INFORMATION ITEMS

Week Ending March 21, 2014

REPORTS

1. Nuisance Party By-law Update

CORRESPONDENCE

1. Town of Aurora — Resolution regarding Introduction of Municipal Recall
Election Legislation

2.  Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services — Results of
Emergency Management Program Review

3. Grand River Conservation Authority — General Membership Report
Regarding Flood Warning System

BOARDS & COMMITTEES
1. Committee of Adjustment — February 13, 2014 Meeting Minutes
ITEMS AVAILABLE IN THE CLERK’S OFFICE

1. Grand River Conservation Authority — Grand River Watershed Flood
Warning System Booklet, Edition 2014
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REPORT P

Making a Difference

TO City Council

SERVICE AREA Operations, Transit and Emergency Services
DATE March 21, 2014

SUBJECT Nuisance Party By-law Update

REPORT NUMBER OTES041410

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

SUMMARY OF REPORT
To provide Council an update on the effectiveness of the Nuisance Party By-law
(2013)-19557 since the By-law’s passing.

KEY FINDINGS

The By-law is used as a means to address nuisance parties.

In conjunction with the enforcement of the Noise and other By-laws, warnings
under the Nuisance Parties By-law have been effective in addressing unwanted
behaviour.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

The activity required to achieve compliance with the Nuisance Parties By-law is
provided for within the existing operating budgets of the Guelph Police Service
and the City’s Bylaw Compliance, Security & Licensing Department.

BACKGROUND
On March 25, 2013, Council approved the creation of a Nuisance Parties By-law to

address unwanted behaviour at nuisance parties. In addition, the following
resolution was approved:

That the amended Public Nuisance By-law be referred back to
the Operations, Transit and Emergency Services Committee in
April, 2014 to review the effectiveness of the by-law to date.
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REPORT
The Nuisance Parties By-law was created to provide Police and By-law Compliance

staff the legal authority to stop nuisance parties from continuing or escalating,
enhancing staff’s current authority under other By-laws. Specifically the By-law is
intended to be used as a progressive enforcement option when actions under other
By-laws such as the City’s Noise or Anti-fouling By-laws have failed or are not
adequate to address unwanted behaviour occurring at a private party.

The Nuisance Parties By-law provides Police and By-law staff the ability to issue
charges to homeowners, tenants and attendees of nuisance parties. In addition the
By-law provides staff the ability to disperse nuisance parties and if necessary, close
roads and prohibit entry to persons who do not reside at the residence in which a
nuisance party is occurring.

The By-law is often referred to by By-law Compliance staff when attending noise
calls and a warning of further enforcement under the Nuisance Parties By-law in
conjunction with warnings/charges under the other City By-laws, in staff’s opinion,
has been effective in addressing unwanted behaviour and dispersing nuisance
parties.

Since the By-law’s passing on March 25, 2013 to date, Bylaw Compliance staff have
attended 2,199 calls for service related to noise with 805 (37%) calls being
identified by the caller as a possible nuisance party. Of these 805 calls, 449 calls
resulted in warnings or information being provided to the residents, 97 calls
resulted in charges being issued under the City’s Noise and/or Anti-fouling By-laws,
11 calls were cancelled and the remaining calls resulted in no action being taken as
the location was quiet upon staff’s arrival or the activity observed was not in
violation of a City By-law.

At the time of writing this report, there has not been a need by staff to progress to
the issuance of a summons under the Nuisance By-law to disperse a party nor has
there been a need to close roads.

CORPORATE STRATEGIC PLAN
This initiative supports the following Strategic Directions:

2.2 Deliver Public Service better.
3.1 Ensure a well-designed, safe, inclusive, appealing and sustainable City.

DEPARTMENTAL CONSULTATION
Guelph Police Services
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS
The activity required to achieve compliance with the Nuisance Parties By-law is

provided for within the existing operating budgets of the Guelph Police Service and
the City’s Bylaw Compliance, Security & Licensing Department.

bl Dl |1

Authgréd & Reiomm ded By Approved By _

Doug(Godfrey Derek J. MQCg han

Manager Executive Director, Operations, Transit
Bylaw Compliance, Security and Emergency Services

& Licensing 519-822-1260, x 2018

519-822-1260 x2520 derek.mccaughan@guelph.ca

doug.godfrey@guelph.ca
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AURORA Werren
Director Legal and Legislative

Services/Town Solicitor
905-727-3123 ext. 4758
wmar@aurora.ca

Yeure iy Good Compaiy

Town of Aurora
100 John West Way, Box 1000
Aurora, ON L4G 6J1

March 10, 2014 : C03-C14-08

Hon. Kathleen Wynne, Premier

Legisiative Building

‘Queen's Park

Toronto ON M7A 1A1 via email: premier@ontario.ca

Dear Premier Wynne:
. Re: Introduction of Municipal Recall Election Legislation

- Please be advised that this matter was considered by Council at its meeting held on
February 11, 2014 and in this regard Council adopted the following resolution:

‘WHEREAS there are few means {o remove an elected official from office other
. than through the election process; and

WHEREAS the time between municipal election periods has grown to four years;
and

WHEREAS significant damage can be caused in a four—yeaf period should an
€lected official act {o the detriment of the municipality; and

WHEREAS it is not the most effective use of time for municipal representatives to
‘police one another through Codes of Conduct and Integrity Commissioners; and

WHEREAS the penalties that can be imposed through Codes of Conduct are
~ relatively minor; and

| WHEREAS there is a problem with Codes of Conduct and Integrity
Commissioners being used for political purposes; and

WHEREAS Codes of Conduct have proven ineffective in curtailing detrimental
~ behaviour; and

WHEREAS establishing Codes of Conduct and employing Integrity
Commissioners can be an expensive endeavour; and




WHEREAS the detrimental behaviour of some elected officials reflects poorly
upon all elected officials, especially if they are not held accountable for this
behaviour; and

WHEREAS it is incumbent upon all elected representatives to maintain a high
standard of integrity; and

WHEREAS Progressive Conservative MPP Randy Hillier has introduced a
Private Member’s Bill fo introduce recall elections for provincially-elected officials
“but omits municipally-elected officials.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED THAT the Town of Aurora
formally requests that the Government of Ontario consider the implementation of
recall legislation for municipally-elected officials; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this resolution be. forwarded to
every municipality in the province of Ontario for endorsement; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a copy of this resolution be forwarded to
every Member of Provincial Parliament in the province of Ontario.

The above is for your information and any attention deemed necessary.
Yours truly,
W aimae JMe

Warren Mar
Director of Legal & Legislative Services/Town Clerk (Acting)

WM!rm

Copy: Every Municipality in Ontario
- Every MPP in Ontario
Mr. Geoffrey Dawe, Mayor, Town of Aurora -
Mr. Paul Pirri, Councillor, Town of Aurora
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Ministry of Ministére de la
Community Safety and Sécurité communautaire et \’—-—
Correctional Services des Services correctionnels > .
}I
Office of the Bureau du O nta rlo

Fire Marshal and
Emergency Management

77 Wellesley Street West
Box 222

Toronto ON M7A 1N3
Tel:  416-314-3723
Fax: 416-314-3758

commissaire des incendies et
de la gestion des situations d'urgence

77, rue Wellesley Ouest
C.p. 222

Toronto ON M7A 1N3
Tél.:  416-314-3723
Téléc.: 416-314-3758

February 18, 2014

City of Guelph

Her Worship Karen Farbridge
City Hall 1 Carden Street
Guelph ON N1H 3A1

Dear Mayor Farbridge:

The Office of the Fire Marshal and Emergency Management (OFMEM) has conducted an
annual review of your municipal emergency management program and its elements.
Municipalities are required, in accordance with the Emergency Management and Civil
Protection Act (EMCPA) to provide the following:

Municipal emergency management programs

2.1 (1) Every municipality shall develop and implement an emergency management program
and the council of the municipality shall by by-law adopt the emergency management program.
2002, c. 14, s. 4.

Same

{2) The emergency management program shall consist of,

(a) an emergency plan as required by section 3;

(b) training programs and exercises for employees of the municipality and other persons with
respect to the provision of necessary services and the procedures to be followed in emergency
response and recovery activities;

(c) public education on risks to public safety and on public preparedness for emergencies; and
(d) any other element required by the standards for emergency management programs set
under section 14. 2002, c. 14, s. 4.

Based on our review of your emergency management program and its elements, your
municipality has complied with all of the following requirements of the EMCPA:

Community Emergency Management Coordinator (CEMC) appointed v
(O.Reg.380/04,s.10(1))
CEMC completed the required training (O.Reg.380/04,s.10(2)) v

The Municipality Emergency Management Program Committee met once this |
year (O. Reg. 380/04, s.11 (6))

H



Current by-law for the municipality’s adoption of its emergency management v
program (EMCPA s. 2.1(1))

Municipal Community Risk Profile reviewed by the Emergency Management v
Program Committee (EMCPA s. 2.1(3))

Municipality’s Emergency Response Plan reviewed and the most current v
copy submitted to EMO (EMCPA s.3(1), s.3(6) 5. 6.2 (1))

Current by-law for the municipality’s Emergency Response Plan? (EMCPAs. |
3(1))

Municipal Emergency Operations Centre designated (O.Reg.380/04,s.13 (1)) |
Municipality’s EOC communications system deemed to be appropriate (O. v
Reg. 380/04,s.13 (2))

Municipality’s Critical Infrastructure reviewed by the Emergency Management |
Program Committee (EMCPA s. 2.1 (3))

Four (4) hours of annual municipal training conducted for the Municipal v
Emergency Control Group, staff and others identified in the ER Plan

(EMCPA s5.2.1(2), O. Reg. 380/04,s.12 (3))

Municipal annual Exercise for the Municipal Emergency Control Group, staff v
and others identified in the ER Plan

(EMCPA s.2.1(2), O.Reg.380/04 s. 12 (6))

Municipal designated employee appointed to act as Emergency Information
Officer (O.Reg.380/04, s. 14 (1))

Public Education Strategy completed (EMCPA s. 2.1 (2¢))

Municipality’s Emergency Management Program Committee conducted an v
Annual Review of the Program (O.Reg.380/04,s.11 (6)

OFMEM staff are available to further discuss this review, as well as to provide you with
ongoing advice and assistance to enhance the delivery of emergency management
programming in your municipality.

Sincerely,

Tadeusz (Ted) Wieclawek
Fire Marshal of Ontario, and
Chief of Emergency Management

c. Blair Labelle, Municipal Clerk
Harry Dunning Community Emergency Management Coordinator
Drew Maddison Sector Field Officer



GRAND RIVER CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
REPORT NO. GM-02-14-22 DATE: February 28,2014
TO: Members of the Grand River Conservation Authority

SUBJECT: Grand River Watershed Flood Warning System

RECOMMENDATION:
THAT Report No. GM-02-14-22 — Grand River Watershed Flood Warning System be received as information.
SUMMARY:

The annual Flood Coordinator’s meeting was held on February 19, 2014. The program included a review of the
flood fan-out system and test, a discussion on the role of the municipal Flood Coordinators, presentations relating
to the revised flood fan-out procedures, the dyke safety program, information on the Grand River Conservation
Authority (GRCA) web site to assist flood co-ordinators and a detailed report on watershed conditions. Municipal
Flood Coordinators, Municipal Police, Ontario Provincial Police, Environment Canada, Province of Ontario, Media
and GRCA staff attended the meeting.

REPORT:

Flooding has been a major concern to residents of the Grand River valiey. While most major river flooding occurs
in March and April, serious flooding can still occur any month of the year. The Grand River Conservation
Authority has undertaken a major program of flood control through the construction of reservoirs and dyke
systems. While these reservoirs and flood protection works play a significant role in controlling floods, they do not
eliminate the possibility of flooding,

The primary responsibility for managing a flood emergency rests with the municipality, through its emergency plan.
The Grand River Conservation Authority has the following roles during a flood emergency:

a) monitoring watershed and weather conditions to predict flooding;
b) operating dams and reservoirs to reduce the effects of flooding;
¢) issuing flood warning messages.

In the event of a flood, it is important that watershed residents and emergency response personnel be warned in
sufficient time to take appropriate action to reduce flood damages and the threat to loss of life. The Grand River
Conservation Authority has developed a “fan-out” flood warning system to provide timely flood warning and
information to municipal officials and watershed residents.

The 2014 Flood Coordinator’s meeting was held on February 19™ at the Grand River Conservation Authority Head
Office. The program included a review of the flood fan-out system test, a discussion on the role of the municipal
Flood Coordinators, presentations relating to the revised flood fan-out procedures, the dyke safety program,
information on the GRCA web site to assist flood co-ordinators and a detailed report on watershed conditions.

This year 81 people attended the Flood Warning Emergency Planning meeting. Included among the attendees were
municipal Flood Coordinators, municipal Police, Ontario Provincial Police, Environment Canada, Province of
Ontario, GRCA Members, Media and GRCA staff. The following table compares the attendance at the 2014
meeting with the two previous years.



Municipal Flood Coordinators

Municipal Police 3 3 3

Ontario Provincial Police 4 3 6

Provincial Ministries 0 1 0

Water Survey — Environment 3 3 2

Canada

GRCA Members 1 1 0

Other Conservation Authority 0 0 0

staff

News Media 1 3 1

GRCA Staff 44 37 35
Other 5 0 1

Total Persons in Attendance 78 72 81

To ensure a strong communications link, the Flood Warning System is tested each year. This year’s test was run on
February 4, 2014.  All municipalities received the test message and acknowledged it. The results of this year’s
flood test are shown on the attached Figures.

The Flood Warning System “Booklet” is currently being updated to reflect changes brought forth as a result of the
Flood Warning Test and the Flood Coordinator’s meeting and will be issued in March to the following:

a) Clerks of all municipalities in the Watershed including Regional and County Governments;

b) Members of the Grand River Conservation Authority;

¢) Police Services listed as part of the flood message fan-out system;

d) Radio and Television stations in the watershed;

e) Daily newspapers in the watershed;

f) Authority operating personnel;

g) Provincial and Federal Agencies listed in the Flood Warning System Booklet.

There is a higher than normal potential for flooding this spring due to the heavy snow pack and the amount of ice
and debris in the river this year. The December ice storm damaged many trees along the river and it is expect wood
debris could form debris jams during the spring floods. Debris jams could further increase the potential for
flooding. Wood debris left in the river after the spring flood can also pose a risk to recreational users such as
canoeist.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: Not Applicable
OTHER DEPARTMENT CONSIDERATIONS: Not Applicable
Prepared by: Approved by:
Dwight Boyd, P.Eng. Joe Farwell, P.Eng.

Director of Engineering Chief Administrative Officer
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February 13, 2014 C of A Minutes

COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT
Minutes

The Committee of Adjustment for the City of Guelph held its Regular Meeting on Thursday
February 13, 2014 at 4:00 p.m. in Council Chambers, City Hall, with the following members
present:

J. Hillen, Vice-Chair

R. Funnell

B. Birdsell

C. Downer {from 4:20 p.m.)
L. McNair

K. Ash

Regrets: D. Kelly, Chair
Staff Present: M. Witmer, Planner
R. Mallory, Planner

M. Bunnett, Acting Secretary-Treasurer

Declarations of Pecuniary Interest

Vice-Chair J. Hillen declared pecuniary interests in Application B-3/14, 405 Laird Road due to
business relations and Application A-9/14, Amos Drive due to having prior knowledge of the
application.

Meeting Minutes

Moved by L. McNair and seconded by C. Downer,

“THAT the Minutes from the January 16, 2014 Regular Meeting of the Committee of
Adjustment, be approved as printed and circulated.”

Carried

Other Business

The Acting Secretary-Treasurer reminded the Committee members of the upcoming OACA
conference in Blue Mountains in May 2014. She advised the members to let her know who is
interested in attending.

The Acting Secretary-Treasurer advised that the Ontario Municipal Board hearings for 92
Harvard Road, Application A-116/13 and 16 Whispering Ridge, Application A-115/13 have both

s
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been re-scheduled to May 22, 2014. The hearings will be held at 10:30 a.m. at Provincial
Offences Court, Court Room 3.

The Acting Secretary-Treasurer advised the Committee members that an Acting Vice-Chair must
be elected for two applications due to pecuniary interests.

Appointment of Acting Vice-Chair

Moved by L. McNair and seconded by R. Funnell,

“THAT Committee member, L. McNair, be hereby appointed as Acting Vice-Chair
pursuant to ss. 44(7) of the Planning Act, (R.S.0) 1990, c. P-13; for applications B-3/14
and A-9/14”

Application: B-3/14
Owner: MacKinnon Holding Ltd.
Agent: GSP Group Inc., Hugh Handy
Location: 405 Laird Road
In Attendance: Hugh Handy

Steve Conway

Lynn Ingram

Evan MacKinnon
Phil MacKinnon

Vice-Chair J. Hillen left the room while the application was heard at 4:10 p.m.

Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning
Act requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. H. Handy replied the sign was posted and the comments were received. He explained the
nature of the proposed business to the Committee members. He expressed concerns with the
condition of preparing a scoped Environmental Impact Study (EIS). He explained that the yard
currently being used as a terminal will be continued to be used the same and he questioned
whether there is some latitude with the condition. He further explained that the issues
regarding the maintenance of the ditches and culverts is the responsibility of the City. He noted
that they recognize there will be a requirement for the storm water control and the need to go
through site plan approval process. He commented that they are not aware of any spills in the
area and they have already completed Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the EIS. He advised that they will

1
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have a common entrance and are located approximately 10 metres from the neighbouring
property.

Committee member C. Downer arrived at 4:20 p.m.

Mr. S. Conway re-iterated a few points from his letter he submitted to the Committee. He
noted that the City might have some additional maintenance work that must be completed due
to the drainage concerns. He also noted that the adjacent property owner has contemplated a
secondary entrance to the property for a while and that the proposed entrance for the property
in question might then be in violation of the City’s regulations regarding entrances in an
industrial zone.

Planner M. Witmer quoted Section 13.3 of the Zoning By-law which requires an Environmental
Impact Study (EIS) to be completed for the property in question.

Mr. H. Handy explained that they recognized the Zoning By-law requires this due to the consent
application. He expressed concern with not being able to fulfil the condition.

Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair questioned whether the scoped EIS pertains to parts 1, 2 and 3 as
described in the sketch on the notice.

Planner M. Witmer replied that the Section 13.3 does not specify if it pertains to the retained or
severed lands, only that the property is subject to Environment Impact Study (EIS).

Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair questioned whether staff would have the ability to scope the EIS
and to recognize which parts would be ideal for the study.

Planner M. Witmer replied that the condition states it is to be completed to the satisfaction of
the General Manager of Planning Services. He advised that staff can meet with the applicant to
further refine the subject area.

Ms. L. Ingram, with MTE Consultants, explained that the proposed development will not be
making the situation on the ditch any worse and that the water quality will not be impacted
negatively.

Having had regard to the matters under Section 51(24) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13 as amended, and having considered whether a plan of subdivision of the
land in accordance with Section 51 of the said Act is necessary for the proper and
orderly development of the land,

Moved by R. Funnell and seconded by B. Birdsell,

“THAT in the matter of an application under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, c.P13, as amended, consent for severance of Lot 4, Registered Plan 766, to be
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known municipally as 67 Kirkby Court, a parcel with a frontage of 154.08 metres (505.51
feet) along Kirkby Court and an area of 3.447 hectares (8.517 acres), subject to a storm
sewer lateral easement over Part 4 in favour of 405 Laird Road with a width of 16.07
metres (52.71 feet) and an area of 0.021 hectares (0.052 acres),

be approved,
subject to the following conditions:

1. That the servient tenement owner of the proposed severed parcel (Part 2), Part of
Lot 4, Registered Plan 766 grants an easement in perpetuity, irregular in shape {Part
4), registered on title, in favour of the dominant tenement (405 Laird Road, Part 1)
Part of Lot 4, Registered Plan 766 for the protection of a storm sewer lateral serving
the dominant tenement (405 Laird Road, Part 1), prior to endorsation of the deeds
or within one (1) year of the consent, whichever occurs first.

2. That prior to endorsation of the deeds, the owner shall have an Ontario Land
Surveyor prepare a reference plan identifying any conveyances and easement.

3. That prior to endorsation of the deeds, the owner shall have an Ontario Land
Surveyor prepare a reference plan identifying the required easement (Part 4).

4. That prior to endorsation of the deeds, the owner’s solicitor certifies that the
conveyances and the easement have been granted and registered on title.

5. The owner shall pay for all the costs associated with the removal of the existing
250mm storm sewer from the proposed lands to be severed (Part 2}, prior to
endorsation of the deeds.

6. The owner shall pay all of the costs associated with the installation of the new
300mm storm sewer from the existing Oil Grit Separator located on the proposed
lands to be severed (Part 2) to the existing manhole located on the proposed lands
to be retained (Part 1), prior to endorsation of the deeds.

7. That prior to endorsation of the deeds, the owner of the proposed retained lands
(Part 1) and the owner of the proposed severed lands (Part 2) shall enter into a
maintenance agreement for all operating, maintenance and replacement costs
associated with the shared storm sewer outlet (Part 4), satisfactory to the City
Solicitor.

8. That prior to endorsement of the deeds, a scoped Environmental Impact Study (EIS),
the extent of which shall be to the satisfaction of the General Manager of Planning
Services, be prepared by a qualified environmental consultant.
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9.

10.

11.

12.

That the documents in triplicate with original signatures to finalize and register the
transaction be presented to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of
Adjustment along with the administration fee required for endorsement, prior to
February 19, 2015.

That all required fees and charges in respect of the registration of all documents
required in respect of this approval and administration fee be paid, prior to the
endorsement of the deed.

That the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of Adjustment be provided with a
written undertaking from the applicant’s solicitor, prior to endorsement of the deed,
that he/she will provide a copy of the registered deed/instrument as registered in
the Land Registry Office within two years of issuance of the consent certificate, or
prior to the issuance of a building permit (if applicable), whichever occurs first.

That a Reference Plan be prepared, deposited and filed with the Secretary-Treasurer
which shall indicate the boundaries of the severed parcel, any easements/rights-of-
way and building locations. The submission must also include a digital copy of the
draft Reference Plan {version ACAD 2010) which can be forwarded by email
(cofa@guelph.ca) or supplied on a compact disk.”

Carried

Vice-Chair J. Hillen was summoned back at 4:26 p.m.

Application: B-4/14

Owner: 1794280 Ontario Limited

Agent: Cooper Construction Limited, Bill Luffman
Location: 871 Southgate Drive

In Attendance: Bill Luffman

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning Act
requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. B. Luffman replied the sign was posted and the staff comments were received. He
explained that there are two hedgerows on the property. He referred to Planning Services
condition and proposed to separate the hedgerows from the inventory plan so the potential
severance is not held up.

Page 5



February 13, 2014 C of A Minutes

Planner M. Witmer commented that staff has been working with the applicant and staff is
proposing an amendment to the condition to read that it pertains to the severed lands only.

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned whether the applicant also understands and agrees with the
other conditions.

Mr. B. Luffman replied that they do. He noted that the property will become the new operation
centre for Guelph Hydro.

Committee member L. McNair questioned whether in their comments, Heritage Planning
proposes conditions which must be complied with.

Planner M. Witmer replied that these items will be looked after as part of the site plan approval
and they are not requested as a condition.

Having had regard to the matters under Section 51(24) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13 as amended, and having considered whether a plan of subdivision of the
land in accordance with Section 51 of the said Act is necessary for the proper and
orderly development of the land,

Moved by L. McNair and seconded by B. Birdsell,

“THAT in the matter of an application under Section 53(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, c.P13, as amended, consent for severance of Front or Southwest Half Lot 11,
Concession 7, to be known municipally as 520 Clair Road West, a parcel with a frontage
of 152.69 metres (500.95 feet) along Clair Road West and a depth of 253.10 metres
(830.38 feet),

be approved,
subject to the following conditions:

1. The owner shall submit to the City, in accordance with Section 41 of The Planning
Act, a fully detailed site plan, indicating the location of buildings, building design,
landscaping, parking, circulation, access, lighting, grading and drainage and
servicing on the said lands to the satisfaction of the General Manager of Planning
Services and the General Manager/City Engineer, prior to the issuance of site plan
approval.

2. Prior to the issuance of site plan approval, the owner shall convey to the City at the
owner’s cost, any required easements for overland flow across the said lands, or
any portion thereof, to the satisfaction of the General Manager/City Engineer, to
ensure that the adjacent lands abutting the said lands can also be properly serviced
to the satisfaction of the City.
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10.

That the owner pays the actual cost of constructing and installing any service
laterals required to accommodate the proposed industrial development on the said
lands, to the satisfaction of the General Manager/City Engineer, and furthermore,
prior to the issuance of site plan approval, the Owner shall pay to the City the
estimated cost of the service laterals, as determined by the General Manager/City
Engineer.

That the owner agrees to have a Professional Engineer design a stormwater
management system for the said lands, to the satisfaction of the General
Manager/City Engineer, prior to the issuance of site plan approval on the said
lands.

That the owner agrees to develop and maintain the said lands including the
stormwater management facilities designed by a Professional Engineer, in
accordance with a Site Plan that has been submitted to and approved by the
General Manager/City Engineer. Furthermore the owner shall have the
Professional Engineer who designed the storm water management system certify
to the City that he/she supervised the construction of the storm water
management system and that the storm water management system was built as it
was approved by the City and that it is functioning properly.

Prior to the issuance of site plan approval, the owner shall have a Professional
Engineer design a grading and drainage plan for the said lands, satisfactory to the
General Manager/City Engineer. Furthermore, the owner shall have the
Professional Engineer who designed the grading and drainage plan certify to the
City that he/she has inspected the final grading of the site and that it is functioning

properly.

That the owner constructs the building at such an elevation that the building can
be serviced with a gravity connection to the sanitary sewer.

The owner shall be responsible for the total cost associated with the repair of any
damage to the existing municipal services which is caused during the course of
construction or building on the said lands.

That the owner shall make arrangements satisfactory to the Engineering
Department of Guelph Hydro Electric Systems Inc. for the servicing of the said
lands, as well as provisions for any easements and/or rights-of-way for their plants,
prior to the issuance of site plan approval on the said lands.

That the owner shall ensure that all telephone service and cable TV service on the
said lands shall be underground. The owner shall enter into a servicing agreement
with the appropriate service providers for the installation of underground utility
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11.

12.

i3.

14.

services for the said lands, as well as provisions for any easements and/or rights-of-
way for their plants, prior to the issuance of site plan approval on the said lands.

That the owner shall make arrangements satisfactory to Union Gas for the servicing
of the said lands, as well as provisions for any easements and/or rights-of-way for
their plants, prior to the issuance of site plan approval on the said lands.

During the construction of any building or structure on any part of the said lands,
and the installation of any service or utility, the owner shall observe, or cause to be
observed, all By-laws of the City and the following provisions and shall deliver a
copy of this to every contractor who may construct any of the Municipal Services:

a) All streets abutting on the said lands which are to be used for access to the
said lands during the development of them and during construction of
buildings on them shall be kept in good and usable condition and, if
damaged, shall be repaired immediately to the satisfaction of the General
Manager/City Engineer at the expense of the owner;

b) All trucks and vehicles making deliveries to or taking materials from the said
lands or working on the said lands shall be both covered and loaded in such a
manner as to not scatter refuse, rubbish, or debris on any road or highway
whether within the said lands or not. Should any such refuse, rubbish, or
debris be so scattered, the owner shall be responsible to immediately
remove it and correct any damage caused thereby. Failing immediate
removal of the refuse, rubbish, or debris, the City may remove it and the City
may correct any damage caused thereby, such removal and/or correction to
be at the expense of the owner.

c) All construction garbage shall be collected and disposed of in an orderly
manner at the Municipal Waste Disposal Site, or at such other place as may
be approved by the General Manager/City Engineer. Under no circumstances
shall garbage or rubbish of any kind be disposed of by burning on the site
without authorization of the Fire Chief.

Prior to the issuance of site plan approval, the owner will be required to ensure
that any domestic wells or monitoring wells and boreholes drilled for
hydrogeological or geotechnical investigations are properly decommissioned in
accordance with current Ministry of the Environment Regulations and Guidelines
to the satisfaction of the General Manager/City Engineer.

Prior to the issuance of any building permit, the owner shall construct, install and
maintain erosion and sediment control facilities, satisfactory to the General
Manager/City Engineer, in accordance with a plan that has been submitted to and
approved by the General Manager/City Engineer.
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Application:
Owner:
Agent:

Location:

The developer shall complete a Tree Inventory, Preservation and Compensation
Plan, for the severed parcel, satisfactory to the General Manager of Planning
Services and in accordance with the City of Guelph Bylaw (2010)-19058, prior to
endorsement of the deeds.

That prior to the issuance of site plan approval, the owner shall enter into a Site
Plan Control Agreement with the City, registered on title, satisfactory to the
General Manager/City Engineer and the City Solicitor, agreeing to satisfy the
above-noted conditions and to develop the site in accordance with the approved
plans.

That the documents in triplicate with original signatures to finalize and register the
transaction be presented to the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of
Adjustment along with the administration fee required for endorsement, prior to
February 19, 2015.

That all required fees and charges in respect of the registration of all documents
required in respect of this approval and administration fee be paid, prior to the
endorsement of the deed.

That the Secretary-Treasurer of the Committee of Adjustment be provided with a
written undertaking from the applicant's solicitor, prior to endorsement of the
deed, that he/she will provide a copy of the registered deed/instrument as
registered in the Land Registry Office within two years of issuance of the consent
certificate, or prior to the issuance of a building permit (if applicable), whichever
occurs first.

That a Reference Plan be prepared, deposited and filed with the Secretary-
Treasurer which shall indicate the boundaries of the severed parcel, any
easements/rights-of-way and building locations. The submission must also include
a digital copy of the draft Reference Plan (version ACAD 2010) which can be
forwarded by email (cofa@guelph.ca) or supplied on a compact disk.”

Carried

A-90/13
2298907 Ontario Inc.
Spec Construction Inc. Brian Collier

320 Eastview Road
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In Attendance: Sarbjit Beth
Alan Kocher
Brian Collier

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning Act
requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. B. Collier replied the sign was posted and the staff comments were received. He explained
that after the initial site plan approval process, the property owner requested a drive-through

to be accommodated on site. He noted that they need a zoning variance for the proposed ATM
and number of parking spaces.

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned whether the applicant understands and agrees with the
proposed conditions.

Planner M. Witmer commented that the reason for a previous deferral was that staff was
unsure of the number of parking that was eliminated by accommodating the drive-through. He

noted that they now have an approvable plan.

Committee member K. Ash questioned if staff is concerned about the number of ATM’s and if it
should be limited to a number.

Planner M. Witmer replied that if a second drive-through was proposed, it would require a site
plan approval.

Committee member K. Ash commented that the proposed condition could limit the number of
drive-throughs to one.

Planner M. Witmer noted that Planning Services staff could support this.

Committee member L. McNair proposed to revise a condition to state that it is for the sole ATM
device on the property.

Mr. B. Collier commented that he is fine with the condition.

Planner M. Witmer noted that Planning Services staff is also fine with it.
Having considered whether or not the variance(s) requested are minor and desirable for
the appropriate development and use of the land and that the general intent and
purpose of the Zoning By-law and the Official Plan will be maintained, and that this

application has met the requirements of Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13 as amended,
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Moved by R. Funnell and seconded by C. Downer,

“THAT in the matter of an application under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, ¢.P13, as amended, a variance from the requirements of Sections 6.4.1.1 and
4.13.4.1 of Zoning By-law (1995)-14864, as amended, for 320 Eastview Road,

a) to permit a drive-through for a Financial Establishment (bank) when the By-law
does not permit a drive-through, and

b) to permit a total of 194 off-street parking spaces when the By-law requires a
service commercial mall to provide a total of 206 off-street parking spaces (1 per
16.5 square metres of gross floor area),

be approved,

subject to the following conditions:

1.

The owner agrees to submit and receive approval from the City, in accordance with
Section 41 of The Planning Act, a fully detailed site plan indicating the location of the
building, landscaping, parking, circulation, access, lighting, grading and drainage and
servicing to the satisfaction of the General Manager of Planning Services and the
General Manager/City Engineer, prior to the issuance of site plan approval.
Furthermore, the owner shall develop the said lands in accordance with the
approved site plan.

That the drive-through facility be limited to the sole use of a single ATM machine of
a financial institution.

The owner shall submit to the City, in accordance with Section 41 of The Planning
Act, a fully detailed site plan, indicating the location of buildings and drive-through,
building design, landscaping, parking, traffic circulation, access, lighting, grading and
drainage and servicing on the said lands to the satisfaction of the General Manager
of Planning Services and the General Manager/City Engineer, prior to the issuance of
building permits.”

Carried

Application: A-8/14

Owner:
Agent:

Location:

Christian Farmers Federation of Ontario
GSP Group Inc. Hugh Handy

642 Woolwich Street

H
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In Attendance: Hugh Handy
Frances Pitkin

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning Act
requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. H. Handy replied the sign was posted and the staff comments were received. He explained
that Christian Farmers Federation of Ontario is proposing to use the building as their new head
office for five employees. He also explained that an existing residential unit in the basement will
be vacated shortly. He noted that the four tests in the Planning Act are satisfied and that the
office use is less stringent than the previous salon use.

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned whether the applicant understands and agrees with the
condition.

Mr. H. Handy replied that he does.

The members of the Committee had no further questions of the applicant.
Having considered whether or not the variance(s) requested are minor and desirable for
the appropriate development and use of the land and that the general intent and
purpose of the Zoning By-law and the Official Plan will be maintained, and that this

application has met the requirements of Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13 as amended,

Moved by C. Downer and seconded by R. Funnell,

“THAT in the matter of an application under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, ¢.P13, as amended, a variance from the requirements of Section 6.1.3.24.1 of
Zoning By-law (1995)-14864, as amended, for 642 Woolwich Street, to permit an Office
when the By-law permits and Artisan Studio, Day Care Centre, Group Home, Personal
Service Establishment and Dwelling units with permitted commercial uses in the same
building, but does not permit and Office,

be approved,

subject to the following condition:

1. That any signage erected or displayed is restricted to the regulations set out for
Office Residential Zones in the City of Guelph Sign By-Law, as amended.”

Carried
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Vice-Chair J. Hillen, having declared a pecuniary interest with the next application, left the room
at 4:47 p.m.

Application: A-9/14

Owner: Victoria Wood (Arkell) Ltd.

Agent: Black, Shoemaker, Robinson & Donaldson, Brian Beatty
Location: Amos Drive

in Attendance: Brian Beatty

Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning
Act requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. B. Beatty replied the sign was posted and the staff comments were received. He explained
that they concur with the staff comments. He also explained that they are working through site
plan approval with staff. He was available for questions.

Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair questioned if the 100% of the property includes the easements at
the back and if 50% coverage means the whole lot, not minus the easements at the back.

Mr. B. Beatty explained that the easement would be included.
Acting Vice-Chair L. McNair commented that the functional coverage is more than 50%.

Planner R. Mallory noted that typically the access easement is considered as part of the total
area and 50% would be minus the unit/building.

The members of the Committee had no further questions of the applicant.

Having considered whether or not the variance(s) requested are minor and desirable for
the appropriate development and use of the land and that the general intent and
purpose of the Zoning By-law and the Official Plan will be maintained, and that this
application has met the requirements of Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990,
Chapter P.13 as amended,

Moved by K. Ash and seconded by C. Downer,

“THAT in the matter of an application under Section 45(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, ¢.P13, as amended, a variance from the requirements of Table 5.3.2 Row 8 of

H
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Zoning By-law (1995)-14864, as amended, for four interior on-street townhouse units on
Amos Drive (Parts 2, 3, 4 and 5 on site plan prepared by Black, Shoemaker, Robinson,
Donaldson, known as project number 13-9487-2, dated January 7, 2014), to permit a
maximum building coverage of 50% of the lot area when the By-law requires a

maximum building coverage of 40% of the lot area, be approved.”

Carried

Vice-Chair J. Hillen was summoned back at 4:52 p.m.

Applications: A-10/14, A-11/14, A-12/14

Owners: Antonio and Maria Mecca
Peter and Carmela Calenda

Agents: HIP Developments, Scott Higgins
GSP Group Inc., Hugh Handy

Locations: 1211, 1221 and 1231 Gordon Street
in Attendance: Hugh Handy
Ed Finney

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned if the sign had been posted in accordance with Planning Act
requirements and if the staff comments were received.

Mr. H. Handy replied that the signs were posted and the staff comments were received. He
explained that to be able to work with staff further, they are requesting for a deferral of the
application. He also explained that they have had an initial site plan meeting regarding the
application. He noted that the potential owners wanted to proceed further with their plan but
they are requesting a deferral so they can speak to staff regarding the details.

Vice-Chair J. Hillen questioned if the applicant understands that there is a fee for a deferred
application.

Mr. H. Handy replied that they understand this.
Moved by L. McNair and seconded by R. Funnell,

“THAT Applications A-10/14, A-11/14 and A-12/14 for Antonio and Maria Mecca and
Peter and Carmela Calenda at 1211, 1221 and 1231 Gordon Street, be deferred sinedie,
to provide the applicant an opportunity to submit a detailed site plan to be reviewed by
staff and in accordance with the Committee’s policy on applications deferred sinedie,

H
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that the applications will be considered to be withdrawn if not dealt with within 12
months of deferral and that the deferral application fee be paid prior to reconsideration
of the application.”

Carried
The Committee members had a discussion regarding a refund request for 5 Gordon Street,
which was refused by the Committee at their January 16, 2014 Committee of Adjustment
meeting. The applicant has requested the Committee to re-consider the refund request by
expressing the need to appear in front of the Committee with the details.
It was determined that the Acting Secretary-Treasurer will advise the applicant of the
requirement of withdrawing the application officially and to invite him to appear in person in

front of the Committee with his request.

The meeting adjourned at 5:24 p.m.

J. Hillen ' Minna Bunnett, ACST(A)
Vice-Chair Acting Secretary Treasurer
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