AGENDA

THE THIRTY-SEVENTH MEETING OF THE ONE HUNDRED AND FORTY-FOURTH COUNCIL OF
THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF ST. THOMAS

November 4, 2024, 5:00 P.M.
COUNCIL CHAMBERS/ZOOM

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS AND GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY

INDIGENOUS LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST
MINUTES

DEPUTATIONS

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

BY-LAWS

PUBLIC NOTICE

NOTICES OF MOTION

CLOSED SESSION

OPEN SESSION

ADJOURNMENT

INDIGENOUS LAND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We acknowledge that the land on which we meet is the traditional territory of the Haudenosaunee, Anishinabek,
Attiwonderonk (Neutral) and Mississauga peoples and is now home to many diverse First Nations, Inuit and
Metis peoples.

We also recognize that this land is now home to the Munsee-Delaware Nation, Chippewas of the Thames First
Nation and Oneida Nation of the Thames.

This land was settled through Treaty 2, the McKee Purchase Treaty of 1790, and we, as beneficiaries of the
treaty recognize our collective responsibilities to the land and water.

Pages

1.  DISCLOSURES OF INTEREST

2. MINUTES
Confirmation of the minutes of the meeting held on October 21, 2024.

3.  DEPUTATIONS

3.a  Planet Youth Elgin St. Thomas Coalition - Appendix "A" 4
Jessica Austin and Charlee Kirby, Planet Youth Elgin St. Thomas Coalition will
make a power point presentation regarding youth wellbeing and substance
prevention.

4. COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Council will resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to deal with the following
business.

5.  STRATEGIC DIRECTION AND DEVELOPMENT
6.  UNFINISHED BUSINESS

6.a  Community Sport and Recreation Infrastructure Fund Application

6.b  Parks and Recreation Master Plan and Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility 14
Study Update
Report PRF-24-24 of the Director of Parks, Recreation and Facilities.

7. NEW BUSINESS

7.2 Community Improvement Plan Project - HXM Eternal Two Inc. — 483-487 16
Talbot Street - Appendix "B"
Report PD-30-24 of the Planning Programs Coordinator.




10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.

23.

24.
25.

26.
217.
28.

7.b  Application by Doug Tarry Limited for an amendment to Zoning By-Law 50-88,

to remove the Holding Zone symbol from the lands within the Harvest Run
Phase 3 Stage 3 Subdivision (34T-21501) - Appendix "C"
Report PD-29-24 of the Planning Programs Coordinator.

7.c  The Second Report of the 2024 Site Plan Control Committee - Appendix "D"
Report PD-28-24 of the Secretary, Site Plan Control Committee.

BUSINESS CONCLUDED

COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND SERVICES
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

BUSINESS CONCLUDED

INFRASTRUCTURE AND CIVIC OPERATIONS
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

15.a  Transportation Master Plan Refresh - Status Update - Appendix "E"
Kevin Jones from Paradigm Transportation Solutions Limited will provide an
update on the status of the Transportation Master Plan refresh project.

15.b  Rideshare Services - Appendix "F"
Report ES-46-24 of the Manager of Transportation and By-Law.

15.c  Burwell Sewage Pumping Station Upgrades Design - Consultant Award -
Appendix "G"
Report ID-37-24 of the Project Manager.

BUSINESS CONCLUDED

CORPORATE GOVERNANCE AND ADMINISTRATION
UNFINISHED BUSINESS

NEW BUSINESS

BUSINESS CONCLUDED

REPORTS PENDING

COUNCIL

Council will reconvene into regular session.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
Strategic Direction and Development

Community Engagement and Services

Infrastructure and Civic Operations

Corporate Governance and Administration

A resolution stating that the recommendations, directions and actions of Council in
Committee of the Whole as recorded in the minutes of this date be confirmed, ratified
and adopted will be presented.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES
PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS

25.a  Ontario Energy Board - Enbridge Gas Inc. - Gas Rates
Notice has been received from the Ontario Energy Board regarding an
application by Enbridge Gas Inc. to increase natural gas rates effective April 1,
2025.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS
NEW BUSINESS

BY-LAWS
Councillor Wookey

28.a  First Reading
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29.

30.
31.

32.
33.

28.b
28.c

Second Reading

Third Reading
1. A by-law to confirm the proceedings of the Council meeting held on October
21, 2024.

2. A by-law to stop up and close part of Edgeware Line designated as Part 7 on
Reference Plan 11R-11266.

3. A by-law to stop up and close part of South Edgeware Road designated as
Part 6 on Reference Plan 11R-11266.

4. A by-law to amend By-law 180-2002, being a by-law to impose fees or
charges with respect to Clerk and General Office matters.

5. A by-law to amend By-law 179-2002, being a by-law to impose fees or
charges with respect to Airport matters.

6. A by-law to amend By-law 57-83, being a by-law to appoint a Committee of
Adjustment for the City of St. Thomas and to delegate certain powers and
authority to it. (addition of 2 Council members)

7. A by-law to amend By-law 45-89, being a by-law to revise and consolidate
certain by-laws regulating Traffic and the Parking of Motor Vehicles. (Winter
Overnight Parking)

8. A By-law to authorize the Mayor and Clerk to execute and affix the Seal of
the Corporation to a certain agreement between the Corporation of the City of
St. Thomas and Doug. Tarry Limited (File No.: 34T-21501 — Harvest Run
Phase 3 Stage 3 — 28 lots for single-detached dwellings and 12 lots for semi-
detached dwellings).

PUBLIC NOTICE

29.a

29.b

29.¢c

2025 Sewage Service Rates

Notice is hereby provided that Administration intends to introduce a report and
by-law at the November 12th, 2024 Council meeting relating to the proposed
2025 Sewage Service Rates.

2025 Water Rates, Fees and Charges
Notice is hereby provided that Administration intends to introduce a report and

by-law at the November 12th, 2024 Council meeting relating to the proposed
2025 Water Rates, Fees and Charges.

Valleyview Nurse Call System and Access Control Replacement Project -
Capital Budget Adjustment

Notice is hereby provided that a report will be introduced at the November 12,
2024 Council meeting requesting approval of an increased capital expenditure
relating to the Valleyview Nurse Call System and Access Control Replacement
project.

NOTICES OF MOTION

CLOSED SESSION

A resolution to close the meeting will be presented to deal with a proposed or pending
acquisition of land, a labour relations matter and a position, plan, procedure, criteria or
instruction to be applied to any negotiations carried on or to be carried on by or on
behalf of the municipality.

31l.a
31.b
3l.c

Section 239 2(¢)
Section 239 2(d)
Section 239 2(k)

OPEN SESSION

ADJOURNMENT
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The Icelandic Model for
Substance Prevention
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Our focus is primary prevention

Primary prevention, preventing the
development of substance use before it
starts

Page 5 of 52



'I| Youth Hubs, existing centres & programs

Planet Youth is a multi-level
approach with the core principle
that “prevention activities should

engage the whole population of
young people rather than targeting
particular individuals or groups.” To
reduce the need for access to
services and treatment

This model is focused on preventing
problems before they ever arise;
while youth hubs and programs are
often targeted to youth needing
access to supports already

Planet Youth compliments existing
protective infrastructure.

J




A brief local picture:

In the Southwestern Public Health (SWPH) region, the proportion of 12-24-year-

olds who rated their mental health as poor or fair was over 5x higher in 2019/20
compared to 2015/16 (4.3% vs. 23.2%).

1in 5 respondents from the SWPH region responded ‘yes’ (20.6%) to having
ever seriously considering attempting suicide or taking their own life. In
Ontario, approximately 1 in 6 answered ‘yes’ (15.6%).

Comparing male and female youth aged 15-17 in the SWPH region, 1 in 3 local
female youth respondents reported that they had seriously considered
attempting suicide or taking their own life in the past 12 months (33.8%).

In the SWPH region, youth in grades 7 to 12 report using various substances
more often than youth in Ontario. This includes alcohol, electronic cigarettes,
cannabis, tobacco cigarettes, and magic mushrooms.
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Moving upstream requires a shift in the way we think about substance-use prevention.

From... To .
4 N/ N

Short term thinking: 1yr planning to solve Long term thinking — committing to a
complicated i1ssues like substance use. minimum of 5yrs to see change.

Education only campaigns “Just say no”, Buillding a community solution that supports
long term health effects & scare tacfics. knowledge to policy changes.

Substance use choice and individual Society as the patient “how can we enhance
problem. the environment to reduce risks and harms”.
Limiting beliefs that all teens expenment Challenging the expectations and social
with alcohol and other drugs. norms around substances for adolescents.

N AN 4
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The Process

Data Solution
Collection making

Application
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The role of Municipalities

Commitment to using the
reports provided in decision
making for strategic direction,
parks and recreation and
social services programming

Promotion of Planet Youth
model, the survey and the
reports through Municipal
communication channels

Aligning community grant
opportunities, policies and
procedures to prioritize youth
action areas

Financially supporting a
portion of the data collection
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Closing remarks

* Planet Youth is not a program, it’s an approach.

* We don’t adopt this model we adapt it for our
local communities.

* We need Municipal leaders to partner with our
coalition to support the collection of localized
data and use that data to inform community
strategy and resourcing.

* Collectively we all benefit from reducing
substance use as we will be increasing the overall
environment of our communities where youth and
their families thrive.

* Long term sustainable change takes time and a
multilevel commitment.
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Thank you

For more information

Coalition lead: Jessica Austin,
Health Promoter

Email: jaustin@swpublichealth.ca
Office: 519-631-9900 x1315
Mobile: 519-521-6651



mailto:jaustin@swpublichealth.ca

N ' Report No.
: PRF-24-24

STTHOMAS Fie o

Directed to: . . Meeting Date:
M Joe Prest d Memb f City C I
ayor Joe Preston and Members of City Counci November 4, 2024

Department: Parks, Recreation & Facilities Attachment

Prepared By: Jeff Bray. Director, Parks, Recreation and Facilities

Subject: Parks and Recreation Master Plan and Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility Study Update

Recommendation:

THAT: Report PRF-24-24 relating to Parks and Recreation Master Plan and Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility
Study Update (the Project) be received for information; and further,

THAT: Council approve single sourcing the Project to Montieth Brown Planning Consultants; and further,

THAT: Council approve funding the additional $54,900 (exclusive of HST) for the Community/Aquatic Centre
Feasibility Study component of the Project from Development Charges.

Background:

The last Parks and Recreation Master Plan (the Master Plan) was completed in January 2020. The existing
Master Plan has a 10-year implementation horizon that was considered appropriate at the time. However, as
Council is aware, the City’s population projections and economic situation has changed dramatically since 2020
and the Master Plan’s recommendations need to be updated. To address this, staff determined that
undertaking a refresh of the Master Plan would be appropriate to ensure that it reflects the City’s changing
social and demographic landscape. It was also viewed as an appropriate time to undertake a
Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility Study (the Study) as a component of this Master Plan refresh. The Study
will build on preliminary work that was completed by the Community and Aquatic Centre Technical Committee.

Accordingly, the City’s Strategic Plan Action Plan (Action Plan) contained the following 3 actions:

Action 1.3.1 - Refresh the Parks and Recreation Master Plan.

Action 1.3.2 - As part of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan refresh, conduct a needs assessment and
site review for a new Community Recreation and Aquatics Centre.

Action 1.3.3 - Upon completion of the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and feasibility study, develop a
business case to undertake the Community Recreation and Aquatics Complex based on the outcomes of
the Master Plan.

Upon the August 2024 approval of the Strategic Plan Action Plan, staff proceeded to consider options on how to
move these initiatives forward according to the timelines outlined in the Action Plan.

Report:

Staff wish to single source the Project to Montieth Brown Planning Consultants (MBPC). This decision is based on
their experience completing the 2020 Master Plan, their familiarity with the City and having the same staff
available for this Project. A new consultant would also not have this previous data available. MBPC also has
experience developing feasibility studies and business plans specifically for community/aquatic centres.

The Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility Study (the Study) will identify and prioritize indoor community
recreation facility needs and respond to the City’s community profile/demographics, available resources, trends,
best practices. Staff have stressed that this Study must include a realistic action plan and business case that is
based on community input. Accordingly, the following public engagements are included within the Study’s
scope; four Stakeholder focus groups, key informant interviews, two staff workshops, and regular engagement
with the Project Team and City Council

The Study will also address the following key objectives:

e Evaluation of up to five potential community/aquatics centre locations.

e Preparation of two concept plans, depicting a potential proposed facility layout on the preferred site.

e Determine order of magnitude capital cost estimates for new facility development through the review of
comparable and recent building projects in Ontario. Costs associated with energy-efficient options will
also be identified.

e The assessment of potential partnerships with stakeholders, agencies and/or the private sector for the
initial development and/or subsequent facility operations.

e The identification of a realistic facility development timeline.

Completion of the entire Project is anticipated by Q4 2025 where Council will be in receipt of both a refreshed
Master Plan and the completed Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility Study. The completed Project will provide
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pertinent information that will enable Council to make decisions on how and when to move forward with the
Community/Aquatic Centre. Addressing recent discussion by Council regarding how the Community/Aquatic
Centre project may evolve, staff have provided below a very preliminary project timeline. This schedule is based
on the assumption that Council would wish to proceed with the Community/Aquatics Centre project
immediately upon completion of the Feasibility Study It is acknowledged that the project may proceed on a

differing timeline based on the Feasibility Study’s results and other factors, e.g. cost, funding, and facility
location.

Task 2025 2026 2027 2028
Q1 Q2 @3 Q4 Q1 @2 Q3 Q4 Q1 @2 Q3 04 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

Complete Feasbility Study

Council Receives Feasibility Study

Decision on Next Steps

Release RFP for Architectural Firm

Award RFP for Architectural Firm

Preparation of Tender Drawings

Preparation and Release of Tender

Review of Tender Submissions

Award of Tender

Construction

Commissioning

Strategic Priority:

Excellence in All We Do: Priority #2: Thoughtful, Strategic, and Sustainable Community Growth

Financial Impact:

The upset limit of $124,900.00 (exclusive of HST) to update the Parks and Recreation Master Plan and complete
the Community/Aquatic Centre Feasibility Study will be funded through Development Charges.

Respectfully,

). F:BQLI/

Jeff Bray. Director, Parks, Recreation and Facilities

Reviewed By:

City

Trea s?r
Approved By: —Z%//A
#nager

City M

2~
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N ’ Report No.
) PD-30-2024

STTHOMAS Fie o

2024-145

Directed to: . . Meeting Date:
Mayor Joe Preston and Members of City Council November 4, 2024

Department: Planning & Building Services Attachment

Prepared By: Crystal Penney, Planning Programs Coordinator Exterior Photos

Subject: CIP Project: HXM Eternal Two Inc. — 483-487 Talbot Street

Recommendation:
THAT: Report PD-30-2024 relating to a Community Improvement Project by HXM Eternal Two Inc. for 483-487
Talbot Street be received for information, and further,

THAT: Council approve a grant through the Heritage Facade and Building Improvement Program, as submitted by
HXM Eternal Two Inc. for 483-487 Talbot Street.

Background:
A CIP application was received from Jason Zhang of HXM Eternal Two Inc. The owner has applied for funding under
the Heritage Facade and Building Improvement Program.

The proposed work consists of minor surface repair and painting previously painted surfaces to help restore the
building’s exterior.

There is an outstanding order on the property relating to openings in the front fascia. The work under this
application will bring the property into conformity.

The project is eligible for the following:

e A Grant equal to 50% of cost of eligible front facade and storefront improvement and restoration works
up to a maximum grant per property/project of $20,000.

The project has been reviewed and approved by the Community Improvement Program Evaluation Committee.

The grant funds will be released upon the successful completion of the project
Respectfully,

ekl

Crystal Penney
Planning Programs Coordinator

Reviewed By:

S o

Planning Treasury

City Manager
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N ’ Report No.
) PD-29-2024

STTHOMAS Fie o

2-07-24

Directed to: . . Meeting Date:
Mayor Joe Preston and Members of City Council November 4, 2024

Department: Planning & Building Services Attachment

Prepared By: Crystal Penney, Planning Programs Coordinator Zoning Map

Subject: Application by Doug Tarry Limited for an amendment to Zoning By-Law 50-88, to remove the Holding Zone
symbol from the lands within the Harvest Run Phase 3 Stage 3 Subdivision (34T-21501)

Recommendation:

THAT: Report PD-29-2024 relating to an amendment to the City Zoning By-law to remove the holding zone symbol
from lands within the Harvest Run Phase 3 Stage 3 Subdivision (34T-21501) be received for information; and
further,

THAT: The application by Doug Tarry Limited for an amendment to the City of St. Thomas Zoning By-law 50-88 to
remove the holding symbol from the lands comprising Harvest Run Phase 3 Stage Subdivision be approved and
staff be authorized to prepare an amending by-law; and further,

THAT: Notice of Council’s intention to pass an amending by-law to remove a holding symbol from Zoning By-law
50-88, as amended, be given pursuant to Ontario Regulation 545/06.

Background:
A holding zone is identified with an “h” as a prefix to the zone symbol shown on a Zoning Map Part (see attached

zoning map). No development can occur on a site until the holding conditions are met and the “h” is removed by

amendment to the Zoning by-law. p——
‘mpire Parkway

Location Plan

‘<

The application has been filed by Doug Tarry Limited.
The location of the subdivision is shown on the
Location Plan below. The lands are designated for
residential use, as shown on Schedule “A” to the City )*
of St. Thomas Official Plan and are zoned hR3A-26

LT,
(Third Residential Zone) by Zoning By-law 50-88. Harg T Subject

a""c;,%
The anticipated sewage flow generated by Harvest m

Run subdivision phase 3 can be treated by the City’s
Water Pollution Control Plant (WPCP). However, the
WPCP is undergoing wet weather sewage treatment
system improvements which may result in delays to
sewer connections until expansion or enhancements
can be made to treatment capacity. This scenario is
being monitored by staff and is not expected to result
in connection delays.

H’H
;

|
T

—

Renaissance Drive

— Z

-
Ayrshire Avenue

Holding provisions on the lands have been fulfilled with the execution of the subdivision agreement.

A public meeting is not required. A notice of Council’s intention to pass the amending by-law will be mailed to
every owner of land in the area where the subject lands are located.

Recommendation:
Staff are recommending that Council approve the application by Doug Tarry Limited, authorize staff to prepare an
amending by-law and initiate the notice process in accordance with the regulation.

The By-law to remove the ‘h’ symbol from the lands will be placed on the November 12, 2024, Council agenda for
consideration.

Respectfully,

bkl

Crystal Penney
Planning Programs Coordinator

Reviewed By:

Approved By: _ W
City Mahager
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N ’ Report No.
) PD-28-2024

STTHOMAS Fie o

SPC 02-24, SPC 03-24, SPC 04-
24,SPC05-24

Directed to: . . Meeting Date:
M Joe Prest d Memb f City C I
ayor Joe Preston and Members of City Counci November 4, 2024

Department: Planning & Building Services Attachment

SPC 02-24 - Site Plan Drawing
SPC 03-24- Site Plan Drawing
SPC 04-24- Site Plan Drawing
SPC 05-24- Site Plan Drawing

Prepared By: Crystal Penney, Planning Programs Coordinator

Subject: The Second Report of the 2024 Site Plan Control Committee

Recommendation:
Report PD-28-2024 relating to Site Plan Application Nos. SPC 02-24, SPC 03-24, SPC 04-24 and SPC 05-24 be
received for information.

Background:
The Site Plan Control Committee met on July 11, 2024, to consider the following applications.

SPC 02-24 — 175 Manor Road — Proposed changes to built form, increased parking and increased unit count
|

The applicant received approval for the proposed Key Map /

changes to the previously approved site plan on )

R

lands located at 175 Manor Road. The location of

the property is shown on the Key Map and a site
plan drawing is attached. — —

Notice of the meeting was given to abutting mj [
property owners. One person from the public | L

attended the meeting with concerns around i
drainage and parking. Staff advised that the
proposed parking meets the requirements of the —

zoning by-law and when the sewers in the area Hitch Crescant
were designed years ago it accounted for a future

- e

i | —
development and included any potential water |—w—— — f( '
from this site. \j(: EE ‘;%;j L }Jm
Sl e e

THAT: the Site Plan Control Committee recommends that the Director of Planning and Building Services provide
final approval to the application and plans submitted with respect to the proposed changes to the previously
approved site plan on lands known municipally as 175 Manor Road, City of St. Thomas, subject to the following
conditions
1. Compliance with all other applicable regulations and municipal by-laws;
2. The amended drawings be attached to the already executed site plan agreement and the agreement be
registered on title of the property.
g property <=

Manor Road

-

J
=
—

The committee passed the following resolution:

ex O L

Key Map [—
SPC 03-24 — 2 Ontario Road — Proposed office building T
The applicant received approval for the proposed office ; |

building on lands located at 2 Ontario Road. The location of

the property is shown on the Key Map and a site plan drawing
is attached.

i

e First Avenue

Fiest Avenue

Ontario Read

Duc kworth Avenue

Notice of the meeting was given to abutting property

, . 10 Octacio K
owners. No one from the public attended the meeting. asio Road

Ontario Road

The committee passed the following resolution:

First Avenue

Dansel Street

o

seivdfl 5
[a\- Usito) | =
=R
Edward Street

e

the Director of Planning and Building Services provide final
approval to the application and plans submitted with 110 Eduand Seit
respect to the proposed office building on lands known

o Roa

THAT: the Site Plan Control Committee recommends that
Vo Edwod Steeet %

On

Edward Strest
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municipally as 2 Ontario Road, City of St. Thomas, subject to the following conditions:

1. Compliance with all other applicable regulations and municipal by-laws;

2. A landscape plan be submitted to the Secretary of the Committee for circulation for review and
approval;

3. Once plans are approved, the owner enter into an agreement with the City, pursuant to the Planning

Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended. The final approved plans shall be attached to the agreement as
schedules and the agreement shall be registered on the title of the property.

The Site Plan Control Committee met on September 4, 2024, to consider the following application.

SPC 04-24 - 249 Renaissance Drive — Proposed development of 12 townhouse blocks consisting of 67 residential

units
Y]

Key Map

The applicant received approval for the proposed
development of 12 townhouse blocks on lands
located at 249 Renaissance Drive. The location of
the property is shown on the Key Map and a site
plan drawing is attached.

Evylean Crt

Notice of the meeting was given to abutting
property owners. No one from the public —

Subject

attended the meeting. Cortland Torrace Lands
The committee passed the following resolution: Uﬂm E ?
THAT: the Site Plan Control Committee M] % — N
recommends that the Director of Planning and m E — 1
Building Services provide final approval to the .
application and plans submitted with respectto = — _ Southdalo Line S
the proposgd .developmen‘t of 1'2 townhouse = —
blocks consisting of 67 residential units on lands
known municipally as 249 Renaissance Drive, City of St. Thomas, subject to the following conditions:
1. Compliance with all other applicable regulations and municipal by-laws;
2. Once revised plans are approved, the owner enter into an agreement with the City, pursuant to the

Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P. 13, as amended. The final approved plans shall be attached to the

agreement as schedules and the agreement shall be registered on the title of the property.
The Site Plan Control Committee met on September 25, 2024, to consider the following application.
SPC 05-24 - 120 Bill Martyn Parkway — Proposed building addition
The applicant received approval for the proposed 9% W
building addition at Fanshawe College on lands ,, E|§ ;EE-
located at 120 Bill Martyn Parkway. The location A 3 5
of the property is shown on the Key Map and a site §

plan drawing is attached.

anueAy MolAlIeS

Notice of the meeting was given to abutting
property owners. One person from the public
attended the meeting but did not have any
comments.

n Parkway

rty

Bill Ma

The committee passed the following resolution:

Sauve Avenue

THAT: the Site Plan Control Committee
recommends that the Director of Planning and
Building Services provide final approval to the
application and plans submitted with respect to

the proposed building addition on lands known N ——————— YT

.

i

Coleman Court

municipally as 120 Bill Martyn Parkway, City of

St. Thomas, subject to the following conditions:

1. Compliance with all other applicable regulations and municipal by-laws;

2. The owner enter into an agreement with the City, pursuant to the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c. P. 13, as
amended. The final approved plans shall be attached to the agreement as schedules and the agreement

shall be registered on the title of the property.
~2~
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Respectfully,

by

Crystal Penney
Secretary, Site Plan Control Committee
Planning Programs Coordinator

Reviewed By: gz & E )

Chairman, Site Plan
Planning Control Committee

Approved By: J/Ln;/é
ager

City Ma

~3~
Page 22 of 52




SPC 02-24

NOILIOS £202 | BYWOHL “LS 40 ALID

ALID AYMTIVH BHL

wouswosz | % : i T
HONMVED  eants- ot ooaa o Wi vos sanes |1 SYWOHLLS TG, [
QvOH JONYI G4 *IWVN LO3r0ud ra e el o] I 2 FIETEEREIREE —
®zL 37v08 015001, 14 1OVIINOD ra wdS SIMOHNAOL OBIOVLS ¥OA T3sITY | © . XOETA AUNFARCD O30T e
ra uaoNLvodoansel | s 2 s — b 1IN E
— Al o Jn H. U = — L C36CONd HEVIS ALVLNVS Q30CION i
NV1d 3LIS o ERER]
LINN 23407 ANY 40 J00H JHL 40 NOLMOd ¥ 3ZrUn mmlnm # 7 [E
L0 43ddN ANY 40 YRUY TOVAS N3O 1l n s /
MR R SR < > =2 A 5 TVILNIAIST ONILSIXT |
LIN SNITIZNG 13 KLl “HOIH SLINT OML ‘305 AB LiNY3d A8 S & |
305 GHOVLLY SLNN SNTTIZHD 3500 50 Z3ml NVINGD = 31N0Y > g g /
DL GENOIS30 SNITING ¥ SNYR LONTIIAQ JSOHWHOL 7] s ]
TIDROVS, "(A)6F 'S HAVIOVAVA 0 SISORINA 3HL 04 | EIE] N u 5E
3NN 107 LNOHS 2 /
X O 2 inB: z v,
ety ioen o I N o e C
T2y NOUDISGS 30 SNOAOH 31t ONWLSHLIION H weTHOE TR S SN vITA S o N BT
B e ey = - = —S Vi 8 0v 03 LB N S 4INCS ANIT NIvHD)|
Gy 2 vl siow. 10w A T35 SORALM WY w130 . ! =
et il o Lok o 3 Yoy — o i r T — —
30 Z¥ NOUDES 90 SNOSAONS ML ALON P b 4 =
i H
Tw/es 520 [amn/as sz TN S3ovas (o] 3 i
or or INDRIVE S0 MIGANN V M =1 |
s %055 CXYR) Y38v 3008 g L S e b T =1 T = I
(xvW) o'l o'l {X¥N) LHOGH SNITING G 2 s” & WH B ;
xre x00r Txvm) svamhao 101 > H Wiid T .
s (XYR) SLND X m
ow/sinn sa | #anomd
avunnse ] MITONCD TR o £ . SLINN 8 ATHOLS-¢ ( ,
wgsy woos | Winos (NIN) ¥onaIN Ok ! [FSNOHNMOL A3XOVLS) : 7
B
woo's. 00 AT CNR) AV ” & nm
gl b =T = e 32 [
WOST wosT HLEON {('NIN} ¥ORELA mu = hm_“ z MM
ng (IYMICIS INGT UZ"| O g S
e =1 WD LHOTAYD o R B f = o m 23
woo's woo's € % i« = w |l ga J BA
15¥3 :(NIW) LNOMd > [ £ 3l S50 ¥ sl i mmO m 8
Sovl g TLTWrz i wne g ) S 7 um. m | |
VO MONVH / wey T T e B
s e CNI) 30VLNOMS 101 5 | | w s
- = e H i | |
Z6L8 (0648 ('NI) v3uv 101 i | «.z_su\%.__‘,wﬂﬁ %) 3 |
o5y o= oNINOZ TS / 5 =
caanoud | 3vg onmoz 5 E 4_\ & G/ llghmrisn 1svoss w .
0 @S0 a 3 [ -
©F1. evas o
MVYIALG ONINOZ | TS curosw -
2 1= = - 2 O | &
SYWOHL 'S 40 ALID A a i 1 N
T 7N % B =] ST, T a2 s (o) 0| | 2 | ,
BT Yok S H & oleps g 320 !
T 2 L 3 s NS, ] [ m -
I us o | « i ks i A :
il ki G sowvana XM 9N0D T} dowd VIS ONGD UZ'| 0w e ! Al m | |
> 5 S =1 TR = ] [ e q
e — 0 I ] =] [ o e | g = £ = |
O = e e B Ele ! 2 A 5
PZIOE JBQUIBIISS TeADY4dY AL $031va m z 3 5T |
PO ORI SLT ssaucny Amaowa o 4 g ot 3 !
£2-60 DS O NOUNNY K14 Iuis 2 3 2 |
T e ST — 1B : SO [— 15 Il ,
2:”&5 ISNOHNMQL QINOVYLS 1 B 3 ISNOHNMQL IHOVLS HIE] R o , [
z = 3 I ¥
oefeT 82/l 9eise 7 3 el 2 ,,,
2 | |
a5 5 I
00001l ‘31VIOS - C:: =1,
Bl i g === ——
K 3§ Y L : I
S W | —
4. w8sE 19 -— . +
s 03 W' sokd |
AT T
warasva 30w 2 — . .

WY S1L8 KZ0Z3IG B Ueid BUS O} OCIETSODLISPOI-| DIS0041010¢:SWelold Q|

¥ 58041010

4
Page 23 of 52




SPC 03-24

R YR EErRo)

GONAVUA SavoRNY 1 5980 6 VA XOva I .-

HOKY

wkf

% (MY1-A8 ONIX¥Vd ONY Old4v2L 3HL OSTV 33S)
) . P :
z B g x
& |z f 2
& z b
s I8 L
S 2 w o H
“ H
é * H
&W > |
\ >

s s £
| asea e
Ay s

FETRSE Lnow s s =

[(NENE]]

r——

e ®

OWYLNG SYACHL 1S

I¥ma3

B3

(30¥45 SNDINYA 3HL 40 3OVSHNS 3HL NO TYNOLLEO)
55300V 40 109HAS WNOUVRYZINI
R

f P aoweia -
4‘ .
.

49 5KE0L) WS 10') kY DATE
SNATING ASHOLE 2 §
Q38040Hd

1%

STIV13d NOIS 31N0Y 353

o5 e
DL o o o .0 B SR SR L
5. A e LR 7 i GS A G
v ot oAk 0.

OUTOOTHU O G TV 0 191 A RO AR
2 18 3091 0L 3 TR AN AV S

ovams
DA TR M T 0009 10 DMLY YD AP 0

(0105880 06 Gy 0L v

BTV 0 1N Y k) TNIG e P IDETHS
16 o 1 Wy Y

Y 10 I Y - TR v S (TS

360 OGS 1IN 9320 AN ot 6

oD e 3 O SRS ST S O

R 3201 T NI NCTS

T A 9y 20 BTG
U004 o BT L 6. A o
\UTU0) A5 oH %0 AT

LRI £ 0L o § O ISR LT TS ¥
VU085 wa e St T ¢ amd

INFRAT IR

4

2N
SEINISM ONIEXT

o

TR T IR P TAG FTs St

INAY 1S4

i = o008}
A D] wse'v/ w3uy Da19
JOVHYE) IWHOIS

| EUNYT_NIWAC TN BN 1SXE

Page 24 of 52




SPC 04-24

NOILIOZ $202  SYWOHL 1S 40 ALID

F # ONIMYHA

€L 3vos

"ONI S3ILINNWWOD 3ONYWN0JN3d

BSZ-NL | dd - 26 %0078
3AINA 3ONYSSIVNIS 6¥2 “IWVN 103rodd
2692002 “# LOVHINOD

NV1d 31IS

e

[Aiwea
Vozr 9

noudnosaa| ¢

NOLDTdd¥ W 311G 4G4 0arsst

NOISIAZY

S3LON TYH3INIO HO4 8 ON ONIMYHA 338

WOy 40 JINVISID HAHIKYH
woe ¥ OL GavA uv3d A3OD3Y L OLNI
1530Na Ol 0aLLIRI3d I 030 ¥
51 Jaman a0 ) DIV WLOL
~ SRDEVS
@ HOLSIA GHVONVLS
L {0z 40 %¥) NIV
v v MW THISSIOV
_ SRDEVA
AvMINHD LNSOISIN
MDY
NOLOTKO 3ISBHND TYNAALNI 130V40LS JovaNvS
oyfsyun i ou/spun 5z ALISKGO LINA
) - LN 40 ¥3BATK
° - iSONKTNNG 40 H3EHNN
WYL I3018 ©
loNmma T1dl e
|  wu (oM LHoIEH oNITING
x5l %0or (Cxvi) 3ovaneo 101
wopT 0T 15V3 (NI 93
wepny WOOT [ HLNOS {NIM) MORGLNI
wery UOT | HLYON {HIK) MORGUNI
woo'e woo's 153K CNIR) SOREINI
wid = oo LS {NN) LNOMS
savA
2 . G TONVSSIVNGY
S L {'NIK} 36¥LNOYS 107
5L wosL CNIW) Y3 101
or-au ONINGZ
26 X080 xsve
N0 @aNodd SNNOZ

3,58 &2 00 N

D

\OWARd NIOICH, HOIH WE'L

N N

%307 00NOD N

TMUE FINVHLNG YO

m £ m
B 5 TE0G
i e 300 oM
; .
T €L . TR e o 2 L 3 - s v EF z
\ g e ;
H m v m =
£20 22C, = 4
S ey
C .
4 OA-MTM-ZMU Q3dVIENY
Cuxed
%
al

018 we'l

Wt
7 i%
EHY
m m &
T I3 1
EH €3 .
& g s e o m«x
"
i H
N
19 M /
£
5 Cra

Sy | i
INGS-NOED'D————
3 Vﬂiwz%sug, e TN e vt
4 |
3 |

62

i

=
&
n

5480 43 N

B6wE

6~
Page 25 of 52




SPC 05-24

v 20ld

SIOB| PUE INIBYOLY
ul siauLed ubisag

vdd

ALMIOYH ONINIVYL
S10 M3N 3937100 IMYHSNYL

amvHsNvH &

. " ol

s CESEme=

el

Page 26 of 52




City of St Thomas

Transportation Master Plan Refresh —

Status Update

G
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Overview

>
>
>
>
>

Project Status Update
Public Engagement
Public Survey Results
Transportation Vision
Next Steps
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Project Status Update

» Foundation Building » Vision and Needs » Plan Formulation » Documentation
— Collect Data — Growth forecasting — Assessing alternatives — Periorities
— Existing Conditions — Transportation vision — Network Plans — Implementation Plan

— ldentify gaps / opportunities — Needs Assessment — Policies and Programs — Reporting

Phase 1: Phase 2: Phase 3: Opportunities to Connect:

Foundation Plan Implementation Online survey (closed)

Building Development and Reporting Public Open House
Public Handout (Home Show)

Focus of June
Public Open House WE ARE HERE Prc\),j\;it’:SEitr?lail

Social Media Posts

Public and Stakeholder Engagement

» Public Open House # 2 » Council Presentation

» Public Survey
— Present TMP for approval

— Gather input on issues and priorities — Present Preliminary

» Public Open House # 1 Rec.omm.endatlons
isi — Review / incorporate feedback
— Vision and Needs

Puge 29152 < poradigm




Engagement Feedback - PIC 1 (June 28, 2024)

» Open House at Memorial Arena
— 33 people signed in at PIC

» What we heard:

— Desire for a strong network of pedestrian
and cycling routes separated from traffic

— Explore “rail to trail” opportunities -
— More strategic investments in road » Neighbouring Municipalities:

|mprovements_ _ — Active Transportation Network Connectivity
* less road widening
 more operational improvements > Development Community:
* protect future corridors — Active Transportation Network Connectivity
— Need to fund transit that provides an — Green Scape Right of Ways
affordable alternative, enables access to all _ Off Street Parking

red
Place
To
Work.

areas of the city, and gives residents choice
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Public Survey Summary

How do you currently get around within St.
Thomas?

Other (please specify)

N/A

On a school bus

Public transit

Motorcycle

Passengerin avehicle

Driving a vehicle

Cycling

Walking or rolling (Rolling refers to the use of...

.21%

What, if anything, concerns you about moving
around within St. Thomas?

Other (please specify)

Convenience of public transit

safety for driving

safety for cycling

safety forwalking

Driver be haviour

Current condition of bike lanes/paths/trails
Current condition of sidewalks

Current condition of roads

Travel time

Current traffic volumes

59.18%

190 responses

— 86% are residents

— 40% work locally

— 6% go to school in St Thomas

— 70-75% spend leisure time or shop in city

Auto oriented travel patterns

— 84% indicate they primarily travel by driving

— 34% indicate they are often a passenger in a vehicle
— 48% walk and 35% cycle for some trips

— 12% use the transit system for some trips

Driver Behaviour and Safety Key Concerns

— 51% note safety for cycling

— 42% concerned and pedestrian safety

— 37% road conditions / traffic volumes :
Page31 342 convenience of transit <\« paradigm




Public Survey Summary — Walking and Cycling

What prevents you from cycling more®? >

Key barriers to cycling:
— 41% cite safety concerns
— 40% suggest lack of a complete network restricts use

— 28-34% suggest concern about bike theft / lack of secure
parking

— 21% note distances too far to destinations

— 20-25% note seasonal / weather conditions

Other (please specify)

Mothing, | bike as much as 1 can

Mo bicycle

Lack of & com plete cycling network

Lack of bicycle parking/lock up locations
Concern about bicycle theft

Personal factors

Physically unable or difficult to do so

Variations in weather conditions (e.g. rain)

Seasonal conditions (e_g. hot summers, cold winters)
Safety

Too much to carry/transport to/from destination

Too much effort to bike

Time to travel between destinations

Distance between destinations

VWhat prevents you from walking or rolling
more frequently?

» Key barriers to walking:
— 54% cite distance to destinations
— 41% note need to carry items
— 35% note safety concerns
— 27% suggest lack of a complete network restricts use
— 26-34% note seasonal / weather conditions

Other (please specify)

Mothing, lwalk or roll as much as | can

Lack of comprehensive and linked pedestrian network
isidewalks / trails)
Physically unable, or difficultto do so (due to
sidewalk/trail conditionsand/or personal ability)

Wariations in weather (e g. rain)

Seasonal conditions (e.g. hot summers, cold winters)

Safety

Too much to carry toffrom destinations

Time to travel between destinations

Distance between destinations

6 Puge 20152 < poradigm




Public Survey Summary — Improvement Priorities

Opportunities to Improve Walking

(extremely and very important)

Accessibility upgrades ~77%

Education (driver and pedestrians) ~70%
Encourage children to walk to school ~58%

More off road trails ~65%
More protected crossings ~65%

Sidewalks on both sides of major streets ~60%
* Not as important to have on all streets ~45%

Opportunities to Improve Cycling

(extremely and very important)

Education (driver and cyclists) ~77%
Secure bike parking ~ 71-72%
More facilities:

Off road trails ~ 66%

Boulevard bike lanes ~ 65%
On road marked lanes ~58%

Skills training ~52%

Opportunities for Safety Improvements

(extremely and very important)

Separating pedestrians and cyclists from traffic ~ 77-82%

Intersection improvements ~ 70%
Improving road conditions ~ 64 %

Reducing speeds ~ 41%
Lower speed limits ~ 30%

Priorities for Road Improvements

(extremely and very important)

Education ~67%

Improving road conditions ~ 63%
Coordinating signals ~ 60%

Adding turn lanes / roundabouts ~ 50 — 58%
Designated truck routes ~ 55%

New roads in growth areas ~ 45%
Widening roads ~39%

Page 33 of 52
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Public Survey Summary — Transit

What prevents you using public transit more? » Key concerns with existing transit service:
Other (please specify) 18.24% — 48% cite frequency of service / wait time as a barrier
Nothing, | take public transit as much as... — 31% lack of real time information on schedules
Lack of real-time information on... - 14% SuggeSt ride duration is to Iong
Difficulty getting to or from public... — reliability / service coverage / scheduling and concerns with
. . on-demand app noted as other concerns
Ride durations are too long
Service is too infrequent/waits at stops... 47.65%

How do you think public transit could be > Improvement Needs:
improved? — Longer hours of service — 36%

— Service outside St Thomas — 48%

— More frequent service — 50%

— More routes — 48%

Other (please specify)
Longer hours for weekend service
Longer hours for weekday service
Service to other communities not... 48.309
More frequent service on existing routes 49.66%

Shorter routes

More routes 48.309

8 Puge 40152 < poradigm




Public Survey — Summary of Key Issues

» Road improvements » Improve public transit
— Make what we have work better / safer — Improve coverage to provide access
— Synchronize lights / intersection — Shorter travel times
improvements — More frequent service / evening and
weekends

» Make walking and cycling safer — Connect to other municipalities

and more convenient
— Expand off road trails

— Provide separated facilities (sidewalks,
paths and bike lanes)

— Create a connected network

({14
] To
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TMP Vision and Objectives

2021 Transportation Master Plan

» Vision Statement: » Six Objectives:
1. Provide infrastructure for growth

2. Plan flexible infrastructure for
seasonal changes

3. Prioritize and encourage active
transportation

“A multi-modal transportation
network that facilitates connectivity
for residents to jobs, services, and

reCreé_lt'C)n Pr(_)V'd'ng options for | 4. Prioritize and encourage transit
traveling within and beyond the City 5. Improve safety for all road users
safely and efficiently. 6. Enhance multi-modal connections

The vision and objectives from the previous TMP are still relevant for the TMP Refresh, align with
community feedback to date, and supports Pillar 1- Priority 2.4 of the City’s Strategic Plan

red
Place
To
Work.
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TMP Refresh — What has changed from 20217

Growth Forecasts

Longer planning horizon (2031 vs 2051)
Significant additional growth expected

More intensification in downtown and new growth areas
Updated external growth impacts on St Thomas transportation network

Updated Growth Areas

\'\ % vag ' E
2N N -
S -y (’ /. o |
Y ~ m=_n
e . | . i
- vt i i s i
- AT FS a4l =l LS
R AR L [ i
» H
Ve = ™~ |
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- B r
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[ Esxisting industrial |

. Existing Commercial . l
EE[ Future Industrial

Future High Density _— | |
D Future Potential High Density |
[ Future Potentiat Medium Density

b —y
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Population forecasts
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TMP Refresh — What has changed from 20217

» Planned improvements Planned City Road Improvements

— Provincial expansion of Highway 3 and \ T S
Highway 4 % gy R
— Investment in Highbury Avenue widening DSe SWAW o b
. - ) ‘ _ JQ@Z_% i |
— New Major Arterial Road (EA Completed) 4 G e
= T s
X =
Legend @
—
o i amen | i a

lD d i
TRANSPORTAT ON SOIL ’|(7N59\ IhrED

I~
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TMP Refresh — What has changed from 20217

Enhanced role of transit in

serving growth?

Public feedback

Intensification of land use supports
enhanced transit

Benchmarking against other
communities

Many road network deficiencies are in
places that are difficult to widen
* Downtown

* Arterial roads with limited right-of-way width

2051 Afternoon Peak — No New Improvements
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1 | 2 ) "_‘rldl |
i — |— _l! T [=: ‘
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amgall s ‘
’ S gl —I i | U |
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A
: P e .-l ; )Mo Y i '
- ] : (J I . At/ over capacity
1
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Benchmarking — Transit

Comparing to other municipalities
Service hours per capita used to describe amount of transit service provided (per person basis)
There is a proven relationship between level of service and ridership
— St Thomas provides lower level of service compared to current peer municipalities
Municipalities comparable to St Thomas in 2051 provide more service and have higher ridership

Population vs. service hours per capita

Annual transit service hours per capita

2.00

1.75

1.50

1.25

1.00

0.75

0.50

@ Future peers

@ St. Thomas
O

Current peers

40,000
Population

20,000 60,000 80,000

- = he] %] w w
o w o w o (23]

Annual transit trips per capita

w

0

Service hours vs. ridership

- ®
.~ @ St. Thomas

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
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Orangeville 30,167
Stratford 33,232
Orillia 33,411
Timmins 41,145
St. Thomas 42,840
Woodstock 46,705
Cornwall 47,845
North Bay 52,662
Belleville 55,071
Sarnia 72,047
Sault Ste. Marie 72,051




Benchmarking — Transit

» Comparing to other municipalities

15

— Level of service has a greater influence on ridership than population

— Municipalities with higher levels of service achieve higher transit mode shares

Service per capita vs transit mode share

Transit mode share

5.0%
4.5%

O A

Belleville a7
r
O g
7
Sarnia P
0
35 /0 ,/ b“orth Bay
,
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1.58% Orangeville ,",
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0.5% ,/, O Stratford
’” St. Thomas
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0.0%
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Annual transit service hours per capita
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Municipality Population

Orangeville 30,167
Stratford 33,232
Orillia 33,411
Timmins 41,145
St. Thomas 42,840
Woodstock 46,705
Cornwall 47,845
North Bay 52,662
Belleville 55,071
Sarnia 72,047
Sault Ste. Marie 72,051




Assessment of Current Transit System

Three main issues:

» When transit runs

— 28% of trips occur outside current
hours of service

— No access to service
» Where transit runs

— 16% of trips are outside current
service area

— No access to service

» How long it takes
— 38% of transit trips take over 30 mins

Outside service hours (28%)

e
< Outside service area (16%)
é

Slower trip (over 30 mins) (18%)

< Faster trip (under 30 mins) (38%)

S
=== ===

16
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TMP Refresh — Mode Share Target Scenarios

Three Scenarios presented at PIC 1

Scenario 1: Status Quo Scenario 2: Partial Shift Scenario 3: Aggressive Shift
—  91% of trips use auto — 87% of trips use auto — 83% of trips use auto
— 1% of trips use transit — 4% of trips use transit — 6% of trips use transit
— 7% of trips walk/cycle — 8% of trips walk/cycle —  10% of trips walk/cycle
— 1% use other modes — 1% use other modes — 1% use other modes
» 0 votes » 3 votes » 11 votes
» Changes Needed: » Changes Needed: » Changes Needed:
— Fixtransit coverage gaps — Scenario 1 Changes PLUS — Scenario 2 Changes PLUS
— Service to new growth areas Add routes to reduce journey time + Increase peak frequencies
— Modest increase in trail / sidewalks Extend service hours (evening / + Extensive expansion of trail /
weekend) sidewalk network
Expand trail / sidewalk network + Broad network of cycling facilities

Network of key cycling facilities

) Puge 43072 < poradigm




How the Scenarios Address Transit Service Issues

Scenario 1: Status Quo Scenario 2: Partial Shift Scenario 3: Aggressive Shift

» No significant change »  More trips within service hours »  Virtually all trips within service hours
» Better coverage improves access »  Better coverage improves access
»  75% of trips under 30 min »  87% of trips under 30 min

o=T)o =)o =)o =)o
=)o =P =)o =iPe
o=So=To =To=iPe
o =)o =T =T)o =ilPe
o=To=To =To=iPe
o=Tho =T =To =iPe
o=o=To=To =)o
i =Pe=Re=e=Po=o
o= =To =To=TPo
o =)o =Tho =TPo =)o

=)o =)o =)o =ile =ilho
g’ s’ s. s’ g.
=Po=Pe=Pe=Po=Dr

©] s’ a. s’ g.
=To =T =Po =Po=To

Tttt 1 ten

Outside service hours (28%) Outside service hours (10%) Outside service hours (<1%)
Outside service area ( 6%) Outside service area (5%) Outside service area (6%)
Slower trip (over 30 mins) (18%) Slower trip (over 30 mins) (10%) Slower trip (over 30 mins) (7%)
Faster trip (under 30 mins) (38%) Faster trip (under 30 mins) (75%) Faster trip (under 30 mins) (87%)
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Relative Costs and Performance

Scenario 1: Status Quo Scenario 2: Partial Shift Scenario 3: Aggressive Shift

» Ridership increase due to » Ridership increase x 10 » Ridership increase x 14
population growth x 2 »  Net cost per person x 1.5 »  Net cost per person x 2.5

»  Minor improvement in service » Moderate improvement in service »  Significant improvement in service
levels levels levels

»  No emission reduction » Moderate emission reduction » Significant emission reduction

Costs and Performance (2024S)

Measure Existing Scenario 1 - Status quo  Scenario 2 - Partial shift Scenario 3 - Aggressive shift
Target mode share 0.50% 1% 4% 6%
Weekday (Weekend) service hours 15.5 (13) 15.5 (13) 17 (14) 17 (14)
Weekday Buses in service 8 8 15 26
Annual Service Hours 25,800 52,700 88,100 152,800
Annual Ridership 147,000 300,000 - 400,000 1,400,000 - 1,500,000 1,800,000 - 2,200,000
Net Operating Cost $1.44M $29-3.1M $3.7M-S53.9M $6.8M-S57.6 M
Annual Capital Cost S0.57 M S1.1M S1.2M-S1.3 M S1.5M-S1.7M
Population 44,400 79,500 79,500 79,500
Net Operating Cost / Capita $32.40 $36 - $39 $47 - S50 S85 - $96
Annual Capital Cost / Capita $12.80 $13-S$14 $15-$16 $16-$17
Net Total Annual Cost / Capita $45.20 $49 - S53 $62 - $66 $101 - $113
Annual Reduction in Auto Travel 0 Page 5 ofAS%)O'OOO veh-km 7,000,000 veh-km \« pQerigm
19 Annual Reduction in CO2 Emissions 0 748 T 1,314 T




Recommended Strategy

» St Thomas should adopt an Aggressive Shift to more sustainable travel
modes
— Aligns with input from public for improved transit
— Future land use plans are transit supportive
— Can reduce road widening needs in the downtown and other constrained areas
— Enhanced transit service to new industrial lands can establish lasting patterns

— Strategy is in line with the City Strategic Plan objectives
 Priority 2 — Thoughtful, Strategic and Sustainable Community Growth
 Priority 4 — Equitable, Accessible and Inclusive Communities
 Priority 6 — Environmental Stewardship

— Significant reduction in annual auto travel
* Reduced emissions
* Reduced wear and tear on roads
« Potential to eliminate need for some road widening projects

- To
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TMP Project Schedule — Next Steps

» Next Steps

— Complete Plan Development Work — Nov / Dec
 Road Network Improvements
» Active Transportation Improvements
* Transit Improvements
» Conceptual EV Charging Network
« Continued communication with Development Community
« Ongoing youth engagement via STEAM Centre

— Develop Policies to Support Plan — Dec / Jan

— Public Open House — Winter 2025

— Council Approval — Spring 2025

21 Page 47 of 52
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N ' Report No.
) ES-46-24

STTHOMAS FleNo.

Directed to: . . Meeting Date:
Mayor Joe Preston and Members of City Council November 4, 2024

Department: Environmental Services Attachment

Prepared By: Matthew Vriens, Manager of Transportation & Bylaw

Subject: Rideshare Services

Recommendation:

THAT: Report ES-46-24 relating to Rideshare Services be received; and further,

THAT: Council direct staff to prepare an amendment to Taxi By-Law 145-2013 to permit the operation of
rideshare services within the City of St. Thomas.

Background:

Taxi regulations in Ontario are a combination of provincial and municipal rules aimed at ensuring safe and fair
service for passengers. The Province sets broad standards related to vehicle safety and insurance, while
municipalities fine-tune these regulations to address local needs and concerns. Under the Municipal Act,
municipal councils are provided the discretion to regulate taxis through local by-law or not. This legislation
allows municipalities to license, regulate, and enforce taxi systems and by extension, all vehicle-for-hire services.

The City of St. Thomas has regulated the taxi industry for decades with only a few minor updates to the bylaw
over time. The latest update occurred in 2022 when changes were adopted to eliminate any reference to City
Council setting taxi fares.

Discussion:

Traditionally, the taxi industry has been highly regulated to ensure safety and consumer protection, especially
when competition was low. In recent years the taxi industry has experienced significant changes in service
delivery and competition. There are now opportunities from transportation network companies (TNC’s), such as
Uber and Lyft which have become increasingly popular, as an alternative transportation option, however these
rideshare services often operate outside of traditional regulations. Other rideshare opportunities are also
emerging, including smaller TNC's, and regular trips organized by private companies. In response to these
industry changes, many municipalities have adapted their taxi bylaws to incorporate the operation of these
rideshare services or have repealed their taxi bylaws all together.

Considering the wide range of municipal response, some municipalities are calling on the Province to amend
legislation to provide a more consistent approach to regulating rideshare services. However, in the meantime,
in order to permit the operation of these new rideshare service opportunities in the City of St. Thomas, the
City’s Taxi-Bylaw would need to be updated. Amending the Taxi Bylaw to permit the operation of rideshare
service providers also aligns well with many of the City’s Strategic Plan priorities including 2.4, 4.1, 6.2, and 6.6.

Strategic Priority:

Strategic Pillar: Excellence in All We Do - Priority #4: Equitable, Accessible, and Inclusive Communities

Financial Impact:

Costs associated with the recommendation of this report can be accommodated within the 2025 Environmental
Services workplan and operating budget.

Respectfully,

o/ A—

Matthew Vriens,
Manager of Transportation & By-law

City Engineer

Reviewed By:

eyl

Approved By: A

City ‘M ager
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Report No.

Qo
STTHOMAS i

THE RAILWAY CITY

Meeting Date:

Directed to: Mayor Joe Preston and Members of City Council November 4, 2024

Department: Industrial Development Attachment

Michael Brix, EIT

Prepared By: Project Manager — Industrial Development

Subject: Burwell Sewage Pumping Station Upgrades Design - Consultant Award

Recommendations:

THAT: Report No. ID-37-24, relating to the Burwell Sewage Pumping Station Upgrades Design — Consultant
Award, be received for information; and further,

THAT: The proposal submitted by R.V. Anderson Associates Limited in the amount of $341,349, excluding HST,
be accepted.

Background:

With the announcement of Volkswagen (VW) battery plant coming to St. Thomas, the City is responsible for the
development of an industrial subdivision to provide municipal services and an industrial supplier manufacturing
park that will support the new EV plant. This new industrial development will be sending additional sewage flows
to the City, which has triggered the need to upsize the current Burwell Sewage Pumping Station to accommodate
the additional flows. The work contemplated in this report is to carry out the design of the upgraded pumping
station to have it built and operational in time to meet the aggressive timelines of the overall Yarmouth Yards
Industrial Park construction. See Figure 1 below for reference of the work area.

Figure 1: Burwell Sewage Pumping Station Project Area

BURWELL SEWAGE PUMPING STATION

Page 50 of 52




R.V. Anderson Associates Limited (RVA) has been involved with multiple recent City projects related to the
industrial development including the St. Thomas Wastewater Master Plan Update, and therefore has specific
knowledge of the City’s overall sewage system. In their proposal, RVA has dedicated an extensive team of
engineers from across their company with the required technical expertise to complete this assignment. They
include civil, electrical, and mechanical experts, along with other key technical staff that can deliver on all aspects
of this project. With the extremely tight timelines to get through planning, preliminary design, detailed design,
and tendering for key deliverables for this project, it is necessary to single source procure these services.

It should also be noted that the City approached a second engineering firm to provide a proposal for this project.
This firm, however, chose not to submit a proposal for this particular opportunity due to the tight and rigid
timelines imposed on the project. Engineering work across Ontario is dictated by a professional fee schedule which
is very similar between firms. Cost breakdowns are composed of actual hours undertaken multiplied by the fee
schedule so the City, as client, only pays for the hours of work undertaken, similar to Legal Fees. Initial
infrastructure planning and engineering represents less than 1% of the long-term life cycle value.

Financial Impact:

Staff have reviewed RVA’s workplan in detail and spent several weeks negotiating and fine-tuning the required
components to deliver this work proposal. RVA will commit resources as necessary to achieve all milestones in
this complex assignment. The proposal is within budget expectations, and funds for this project will come from
industrial development funding.

Respectfully,

W<,

Michael Brix, EIT
Project Manager — Industrial Development

Reviewed By: L/ . /A— %ﬂi—

Ind. Dev. Treasury
Approved By: 7%///
City Manager
2~
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ONTARIO
ENERGY
BOARD

NOTICE OF A
RATE HEARING

Enbridge Gas Inc. has applied to increase its natural gas rates
effective April 1, 2025, to recover costs associated with meeting its
obligations under the Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act and the
regulations under the Ontario Emissions Performance Standords, as
well as to recover other related account balances.

If the application is approved as filed, a typical residential customer
of Enbridge Gas Inc. would see the following total annual increase:

EGD Rate Zone (2,400 m3) $70.84
Union South Rate Zone (2,200 m3) $63.83
Union North Rate Zone {2,200 m3) $64.10

For a typical residential customer, these increases include an annual
bill increase arising from the 2025 carbon charges of $68.71 (EGD)
and $62.98 (Union South and Union North); plus, 2 one-time charge
of $2.13 (EGD), $0.85 (Union South) and $1.12 (Union North) to
recover the balances in the related deferral and variance accounts.

Other customers, including businesses, will also be affected. It's
important to review the application carefully to determine whether
you may be affected by the proposed changes.

The federal government's Greenhouse Gas Pollution Pricing Act
establishes a carbon pricing program under which a natural gas utility
in Ontario, such as Enbridge Gas Inc., is required to pay a carbon
charge to the federal government on the velume of natural gas that it
delivers to its customers, and on the volume of natural gas used in the
operation of Enbridge Gas Inc.’s natural gas distribution system. The
federal carbon charge came into effect on April 1, 2019, has increased
annually on April 1# between 2020 and 2024 and will increase again
on April 1, 2025.

The Ontario Emissions Performance Standards program is the Ontario
government’s carbon pricing system for industrial emitters that came

into effect on january 1, 2022, and replaced the federal government’s
Qutput-Based Pricing System in Ontario.

There are three types of OEB hearings: oral, electronic and written.
The applicant has applied for, and the OEB intends to proceed with,
a written hearing. If you think a different hearing type is needed, you
can write to us to explain why.

This hearing will be held under section 78 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998,

Ce document est aussi disponible en francais.

During this hearing, we will hear questions and arguments from
participants about this case. We will also hear questions and
arguments from participants that have registered as intervenors.
After the hearing, we will decide whether to approve the application.

HAVE YOUR SAY

You have the right to information about this application and to
participate in the process.

Visit www.oeb.ca/notice and use file number EB-2024-0251 to:
* Review the application

* File a letter with your comments
* Apply to become an intervenor

IMPORTANT DATES

You must engage with the OEB on or before November 12%, 2024 to:
* Provide input on the hearing type {oral, electronic or written)
¢ Apply to be an intervenor

If you do net, the hearing will move forward without you, and you will
not receive any further notice of the proceeding.

PRIVACY

If you write a letter of comment, your name and the content of your
letter will be put on the public record and the OEB website, If you are
a business or if you apply to become an intervenor, all the information
you file will be on the OEB website.

Ontario Energy Board
B/TTY:1877-632-2727

@ Monday - Friday: 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM
@ oeb.ca/notice

Enbridge Gas Inc.

1877-362-7434

@ Monday - Friday: 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM

@ https://www.enbridgegas.com/en/about-
enbridge-gas/regulatory

» OCntario
Energy
i Board

Ontaia
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