommendation to City Council,

J.  Amny proposals to change the level of Land Ambulance Services will be forwarded
to the Committee for input and reccommendation to City Council.

K. Regular financial updates and variance reports will be prepared by City staff and
presented to the Land Ambulance Committee for information.

L. Operating and capital budgets related to the delivery of Land Ambulance services
will be prepared and presented to the Land Ambulance Committee by City staff,

In addition, a new agreement between the City and the County respecting land
ambulance services should be put in place as soon as possible. (The current
agrecment’s term ran from January 1, 2001 to December 31, 2005.) The new
agreement will address funding and any additional clauses deemed necessary to
address the arrangement between the County and the City. Tt will also address the

County’s role in agreements entered into by the City and a Land Ambulance
Operator.

Recommendations:

That the principies outlined in this report form the operating basis for the new
Land Ambulance Committee;

That staff move forward to develop an agreement between the City and the
County regarding land ambulance services for the Committee’s consideration;
and

That the Land Ambulance Committee addresses the nature and form of
reporting on land ambulance issucs as a priority.

Respectfully,

M
/‘)// e 7 '
ﬁ’(; Larry Kotseff

CAO CAO



Please recycle!

- BYLAWS -

- March 26, 2007 -

By-law Number (2007)-18251

A by-law to amend By-law Number (1995)-
14864, as amended, known as the Zoning By-
law for the City of Guelph as it affects
property known municipally as 265 Watson
Parkway North. (legally described as Part Lot
6, Concession 3, Division “C” and Part 6,
Concession 4, Division “C”, City of Guelph, to
permit the development of 87 residential units
in association with approved draft plan of
subdivision 23T-06501 and a redline
amendment to a portion of Draft Plan of
Subdivision 23T-98501 (File ZC0604).

A by-law to amend the Zoning By-law as
approved by Council.

By-law Number (2007)-18252

A by-law to remove land from Part Lot
Control. (Block 37, Plan 61M98 designated as
Parts 21 to 36 inclusive, Reference Plan
61R9811)

A by-law to remove land from part lot control.
(569-583 Victoria Road North, to create lots as
per Section 50 (7) of the Planning Act within a
plan of subdivision)

By-law Number (2007)-18253

A by-law to appoint Weed Inspectors for the
City of Guelph and to repeal By-law Number
(2006)-17990. ( appoint Randy Drewery and
lan Haras)

A by-law to make the annual appointment of
Weed Inspectors for the City of Guelph.

By-law Number (2007)-18254

A by-law to amend By-law Number (2004)-
17551, as amended, being a By-law respecting
the licensing of businesses operating within the
City of Guelph and to adopt Municipal Code
Amendment #427. (changing references to
Finance, Administration & Community
Services to Finance, Administration &
Corporate Services; amending Chapter 176 of
the City of Guelph’s Municipal Code)

A by-law to amend By-law Number 17551 by
changing references to Finance, Administration
& Community Services to Finance,
Administration & Corporate Services.




By-law Number (2007)-18255

A by-law to authorize the execution of an
Agreement between Municipal Property
Assessment Corporation (“MPAC”) and The
Corporation of the City of Guelph. (municipal
licence agreement)

A by-law to authorize the execution of an
agreement with respect to the Municipal
Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC)
municipal licence agreement.

By-law Number (2007)-18256

A by-law to authorize the execution of an
Amending Agreement between The
Corporation of the City of Guelph and Royal
City Ambulance Service Ltd. (staffing pattern)

A by-law to authorize the execution of an
amending agreement with respect to
ambulance staffing pattern as per the report of
the Governance & Economic Development
Committee.

By-law Number (2007)-18257

A by-law to amend By-law Number (2002) —
17017 and to and adopt Municipal Code
Amendment #428. (to amend No Parking
Zones in Schedule XV, Restricted Parking
Zones in Schedule XVII and Parking Meter
Zones in Schedule XXII1 and to amend
Schedules of Chapter 301 of the Corporation
of the City of Guelph’s Municipal Code)

A by-law to amend the Traffic By-law.
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