Gueélph
Committee of the Whole wm
Meeting Agenda

Monday, April 3, 2018 — 2:00 p.m.
Council Chambers, Guelph City Hall, 1 Carden Street
Please turn off or place on non-audible all electronic devices during the meeting.

Please note that an electronic version of this agenda is available on
guelph.ca/agendas.

Call to Order — Mayor

Disclosure of Pecuniary Interest and General Nature Thereof

Open Meeting - 2:00 p.m.
Mayor in the Chair
Presentations:
1. Ontario Age-Friendly Community Recognition Award.
2. Guelph Wellington Oral Health Action Committee
Peggy Nickels, Chair, Guelph-Wellington Oral Health Action Committee,
Health Promoter, Guelph Community Health Centre

Randalin Ellery, Guelph & Wellington Task Force for Poverty Elimination

3. Community Health Van
Colin McVicker, Program Director, Sanguen Health Centre

4. County of Wellington Play Time Update
Luisa Artuso, Director of Child Care Services, County of Wellington

Consent Agenda — Public Services

Chair — Councillor Downer

The following resolutions have been prepared to facilitate Council’s consideration of various
matters and are suggested for consideration. If Council wishes to address a specific report
in isolation of the Consent Agenda, please identify the item. It will be extracted and dealt
with separately as part of the Items for Discussion.
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PS-2018.05 Transit Advisory Committee Terms of Reference

Recommendation:
That the terms of reference for Transit Advisory Committee dated September
28, 2017 be approved.

PS-2018.06 Regulation of Election Signs
Recommendation:
That the Election Sign Bylaw as outlined in ATT-2 to Public Services Report PS-
2018-06 ‘Regulation of Election Signs’, dated April 3, 2018 be approved.
PS-2018.09 Taxi By-law Review and Regulation of Vehicles for Hire
Recommendation:
1. That staff be directed to create a new schedule under the City’s Business

Licensing Bylaw (2009)-18855 to regulate the licensing of vehicles for hire.

2. That staff be directed to create amendments to the Schedule 16 (Taxi
Licensing) of the City’s Business Licensing Bylaw (2009)-18855.

PS-2018.10 Transit Business Service Review Overview
Recommendation:

That Public Services Report PS-2018-10 ‘Transit Business Service Review
Overview’ dated April 3, 2018 be received.

Items for Discussion — Public Services

The following items have been extracted from Consent Agenda and will be considered
separately. These items have been extracted either at the request of a member of Council
or because they include a presentation and/or delegations.

PS-2018.07 Community Paramedics Projects and Sustainability

Presentation:
Leanne Swantko, Deputy Chief Emergency Medical Services

Recommendation:
That Public Services Report PS-2018-07 ‘Community Paramedics Projects and
Sustainability’ dated April 3, 2018 be received.
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PS-2018.08 Guelph/Eramosa Fire Contract

Presentation:
Colleen Clack, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer, Public Services

Recommendation:
That staff be directed to proceed with negotiating a new agreement with
Guelph/Eramosa for the provision of Fire Services and report back to Council
prior to execution of the agreement.

Service Area Chair and Staff Announcements

Consent Agenda — Corporate Services

Chair — Councillor MacKinnon

The following resolutions have been prepared to facilitate Council’s consideration of various
matters and are suggested for consideration. If Council wishes to address a specific report
in isolation of the Consent Agenda, please identify the item. It will be extracted and dealt
with separately as part of the Items for Discussion.

CS-2018.38 Corporate Records Retention By-Law Amendment

Recommendation:
That the amended Corporate Records Retention By-law outlined in ATT-2 to
report CS-2018-38, dated April 3, 2018, be approved.

CS-2018.11 2018 Property Tax Policy Report

Recommendation:
1. That the 2018 City of Guelph Property Tax Policies set out in ATT-1 to the
2018 Property Tax Policy Report number CS-2018-11 dated April 3, 2018, be
approved.

2. That the tax policies be incorporated into tax ratio, tax rate, and capping
parameter by-laws.

3. That the maximum allowed capping parameters be used for 2018, allowing
the City of Guelph to exit the capping program in the shortest timeframe
available.

CS-2018.12 2019 Budget Schedule and Process Change

Recommendation:
1. That the draft 2019 budget schedule and process changes as outlined in
report CS-2018-12, titled 2019 Budget Schedule and Process Changes and
dated April 3, 2018, be approved.
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2. That staff be directed to investigate multi-year budgeting and report back to
Council in July 2018 with a recommended policy to support implementing a
four-year budgeting process beginning in 2020.

Service Area Chair and Staff Announcements
Mayor as Chair

Chair and Staff Announcements

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

Notice of Motion
Notice of Motion provided by Councillor June Hofland

Adjournment
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About the Guelph-Wellington Oral Health Action

About the Guelph- Committee (OHAC)

Wellington Oral
Health Action
Committee (OHAC) « Convened by Poverty Task Force in 2013

» Initial focus on gaining better understanding of oral health needs of
low-income community members and raising awareness about
barriers experienced by this population

* Purpose of OHAC is to support local action and advocacy efforts to
improve access to oral health care

* Postcard Campaign
* No- and Low-Cost Oral Health Program Resource

» Part of Ontario Oral Health Alliance, a network of organizations and
engaged individuals interested in improving access to dental care

OHAC membership includes: Poverty Task Force, Guelph Community
Health Centre, County of Wellington, Better Beginnings, Better

Futures, community members with lived experience.

e

Action Committee




Barriers to Oral Health Care for Low Income Adults in
Guelph

* Report published May 2015, available www.gwpoverty.ca

: » Purpose to gain better understanding of the oral health status and oral
Barriers to Oral

Health Care for health care experiences of low-income adults in Guelph

Low-Income Adults e Findings:

» 30% reported ongoing pain in the past 6 months

» 58% reported that their oral health needs affect eating

» 16% reported that their oral health impacts their ability to get a
job

» 76% reported they cannot afford oral health care

 70% were recommended treatment that they cannot afford

* 34% did not have access to any dental benefits

e

Action Committee



http://www.gwpoverty.ca/

GUELPH-WELLINGTON

JANUARY 2018

If you struggle to access oral health care, you're not alone.

ot 2 e

76% of low-income community 70% of low-income community 34% of low-income community

members in Guelph-Wellington members in Guelph-Wellington reported members in Guelph-Wellington

reported they cannot afford they have been recommended reported they have absolutely
regular oral health care treatment they can't pay for no oral health benefits

There are no- and low-cost oral health programs that can help.

Program name Program description Eligibility Contact Information
Dentistry from the 1 day annual event that provides Must be 18 years + 519-836-4650

Heart - Westwood either a filling, extraction, or First come, first serve e s e R EE
Dental (Guelph) cleaning at no-cost (maximum of 50 clients) . group.
Gift from the Heart 1 day annual event that provides no-cost dental hygiene

information and/or care. Services & eligibility vary by location. www.giftfromtheheart.ca
Please check website & call local providers for more information.

N O_ an d LOW_COSt Children 17 years & Wellington-Dufferin-Guelph

(Guelph & Fergus)

Healthy Smiles Free preventative, routine, and :
; i younger from low- Public Health
Oral Health Gl BN el sEniess income families 1-800-265-7293 ext. 2661
Assistance for ; Children under 18, Contact regional office
P ro g ram S Children with gg%é%il?spﬁcmgmh L%Eg?g::g living at home, with a for application:
Severe Disabilities ’ 9 severe disability 1-877-832-2818
Ontario Disability Covers ODSP .
Support Program Benefit plan covers basic dental care recipients and their Ii?sc(%gg?. Zg%fgce.
(ODSP) adult spouses
(061\;\?; io Works Eligible for emergency dental care OW recipients I{?ggég\é\é%fggi

First Nations & Inuit -
Non-Insured Health
Benefits Program

This program covers many different
dental services

. o A General inquiries:
First Nations & Inuit 1-800-640-0642

Veterans Affairs
Canada Dental
Services

Veterans Affairs Canada

Veterans may qualify for dental care Camealan VEErnS yeterans s

service coverage

Dental hygienists can sometimes offer basic oral health care (e.g. cleaning) at a lower cost, compared to a dentist.
You can search for them online

For more information
about work in our

PH - Thi community to break
kg GELLIBGTON Wa'sgzz%?égzz by: GUELPH - WELLINGTON POVE RTY barriers to oral health
n R AL H EA LT H ORAL HEALTH G6UELPH & WELLINGTON TASK FORCE FOR . care, contact

woncomnivee o E] IMINATION G
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Dental Health
Access Resolution
to City of Guelph

GUELPH - WELLINGTON

ORAL HEALTH

Action Committee

Dental Health Access Resolution to City of Guelph

* 17 municipalities have passed Dental Health Access Resolution

 Resolution identifies:

That oral health care is excluded from publicly funded health care
The links between oral health and overall health

The costs to the health care system as the result of emergency
room visits for oral health needs

Cost of oral health care and lack of insurance are barriers to oral
health care for low income community members

Differences in oral health for OW and ODSP recipients



Dental Health
Access Resolution
to City of Guelph

GUELPH - WELLINGTON

ORAL HEALTH

Action Committee

Dental Health Access Resolution to City of Guelph

THEREFORE IT BE RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF

GUELPH:

» Strongly endorses the importance of oral health and requests that the
Premier of Ontario include oral health as part of the government’s
primary care transformation initiatives, and further

« That Council calls on the provincial government to expand public oral
health programs with prime consideration for low income adults and
seniors, and further

« That Council forwards copies of this resolution to the Premier of Ontario,
the Minister of Health and Long-Term, Local Members of Provincial
Parliament, Member Municipalities, and the Association of Municipalities

of Ontario.
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DENTAL HEALTH ACCESS RESOLUTION TO CITY OF GUELPH

Resolution Regarding the Expansion of Provincial Publicly Funded Dental Health Programs for
Adults with Low Incomes

Presented to: City of Guelph Municipal Council
Date: February, 2017
Presented by: Peggy Nickels

Health Promoter, Guelph CHC;
Chair, Oral Health Action Committee, Guelph-Wellington
Poverty Task Force

WHEREAS in Canadian public policy the care of our lips, tongues and throats is fully covered by
public funding, but not our teeth and gums; and

WHEREAS oral health is essential to maintaining overall health; and

WHEREAS a mounting body of evidence shows a link between poor oral health and diabetes,
cardiovascular and respiratory diseases and Alzheimer’s disease; and

WHEREAS untreated tooth decay, gum disease and tooth loss results in social and psychological
suffering and interferes with employment opportunities; and

WHEREAS between 2 to 3 million Ontarians have not seen a dentist in the past year mainly due
to the cost of private dental services; and

WHEREAS approximately every 9 minutes a person in Ontario arrives at a hospital emergency
room with a dental problem but can only get painkillers or antibiotics, and this costs the health
care system at least $31 million annually with no treatment of the problem;

WHEREAS 2,779 people visited hospital emergency rooms in Waterloo-Wellington in 2014 for
oral health problems, with an average cost per visit of $513; and

WHEREAS almost a third of Canadians have neither public nor private insurance to help them
pay for the care of their teeth and gums; and

WHEREAS access to oral health care should not be limited to people with private health
insurance or who can afford to pay out of pocket; and



WHEREAS Ontario’s reform of the health care system should include oral health care so that
vulnerable people in our communities have equitable access to the dental services they need to
be healthy; and

WHEREAS Ontario only has public dental programs for low income children, and no public
programs for low income adults and seniors; and

WHEREAS local Ontario Works (OW) recipients are eligible for limited discretionary coverage for
emergency treatment only and Ontario Disability Support Program (ODSP) recipients are
eligible for basic dental care and limited discretionary coverage for dentures;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF GUELPH:

Strongly endorses the importance of oral health and requests that the Premier of Ontario
include oral health as part of the government’s primary care transformation initiatives, and
further

That Council calls on the provincial government to expand public oral health programs with
prime consideration for low income adults and seniors, and further

That Council forwards copies of this resolution to the Premier of Ontario, the Minister of Health
and Long-Term Care, Local Members of Provincial Parliament, Member Municipalities, and the
Association of Municipalities of Ontario.

References:

Canadian Centre for Policy Alternatives. (2011). Putting Our Money Where Our Mouth Is: The
Future of Dental Care in Canada.

Canadian Health Measures Survey. (2007-2009). Statistics Canada

King, Arlene. (2012). Oral Health - More Than Just Cavities. A Report by Ontario’s Chief Medical
Officer of Health.

Goel, Vivek et al. (2012). Staying Ahead of the Curve: A Unified Public Health Program for
Ontario.



https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2011/04/Putting%20our%20money%20where%20our%20mouth%20is.pdf
https://www.policyalternatives.ca/sites/default/files/uploads/publications/National%20Office/2011/04/Putting%20our%20money%20where%20our%20mouth%20is.pdf
http://www.health.gov.on.ca/en/common/ministry/publications/reports/oral_health/oral_health.pdf
http://www.health.gov.on.ca/en/common/ministry/publications/reports/oral_health/oral_health.pdf
http://www.oaphd.on.ca/images/stories/pdfs/DENTAL_REPORT_8_5x11_WEB.pdf
http://www.oaphd.on.ca/images/stories/pdfs/DENTAL_REPORT_8_5x11_WEB.pdf

The Community Health Van
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IWAIDS RESOURCES
& COMMUNITY HEALTH

LV 4 .
PublicHealth
WELLINGTON-DUFFERIN-GUELPH
Stay Well.

Sanguen Health Centre



The Team




Why the Van in Guelph?

 |mprove conditions for those who are
marginalized (people who live with
addictions, mental health, experiencing
homelessness or unstable housing etc.)

 Delivers services to those who otherwise
would not receive them

e Access to health care services in a non-
stigmatizing manner



What does THE VAN offer?

Food, clothing, hygiene products +++
Hundreds of cups of hot chocolate
Testing for hep A, B, C, HIV, syphilis
Vein and wound care

Referrals, supportive counselling, case
management

Harm reduction supplies and returns
Sexual health support and education
Flu shots and vaccines

Overdose prevention and naloxone



Guelph Community Health Van Statistics: Overview

Updated March 15th, 2018
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Guelph Community Health Van Statistics: Food, Clothing and Hygiene

Updated March 15th, 2018

Select Date Range: Food Clothing HygiBI'IB
10/5/2017 3/1/2018 4539 9 4638 20 41
Snacks Blankets Socks Underwear Tampons/Pads
¥ i 1104 120 368 1300
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Guelph Community Health Van Statistics: Harm Reduction Supplies
Updated March 15th, 2018

Select Date Range: Equipment Kits
10/5/2017 3/1/2018 2186 4230 9859 2731 99 116
Needles IN Needles OUT Alcohol swabs  Filters Long Kits Short Kits
L ]
. ' 2787 2711 136 610 28 273
Water Cookers Sharps Cont...  Lube Black Kits Meth Kits
Select Van Locations: 54 136 534 204 106 53
All 7 Vitamin C Push Sticks Stems / Pipes Screens Crack Kits Marijuana Kits
441 214 723 " Kit components are included in 14 148
Ties/Tourniquet  Mouth Piece Condoms  equipment counts Abscess Kits Naloxone kits

Seivices Provided Services Provided Over Time
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“I don’t want to live in the kind of
world where we don’t look out for
eachother. Not just the people that
are close to us but anybody who needs
a helping hand. | can’t change the way
anybody else thinks, or what they
choose to do, but | can do my bit.

Charles de Lint (Canadian writer)



Children’s Early Years Division

Child Care
EarlyON Child and Family Centres

Presentation to the City of Guelph

April 2018




Social Services

County of Wellington and City of Guelph

e Children’s Early Years
* Housing
e Ontario Works




As of January 1, 2018 Consolidated Municipal Service Managers/District
Social Services Administrative Boards where appointed with authority
for the planning, management and governance of the new EarlyON
Child and Family Centres.

This forms a new children’s early years system that includes child care
and child and family centres.

EarlyON centres will replace the following:
e Better Beginning Better Futures
e Child Care and Resource Centres

e Ontario Early Years Centres

e Parenting and Family Literacy Centres




Guiding Principles of EarlyON Child and Family Centres
Child and Family Centred
Welcoming
High Quality
Inclusive
Integrated
Community Led

Key Goals
e Parents and caregivers have access to high quality services
e Children have access to play and inquiry based learning opportunities
e Parents and caregivers have opportunities to strengthen their
relationships with their children
* Indigenous families have access to culturally responsive programming
* Francophone families have access to French language programmes
e Parents and caregivers are provided with timely, relevant information
about community and specialized services
* Local service providers collaborate and integrate services to meet
community needs G




Wellington’s Children’s Early Years Planning Principles

1. High Quality — high standards, professional staff

2. Equitably Accessible- ability to participate,
inclusive, culturally responsive, adaptable

3. Equitably Available- ensure services are located
in places for families to access

4. Affordable — Subsidies for Child Care
- No cost for EarlyON Core Services




EarlyON Core Mandatory Services
e Engages Parent and Caregivers
e Supports Early Learning and Child Development
 Makes Connection for Families
Examples: Drop-in, Playgroup, Literacy, Pre and post-natal, Parenting, Warm
transfers to other agencies, referrals for direct therapy

EarlyON Secondary Services
* Specialized Services for children and families
* Integrated services for children and youth
Examples: Cultural enrichment programmes, community nutrition kitchens,
parent peer support, mentorship programmes

EarlyON Community Services
Food banks, clothing cupboards, newcomers groups, employment and
social services




Current Child Care Services

Area Population Full Time Full Year Spaces Percentage of Spaces for
Population

Service Delivery Area 9950 1,620 16%

Guelph 5940 (60%) 1,315 (81%) 22%

Wellington County 4,010 (40%) 305 (19%) 7.5%

Source: Statistics Canada, 2016 Census of Population, Statistics Canada Catalogue no. 98-400-X2016004.
Source: County of Wellington Licensed Child Care database, extracted January, 2018.




City of Guelph

Full-time, full year Licensed Child Care Spaces

for Children birth up to 4 years in the City of Guelph

Percentage of Child Care spaces for

Number of children birth up to 4 years Number of Spaces . .
population of children

Source: Statistics Canada, 2016 Census of Population, Statistics Canada Catalogue no. 98-400-X2016004.
Source: County of Wellington Licensed Child Care database, extracted January, 2018.



City of Guelph

All full-time full year Licensed Child Care Spaces by Age Group
in the City of Guelph

Percentage of Child Care
spaces

Age Categories Number of children Number of Spaces

Infants (birth to 18 months)

Toddlers (18 to 30 months)
Preschool (30 months to up to 4
years)

Source: Statistics Canada, 2016 Census of Population, Statistics Canada Catalogue no. 98-400-X2016004.
Source: County of Wellington Licensed Child Care database, extracted January, 2018.




Child and Family Centres

Ministry of Education funded early years family support programmes in Guelph
are delivered by:

Better Beginnings Better Futures located at Shelldale.

Guelph Community Health Centre located at Stone Road Mall and on Wyndham
Street.




Planning Phase

1. Community Engagement — Early Fall 2018
2. City of Guelph Early Years Services Advisory Group — Late Fall 2018

Staff at the City of Guelph will work with us on engagement strategies and
forming an ad hoc local advisory group.




Staff Guiglph
Report /\k—P/

Making a Difference

To Committee of the Whole

Service Area Public Services

Date Tuesday, April 3, 2018

Subject Transit Advisory Committee Terms of Reference

Report Number PS-2018-05

Recommendation

1. That the terms of reference for Transit Advisory Committee dated September
28, 2017 be approved.

Executive Summary

Purpose of Report

To adopt the new terms of reference for the Transit Advisory Committee. The
Committee will provide a forum for input, exchange of ideas and debate on
conventional and mobility transit related issues with representation from all
affected groups in the community.

Key Findings

The Committee is a citizen advisory group established by and responsible to City
administration and reports through the Committee of the Whole. The Transit
Advisory Committee provides a vital link to the community in terms of getting
feedback on the significant changes made to Guelph Transit operations and services
in 2017. The Committee provides valuable input in developing alternative
suggestions to address issues identified.

Financial Implications

None

Report

The attached Terms of Reference specifies the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC)
objectives as well as the composition of the Committee to ensure that it represents
a broad range of community interests. TAC will consist of 11 voting members who
will be recruited from the following sectors within the city of Guelph:

* Four (4) regular users of Guelph Transit conventional services
* One (1) regular user of Guelph Transit mobility service
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* One (1) member from the Guelph & Wellington Task Force for Poverty
Elimination

* One (1) member of the Guelph Youth Council and/or high school student

* One (1) student from the University of Guelph

* One (1) member of the University of Guelph Administration

* Two (2) community members at large

TAC will set a list of topics and activities of priority to discuss and review within the
first quarter of each term of Council. The following are priorities that TAC will focus
on and discuss:

* Fare policy, service hours and transit routes;

e Customer service related policies and procedures;

« Accessibility of buses, bus stops and associated infrastructure;

e Transit communication plans and customer marketing strategies;

* Public consultation processes and receipt of passenger concerns and
expectations;

« Initiatives and strategies affecting public transport services including but not
limited to budget, route realignments and growth plans, the Transportation
Master Plan, Regional Transit Planning, and the Transit Annual Report.

The TAC will liaise with other community groups such as, but not limited to, the
Accessibility Advisory Committee, Guelph Youth Council, Guelph Seniors
Association, Downtown Guelph Business Association, and Guelph Neighbourhood
Coalition. It will also invite select groups to attend meetings as specified under the
Terms of Reference as delegations and/or as members of a subcommittee and/or
ad-hoc committee.

The Committee developed the following list of categories as a framework for
prioritizing transit related topics and issues:

Pass issues/affordability;
Capacity/routing issues;
Information flow; and
Community issues.

At each meeting, staff provided an overview of any major transit related activities
or events that had taken place since the last meeting. Staff also provided an
ongoing update on the Transit Growth Strategy and the Route Realignment.

Committee members raised issues and questions related to the above categories
based on their experience with the system and facilities, or based on feedback
provided to them by members of the public. In most instances, staff was able to
provide a response to the issue during the meeting. In some cases, the concern
was noted and directed to the appropriate staff for response. Staff made best
efforts to address the issue and provide a response at the following Committee
meeting. Other external consultants made presentations to the Committee on the
proposed new Fare Strategy which will have an impact on riders of Guelph Transit.
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The Transit Advisory Committee played a vital role in terms of providing a
connection to the community, and much of the feedback was instrumental in
developing solutions and communication strategies when completing the Route
Realignment in September. Staff would like to thank the Committee members for
their time and their valuable input and contribution in 2017.

The Terms of Reference sets out the Committee’s reporting relationship
with City Council.

The Transit Advisory Committee will report annually to the Committee of the Whole
through staff reports, and will update Council on activities and contributions of TAC.

Financial Implications

None. Any Committee incidental expenses will be covered within the existing
Guelph Transit budget.

Consultations

Transit Advisory Committee members were engaged in the drafting of the TAC
Terms of Reference. TAC committee members passed a motion supporting the
Terms of Reference at the September 28, 2017 meeting. Transit Advisory
Committee members will be notified of the decision of Council on approval of staff
report PS-2018-05 at the April 26, 2018 TAC meeting.

Corporate Administrative Plan

Overarching Goals
Service Excellence
Innovation

Service Area Operational Work Plans
Our Services - Municipal services that make lives better

Attachments

ATT-1 Transit Advisory Committee Terms of Reference

Departmental Approval
Clerk’s Office

Report Author
Amanda Martin
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Approved By

Robin Gerus

Interim General Manager
Guelph Transit
519-822-1260 ext. 2461
robin.gerus@quelph.ca

Recommended By
Colleen Clack

Deputy CAO

Public Services
519-822-1260 ext. 2588
colleen.clack@guelph.ca
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Guelph Transit
Transit Advisory Committee
Terms of Reference

The City of Guelph’s Mission Statement cites community engagement as one of the key
components of achieving excellence. Community participation on committees is also
recognized as providing value to the City operations, benefiting staff through input from
additional perspectives. Consistent with these guiding principles, City Council re-
establish the Transit Advisory Committee (TAC) in November 2011.

Objective

The Transit Advisory Committee will provide a forum for input, exchange of ideas and
debate on public transit matters as they relate to the provision of conventional transit,
mobility services and community bus. This would include the review of transit service
plans, transit marketing and communication plans and the provision of on-street
passenger amenities and infrastructure.

Scope of Committee

The following topics & activities are within the purview of the Transit Advisory
Committee. The Committee will undertake to compile a list of priority topics within the
first quarter of being constituted each year.

» Fare policy, service hours and transit routes;

» Customer service related policies and procedures;

» Accessibility of bus stops and associated infrastructure;

» Transit communications plans and customer marketing strategies;

» Public consultation process and receipt of passenger concerns and expectations;

» Initiatives and Strategies affecting public transport services including but not
limited to Transit Budget, Route Realignments and Growth Plans, Transportation
Master Plan, Regional Transit Planning and the Transit Annual Report.

* That the committee liaises with other community groups such as, but not limited
to, the Accessibility Advisory Committee, Guelph Youth Council, Guelph Seniors
Association, Downtown Guelph Business Association and Guelph
Neighbourhood Support Coalition. Invite select groups to attend meetings as
specified under the Terms of Reference as delegations and/or as members of a
subcommittee and/or ad-hoc committee.



Composition of Committee

The composition of the TAC is intended to represent a broad range of community
interests and will be structured to provide a balance of perspectives. The TAC will
consist of 11 voting members and members will be drawn from the following groups
within the City of Guelph.

» Regular users of Guelph Transit conventional services (4)

* Regular users of Guelph Transit mobility service (1)

* Guelph & Wellington Task Force for Poverty Elimination (1)
*  Guelph Youth Council and/or High School Student (1)

» University of Guelph (1 student, 1 administration)

* Community members at large (2)

Attention will be given to ensuring appropriate representation from environmental
interests, youth, and senior groups.

City staff serves only in an advisory role and will not have voting privileges on the TAC.
Recruitment
Recruitment of members will be conducted in accordance with the Public Appointment

Policy (September 2016) and associated official policies governing the appointment and
functioning of advisory committees.

In addition to the above policy, the TAC may assist in the recruitment of potential
members through various tools such as writing letters to potential candidates and/or
community groups, via Guelph Transit social media channels and/or advertising on
Guelph Transit property.

Roles and Responsibilities

It will be the responsibility of all TAC members to participate in discussions and provide
constructive input, ideas and suggestions from their perspective, and to listen to other
points of view. Additional responsibilities will be as follows:

TAC Members

» Attend TAC meetings;

» Become informed about the current and planned operations of Guelph Transit
services;

» Be prepared and informed for meetings by reviewing any materials provided in
advance;

» Approve draft meeting notes when posted on the Guelph Transit web site;

» Provide input received from the broader community;

» Bring additional perspectives to the discussion of Transit services;


http://guelph.ca/wp-content/uploads/Public-Appointment-Policy-as-of-Sept-2016.pdf
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* Elect a Chair and Vice-Chair

» Ensure the effective operation of the TAC through constructive contributions and
open and respectful discussion of ideas and opportunities;

» Participate in meetings in accordance with the procedures detailed in the City’s
Procedural By-Law Number (1996)-15200, as amended from time to time;

* Recognize and abide by any applicable federal and provincial legislation and
municipal by-laws;

» Recognize and respect the City’s contractual obligations e.g. collective
agreements; and

» Recognize and respect City staff that provides input and assistance to the
committee, including staff’s requirement to adhere to City policies and
procedures.

Staff

» Assist the Chair (or Vice-Chair) with the effective functioning of the committee
including development and distribution of agendas, meeting notes, etc;

» Keep TAC members up to date on substantial changes to Transit Services and any
significant issues raised within the community;

» Provide timely responses and/or action as appropriate including follow-up on
issues raised that could not be addressed at the meeting;

» Listen carefully to the opinions and perspectives provided;

» Recognize and respect TAC members that are serving on the committee; and

» Appoint a City staff liaison person to coordinate communications between the
Chair of the TAC and the public.

Committee Procedures

The TAC will follow the Advisory Committee Procedures Guidelines as outlined by
Council September 30, 2013.

The Chair and Vice-Chair will be elected by the members of the TAC at the first TAC
meeting of each calendar year. The term of office for both positions is one year and an
individual may serve a maximum of two (2) consecutive years as Chair or Vice-Chair.

If the Chair resigns before the completion of their term, the Vice-Chair will complete the
term left vacant and a new Vice-Chair will be elected from the member to complete the
term left vacant. If a member resigns before the completion of their term, the vacancy
will be filled through the recruitment process detailed above for the remainder of the term
left vacant.

If any TAC member who misses three consecutive meetings without proper written
notice, the remaining members will deem that that person has resigned from the TAC,
subject to the appointee having the opportunity to address the TAC in writing or in
person regarding their absenteeism.
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Meeting Schedule and Format

The TAC will form once Council has selected the committee members. Meetings of the
TAC will be held once per month with the exception of August and December.
Additional meetings may be scheduled at the discretion of the Chair and the majority of
Committee subject to the availability of Staff.

At the first meeting, the Committee will determine an appropriate location and times for
future meetings. Meetings will be chaired by an elected member of the TAC or designate
and will last for up to 2 hours in length.

The first meeting of any appointed term of the TAC will focus on the role of the TAC and
provide members with a basic understanding and overview of Transit Services. The
Chair and Vice-Chair of the TAC will be elected at the first meeting.

Fixed agenda items for subsequent meetings will include an update on Transit operations
provided by Transit Services staff and a discussion of TAC comments, concerns and/or
issues. Items will be added to the agenda as appropriate.

Meeting materials including an agenda will be posted electronically to the City of Guelph
website at least 72 hours prior to the upcoming meeting. Meeting notes will be prepared
by City staff and posted on the City of Guelph website in draft format. Once draft notes
have been approved by the TAC, the final approved minutes will be posted to the City of
Guelph website.

Meetings of the TAC are open to the public. Members of the public may not enter into
discussion during the meeting unless they are registered delegations or are invited to
speak by the TAC. Members of the public will not have voting privileges. Members of
the public wishing to address the TAC may do so as delegations by meeting the
requirements outlined in this Terms of Reference.

Ad-hoc and/or Subcommittees

From time to time, specific projects or subjects may require the striking of ad hoc
committees or sub-committees. Membership on such committees may be extended to
community representatives and experts outside the TAC’s membership. “Extended”
members of ad hoc or sub-committees will not have voting rights on the TAC.

Public Communications
When appearing before a City of Guelph Committee of the Whole or Guelph City
Council on behalf of or a representative of the committee, members shall present the

Committee’s official position on a particular matter.

However, where a committee member appears before a Committee of the Whole or City
Council and clearly indicates that they are appearing on behalf of another organization or



as a citizen and not In their capacity as a member of the Committee, they may present a
position which is their personal position or is the position of the organization they
represent.

Rules of Order

The Transit Advisory Committee will follow the meeting guidelines as outlined in
the Advisory Committee Procedures Guidelines dated September 30th, 2013.

A quorum of the TAC will consist of 50% plus one of total members.

If a member of the TAC has a pecuniary interest with respect to an agenda matter being
considered, they shall leave the room during the time in which the matter is considered.
Once the item of consideration has been dealt with, they shall be recalled to the meeting
room. If a member of the TAC declares a pecuniary interest on any matter, it will

not affect the composition of the quorum.

It shall be the duty of the Chair, with respect to any meetings over which they preside to:

» Call the meeting to order and prior to the commencement of the meeting ask for
any Disclosure if Pecuniary Interest;

» Preserve order and decide all questions of order;

» Enforce on all occasions the observance of order and decorum;

* Adjourn the meeting when business is concluded,

* Represent and support the TAC, declaring its will and implicitly obeying its
decisions in all things; and

» Perform other duties when directed to do so by resolution of the Committee of the
Whole and/or Council.

The Vice-Chair shall assume the authority and perform all the duties of the Chair in
absence of the chair.

The Chair and Vice-Chair of the TAC shall vote on all matters. In the event of a tie vote,
the motion will fail.

Members of the TAC will have a duty to conduct themselves in an impartial and
objective manner. Members of the TAC will perform their duties in such a way as to
promote public confidence and trust in the integrity, objectivity and impartiality of the
TAC. The Chair (or Vice-Chair) will have the right and responsibility to control
proceedings of the TAC, including the right to exclude any member of the public or any
member of the TAC who is interfering with or disrupting the TAC meeting proceedings.

No persons except members of the TAC, appointed official of the City of Guelph,
employees of the City of Guelph, Transit Services staff and invited guests shall be
allowed to sit at the discussion table during TAC meetings without permission of the
TAC.
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Delegations

Delegations to the Committee shall be in accordance with the procedures detailed in the
City’s Procedural By-Law (1996)-15200, as amended from time to time.

Any delegation added to the agenda may only speak to the item listed on the agenda.
Whether the delegation consists of one person or an organized body with more than one
representative, the delegation as a whole is limited to a maximum of five minutes to
address the TAC.

The five minute period may be extended by the TAC by a majority vote of the TAC
members present, this decision to made without debate.

Delegations will not be permitted to appear before the TAC for the sole purpose of
generating publicity.

Any person wishing to address the TAC as a delegate who has not previously arranged to
do so per the City’s Procedural By-Law (1996)-15200, may be granted permission only
by a majority vote of the TAC members present at the meeting.

Delegations that have previously addressed the TAC on a subject matter shall be
permitted to address the TAC again only if they provide new information relating to that
matter. Any request for a subsequent appearance must be made following the process
defined above.

Upon completion of a presentation to the TAC by a delegation, any discourse between
the member and the delegation shall be limited to members asking questions for
clarification and obtaining additional, relevant information only. Members shall not enter
into debate with delegations respecting the presentation.

Reporting Relationship & Accountability

The TAC will report to the Committee of the Whole (Public Services) through staff
reports. Staff will prepare an annual report to the Committee of the Whole (Public
Services) that details the activities and contribution of the TAC. If at any time the opinion
of the TAC differs from that of staff in relation to a recommendation or report, staff will
include the TAC’s opinion in the report.

The Chair of the TAC or designate will be asked to attend the Committee of the Whole
(Public Services) and/or City Council meeting to speak to the annual report and provide
feedback to the Operations and Transit Committee.



Administrative Support

The TAC will be supported by the Public Services area, primarily through the resources
of Transit Services.

Staff Resources

The Executive Assistant to the General Manager of Transit or designate will provide the
required support to the TAC. The General Manager of Guelph Transit will normally
attend TAC meetings. As determined by the TAC or the General Manager, additional
staff may be requested to participate in meetings as non-voting representatives on an as-
needed basis.

Amendments to these Terms of Reference

These Terms of Reference shall be maintained by staff from Public Services.

Amendments to these Terms of Reference may be proposed by members of the TAC,
through staff to the Committee of the Whole (Public Works) Committee. Only Council
may approve final changes to these Terms of Reference.

Approved by TAC on September 28™, 2017
Edits as per TAC February 2018
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Making a Difference

To Committee of the Whole
Service Area Public Services

Date Tuesday, April 3, 2018

Subject Regulation of Election Signs

Report Number PS-2018-06

Recommendation

1. That the Election Sign Bylaw as outlined in ATT-2 to Public Services Report
PS-2018-06 ‘Regulation of Election Signs’, dated April 3, 2018 be approved.

Executive Summary

Purpose of Report

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with information regarding the
regulation of election signs and to seek Council’s direction to create a stand-alone
bylaw to regulate the placement of election signs.

Key Findings

During the course of municipal, provincial, and federal elections, the placement of
election signs on municipal and, in some cases, private property has created not
only a proliferation of signs and damage to property, but in some instances, the
placement of these signs has created safety hazards to pedestrians and motorists.
The current regulations under the City’s Sign Bylaw are limited to municipal election
signs and have caused confusion in the past. Through public engagement, we have
determined most residents support election sign regulations.

Financial Implications

The cost of conducting this bylaw review along with any future enforcement efforts
is within the existing operating budget of the City’s Bylaw Compliance, Security and
Licensing Division.

Report

During the course of federal, provincial and municipal elections, signs are routinely
placed on both private and public property. The City of Guelph’s current sign bylaw
does regulate the placement of election signs on public or private property;
however, the bylaw only speaks to municipal election signs. Staff have received a
number of concerns that the regulations are confusing to residents and candidates.
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Regulating election signs is not unique to Guelph. The Municipal Act does allow
single and upper tier municipalities to pass bylaws regarding signs. As such, many
municipalities regulate the placement of political/election signs on public property,
and in some instances on private property. Such regulatory bylaws also typically
provide for the removal, storage and disposal of confiscated signs and further
impose fees and/or fines associated with unlawfully placed signs.

Legislative Provisions:

Regarding federal elections, and as provided for by the Elections Canada Act
[s.332(1) (2)] private property owners do not have the right to prevent tenants
from putting up election posters on the premises they lease in an apartment
building. Property owners do have the right to set reasonable conditions on the
size and type of poster, and to prohibit posters in common areas.

With respect to public property, no one can “prevent or impair the transmission...of
an election advertising message without the consent of a person with authority to
authorize its transmission” [s. 325(1)]; however a sign, poster or banner may be
removed by an employee of a public authority if the sign, poster or banner is a
hazard to public safety [s. 325(2)].

Regarding provincial elections, the Election Finances Act does not address where
signs can or cannot be placed. Where public property is involved, this may fall
under the jurisdiction of the municipality, or when placed near a highway, may fall
under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Transportation’s Corridor Signing Policy.

As a result of complaints over recent federal, provincial and municipal elections
regarding the placement location and volume of election signs throughout the city,
a public engagement process was undertaken to consider various regulatory
provisions regarding election signs.

The establishment of regulations pertaining to election signs are intended to help
address the proliferation of election signs placed on both public and private
property during the period leading up to an election. The regulations will also
address the location of certain election signs, in particular, those causing potential
safety hazard to pedestrians and/or motorists, and the removal of such signs within
a reasonable period of time immediately following an election.

An election sign can be defined as any sign advertising or promoting a candidate in
a federal, provincial or municipal election, including an election of a local board or
commission, and further including a by-election or referendum intended to influence
persons to vote for or against any candidate or question or bylaw submitted to the
electors.

During the public engagement process, a number of provisions regarding the
regulating of election signs were considered. Following this public engagement, staff
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are recommending that Council direct staff to create a bylaw which would create
the following regulations:

¢ Prohibit the placement of an election sign on private property without first
having obtained the permission of the property owner;

¢ Require election signs to be removed from any public or private location
within a period of three (3) calendar days (72 hours) following the election
date;

¢ Limit election signs — no more than one election sign per candidate shall be
permitted on any private property, such sign having not more than one sign
face and not exceeding a maximum sign face area of 0.7 m?® (8 ft®) and
further requiring such sign to be located wholly on private property and no
closer than one (1) metre from the private property line, and so as not to
interfere with pedestrian or traffic safety or with the ingress or egress from
the private property;

o Regarding commercially and industrially zoned property, restrict election
signs to no more than one election sign per candidate on any commercially or
industrially zoned property. Where such property has a frontage greater than
500 metres (1,640 feet) additional election signs may be considered, e.g.
one additional election sign per candidate may be placed for every 500
metres of frontage or part thereof held by the property owner. Any election
sign should be required to be located wholly on private property and in no
case any closer than 3 metres (10 feet) to the private property line, and
further should not interfere with pedestrian or traffic safety or with the
ingress or egress from the private property;

e Prohibit the erection of an election prior to the issuance of writs for provincial
or federal elections, or prior to the closing of nominations for a municipal
election, and in no case would placement of an election sign be permitted
sooner than 60 calendar days prior to the election date;

¢ Prohibit the placement of an election sign within 100 metres (328 feet) of a
voting place, or upon any vehicle or trailer or other mobile device within 100
metres of a voting place;

e Prohibit the placement of an election sign within any City park or facility;

¢ Prohibit placement of an election sign on any public utility facility or
equipment or property;

¢ Prohibit placement of an election sign on any official sign

e Prohibit the placement an election sign in locations where it can be confused
with or interfere with a traffic signal, signaling device or any official sign;
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Prohibit the placement of an election signh on any tree, stone or other natural
object located on City property or road allowance;

Prohibit the placement of an election sign on any centre median or traffic
island or roundabout;

Prohibit the placement of an election sign within any sight triangle (located at
an intersection);

Prohibit the placement of an election sign on any boulevard where there is no
municipal sidewalk, unless the sign is located further than 1.5 metres (5
feet) from the curb or edge of the pavement;

Prohibit the placement of an election sign in locations where it may interfere
with pedestrian or traffic safety including the ingress or egress of persons or
vehicles from private property;

Prohibit the placement of election sign in locations that may cause the sign to
obstruct or interfere with any fire escape, fire exit, door, window, skylight,
flue, air intake or exhaust or so as to prevent or impede the free access of
emergency personnel to any part of a building, including fire department
Siamese connections and/or fire hydrants;

Prohibit any election sign that is illuminated, flashing, inflatable, or affixed to
a roof of a building;

Prohibit the placement of any election sigs in locations that may interfere
with underground services or maintenance (scheduled or emergency) of any
public property.

Requiring all election signs to be maintained in good repair;

Prohibit the placement of any election sign that bears a logo, corporate
image, trademark, or official mark of the City;

Prohibit the placement of election signs within 100 metres (328 feet) of any
other election sign by the same candidate when on a permitted boulevard
area.

Of all the aforementioned restrictions on the placement of the signs, only one
(prohibition of any sign on a boulevard where a municipal sidewalk already exists)
was not overly agreed upon. Regarding boulevards, 135 respondents thought
election signs on boulevards should be prohibited, whereas 138 respondents
thought they should be allowed.

The public engagement process also reviewed the possibility of limiting the total
number of signs permitted to be placed by any one candidate within the City during
an election and the creation of a regulation to regulate any sign that is indecent in

Page 4 of 6



any word, picture, symbol or the like. As the term “indecent” may mean different
things to different people and given the City supports freedom of expression, staff
are not recommending the wordings on signs be regulated. With respect to limiting
the number of signs per candidate, although 63% of those surveyed believed there
should be a limit on the number of signs that a candidate is allowed, when asked to
quantify a number, the results varied, with the vast majority choosing “other” or
“up to 200.”

H Other
B Upto 200

Up to 500

EUpto 1,000

Given the wide response from the public with respect to the number of signs
permitted along with the logistical issues related to enforcement, particularly in
terms of how to realistically determine a total sign tally, staff are not
recommending that any sign limits be imposed.

Regarding the category “other” the following comments were shared:

“Fewer the signs, the better”

“Please reduce the amount of signs”

“If it was up to me | would ban elections signs in general”

Other than the size and number of signs per property, nothing in the public
engagement process attempted to further prohibit the placement of any sign(s)
within the private premise including a residence, commercial or industrial premise.
Fees:

Staff are recommending that in addition to any required nomination fees, a sign
deposit of $150 be required for any candidate or third party who may erect election

or political signs. This sign deposit will be returned to the candidate or third party
provided all of their signs are removed with 72 hours following the election.

Financial Implications

The cost of the administration and enforcement of these regulations are within the
existing operating budget of the City’s Bylaw Compliance, Security and Licensing
Division.
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Consultations

During the creation of this report, staff spoke with the City’s Clerks Office and Legal

Services.

In addition, during the creation of this report staff spoke to and obtained input from
a number of previous campaign managers of various Federal and Provincial Parties

Corporate Administrative Plan

Overarching Goals
Service Excellence

Service Area Operational Work Plans
Our Services - Municipal services that make lives better
Our Resources - A solid foundation for a growing city

Attachments
ATT-1 Survey Results
ATT-2 Draft Election Sign By-law

Departmental Approval

N/A

Report Author
Dave Wiedrick
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Approved By

Doug Godfrey

General Manager
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Colleen Clack
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colleen.clack@quelph.ca
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PS-2018-06 ATT-1

Survey Results

Question . i L X Answers Skips
Do you think a person or their party affiliation should apply for a permit from the 286 5
0 1 City to help ensure they comply with the bylaw?
98% 2%
0% 30.5% 61% COUNT PERCENT

Yes, they should have to obtain a permit from the City. 173 60%

No, it is not necessary to have permits for election signs. 113 40%
Question Do you think a refundable fee should be charged for the permit? This fee could be Answers Skips
o 2 refunded at the end of the election if all rules have been followed or kept if the 282 9

bylaw was not followed. 97% 3%
0% 27% 54% COUNT PERCENT

Yes, a refundable fee will help with compliance. 151 54%

No, a refundable fee shouldn't be required. 106 38%

Other Option 25 9%

PAGE 2

Question The following location prohibitions are suggested for this proposed bylaw. Please Answers Skips
O 3 tell us if you agree or disagree with each location type being prevented from 285 6
having election signs. 98% 2%

| AGREE | DISAGREE

Signs can not interfere with an official sign including but not limited to traffic and directional signs or devices 3

Signs can not be confused with a traffic signal, signaling device or official sign

39

Signs can not be on any tree, stone or other natural object located on City property
Signs can not be on any center median or traffic island or roundabout 61

36

Signs can not be within any sight triangle (located at an intersection)

Signs should be prohibited on any boulevard where there is a municipal sidewalk

Signs should be prohibited where there are no sidewalks unless they are at least 5 feet (1.5 metres) from the curb or
edge of the road.

91

Signs should be prohibited at school crossings 45

Signs should not be placed at pedestrian crossings or signals 64

Elections signs can not interfere with the coming or going of persons or vehicles from private property

Question X o Answers Skips
If you have comments about the location prohibitions above please tell us about 81 210

04 them.
28% 72%

The most important part of the sign bylaw is clarity so that everyone knows what is permitted and what isn't.
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191,515,687

189,763,919

188,461,172

188,454,789

188,370,301

188,343,528

188,319,645

188,301,073

188,260,840

188,252,926

188,208,062

187,993,520

187,966,237

187,964,609

187,952,303

187,940,888

187,939,354

187,937,983

Minimizing enforcement discretion is very important so that campaigns can consistently predict where a sign can and
cannot be and so that citizens have clarity on what signage is in violation so they are able to redress this with the bylaw
office.

Make sure "official sign" is very clearly defined.

Signs should never block people or cover necessary information, but should no restrictions beyond that.

My main concern is the number of signs close to each other. So often there are many from one single party or personin
a small area.

Limiting the number of signs in within an area. A large number of signs close to an intersection makes a huge
distraction.

All properties should be covered - not just places of industry or residences. What about commercialareas? Can signs be
placed on park areas? The bylaw needs to be carefully constructed or there will be abuses.

Personally | believe election signs should only be displayed on private property and then with restrictions. In other
jurisdictions, signs are not allowed or strictly controlled.

Parties must win voters through their party platforms, not by the number of signs they are able to pollute the
environment.

Signs should not interfere with you trying to make a turn on a red light or at a stop sign. If your car has to roll forward
because a sign is blocking it's view. Example -The corner of eastview and Victoria. The corner of East view and Watson.
(Before the lights were put there.)

Signs should only be allowed on private property and with the owners permission

Signs should not be allowed anywhere.

There should be no signs anywhere. Waste of product, bad for environment. Has no effect on an election. People should
choose candidates from articles or speeches. Not a sign. Signs are just annoying, and visually distracting and ugly. All
election signs should be banned. They are unnecessary.

| don't think signs should be restricted only to private properties.

The only time signs should be limited in their locations, outside of the current Elections Canada limitations, is if there
presence causes a safety concern to drivers or pedestrians. While not everyone enjoys signs, they are an effective way
of drawing people's attention to whom the candidates are and what parties they represent. With the exception of the
last federal election, Canada enjoys relatively short elections periods and people are not exposed to these signs for an
inordinate amount of time. Given Guelph's progressive reputation, legally limiting individuals' and parties' ability to
advertise their candidate seems counter-intuitive .

| believe all signs should be minimum 10 feet away from road when there are no sidewalks.

Also no signs on boulevard or on property where churches are.

| disagreed with the one because I'm not sure what the prohibition is.

Again, if we cannot rely on the people posting the signs to post within reasonable limits, then introducing prohibitions
seems like a reasonable next step. It is unfortunate when a community needs to legislate common courtesy.

These all make a great deal of sense. I'm especially please to see safety concerns being addressed.

They should not be allowed at all.

They should not block the view of drivers at any intersection.

Wednesday, Jan 17th
5:08PM

Friday, Dec 15th
7:48PM

Thursday, Nov 30th
3:32PM

Thursday, Nov 30th
1:54PM

Wednesday, Nov 29th
4:24AM

Tuesday, Nov 28th
3:36PM

Tuesday, Nov 28th
3:13AM

Monday, Nov 27th
6:01PM

Monday, Nov 27th
3:23AM

Monday, Nov 27th
12:29AM

Sunday, Nov 26th
12:41PM

Friday, Nov 24th
3:31PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
11:30PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
10:28PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
5:54PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
2:15PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
1:39PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
12:58PM



187,918,737

187,917,936

187,917,354

187,912,627

187,911,624

187,870,037

187,869,922

187,869,588

187,864,319

187,863,282

187,862,600

187,857,613

187,856,903

187,855,890

187,852,448

187,850,908

187,849,912

187,849,704

187,846,171

For the fee to be returned | feel the permit should be for a specified number of signs. And when they can prove the signs
have been pulled and have say 90% compliance they can have the fee returned.

There should be a limit on how many signs there are in one location.

Should be all signs not just election ones

Sound good to me.
Some major intersections might be good to allow them at.

In any case, I'd suggest limiting the numbers. eg. 5 signs for Party X clustered around 2 large ones for parties Y and Z,
etc.

these are all helpful recommendations, and all safety related barring one.
The boulevard restriction | do not fully understand the restriction, but limitations on where the signs are allowed are only
good.

This bylaw seems like it wants to get rid of the signs where people will actually see them.

| believe that any prohibitions should be based on safety. Having signs within view at an intersection is not necessarily a
problem. Having signs block the view of where someone needs to go or where pedestrians may need to cross is a
problem.

I think the main concerns for locations that | have were covered off. Again, its not just placement of signs, but volume of
signs.

You may need to provide some flexibility regarding size of signs in certain areas. for example, can put signs on a median
or roundabout but only certain height and size permitted.

| have been through many elections and | haven't seen too many violations that would be covered by these prohibitions.

Too many signs clutter the city. Eventually no one actually sees the signs or who the candidate is, just a bunch of
lettering. Could there be designated areas in the various neighbourhoods where signs are allowed, one per candidate.

In past elections some areas have been carpet bombed with signs which is ugly, distracting and wasteful.

The question "Signs should be prohibited on any boulevard where there is a municipal sidewalk" is confusing. Does this
imply not having signs on any road with a sidewalk? If so it seems excessively restrictive.

Just to highlight, last election there were so many election signs along the perimeter of Exhibition Park, making it difficult
for drivers, as the signage was blocking line of sight from Exhibtion St. to London Road. Also why the need for numerous
signs clustered beside each other for one candidate.

All good ideas

For the most part, | don't think signs should be allowed on public property.They are distracting and a visual pollution.

needs to be a compelling safety rationale to limit politic speech. I'm not a traffic expect but have done my best guess.

Signs for a candidate or party should not be within 200 meters of a sign for the same candidate or party, unless on
privately owned land.

na
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Thursday, Nov 23rd
12:13AM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
11:44PM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
11:21PM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
8:53PM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
8:25PM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
1:36AM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
1:29AM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
1:05AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
9:53PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
9:26PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
9:03PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
6:57PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
6:44PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
6:21PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
5:04PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
4:32PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
4:12PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
4:08PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
3:05PM



187,845,414

187,839,317

187,835,539

187,825,421

187,817,553

187,817,043

187,816,600

187,815,813

187,814,430

187,814,376

187,810,080

187,805,308

187,799,499

187,783,228

187,777,856

187,773,118

187,773,059

187,749,191

187,745,999

187,744,264

A SIgNUIINe Triangie rule Is IMpossIDIe T eNTOrce Uniess you provide a clearer aescripton or a measured geometry or a
sight line triangle

They should be limited to the nunber of signs in a certain radius. 25 signs at one intersection is a HUGE distraction. They
should also not be placed in school zones

There should also be a maximum of one sign at any one location.

| also wish there was a way to prevent clusters of signs on every corner. Limits should be set for distance between signs.
Eg: If Joe Blow is running in the next election, he can't put signs ep boulevards at every 5ft. Signs should be limited to 50ft
spacing.

Are these suggested prohibitions not already in existence?

Bylaw must be clearly written with examples and diagrams so people understand how to place signs.

Last statement is not clear; too vague

Signs should be limited to one per intersection corner, in other words one on each corner maximum.

Not sure on the definition of a boulevard in the sidewalk choice

Perhaps you will ask this question later in the survey, but the number of signs should be limited. We've all seen a string
of perhaps 10 signs along a strip of grass. A waste in every sense.

Further, I think if a sign is placed too close to or interferes with 'my"' property, there should be a protocol for me to notify
the installer that | want it relocated.

Multiple signs per property should be prohibited. It also doesn't help with readability.

Given today internet capabilities. Signs for elections has lost the significance of the past. Other media is more effective.
For a level playing fields all parties save money and personal to erect and to remove the signs. Their energy is better
spent on social media of various platforms.

they should have to be at least Tkm from their last sign.

Signs shgould be one size only, and only allowed on private or rental property. None should ever be allowed on public
property.

there should be a minimum distance required between signs - seeing 100 signs in less than 1/2km is distasteful

Some of the questions that | answered NO to seem on the surface to be no brainers but | suspect that they are very
difficult to enforce. Similarly, there will be confusion re: boulevard and non boulevard streets. | suspect people will have
very different interpretations of this.

I think election sign should only be placed on residential properties where the resident has agreed to it. Signage should
not be on public property.

The scenarios described in the previous questions rarely happen.

Signs should not be allowed too close to any intersection as they interfere with sight lines

-The city should have no signs on their property as it should be non-partisan during an election.
-Public property is fair game as long as the signs do not interfere with sidewalks/signs or create a safety hazard.

Can the number of or spacing between signs be limited as well?

ruesaay, NOV 21st
2:53PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
1:07PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
11:44AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
6:54AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
2:33AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
2:07AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
1:53AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
1:21AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
12:21AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
12:20AM

Monday, Nov 20th
10:03PM

Monday, Nov 20th
8:19PM

Monday, Nov 20th
6:33PM

Monday, Nov 20th
3:02PM

Monday, Nov 20th
1:42PM

Monday, Nov 20th
12:14PM

Monday, Nov 20th
12:12PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
11:13PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
9:38PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:50PM



187,744,236

187,743,171

187,742,835

187,734,989

187,734,767

187,733,141

187,731,563

187,703,681

187,568,565

187,517,697

187,507,606

187,494,518

187,492,356

187,490,086

187,461,941

187,449,502

There are only two issues. Safety and ability to take part in public discourse. Don't make it harder for people to have a
voice. Keep signs at an appropriate distance to make traffic and pedestrians safe.

Ban Liberal signage.

We need to see the signs to know who is running. The suggested restrictions are too onerous. Democracy is important.

| have seen many signs that are in the sightline of oncoming traffic, this seems ridiculous to me. They are ugly to look at
and can be a real danger to drivers and pedestrians alike. | think that in this day and age that they are obsolete, and and
absolute waste of money that could be out to much better use.

We need to recognize that these signs are a distraction to traffic, can evoke damage like graffiti and can lead to signs
being pulled. Too often | had to swerve because signs were pulled and thrown on public roads.

make it as restrictive as possible. Given that signage is overwhelmingly lacking in policy information, and merely a way
for candidates to get their name and party affiliation into the public consciousness, they are much more a nuisance than
an aid to choosing a candidate. Frankly, | would ban the signs completely and demand that candidates choose other
means to inform voters of their positions. Generally, the signage is a danger to traffic as well as an eyesore.

They should be prohibited all together!! They serve no purpose other than making our city look like trash

Elections signs should be fully prohibited (not allowed at all) within the City - its creating garbage for no purpose.
Research has shown the signs have no influence on voter intentions.

Signs should be prohibited where there is a municipal sidewalk, but they should be also prohibited where there isn't
one? That's an oxymoron in my opinion. Having them on a stone, tree, etc. will have no harmful effects to anyone other
than the party themselves if the sign isn't very visible, which is their own fault. If they want to make the sign not very
visible then they can deal with the consequences or fix it themselves.

We live across the Street from a school that was a voting spot for years. These signs are an eye sore leading up to
voting day and frankly because of where we live and the desire to have signs here we are inundated with door to door
campigners.

I don't like to see election signs at every corner at every intersection. Private property only.

Personally | cannot stand the sight of election signs. | don't think that any should be permitted on city property. No one
can stop homeowners from displaying a sign, but | think it should stop there. If not, and signs (with permits) are allowed
on city and or other public property, then parties should be fined for not following permit rules and also be fined if they
do not remove within 24 hours post-election.

Signs should only be placed on private property with the expressed written permission of the property owner. They
should never interfere with the sightlines of pedestrians, cyclists, or vehicles. The best place.would be on the front lawn
of a residence. Not the boulevard.

These signs are only slightly different than signs that businesses use to advertise and should be treated accordingly.

at major corners, for instance, woolwich and woodlawn, instead of having several signs, messy and impossible to read
anyway, why not have one larger sign with all the names listed, much as they would appear on the ballot on voting day?
One sign, all names and parties of the people running.

"Signs can not be on any tree, stone or other natural object located on City property": and cannot be on any object
whatsoever on City property -- utility pole, fence, building, etc.

Please enforce any location prohibition or rule, proactively, NOT on a complaint-basis only.

A few of the definitions above are inexact, so | cannot properly comment on them. However, a ban on signs where there
are sidewalks and/or a strict limitation on placement where there are no sidewalks would make it extremely difficult to
find legal sign placement locations.

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:45PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:20PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:10PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
5:02PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
4:53PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
4:11PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
3:34PM

Saturday, Nov 18th
11:58PM

Saturday, Nov 18th
2:43AM

Friday, Nov 17th
9:17PM

Friday, Nov 17th
8:11PM

Friday, Nov 17th
4:33PM

Friday, Nov 17th
3:44PM

Friday, Nov 17th
2:57PM

Friday, Nov 17th
1:19AM

Thursday, Nov 16th
7:39PM



Question

05

187,445,300

187,397,649

187,397,305

187,395,230

187,393,314

187,391,324

187,390,719

187,389,843

Ideally signs should be limited to personal property where candidates have solicited support and agreement. Sign
placement in public spaces without canvassing, etc. is litter and wasteful. It also gives an advantage to candidates who
have stronger economic standings.

Consider restricting all election signs from public property and only allow them on private property (with approval of
land owner). This would GREATLY cut down on the number of signs since only private residences/businesses would host
the signs. Alternatively, allowing signs in the space between a sidewalk and the road is a completely reasonable place
for them that don't harm anyone.

There should be distance limitations on placing election signs around schools.

I have selected disagree for most options in Question 3, as | think Guelph has an opportunity to follow innovators in this
area, and each option is too specific. We should be a municipality that only allows signs in people's yards, or (if
absolutely required) very specifically controlled public spaces where the municipality will take responsibility for placing
the signs and ensuring they stay up.

Steps that the city could take:

1) Create public marketing campaigns that promote voting in every election, including the use of yard signs on public
property during these elections.

2) Not allow candidates for party or referendum to place signs of any size/shape on public property. | believe
Mississauga, Vaughan and Burlington already have this rule in place.

3) If there is significant pushback to item 2, designate areas in the city where the city will create signboards (or spaces)
that a candidate can give to the city for the city to install and maintain. These could be on brownstone properties, green
spaces, etc.

4) Signs can still be placed on private property by the owner or with permission from the owner

I don' think signs should be on roundabouts...but | see no problem with them being allowed along lengthy island medians
that we have in the city. These long island medians allows for great exposure for the candidate and | don't see how they
interfere with traffic. They should also be regulated by having them at least 15 yards from the traffic light or pedestrian
walk.

More restrictive the better to reduce number of signs a candidate needs

The more restrictive the better to reduce the maximum number of signs down to a reasonable ratio like 1 : 100 voters

I think the distance for any sign should be at least 3 metres (10ft) from any and all traffic signals or traffic signs,
pedestrian crosswalks, intersections, railway crossings, and any thing else that is in respect of directions or highway
traffic actissues.

Thursday, Nov 16th
6:36PM

Thursday, Nov 16th
1:09AM

Thursday, Nov 16th
12:22AM

Wednesday, Nov 15th
11:28PM

Wednesday, Nov 15th
10:28PM

Wednesday, Nov 15th
9:37PM

Wednesday, Nov 15th
9:37PM

Wednesday, Nov 15th
9:15PM

The proposed bylaw suggests distances from the sign to the property line for Answers Skips

private and industrial properties. Please tell us if you agree or disagree with the 284 7

proposed distances. 98% 2%
For private property the distance should be at least 3 feet (1 meter). 64

For industrial property the distance should be at least 10 feet (3.048 meters).

PAGE 3

77



Question Answers Skips

0 6 The proposed bylaw suggests that the maximum area for an election sign should 273 18

be 8 square feet (0.7 sq metres). Is this size restriction appropriate?
94% 6%

0% 31% 62% COUNT PERCENT
| | |

Other Option ‘- 30 11%

Question . . . . Answers Skips
The proposed bylaw suggests that the maximum height of an election sign should 278 13
07 be no more than 7 feet ( 2.13 metres). Is this height restriction appropriate? oo o
0 0

22.5% 45% COUNT PERCENT

0%
| | |
. I - s

Other Option 30 11%
PAGES

Answers Skips
98% 2%

COUNT PERCENT

179 63%

No 77 27%

Other Option 28 10%
Question Answers Skips
0 9 How many signs should a candidate be limited to? 277 14
95% 5%

0% 20.5% 41% COUNT PERCENT

| | |

. - 1o



Question

10

Strongly agree
Strongly disagree
Somewhat disagree

Agree somewhat

Question

11

Strongly agree
Agree somewhat
Strongly disagree

Somewhat disagree

Question

12

191,515,687

189,763,919

188,900,198

188,461,607

188,461,251

188,461,172

188,370,301

Do you agree that there should be only one sign allowed per private property?

Answers

282 9

I'll reiterate the clarity on what is an allowed and disallowed location for a sign is my top priority.

Making this determination be simple, fast and with the least amount of discretion or interpretation is very important so
that campaigns and citizens can know the rules and follow them or ask for intervention if it appears the rules are not
being followed.

Instead of removing signs that are out of compliance, please contact the campaign first to discuss. A lot of time was
wasted by city staff and my campaign due to a lack of communication.

There should be dates of when signs go up and what day it is starting, then they come down (2 days after Election Day).

All signs should be removed the week before the election

One sign per 500 ft of frontage on municipal or public properties as well as industrial - please restrict candidates from
placing signs every 10 ft all along the side of roads and by parks.

The city should not attempt to stop people from expressing their political opinions in whatever way they choose. Signs
should be cleaned up after the election, but forcing people to pre-register their signs (with permits) will very quickly lead
to city approval of sign design and other infringing or censoring activities.

The questions about number of signs on someone's private property are confusing to me. Does the city even have the
right to censor or limit someone's political expression on their own property? Do you really think this is right in a free
society?

What about other types of property? Info here is too limited

Skips

97% 3%
128 45%
74 26%
41 15%
39 14%

X X . . Answers Skips
For industrial properties it is suggested that one sign per 500 feet (152 metres) of 274 17
frontage. Do you agree?

94% 6%
105 38%
73 27%
60 22%
36 13%
. . . . Answers Skips
Do you have any other comments or suggestions for an election sign by-law in 130 161
Guelph?
45% 55%

Wednesday, Jan 17th
5:08PM

Friday, Dec 15th
7:48PM

Monday, Dec 4th
9:10PM

Thursday, Nov 30th
3:36PM

Thursday, Nov 30th
3:35PM

Thursday, Nov 30th
3:32PM

Wednesday, Nov 29th
4:24AM



188,366,782

188,366,042

188,355,589

188,343,528

188,302,134

188,301,073

188,260,840

188,252,926

188,247,824

188,208,062

188,183,343

188,164,478

188,027,700

188,024,050

188,000,017

187,999,231

1. The bylaw should apply to any campaign, not just those of political candidates. E.g. if there is a referendum, the bylaw
should apply to the Yes and No sides; similarly, if a non-party organization puts up signs for some cause or issue, the
same rules should apply.

2 Canadian hulawe chanld nica anhr tha matric cyvictam

This dialogue is entirely unnecessary.

Private Property set back should be 10 feet to allow for visibility

Inthe U.K. signage is minimal.
During the French presidential election, limited number of signs were seen and signs had the picture, the name of the
candidate and the name of the party each candidate represented.

During our elections each party should contribute to signage expenses and everyone's name/party should be on the few
signs allowed.

Individual voters should be responsible for learning about each party platform through debates and newspapers
(Tribune, etc) and meet the candidates at their respective offices. | know this is idealistic, but we would have voters
knowledgeable about issues and where each candidate stands. Too many signs is visual pollution and distorts the real
support each candidate has.

Why do we need a sign by-law? In general candidates have been respectful and used good sense in putting up signs and
then removing them. The only problem I have observed was when homes and cars were vandalized for having a certain
political party sign. That was a criminal matter and nothing in your questions for a sign by-law would indicate that it
would fix that problem.

No signs at all would be best. After all the percentage of people who react to signs is very low. This money could be
spent in better ways if ALL apply to the same.

Ban election signs. Stop wasting material on objects that serve no purpose.

There should be no signs anywhere. Waste of product, bad for environment. Has no effect on an election. People should
choose candidates from articles or speeches. Not a sign. Signs are just annoying, and visually distracting and ugly. All
election signs should be banned. They are unnecessary.

Signs should not block sight lines of motorists and cyclists.

Not sure this bylaw is needed.

Fees, no. More expense for no reason. Minimal sign regulation, maybe. Who's going to enforce it? Bylaw? They're pretty
thin on the ground now. Then prove who put the sign in that illegal spot. We've had some pretty specious individuals in
past years, and | wouldn't put it past them to move an opponents sign.

Regulating total numbers and requiring permits seems a bit heavy-handed. Having bylaws about size and location
makes sense. Offending signage can be removed by bylaw officers with a warning and/or a fine.

Would be great if someone could look into make the signs more environmentally friendly / recyclable.

Get rid of the ugly ones.

There needs to be more regulations around people moving/stealing/slashing signs of candidates they are opposed to.
Every person has the right to express support for the candidate of their choice, and it is exceptionally frustrating to
constantly have to replace stolen or damaged signs. So long as all regulations are equal for all candidates, | have no
other issues.

| often see a large number of signs grouped together for the same person. Maybe that should be limited.

Wednesday, Nov 29th
1:55AM

Wednesday, Nov 29th
1:29AM

Tuesday, Nov 28th
8:20PM

Tuesday, Nov 28th
3:36PM

Monday, Nov 27th
6:17PM

Monday, Nov 27th
6:01PM

Monday, Nov 27th
3:23AM

Monday, Nov 27th
12:29AM

Sunday, Nov 26th
11:08PM

Sunday, Nov 26th
12:41PM

Sunday, Nov 26th
12:43AM

Saturday, Nov 25th
6:11PM

Friday, Nov 24th
11:58PM

Friday, Nov 24th
11:25PM

Friday, Nov 24th
6:36PM

Friday, Nov 24th
6:14PM



187,993,520

187,972,366

187,966,237

187,964,609

187,952,303

187,947,295

187,940,888

187,939,354

187,937,983

187,921,759

187,921,042

187,920,123

187,918,737

187,917,354

187,914,012

187,912,627

187,911,624

187,911,553

187,896,685

187,891,105

| would suggest that the by-law not be passed by City Council. This law only infringes upon individuals' ability to express
their political beliefs during a period when they should be as open as possible. Citizens shouldn't have to register if they
wish to have a political law sign; we should be making it as easy as possible for everyone to engage in politics,
regardless of how that is expressed.

As for political parties, they are already bound by Elections Canada or Elections Ontario laws. These laws explicitly
outline where and when signage is appropriate. Adding another layer of bureaucracy seems unnecessary and will likely
disproportionately impact the smaller parties who are less organized or financially well off. While they can be a bit of an
eye sore, given the short election periods we have it seems a small cost to pay for living in a country with such open and
free elections.

Don't do this! How do you plan to police it? How to you plan toe *pay* for policing it?

not at this time

Yes enforce the sight line restrictions as corners get very dangerous driving with election signs blocking the view.

How about a penalty for vandalizing any election sign and doubled if it's connected to another party.

I would like to see a limit set on the distance between signs so that we can avoid having clumps of dozens of signs.

Should be removed by end of next day, or parties are fined $2000.

I'm sure that my dream of abolishing them altogether is never going to happen, but | think that the provisions laid out
above make a great deal of sense.

They should not be allowed at all.

Election signs have no influence on how | vote. I'm an informed citizen that evaluates the policy of each candidate and
party and makes my decision that way.

Prohibit them. They do not provide any information about the candidates other than their names. Putting signs out is just
an attempt to get votes by name recognition only; and not by what the candidates stand for. Do we really want to have
our governments run by people who got in just because they have the most name recognition, because they have the
most signs?

One sign per corner per candidate- not mutiple signs for same candidate

charge fines for signs not removed right after an election.

Campaigns found to be purposely damaging signs should be punished. Fined or no return on their fee.

Should be all signs not just elections

limit the number of signs on private property, as well.

I'd suggest limiting the numbers. eg. 5 signs for Party X clustered around 2 large ones for parties Y and Z, etc.

There should also be a allowable number of signs (regardless of affiliation) per area. For example X amount of signs,
with equal consideration to the candidates, for every block or x square metres.

They are an environmental disaster.

Too many that end up in land fill. Highly doubt that signs influence a vote. Very wasteful and a distraction.

| hope you are taking into Third Party Advertising signs for the Municipal Election starting in 2018. The "rules" for these
advertisers should also be included into the by-law.
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3:31PM
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11:30PM
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10:28PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
5:54PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
4:57PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
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Thursday, Nov 23rd
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Thursday, Nov 23rd
12:58PM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
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Thursday, Nov 23rd
1:56AM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
1:14AM

Thursday, Nov 23rd
12:13AM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
11:21PM
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9:32PM
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8:25PM
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8:26PM

Wednesday, Nov 22nd
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Wednesday, Nov 22nd
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187,870,037

187,869,922

187,869,588

187,867,202

187,864,319

187,863,282

187,857,795

187,856,903

187,850,908

187,849,912

187,849,153

187,846,487

187,846,187

187,846,171

187,842,399

187,841,405

If this passes it will give negative people one more thing to complain about

Let's keep this about safety. Even though | feel some people make tacky choices in their placement, | believe that is the
price we pay for free speech.

Please enact an appropriate bylaw for the City of Guelph. Every election year, | grow more frustrated with the amount
and location of election signs in the City. | see no need for one candidate to have 10+ signs at an approach to an
intersection, with an equal number of signs on the other approaches. This is dangerous and also not respectful of the
environment as most of these signs are plastic (corrugated plastic) and are likely going to a landfill at the end.

If a by-law is passed, be sure to enforce it!!! Otherwise don't waste our time and the city's.

type of material, number of signs in one spot (for example, hiding another candidates' signs by placing right in front, so
distance between previously placed signs

The City should stay out of this area of regulation.

Limit them, they are annoying!!

| think it's important to make sure that signs do not obstruct views of pedestrians, vehicles, signs, or anything of that
nature, but beyond that | think some of the proposals put too much red tape in the way of campaigns.

Congrats on addressing this issue. Signage has been out of control lately and a blight on our city. some restrictions are
long overdue.

needs to be a compelling reason for the state to limit political speech. What is is?
Asthetic? - not good enough reason in my opinion

Environmental? - The state does not limit lots of environmental detrimental activities. Needs to be compelling rationale.
Suggest being conservative in using state power to limit political speech.

Safety? - probably a good reason, but needs to be a "real" potential for harm.

too many
up to000000 soon

Perhaps rules regarding what the sign is made of. Recyclable materials should be mandatory. Stringent rules for
immediate removal of signs including from private property after election. Rules on method of placement so that signs
don't blow onto private property or into the road.

Sign by-law is a stupid idea. City Council or is it City Administration have nothing better to do with their time. So many
more important and serious issues facing Guelph and this is what you come up with?

na

I think there should be a limit to the number of signs permitted in an area. The last election had signs lining all the way
up Elmira Road, seemed like hundreds all in a row. Major eye site and overkill. Seemed such a waste of funds.

Keep them small and not those massive ones we saw in the last municipal election.

Have a date the signs can go up and when they must come down.

For signs on public property each campaign should have a sign manager who tells the city where their signs are erected
and once there not allowed to move them place to place (like on election day all the signs moved to polling stations. It
looks a mess and our city is too lovely to be obscured by all the signs
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187,839,437

187,835,539

187,835,037

187,834,407

187,825,421

187,818,943

187,817,734

187,817,043

187,812,285

187,810,080

187,809,390

187,808,995

187,805,308

187,802,257

187,800,815

187,799,499

187,777,856

187,776,794

187,774,627

187,773,233

I was in a political party when | was a youth and placed many signs for Federal Provincial and even Municipal elections. |
can understand their use when the party was not listed not the ballot and you had to pick your party by candidate name

Aacenariatian Nawnthat tha navhric Aan tha hallatl can nAa nand fAar ciane At all

Public signs should be limited in number. However, private lawn signs should not be restricted.

The City of Guelph should stay out of this issue.

There should be a minimum distance between each sign. There is no need to plaster one corner with 12 signs as | have
seen in the past. Nothing but an eyesore

I love the idea of limiting candidates to a certain number of signs, like /00. During election time the city looks like an
eyesore.

Keep it simple. It is not a permanent problem and does help give people the names of those running for office. It may
seem a visible irritation but it is just a part of the process. The main concerns should be safety and perhaps some time
constraints for the beginning of the advertising process since the signs disappear quickly after the election. The
candidates should be responsible for removing all signs within a time period and perhaps fined if they still have signs up
after a certain deadline.

Signs on public property should be limited more so than signs requested by citizens.

Yes to Imits that reduce risk of traffic accidents.

No to limits that hinder fair campaigning.

If it was up to me | would ban election signs in general. | cannot believe that in 2017 people based voting preferences in
election signs.

I would survey and encourage the discontinue of the practise altogether. The best way to reach your audience is by the
new media, being internet, texts and an increase of hall meetings or smaller gathering for a community within the city.

A deadline for collection after an election is needed. Perhaps three days.

Keeping in mind the importance of elections and the fact that voter turnout is issue, it is wrong to have restrictions on
size and number of signs. Signs inform the electorate, the more signs the better.

Signs are terrible. They look like crap. They are always up for way too long. | hate them. But, if they are a necessary evil,
than let's do everything we can to restrict them as much as possible. signs will not change a persons mind. If they are
interested in the election they will be well aware of who's running. People are not dumb. Let's stop assuming they are.

| feel that election signs need to be eliminated. They are an eyesore and a waste of resources.

see above

One sign per party per piece of private property. No signs whatsoever on public property. It is not the purpose of public
lands to be a tool of wealthy parties to infect our sightlines.

All the best with this, | do believe in sign regulation but think it is most likely best practice to deal with safety concerns
rather than aesthetics.

It happens once every four years. No need to get to overboard here folks.

Enforce a timeline to have signs removed after election

I do not like the extra signed on election morning either jockeying for position or placed every 10ft fir the same
candidate

1T:11PM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
11:44AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
11:34AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
11:16AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
6:54AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
3:25AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
2:41AM

Tuesday, Nov 21st
2:07AM

Monday, Nov 20th
11:02PM

Monday, Nov 20th
10:03PM

Monday, Nov 20th
9:49PM

Monday, Nov 20th
9:40PM

Monday, Nov 20th
8:19PM

Monday, Nov 20th
7:21PM

Monday, Nov 20th
6:56PM

Monday, Nov 20th
6:33PM

Monday, Nov 20th
1:42PM

Monday, Nov 20th
1:25PM

Monday, Nov 20th
12:45PM

Monday, Nov 20th
12:15PM



187,773,118

187,773,059

187,757,258

187,756,652

187,755,214

187,754,464

187,753,108

187,749,352

187,749,191

187,745,851

187,745,005

187,744,236

187,743,171

187,742,787

187,735,383

187,735,222

187,734,989

187,734,767

187,733,608

187,733,141

187,731,563

Private property signs only!

I am opposed to this bylaw.

Signs on private property should be MORE than 3 Ft from the property line.

Removal/ cleanup should be enforced

If we are going to get one lets make sure we can actually enforce it. We have too many laws and Bylaws they never get
enforced, not sense in adding more rules just for the heck of it.

Be careful in restricting free speech, especially political free speech

Please reduce the amount of signs!!! It just ends up in the trash. Maybe a bylaw for the materials used, eg recycled
materials or compost able.

Limit to 100 signs. All small. Stop killing the environment and littering the City with this crap. Everyone knows who the
candidates are.

As long. As they are not. Too large or placed where they can obscure sight lines while. Driving

Ensure they are collected after the election.

Limited them. At election time, it looks terrible with all the signs every 2 feet. People can see and read them and don't
need to be bombarded

Depends on how it affects safety. Nothing else. different sizes etc for different situations would be fine

Ban Liberals.

Frequency of signs ie minimum 100.feet apart in public.spaces.

Too many signs
Often the one that can afford it get the most signs & votes that way

I think all election signage is unnecessary except for personal property.

| think that signs should be banned completely, they are a waste of money and horrible to look at

Make sure that signs cannot be easily removed

No election signage at all on public property. They're eyesores, visual clutter, distracting, and, in some cases targets for
vandalism.

Party or candidate supporters can place the smaller signs on their own property if they wish.

ban them altogether

They. Should. Be. Prohibited. They offer no purpose. You get no information from lawn signs. All they do is make our city
look terrible. They're noise. No one has ever voted because they thought "l saw a sign for them. Let's choose them". And
if someone has voted like that, it's an embarrassment.

Monday, Nov 20th
12:14PM

Monday, Nov 20th
12:12PM

Monday, Nov 20th
3:55AM

Monday, Nov 20th
3:29AM

Monday, Nov 20th
2:35AM

Monday, Nov 20th
2:07AM

Monday, Nov 20th
1:19AM

Sunday, Nov 19th
11:23PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
11:13PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
9:36PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
9:11PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:45PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:20PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
8:08PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
5:13PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
5:08PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
5:02PM

Sunday, Nov 19th

4:53PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
4:26PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
4:11PM

Sunday, Nov 19th
3:34PM



187,731,551

187,731,385

187,703,681

187,701,786

187,698,502

187,697,480

187,645,934

187,613,073

187,594,093

187,568,565

187,553,628

187,507,426

187,507,396

187,505,475

187,497,791

187,497,565

187,496,677

187,494,518

This is a waste of time and money. Why don't you focus on things that actually impact the citizens of this city, like
sidewalk snow removal? The lack of snow removal is a huge barrier for anyone with the smallest mobility problem. You
make sure roads are cleared and salted but anyone trying to walk - or walk to transit has to try often to move over huge
mountains of snow, or dangerously icing sidewalks

And yet, you're spending who know how much time and money debating and consulting on the political SIGN issue?

Election signs are not a problem in Guelph. | feel that debating and legislating this 'issue' is a waste of time and
resources.

Signs should required fully compostable or recyclable content only, no more than 1 sign per block

Taken down the day after election
Only on show maximum 2 weeks before election

Signs cannot be placed on a boulevard in front of someone's home without permission.

To keep things fair, sign design and construction should be standard, to give those candidates who don't have large war
chest of campaign funding to have an equal chance to have their signs seen and read and afford to buy them.

There should be a specified number of days before the election the signs can be erected and a specified number of days
after the election they must be removed.

Love the idea and wish it could be even more extreme such as banning these ugly wasteful signs altogether.

Creating fees for signs is a ridiculous cash-grab.

There should be a limit to how many signs can be placed in 1 kilometre or another appropriate unit. In my opinion
previous signs have been very intrusive and you would see them more than you would see citizens of Guelph which is
very concerning. | believe this limit should be around 10.

The city should be ashamed of themselves for even considering this bylaw. During a teleconference me oh high voter
apathy the city should not be interfer with the election process. Signs are an important part of drawing attention to an
election. The city should instead be dealing with signs that advertise events or businesses in the city that block a drivers
view, like signs for liquidation golf sales.

Signs should be limited to one per every certain distance / area. | hate seeing several signs concentrated in a single
location, like a popular intersection.

Signs sh