ONTARIO

REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL
AGENDA

Monday, October 23, 2017, 7:00 PM
Council Chambers

2021 Division Road N
Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

Pages
CALL TO ORDER
MOMENT OF SILENCE AND REFLECTION
PLAYING OF NATIONAL ANTHEM
DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTEREST
When a member of Council has any pecuniary interest, direct or indirect, in any
matter which is the subject of consideration at this Meeting of Council (or that
was the subject of consideration at the previous Meeting of Council at which the
member was not in attendance), the member shall disclose the pecuniary
interest and its general nature, prior to any consideration of the matter.
PRESENTATIONS/DELEGATIONS
1. Richard and Chantel Doll--Request dated October 17, 2017 to have the 1
development charges for 1021 Oak Ave. waived or reduced SEE:
Email exchange with S. Zwiers, Director of Financial Services, dated
October 15, 2017
Recommended Action
That Council deny the request for the reduction or waiver of development
charges.
2. Andrew and Faith Vercruysse--Correspondence dated October 18, 2017 4

RE: Cemetery By-law (SEE Staff Report H-9)

Recommended Action
That Council direct administration to maintain the standards that are set
out in the provisions of the Cemetery By-law (90-2012).

MATTERS SUBJECT TO NOTICE

1.

PUBLIC MEETING - Fence By-law Draft Update - 2017 7



R. Brown, Manager of Planning and Development Services
i) Report of R. Brown, dated September 22, 2017;

i) Draft By-law to regulate the height, location and description of fences.

Recommended Action

That Council receive the report outlining the details of the draft Fencing
By-law update for information purposes and direct administration to
finalize the By-law including the incorporation of any appropriate public
comment or requests.

PUBLIC MEETING-Housekeeping Amendment to Comprehensive Zoning
By-law

R. Brown, Manager of Planning and Development Services

i) Report of R. Brown, dated October 12, 2017 RE: Housekeeping
Amendment to Comprehensive Zoning By-law--Amendment of Existing
Zoning on Property located at 32 Prince Albert St. S, 109, 124, 129 and
194 Division St. N., 115 Main St. East and 122 to 148 Lansdowne Avenue

ii) Proposed By-laws 102-2017 to 107-2017

Recommended Action
It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application
ZBA/21/17 to:

to rezone property located at 122 to 148 Lansdowne Ave. from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)’ to ‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception
3 (R4.1-3)’ and adopt the implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 115 Main St. E., from ‘Residential Zone 3
Urban (R3.1)’ to ‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3) and
adopt the implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 32 Prince Albert St. S. from ‘Residential
Zone 3 Urban (R3.1) to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)’
and adopt the implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 109 & 129 Division St. N. from ‘Residential
Zone 3 Urban (R3.1) to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)’
and adopt the implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 124 Division St. N. from ‘Residential Zone 3
Urban (R3.1) to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)’ and
adopt the implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 194 Division St. N. from 'Residential Zone 3
Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 4 (R4.1-4)'

PUBLIC MEETING--Zoning By-law Amendment (ZBA/18/17) Donald &
Darlene Joudrey (Owner) James Toews (Applicant)
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R. Brown, Manager of Planning and Development Services

i) Report of D. French, dated October 18, 2017 RE: ZBA/18/17--Gladstone
Avenue (No address); Lot 16, Plan 1068

i) Proposed By-law 109-2017, being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

Recommended Action

It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application
ZBA/18/17 to amend the zoning of the subject property to a ‘Residential
Zone 2 Urban, (R2.1)’ classification to also permit a semi-detached
dwelling and semi-detached dwelling unit, and adopt the implementing by-
law.

PUBLIC MEETING--Zoning Amendment Application ZBA/02/16 HVM
Holdings Inc.

R. Brown, Manager of Planning and Development Services

i) Report of R. Brown, dated October 13, 2017RE: ZBA/02/16; 200 Main
St. East, Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 ED

ii) Proposed By-law 108-2017, being a by-law to amend By-law 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

Recommended Action

It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application
ZBA/02/16 to rezone the subject property from ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban
— holding (R1.1(h)’ to ‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 2 (R4.1-2)" and
adopt the implementing by-law.

G. AMENDMENTS TO THE AGENDA

H. STAFF REPORTS

1.

Tax Adjustments Under Sections 357 and 358 of the Municipal Act, 2001
S. Zwiers, Director of Financial Services

Recommended Action
Council authorize tax reductions totaling $18,147.95 for the 2017 taxation
year.

Uncollectable Property Tax Write Off Under Section 354 of the Municipal
Act, 2001

S. Zwiers, Director of Financial Services

Recommended Action
It is recommended that Council authorize tax write offs totaling $387.46.
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Vacancy Rebate Public Consultation Results and Recommendation
S. Zwiers, Director of Financial Services

Recommended Action

That council approve the elimination of the Vacant Unit Property Tax
Rebate Program in Essex County, and request Essex County Council to
seek approval from the Minister of Finance to enact a Regulation for
Essex County to eliminate this Program, commencing for the 2018
taxation year.

Skate Shop Tender
M. Durocher, Parks and Recreation Programs Manager

Recommended Action
That Council approve the RFP as submitted by Mr. Ben Ward for the
operation of the Arena Skate Shop for the next 3 years.

PLC/02/17 — Amico Properties Inc. 100-148 Blue Jay
Crescent

R. Brown, Manager of Planning and Development Services

Recommended Action
It is recommended that Council:

enact Part Lot Control Exemption By-law 83-2017 to allow Lots 10 to 16,
28 to 34, 35 to 41 and 45 to 51 on Plan 12M 598 to be exempt from
Section 50(5) of the Planning Act,

enact Part Lot Control Exemption By-law 83-2017 to allow Lots 17 to 27
and 42 to 44 on Plan 12M 598 to be exempt from Section 50(5) of the
Planning Act for the sole purpose of lot line adjustment of the existing
single detached lot alignment only, and

direct administration to forward By-law 83-2017 and the Part Lot Control
Exemption application to the County of Essex for final approval.

Annual Traffic By-Law Amendment
K. Girard, Manager of Municipal Services

Recommended Action
That Council approves the following amendments to the traffic by-law:

1. No parking is permitted on the west side of Kratz Sideroad adjacent
to soccer fields from Road 2E to approximately 275m south of Road
2E;

2.  No parking is permitted on the east side of Jans Crescent or in the
cul-de-sac including the centre island; and

3. No parking is permitted on the north side of Pulford Street from
Division Street North to Spruce Street North.

Supervisor of Municipal Facilities and Properties
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J.

J. Galea, Human Resources Manager

Recommended Action
The Council authorize Administration to proceed in recruiting this position
with an intended start date of late November 2017.

8. Policy Review: V&H, ClI, PIP
J. Galea, Human Resources Manager

Recommended Action

That Council approve the Conflict of Interest Policy, Performance
Improvement Plan, and the revised Violence and Harassment Policy and
Program.

9. Request for Amendment to Cemetery By-law 90-2012
S. Martinho, Manager of Public Works

Recommended Action
That Council direct administration to maintain the standards that are set
out in the provisions of the Cemetery By-law (90-2012).

BUSINESS/CORRESPONDENCE-ACTION REQUIRED

1.  Pelee Island Winery-Correspondence requesting a resolution from Council
in support of the winery obtaining a Manufacturer's Limited Liquor Sales
Licence to allow the establishment to sell and serve single servings of
wine to its touring visitors

Recommended Action

That Council of The Corporation of the Town of Kingsville supports the
Application of Pelee Island Winery for a "By the Glass" Manufacturer's
Limited Liquor Sales Licence at its manufacturing site (455 Seacliff Dr.,
Kingsuville).

2. December 2017 Council Meeting Schedule

Recommended Action
That Council confirm that the only Regular Council Meeting to be held in
December is the December 11, 2017 Regular Meeting of Council.

MINUTES OF THE PREVIOUS MEETINGS

1.  Special Meeting of Council--September 26, 2017
2.  Special Meeting of Council--October 3, 2017
3. Regular Meeting of Council--October 10, 2017

Recommended Action
That Council adopt Special Meeting of Council Minutes, dated September
26, 2017, Special Meeting of Council Minutes, dated October 3, 2017, and
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Regular Meeting of Council Minutes, dated October 10, 2017.
Regular "Closed Session" Meeting of Council--October 10, 2017

Recommended Action
That Council adopt Regular "Closed Session" Meeting Minutes, dated
October 10, 2017.

MINUTES OF COMMITTEES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1.

Committee of Adjustment--August 15, 2017

Recommended Action
That Council receive Committee of Adjustment Meeting Minutes, dated
August 15, 2017.

Committee of Adjustment-September 19, 2017

Recommended Action
That Council receive Committee of Adjustment Meeting Minutes, dated
September 19, 2017.

Union Water Supply System Joint Board of Management--September 20,
2017

Recommended Action
That Council receive Union Water Supply System Joint Board of
Management Meeting Minutes, dated September 20, 2017.

BUSINESS CORRESPONDENCE - INFORMATIONAL

1.

Royal Canadian Legion, Branch #188--Correspondence dated October 1,
2017 RE: Remembrance Day Service

City of Windsor, Office of the City Clerk--City Council Decision, dated
October 2, 2017

Municipality of Killarney--Resolution passed October 11, 2017 in support
of Town of Halton Hills resolution regarding Zero Tolerance Against
Racism

Ministry of Citizenship and Immigration--Call for nominations for the June
Callwood Outstanding Achievement Award for Voluntarism.

Stantec Consulting Ltd. --Notice of Information Sessions RE: Union Gas
Proposed Pipeline Project, dated October 6, 2017

OMAFRA--Call for nominations for the Rural Ontario Leaders Awards
(ROLA)

Recommended Action
That Council receive information items 1 to 6 as presented.
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NOTICES OF MOTION

UNFINISHED BUSINESS, ANNOUNCEMENTS AND UPDATES

BYLAWS

1.

By-law 83-2017

Being a By-law to exempt certain lands from Part Lot Control (Royal Oak
at the Creek Subdivision - Plan 12M-598)

To be read a first, second and third and final time

By-law 102-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lots 25 and 26, Plan 269, 122 to
148 Lansdowne Avenue; ZBA/21/17)

To be read a first, second and third and final time.
By-law 103-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 ED, 115 Main
St. East; ZBA/21/17)

To be read a first, second and third and final time
By-law 104-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 WD; 32 Prince
Albert St. S.; ZBA/21/17)

To be read a first, second, third and final time.
By-law 105-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 ED; 109 and
129 Division St. North; ZBA/21/17)

To be read a first, second and third and final time
By-law 106-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 WD; 124
Division St. N.; ZBA/21/17)
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P.

Q.

To be read a first, second and third and final time.
By-law 107-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (Part of Lot 1 Conc 1 WD, 194 Division St.
N.; ZBA/21/17)

To be read a first, second and third and final time.
By-law 108-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (200 Main St. East; ZBA/02/16)

To be read a first, second and third and final time.
By-law 109-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law 1-2014, the Comprehensive Zoning By-
law for the Town of Kingsville (ZBA/18/17)

To be read a first, second and third and final time.

CONFIRMATORY BY-LAW

1.

By-law 111-2017

Being a By-law to confirm the proceedings of the Council of The
Corporation of the Town of Kingsville at its October 23, 2017 Regular
Meeting

To be read a first, second and third and final time.

ADJOURNMENT
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Stephanie Olewski

From: Stephanie Olewski

Sent: Thursday, October 19, 2017 10:51 AM
To: Stephanie Olewski

Subject: FW: 1021 Oak Ave Kingsville, ON

From: Sandra Zwiers <szwiers@kingsville.ca>
Sent: Monday, October 16, 2017 6:29 AM

To: Jennifer Astrologo

Cc: Peggy Van Mierlo-West; Councillors
Subject: Fw: 1021 Oak Ave Kingsville, ON

Good morning Jennifer,
Please have your staff contact Mr. Doll and explain the delegation process with him. It appears he's

dissatisfied with my response to his question, wishes to make application to council and has asked that |
forward this exchange to council. For that reason only have | copied council on this email. May | ask that this
exchange also be included in the council package for council 's information at the meeting Mr. Doll is
scheduled to appear before council. It's important council have copy of the response administration gave to
the resident's request. Please let me know what date is set so | can ensure I'm present at council to respond to

any questions.
Thank you,
Sandra

Sent from my BlackBerry 10 smartphone on the TELUS network.

From: Richard Doll <] -

Sent: Sunday, October 15, 2017 10:21 PM
To: Sandra Zwiers
Subject: RE: 1021 Oak Ave Kingsville, ON

Hi Sandra I understand that this is the outlook for my question but I am still asking that this request be looked at
and discussed by are council members I would expect that they could appreciate my request as it is not
uncommon for a person to look at the issues that we run into I would also ask that you include the following an
answer on my request and how and why it was granted or denied and by who as I would like to see the full
procedure I am interested in moving forward with this matter and appreciate your time. Thank you Richard Doll

On Oct 10, 2017 12:07 PM, "Sandra Zwiers" <szwiers@kingsville.ca> wrote:

Good morning Mr. Doll,

I’'m pleased to hear your experience with town staff has been good and that your plans to develop your property are

going smoothly.

In response to your inquiry regarding development charges I'm able to offer an explanation as to why you’re being
charged. A review of your property was conducted in our records which includes aerial photography information dating
back to 2004 and building department applications back to 1999. During the review we were able to confirm that the
property has remained vacant for at least the last 13 years (supported by aerial photography) and likely back to 1999



(supported by a demolition permit for a workshop in 1999 with no subsequent building permit applications to replace
demolished structures).

Our development charges Bylaw 12-2013, which | have attached for your reference, includes direction to
administration on how to evaluate previously developed property. In paragraph 3.13 we are generally not to assess a
property if a building or structure existed on the same land within 5 years prior to the date of development charges
(some restrictions apply). In the case of your property, no building or structure has existed on the property in more
than 5 years. In fact we have determined that no building or structure has existed on your property in the last 18 years
(since the demolition permit processed in 1999). Since the 5 year exemption test is not met, we are required to charge
development charges.

The Town is required to review its development charges every 5 years. Your property has been factored into the
growth calculation in every 5 year review since 2004 (5 years after the 1999 demolition permit was processed) and is
therefore subject to collection of development charges at the time of building permit issuance in accordance with our

Bylaw.

I’'ve copied members of council and our CAO in this email so that my supervisor and Council is aware of my response to
your request for consideration.

Should you wish to discuss this further please do not hesitate to contact me.
Warm regards,

Sandra

W“
- nni‘%

Sandra Zwiers MAcc CPA, CA

Director of Financial Services

Financial Services Department

The Corporation of the Town of Kingsville
2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

Phone: (519) 733-2305

www.kingsville.ca

From: Richard Dol ||

Sent: October-09-17 3:24 PM
To: Sandra Zwiers <szwiers@kingsville.ca>




Cc: Robert Brown <rbrown@kingsville.ca>; Gord Queen <gord.queen@gmail.com>; Susanne Coghill
<suscoghill@gmail.com>; Nelson Santos <nsantos@kingsville.ca>; John Driedger <jldriedger@gosfieldtel.com>; Tony
Gaffan <tonygaffan@gmail.com>; Thomas Neufeld <tneufeld77 @gmail.com>; Larry Patterson
<larry.patterson@gosfieldtel.com>; Peter Valore <pvalore@kingsville.ca>; Cindy Mills <CMills@kingsville.ca>; Ken Vegh
<kvegh@kingsville.ca>; Shaun Martinho <smartinho@kingsville.ca>

Subject: 1021 Oak Ave Kingsville, ON

To whom it may concern;

My name is Richard Doll. I have acquired the property 1021 Oak Ave Kingsville ON, with the intent to build
my family home. I have completed an application and permit with ERCA, for permission to build on the
property on their behalf. I have had a site meeting and conversation with the chief building official Peter
Valore. | have also been in contact with the town planner Robert Brown, and have had a site meeting with the
drain inspector Ken Vegh. They have both been a tremendous help, and have answered many questions that I
have had, giving sound advice. | would also like to take a moment to mention my appreciation for their
professionalism and their prompt responses.

It has been brought to my attention after purchasing this property, that I will be required to pay the
development fee for the property before I am able to build. I would like to appeal to the council to have this
development fee waived or adjusted, as the property was previously developed in the 1960's and had a
dwelling present at one time. In addition the services for the property are already in place, therefore there will
be no need for service hook-ups and there will be no encroachment upon the road. Also, the taxes will increase
upon completion of the home.

I will of course be paying for the building permit and any other permits required for construction, but I ask
that the council consider waiving or adjusting this development fee.

In recent conversations with other builders and developers, they have come across similar situations and have
worked with other municipalities including Kingsville. New home constructions improve the overall
appearance of our town and increase the value of properties around them. I would appreciate it if the council
would look into this matter closely and consult the Director of Finance, the town planner and the chief building
official for their opinions, and suggestions on this request.

Please respond by e-mail so that [ will know this request has been received.

Happy Thanksgiving.

Sincerely,

Richard Doll

w



October 18 2017

Andrew and Faith Vercruysse
388 RD 3E RR#2
Kingsville ON N9Y 2E5

Mayor Nelson Santos
2021 Division RD
Kingsville ON N9Y 2V9

Dear Mayor Nelson Santos and Town Council Respectfully;

Our names are Andrew and Faith Vercruysse. We are writing this letter as a request to amend a
by-law with regards to the Greenville Cemetery. We are aware that the last name is all that is
allowed on the back of a monument. We are asking for authorization to permit us to include a
small phrase with pictures on the back along with a last name. Please find enclosed a copy of
the monument outline. We have spoken to Stephanie Olewski as well as Shawn Martinho. We
were denied our request from Shawn Martinho. He did tell us that if we were not satisfied , we
could take our cause to town council . That is why we are here tonight. Shawn informed us that
the reason for not putting illustration on the back of a monument is because it can lead to a
grave being dug in the wrong direction. Where our plot is , there will never be a grave dug
behind it as there is a tree directly behind it and the plots around it are full.

The reason for this request is that the monument is for our daughter Jocelyn . Jocelyn passed
away suddenly and in the most tragic way. To say we were in shock would be an
understatement. In many ways we still are. Shortly after her death, my sister came to the house
and brought us a plaque with this phrase on it ( see copy). There was an angel on it as well. My
sister was not only Jocelyn’s Aunt she was Jocelyn's Godmother. One of my biggest fears as a
mother who has lost a child , is that your child will be forgotten... The plaque is in our living
room and | see it everyday... It would mean so much to me if | could leave it with her as well.
The other photo represents Jocelyn's devotion to her Faith. Jocelyn was an active member of
her parish. As a young child she served on the Altar (Altar Girl) and as a teen and young adult ,
she was a lector. Unfortunately, Jocelyn’s funeral was and still is a foggy memory. It wasn't until
a year or so later that | had a vast realization , and much regret, that we did not put a Rosary in
her hand. | really wanted to have something on her headstone for this reason.

It took me a long time to come to terms with the idea of putting a monument on Jocelyn's grave.
If it wasn't for her brother’s insistence, | still don't think | could have done it. | never truly put
much thought to the phrase “ it's not written in stone” until now.

| have learned that the purpose for a monument is to provide the bereaved a focus for mourning
and remembrance when they visit and to serve as a memorial of the deceased. All we ask is
that you please consider our request for her monument so when we visit her we can leave her
to rest with a feeling of peace that we left a piece of us with her and also that we honoured her
memory on her monument the best we could in the space provided.

Thank You
Sincerely  Andrew And Faith Vercruysse w,
ol [ erciwssr ETARLEL
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: September 22, 2017
To: Mayor and Council
Author: Robert Brown, H, Ba, MCIP, RPP

Manager, Planning Services
RE: Fence By-law Draft Update - 2017

Report No.: PDS-2017-041

AIM

To provide Council with the draft version of the updated Fence By-law and outline the
specific changes being recommended.

BACKGROUND

In July of 2017 a report was presented to Council with a review of the current Fencing By-
law 96-2005 and outlined that the 12 year old by-law was in need of a comprehensive
update. This would help to address any functionality issues that the by-law may have
presented during its use over that timeframe and provide the opportunity to make additions
to the by-law to address concerns with the location of fencing.

DISCUSSION

The need to review the current Fencing By-law arose as part of the establishment of a
Right-of-Access By-law which was implemented by Council earlier in 2017. The principle
concern was that the current by-law does not outline any requirements for the location of a
fence in relation to existing buildings. This in turn had led to a boundary fence being
constructed in very close proximity to an existing dwelling, preventing access to the house
for even basic maintenance purposes.

The draft by-law seeks to make revisions to the existing format of the by-law, provide
clarifications and add additional regulations to address setbacks from existing buildings
and structures. The by-law will continue to require a permit for a fence but only as it related
to the construction of a swimming pool.



Recommended changes including the following:

i) Expand the definition of a fence;

i) Remove design specs for vertical board fences;

iii) Replace all imperial measurement with metric;

iv) Include a provision that will require a minimum setback of 1 m from all buildings

or structures regardless of the location of the lot line;

V) Simplify the fencing requirement for lots along water ways or the lake;

Vi) Clarify the fencing regulations for Agricultural Zones;

vii)  Create regulations specific to the fencing of a salvage yard,;

viii)  Consolidate the Variance provision to limit permission to exceed the
requirements to the Chief Building Official and remove the appeal to the
Committee of Adjustment provision.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN
There is no specific link to the strategic plan
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

The purpose of the update to the Fencing By-law is to provide a better enforcement
mechanism for Town staff and hopefully avoid issues which result in the Town acting in a
mediator role between neighbours. This in turn ensures staff time is not misdirected toward
issues that can be resolved with the assistance of clear regulations at the onset of any
new fence construction.

CONSULTATIONS

Management staff was circulated for comment. Public notice has been posted in the
Kingsville Reporter and on the Town website. Once the final draft is complete the By-law
will be circulated for legal review to insure proper format, wording and enforceability.

RECOMMENDATION

That Council receive the report outlining the details of the draft Fencing By-law update for
information purposes and direct administration to finalize the By-law including the
incorporation of any appropriate public comment or requests.

Robert Browwnw

Robert Brown, H. BA, MCIP, RPP
Manager, Planning Services

Peggy Vo Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer




THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER XX-2017

Being a By-law to

REGULATE THE HEIGHT, LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION OF FENCES

WHEREAS Sections 11(1), 7 and 15(4) of the Municipal Act, S.0. 2001, c. 25, as
amended, authorizes municipalities to pass by-laws respecting fences which includes the authority
’to prescribe the height and description of fences on all properties and to require owners of
privately-owned outdoor swimming pools to erect and maintain fences and gates around such

swimming pools;

NOW THEREFORE, the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Kingsville enacts as

follows:

PART I
INTERPRETATION
1.1 In this by-law:

1) ""bBuilding" shall mean any structure greater than 108 square feet, whether temporary
or permanent, used or intended for sheltering any use or occupancy but shall not
include a fence, travel trailer, camping trailer, truck camper, motor home or tent;

(2) ""Chief Building Official* shall mean the officer or employee of the Town charged
with the duty of enforcing the provisions of the Ontario Building Code Act and the
provisions of this By-law;

(3) ""eCorner lot" shall mean a lot situated at the intersection of or abutting upon, two or
more streets provided that the angle of intersection of such streets is not more than one
hundred and thirty-five (135) degrees and each of which is at least 30 feet wide; where
such intersecting sides are curved, the angle of intersection of the adjacent sides shall
be deemed to be the angle formed by the intersection of the tangents to the street lines,
drawn through the extremities of the front lot line and the exterior lot line;

(4)  "Council" shall mean the Council of The Corporation of the Town of Kingsville;
(5) "dDwelling™ shall mean a building, occupied or designed to be occupied, exclusively
as a home, residence or sleeping place by one or more persons;

(6) "fEence' shall mean_any continuous barrier made of chain, wood, stone, masonry,

lattic work, screen or other similar materil usesd to enclose or divide in whole or in part

a yard or other land or constructed, installed along the perimeter of lands so as to give

the inference that the barrier is intended to delineate the boundaries of the lands and

also includes a privacy screen as defined in this By-law. Any berm, retaining wall or
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other such man-made structure upon which a fence is built shall be deemed to be part

of the fence.

"fEront yard" shall mean that part of any lot extending across the full width of the lot

and lying between the street and the nearest wall of any dwelling or other main building
located on the lot;

"'gGate" shall include a door or other device constructed to be self-closing and with a
self-latching device that may be opened to gain access to an area enclosed by a fence;
“hHedge” shall mean a continuous line of thick shrubs or low trees, planted so as to
form a fence;

""hHeight™ shall mean the vertical distance between the grade level adjacent to the
fence and the highest point of the fence witheuttaking—inte—account-but does not
include the fence posts;

“ILot” shall mean any parcel or tract of land described in a deed or other instrument
legally capable of conveying land,;

“g0pen type construction” means a fence constructed so that at least one half of its
vertical surface area is open space, enabling a clear view through such fence, including
materials such as wrought iron and chain link;

“e0Owner” shall include any person who has lawful possession of any lands or
premises;

“pPermit” shall mean a permit issued by the Chief Building Official certifying
approval of plans for swimming pool fences;

“pPerson” shall mean a person, firm or corporation, or any group or association of
persons;

“pPrivacy screen” means a visual barrier used to shield any part of a yard from view
from any adjacent letyard, parcel or Highway.,-but-does-not-include-afence-as-defined
as-herein;

“¥Rear yard” shall mean that part of any lot extending across the full width of the lot

and lying between the rear boundary of the lot and the nearest wall of any dwelling or
other main building located on the lot;

“sSide yard” shall mean that part of any lot that is not part of the front yard or rear
yard lying between the side lot line and any dwelling or other main building located on
the lot;

“sSight visibility triangle” means the triangular space included between the street
lines for a distance of 369.1 m feet from the point of intersection or 45-feet 4.5 m where
an alley intersects another alley or where an alley intersects a street_or where a private

driveway intersects a street and or sidewalk;

“sStreet” shall mean a common and public street, road, highway or commons vested in

the municipality, the county, the province or any other public authority having
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(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)
(27)

jurisdiction over the same and includes a bridge or any other structure forming part of a
street on, over or across which a street passes, including a private road or alley;
“sSwimming pool” shall mean any manmade structure that may be used to contain
water for the purpose of swimming, wading or bathing purposes but shall not include:

a) amanmade pond,;

b) irrigation lagoon that is used for agricultural purposes;

¢) atemporary excavation below the water table; or

d) a portable wading pool that is emptied after each use;
“sSwimming pool fence” shall mean any fence that encloses in whole or in part, a
swimming pool, and includes any temporary enclosure erected during the construction
of any swimming pool and includes a gate attached to the fence;
“tTemporary enclosure” shall mean a device that is intended to temporarily perform
the functions of a fence, and is subject to the approval of the Chief Building Official;
“tThrough lot” shall mean a lot that is not a corner lot and has frontage on more than
one street, in which case, the front yard requirements contained herein shall apply on
each street;
“Town” shall mean The Corporation of the Town of Kingsville;
“w\Waterway” shall mean a natural or manmade channel, body or stream of water;
“zZone” shall mean an area as delineated on a zoning map schedule and established
and designated by any by-law passed under Section 34(1) of the Planning Act, R.S.O.
1990, c.P.13.

PART 11

GENERAL

2.1

2.2

2.3

2.4

2.5

2.6

No person shall erect or cause to be erected a swimming pool fence without first obtaining
a permit from the Chief Building Official.-and tThe charge for such permit shall be in

accordance with the Fees By-law, as amended.

No person shall construct or reconstruct or cause to be constructed or reconstructed any

fence that is not in compliance with this by-law.

No person shall use or cause to be used razor wire, barbed wire or any other similar

material in the construction of any fence unless specifically permitted by this by-law.

No person shall use, or cause to be used, electric current as a part of or in conjunction with

any fence unless specifically permitted by this by-law.

No person shall post or exhibit placards, playbills, posters or graffiti on any fence.

No person shall erect a fence that is not uniform in appearance on each side.

11



GENERAL PROVISIONS - RESIDENTIAL ZONES

3.1 (1) No person shall construct, erect, maintain or permit to be constructed, erected or
maintained on any property zoned Residential, a fence which exceeds a height of 6 1.8

m-feet in any rear yard , interior or exterior side yard.

(2) No person shall construct, erect, maintain or permit to be constructed, erected or
maintained on any property zoned Residential, a fence which exceeds a height of 3 1

m feet-in any designated front yard.

(3) Notwithstanding Sections 3.1(1) and 3.1(2) above, fences shall be required to comply

with all sight visibility triangle regulations as set out in this by-law.

3p Notwithstanding Section 3.1, but subject to the provisions ferResidential-zones-along-a

waterway-in-this-Part-and-sight-visibitity-triangles-n-of Section 3.9 and Section 6.3 of this
by-law:

(a) archways forming part of an entrance may exceed the height restrictions to a
‘ maximum of 7-feet&inches 2.3 m;
(b) decorative items on structural posts may exceed the prescribed height
‘ restrictions to a maximum of 6-inches 15 cm;
(c) a fence may be erected to enclose a tennis court or similar private sports facility,
not including a pool that is
‘ i. no higher than 12-feet 3.65 m;
ii. constructed of chain link with adequate posts, support wires and
bracing of a corrosive resistant or treated material; and is
iii. not closer than 2 feet to any property line; and
(d) a boundary fence in side yards or rear yards may be 7feet-2.1 m in height
provided any portion of the fence over 6 feet-1.8 m is of open type, decorative

construction.

(e) Notwithstanding any Section of this by-law to the contrary a fence shall not«———| Formatted: Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: a,
be constructed within 1m of any building or structure or any manner that b, ¢, .. + Startat: 1 + Alignment: Left + Aligned at: 1.27

s . - — cm + Tab after: 2.54 cm + Indent at: 2.54 cm
would prohibit access for maintenance purpose to the wall of said building
or structure.

8.3 In a Residential zone used—for_which permits semi-detached or townhouse —multiple

attached dwelling units, privacy screens are permitted when erected upon a deck or

platform in a rear yard which is permitted provided:
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(a) the maximum height of the privacy screen shall be 6-feet 1.8 m measured from
the floor of the deck;

(b) the maximum projection of a privacy screen or fence from the building shall be
12feet 3.65 m;

(c) the_a privacy screen shall be set back atteast a minimum of 3 feet- 1.0 m from
any property line-ether-than-a-property-Hre-which-is-an-extension-of-a-commen
ol bebasen-bro-dhellineunits: and

(d) no privacy screen on a corner lot shall be-cleser extend closer to the street than
the portien-main wall of the building nearest the street.

SWIMMING POOL FENCES

34

35

3.6

Every owner of a lot on which a swimming pool is located shall construct and maintain, or

cause to be constructed and maintained, a swimming pool fence.

Every person who constructs, or causes to be constructed, a swimming pool fence shall
construct the swimming pool fence so as to prevent access under, over or through the fence

except by way of a gate.

No person shall construct or cause to be constructed a swimming pool fence, unless such

swimming pool fence complies with the following regulations:

(2) The minimum permitted-required height of a swimming pool fence shall be 4
feet 1.2 m as measured from the grade level outside and immediately adjacent
the swimming pool fence;

(b) The maximum permitted height of a swimming pool fence shall be 6-feet 1.8 m;

(c) Every swimming pool fence shall be constructed so that all horizontal or
diagonal structural members of the fence are located on the pool side of the
fence and the swimming pool fence shall not have openings, holes or gaps large
enough to facilitate climbing;

(d) If a swimming pool fence is to be constructed of chain link material, the chain
link material shall have an open diamond mesh not exceeding 4-5-irches 3.8
cm;

(e) A dwelling or building may be utilized as part of a swimming pool fence;

(f) Every swimpmi : i

(9) Every swimming pool gate shall be equipped with a self-closing/self latching
device on the top of the gate and-a-sel-latehing-device-on the swimming pool
side 07 the gale;—e—thetepothegaleto-the—pleptholbollgaecwallroman
securely-closed;

(h) Paragraph—(Section 3.6 (g)g) shall not apply to the door of any dwelling or
building which forms part of the enclosure;

(i) Every

13



(i) Nothing shall be placed at or near the exterior side of a fence located within-on
the same property se that i=might facilitate the climbing of the swimming pool
fence;

(k) Sun-decks or walkways may be used as part of a swimming pool fence provided
that they are constructed so as not to facilitate climbing and are a minimum of 4
feet 1.2 m above the immediately adjacent grade level and if equipped with a
gate, such gate shall be constructed in accordance with these-regulationsSection
3.6 (9);

(I) Once a swimming pool is filled with water it must be fenced. A temporary
enclosure is permitted in lieu of a swimming pool fence, but must be replaced

with a permanent swimming-peel-fence in accordance with Section 3.4, 3.5 and

3.6 within fourteen (14) days of the pool being filled with water.

3.7  Every owner of a lot containing a swimming pool shall ensure that the gate providing
access through the swimming pool fence is locked whenever the swimming pool is not in

use.

3.8 The provisions of this by-law requiring the erection of a fence shall not apply to an above
ground pool that complies with the following standards:
‘ (a) sides of not less than 4-feet 1.2 m above grade; and
(b) the point where a user of the above ground pool gains access to the pool is

‘ protected by a gate as outlined by Section 3.6 ().

RESIDENTIAL ZONES ALONG A WATERWAY

3.9  Onlots abutting a waterway, no person shall construct, or cause to be constructed:
(a) a fence that exceeds 3-feet 0.9 m in height in any front yard;
(b) a fence that exceeds 6-feet-1.8 m in height in any side yard; or

(c) a fence in any rear yard except in compliance with the following height

regulations;;-in-order to-preserve a view of the waterway:

construction:a fence, not exceeding 1.8 m in height, located in any yard

abutting a waterway may extend a maximum of 6 m from the main wall

of the dwelling on the same property closest to the water, beyond the 6

m maximum a fence shall be limited to a maximum 1.2 m in height and

14



8.10

F.ll

F.lz

be of an open type construction. At no time is a fence to be located

closer than 3 m to the water’s edge.

On lots abutting a waterway, every swimming pool fence must comply with Sections 3.1,
3.4, 3.5 and Seetien-3.6 of this by-law.

Notwithstanding Section 3.10 ©on lots abutting a waterway, the portion of the property

open to the waterway is permitted to be unfenced provided that there is no gap between the

swimming pool fence and the said waterway or a break wall.

On lots abutting a waterway, a hedge, located in any yard abutting the waterway, in-the-rear
yard-shall be deemed to be a fence.

PART IV

GENERAL PROVISIONS - COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL/INSTITUTIONAL ZONES

4.1 Unless permitted by a site plan agreement or any other development agreement executed by
the Town, a fence on any property zoned Commercial, Industrial or Institutional shall not

‘ exceed 8-feet-2.4 m in height.

4.2  Barbed wire may be placed on the top of a fence on any property zoned Commercial,
Industrial or Institutional that does not abut a residential zone, provided that the said fence

‘ is @ minimum of 6-feet-1.8 m in height.

PART V

GENERAL PROVISIONS - AGRICULTURAL ZONE

.1

52

6.3

Properties in an Agricultural zone_containing a residential use with a lot area of less than 1
ha and abutting other similar lots that -include-a-residential-use-shall comply with al-ether

of this-by-law-as-they-apply-to-properties-in-a-Residential zone Part 111 of this by-law.

Barbed wire may be used in the construction of a fence on any property zoned Agricultural

that does not abut a residential zone.

Nothing in Section Il of this By-law shall apply to the construction of a fence to contain

F.sg

livestock on a lot larger than 1 ha.

An electrified fence may be erected on any property zoned Agricultural provided such

fence:
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(a) has a maximum 12 volt trickle charge;
(b) is designed and erected solely to contain animals; and
(c) has attached thereto, at approximate 100 foot intervals, a sign warning that the

fence carries electricity.

SALVAGE YARD FENCING

6.1 Notwithstanding any other provisions of this By-law, no person shall establish, operate or /{Formaned; Font: Not Bold ]
maintain or cause or permit the establishment, operation or maintenance of a salvage yard __—{ Formatted: Font: Not Bold )
unless the land on which the salvage yard is located is fenced. ~{ Formatted: Font: Not Bold )

6.2 No person shall erect or construct or cause or permit to be erected or constructed, fence on a lot
used as a salvage yard except in accordance with the following provisions:

"/[Formatted: Indent: First line: 0 cm ]
a) Except as provided in clause (c) of this subsection, a fence within any front, rear or: Formatted: Numbered + Level: 1 + Numbering Style: a,
side yard shall be not less than 3.0 m and not greater than 4.6 m in height; E’r’nc;--l-n;esrff;ttftl_lz; C’jn"gnme”“ Left + Aligned at: 0.63
b) A fence to enclose a front yard shall be setback from the lot line a distance equal to
. " " . \fFormatted: Font: Bold ]
the front yard setback requirement of the zone in which the salvage yard is located. (Formattod: Font Bold )
c) Except as provided for in clause (c) of this subsection, a fence in any yard shall be ——
of consistent height and material and shall be fully screened, ~__{ Formatted: Font: Bold ]

d) A fence on a lot used as a salvage yard shall not be constructed using any of the
following: shipping containers, sea cans, truck bodies, truck trailers, bus bodies,
used building materials unless erected on a stable support system and painted a
single neutral colour

PART VIl

HEIGHT CALCULATIONS

Fz.l The height of a fence at any given point shall be measured from the grade at the base of the
fence, exclusive of any artificial embankment, provided:

(@) where changes in grade contours along the fence line result in changes in

height of the fence, the height of the fence is deemed to be the average height
‘ of the fence over any 8feet2.4 m portion.

|GRADE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN LOTS

SIGHT VISIBILITY TRIANGLES - DRIVEWAYS AND CORNER LOTS

'26.3 No person shall erect a fence or keep any hedge in any zone greater than 3-feet- 1 m in

height at any point:

‘ (a) within a 36-feet 9 m sight visibility triangle, measured along the property line
at the intersection of any two streets or at the intersection of two parts of the
same street meeting at an angle of not more than 135 degrees;

‘ (b) within a 6-feet 4.5 m sight visibility triangle measured at the intersection of any

driveway and the property line of any street.

‘PART VIIL

VARIANCES
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Fg.l Any person, being the occupier or owner of land in the Town, may apply to the Chief
Building Official for permission to exceed any of the requirements set out in this by-law,
and if the Chief Building Official is satisfied that the proposed application is reasonable
and does not contravene the purpose and intent of the provisions of this by-law, then the
Chief Building Official may grant such permission, in whole or in part, conditionally or

unconditionally, as deemed advisable.

BZ.2 |Any person who has made application pursuant to the provisions of Section 7.1 of this by- —{ Formatted: Highlight
law and who has received notice of the decision of the Chief Building Official shall have
the right to appeal to the Committee of Adjustment for the Town.

B#.3 This by-law is designated under Section 45(3) of the Planning Act, R.S.0. 1990, c.P. 13, as __{ Formatted: Highiigt

amended, as a by-law implementing the Official Plan of the Town of Kingsville and the
Committee of Adjustment for the Town is empowered to grant variances from the

provisions of this by-law.

PENALTY

FZA Every person who contravenes any of the provisions of this by-law is guilty of an offence
and shall, upon conviction thereof, pay a fine as provided for in the Provincial Offences
Act, R.S.0. 1990, c.P.33, as amended, exclusive of costs.

SEVERABLITY

PI.S Should any section, subsection, clause or provision of this by-law be declared by a court of
competent jurisdiction to be invalid, the said section shall not affect the validity of this by-

law as a whole or any part thereof, other than the part so declared to be invalid.

MISCELLANEOUS

FI.G This by-law shall be deemed to have come into force and take effect on the date of the final

passing thereof.

8.7 Al-bBy-laws_96.2005 regulating fences and/or swimming pool«f"{

ences passed under the Municipal Act, S.O. 2001, c¢.25, as amended, by the fermer-Town of
Kingsville erthe-formerTFewnships-of-Gosfield-Nerth-or-Gesfield-Seuth-areis hereby repealed.

78 8.8 All owners of lots containing a swimming pool must complyf**{

with the provisions of this by-law. Swimming pool fences erected prior to this by-law
coming into force shall not be considered lawful unless they conform to this by-law. All
other legal fences erected prior to this by-law coming into force are deemed to be lawful

fences.
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This by-law was read a first, second and third time and finally passed this £110th day of
October, 200517.

Mayor, Nelson Santos

Clerk, Linda—BurhingJennifer
Astrologo
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 12, 2017
To: Mayor and Council
Author: Robert Brown, H. Ba, MCIP, RPP

Manager, Planning Services

RE: Housekeeping Amendment to Comprehensive Zoning By-law
Amendment of Existing Zoning on Property Located at
32 Prince Albert St. S.
109, 124, 129 & 194 Division St. N.
115 Main St. E.
122 to 148 Lansdowne Ave.

Report No.: PDS 2017-045

AIM

To provide the Mayor and Council with information regarding a necessary housekeeping
amendment to correct a zoning error as a result of the consolidation of the former Gosfield
South, Gosfield North and Town of Kingsville by-laws.

BACKGROUND

In April of 2014 Council approved a new consolidated comprehensive zoning by-law (1-
2014). This was a common exercise being carried out across Ontario as a result of the
amalgamation process of the late 1990’s. In February 2016 a housekeeping amendment of
the new consolidated zoning by-law was approved in order to correct a number of issues
and errors which had been identified between April of 2014 and January of 2016. At that
time it was identified that although the review of the by-law was comprehensive in nature
that as the by-law continued to be used that other errors may come to light and have to be
addressed. In order to provide the ability to keep the by-law accurate and up-to-date the
housekeeping amendment incorporated a technical amendment provision that would
permit staff to make minor corrections and address issues that were clearly identifiable
errors in the transfer of information from the former by-law to the new consolidated
version. Council approved the inclusion of this provision based on staff providing an
update on corrections that were made.
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DISCUSSION

The technical amendment provision has not been widely used or necessary up to this point
with the exception of some spelling corrections and the occasional mapping error being
addressed. As stated at the time of the housekeeping amendment the only way that errors
in the by-law are often found is through day-to-day use.

As the result of an application for consent being filed in July of 2017 one such errors was
found. Property at 194 Division St. N., which contains an existing apartment building, was
reviewed and the zoning was noted as R3.1. When reviewing the permitted uses,
apartment was not included in the permitted uses list. This resulted in further investigation
that found that the zoning on the property under the former Kingsville Zoning By-law 6-
1987 was R3 which listed apartment, multiple dwellings, rest/nursing homes and
accessory uses as permitted. The property file was also reviewed and an apartment
building was clearly listed as a permitted use. The current zoning by-law was then
reviewed and it was noted that the appropriate zoning for the property should have been
R4.1 which did permit an apartment building. The resultant conclusion was that a
transposition error had occurred from the former Kingsville Zoning By-law 6-1987 to the
current By-law (1-2014) and a technical amendment was undertaken.

However, during additional discussions with the surrounding property owners of 194
Division St. N. it was pointed out that 194 would then be the only property in Kingsville with
an R4.1 zone. This initiated additional review of the by-law as staff was aware that there
were several properties in Kingsville that also contained apartment dwellings. Several of
the properties are located in site-specific R3.1 zones which outline specific provisions
however a total of seven properties including 194 Division were within the standard R3.1
which, as noted above, does not permit an apartment. With this information in hand it then
became very clear that during the transition from the former Kingsville Zoning By-law to
the current Kingsville By-law that the properties zoned R3 had been placed in the R3.1 of
the new by-law with no regard for the fact that the new R3.1 did not permit an apartment
building that was clearly permitted in the former R3 zone. (See Appendix A for original and
current zoning detail) As a result a comprehensive housekeeping amendment was
instigated to correct the zoning on each of these properties.

Provincial Policy Statement/County Official Plan/Kingsville Official Plan
There are no issues raised as a result of the housekeeping amendment
Zoning By-law

All of the subject properties with the exception of the 194 Division St. N., will be rezoned
through individual amendments from their current Residential Zone 3 Urban ‘(R3.1) to a
site specific Residential Zone 4 Exception 3 ‘(R4.1-3) which will restore the uses permitted
under the former R3 of the former Kingsville Zoning By-law. The property at 194 Division
St. N. will also be placed into a site-specific Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 4 ‘(R4.1-
4)’ to address the same use issue but will also address a lot frontage issue raised as part
of the consent application presented to the Committee of Adjustment on October 17, 2017.
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LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

There no direct link to the Strategic Plan.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

The housekeeping amendment required notice to affected residents within 120 m of each
property. The only cost is for the notice of public meeting and notice of passing circulations
which is covered by the existing budget for advertising in Planning Service.
CONSULTATIONS

Management was advised of the required change. No concerns have been expressed.

Public Consultation

All property owners within 120 m of the affected properties were circulated as per the
Planning Act requirement. The notice was also posted in the Kingsville Reporter.
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RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application ZBA/21/17 to:

to rezone property located at 122 to 148 Lansdowne Ave. from ‘Residential Zone 3
Urban (R3.1)’ to ‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3) and adopt the
implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 115 Main St. E., from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban
(R3.1) to ‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)' and adopt the
implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 32 Prince Albert St. S. from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban
(R3.1)’ to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)’ and adopt the
implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 109 & 129 Division St. N. from ‘Residential Zone 3
Urban (R3.1)’ to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)" and adopt the
implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 124 Division St. N. from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban
(R3.1)’ to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)’ and adopt the
implementing by-law.

to rezone property located at 194 Division St. N. from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban
(R3.1)’ to Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 4 (R4.1-4)’ and adopt the
implementing by-law.

Robert Broww
Robert Brown, H. Ba, MCIP, RPP
Manager, Planning Services

Peggy Vanw Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 102-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. That Subsection 6.4.1 RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTIONS is amended with the
addition of the following new subsection:

6.4.1.3 'RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTION 3 (R4.1-3)’
For lands shown as R4.1-3 on Map 71 (Lansdowne Ave) Schedule “A” of this By-law.

a) Permitted Uses
Those uses permitted under Section 6.4.1
b) Permitted Buildings and Structures

Semi-detached dwellings

Semi-detached dwelling units

Townhouse Dwellings

Townhouse Dwelling Units

Apartment dwelling

One Group Home

Nursing or Rest Home

Buildings and structures accessory to the Main Use

c) Zone Provisions
i) Provisions of the (R4.1) shall apply
2. Schedule "A", Map 71 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lots 25 and 26, Plan 269 and locally known as 122 to 148

Lansdowne Ave, as shown on Schedule 'A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 3
Urban, (R3.1) to 'Residential Zone 4 Exception 3, (R4.1-3)'.
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3. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and shall
come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Schedule "A", Map 71 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol
as shown on Schedule 'A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 103-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedule "A", Map 72 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 ED and locally known as 115 Main St. E.,
as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban, (R3.1)’ to
'Residential Zone 4 Exception 3, (R4.1-3)".

2. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and
shall come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Zoning By-law Amendment ZBA/21/17

Schedule "A", Map 72 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol

as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 104-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedule "A", Map 68 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 WD and locally known as 32 Prince Albert
St. S., as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban,
(R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Exception 3, (R4.1-3)".

2. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and
shall come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Schedule "A", Map 68 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol

as shown on Schedule 'A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)

29




THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 105-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedule "A", Map 65 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 ED, Plan 1182 and locally known as 109 &
129 Division St. N., as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone
3 Urban, (R3.1)’ to 'Residential Zone 4 Exception 3, (R4.1-3)".

2. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and
shall come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Schedule "A", Map 66 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol

as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 106-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedule "A", Map 65 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lot 1, Concession 1 WD and locally known as 124 Division St.
N., as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban, (R3.1)’
to 'Residential Zone 4 Exception 3, (R4.1-3)".

2. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and
shall come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Schedule "A", Map 65 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol
as shown on Schedule ‘A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 3 (R4.1-3)
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW 107-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law
to regulate the use of land and the character, location and use of buildings
and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville
deems it expedient and in the best interest of proper planning to further
amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville
and this By-law is deemed to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville
Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE
TOWN OF KINGSVILLE ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. That Subsection 6.4.1 RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTIONS is
amended with the addition of the following new subsection:

6.4.1.4 ‘RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTION 4 (R4.1-4)’
For lands shown as R4.1-4 on Map 65 (Division St. N) Schedule “A”
of this By-law.

a) Permitted Uses
Those uses permitted under Section 6.4.1
b) Permitted Buildings and Structures

Semi-detached dwellings

Semi-detached dwelling units

Townhouse dwellings

Townhouse dwelling units

Apartment dwelling

One Group Home

Nursing or Rest Home

Buildings and structures accessory to the main use

c) Zone Provisions

i) Provisions of the (R4.1) shall apply
i) Notwithstanding the zone provisions of (R4.1) the following
regulations shall apply to lands zoned (R4.1-4):

)] Minimum Lot Frontage — 19 m

2. Schedule "A", Map 65 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing
the zone symbol on lands known municipally as Part of Lot 1, Concession
1 WD and locally known as 194 Division St. N., as shown on Schedule ‘A’
in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 3 Urban, (R3.1)’ to
'Residential Zone 4 Exception 4, (R4.1-4)".
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3. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing
by Council and shall come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the
Planning Act.

READ a FIRST, SECOND and THIRD time and FINALLY PASSED this 23™
day of October, 2017.

MAYOR, Nelson Santos

CLERK, Jennifer Astrologo
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Schedule "A", Map 65 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol
as shown on Schedule ‘A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from
‘Residential Zone 3 Urban (R3.1)" to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 4 (R4.1-4)
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Il. ¥

SECTION 9 RESIDENTIAL TYPE THREE (R3) ZONE REGULATIONS

9.1 GENERAL USE REGULATIONS

Within the R3 zone, no person shall use any lot or erect,
alter or use any building or structure except in
accordance with the following regulations:

9.1.1 PERMITTED USES

a) multiple dwellings;

b) apartment buildings;

¢} nursing homes or rest homes;

rﬁﬁ d) accessory uses to the above permitted use.
9.1.2 PERMITTED BUILDINGS AND OTHER STRUCTURES
a) buildings and structures for the permitted uses;
b) accessory buildings and structures.
9.1.3 ZONE PROVISIONS
a) Minimum Lot Dimensions
i) Area 165 square metres per dwelling
unit
ii) Froﬁtage 20 metres @5,@’
fﬁ\

- 88 -



SUBSECTION 6.3.1

RESIDENTIAL ZONE 3 URBAN (R3.1)
{Medium Dansify Residential — Kingsville Centre)

a) Permitted Uses

i) Main use

Residential;
Group home; or
Nursing or Rest home.

ii) Accessory use

One Bed and breakfast,
One Urban Home occupation;
Accessory uses to the Main use,

b) Permitted Buildings and Structures

iy Permitted buildings
and structures

One converted dwelling containing a maximum three dwelfing units;
Townhouse complex containing a maximum three dwelfing units;
Triplex complex;

Townhouse dwelling with a maximum of three units;

Townhouse dwelling unit

One Group home;

Nursing or Rest home;

Buildings and struclures accessory to the Main use.

c) Regulations

Townhouse Townhouse dwelling
Converted dwelling dwelling Rl
2 2 2
) Lotarea (minimum) 450 m* (4,844 ft) 495 m* (5,330 ) UL O,
. 7.5 m (25 ft) for interior
25 m {80 fi) if an units
interior fot; BTy r
ii) Lot frontage (minimum) | 16m (53 1) peluleco o
29 m if a corner lot 11.6m for exterior unifs
on corner lofs
iii) Open Space (minimum) N%
iv) Lot coverage (max) 50 % 55 %
v) Front yard depth (min) 55m (18 ft)
vi) Rear yard depth (min) 7.5 m (25 ft) 7.5m (25 #) 7.5 m (25 ft)
Comprehensive Zoning By-law 1-2014 -141-

FEBRUARY 2016
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SUBSECTION 6.4.1

RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN (R4.1)
(High Dansily Residential — Kingsville Centre)

a) Permitted Uses

iy Main use

Residential;
Group home; or
Nursing or Rest home.

ii) Accessory use

One Urban Home occupation;
Accessory uses to the Main use.

b) Permitted Buildings and

Structures

iy Permitted buildings
and structures

One converted dwelling containing a maximum 10 residential units;
Townhouse dwelling containing a maximum 10 dwelling units;
Apartment building;

One Group home;

Nursing or Rest home;

Buildings and structures accessory to the Main use.

c)} Regulations

Multiple unit complex Multiple unit apartment building

i} Lotarea (minimum) 850 m? (9,150 %) 950 m? (10,225 ft?)
ii} Lot frontage (min) 30 m (100 ft) 25m (80 ft)

iti) Open Space (min) 30%

iv) Lot coverage (max) 45 %

v) Front yard depth (min) 8 m (26 ft)

vi) Rear yard depth (min)

The rear yard setback is equal to the height of the building or a minimum of 10 m
(33 ft), whichever is greater.

vii) Interior Side yard

width (min) 45m (14.5 )
viii} Exterior side yard

width (min) 4.5m (14.5 &)
i) Main bullding height |y, ' 2q 0

{maximum)

Comprehensive Zoning By-law 1.2014

FEBRUARY 2016

-157-
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 18, 2017
To: Mayor and Council
Author: David French, BA, CPT

Interim Town Planner

RE: Zoning By-law Amendment (ZBA/18/17)
Donald & Darlene Joudrey (Owner) James Toews (Applicant)
Gladstone Ave. (No address) Lot 16, Plan 1068

Report No.: PDS 2017-047

AIM

To provide the Mayor and Council with information on a requested zoning by-law
amendment to add a semi-detached dwelling and a semi-detached dwelling unit as
additional permitted uses on the subject parcel.

BACKGROUND

The Town of Kingsville has received the above-noted application for lands located on the south
side Gladstone Avenue, east of Lansdowne Avenue. The subject parcel is designated Residential
by the Official Plan and is zoned ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban (R1.1) under the Kingsville
Comprehensive Zoning By-law.

The parcel is a 580.644 sq. m (6,250 sqg. ft.) vacant residential lot. It is proposed that the zoning,
which currently permits only single-detached dwellings, be amended to also permit a semi-
detached dwelling to be constructed. Once constructed it is the applicants’ intent to subdivide the

lot so that each semi-detached dwelling unit is separately conveyable. The proposed layout of the
semi-detached dwelling is shown in Appendix A.

DISCUSSION
1) Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), 2014:

There are no issues of Provincial significance raised by the proposed zoning by-law
amendment.
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2) County of Essex Official Plan
There are no issues of County significance raised by the application.
3) Town of Kingsville Official Plan

The subject property is designated ‘Residential. The proposed application to rezone the
parcel conforms with the Kingsville Official Plan policies and goals.

4) Comprehensive Zoning By-law — Town of Kingsville

The subject parcel is zoned ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban, (R1.1)" by the Kingsville Zoning
By-law, which permits only single detached dwellings. In order to permit a semi-detached
dwelling to be constructed, and the eventual subdivision of the lot for each dwelling unit, a
zoning amendment is required.

Comment: It is proposed that the subject parcel be rezoned to a ‘Residential Zone 2
Urban, (R2.1)" Zone classification which will permit the proposed semi-detached dwelling,
and subsequent individual semi-detached dwelling units. The amendment will also
establish appropriate performance standards applicable to the semi-detached dwelling and
semi-detached dwelling units. Zoning for semi-detached dwellings/units are common on
Gladstone Avenue and in the immediate neighbourhood.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

Manage residential growth through sustainable planning.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

An increase in assessment is anticipated as a result of the eventual buildout of the parcel.

CONSULTATIONS

Public Consultations

In accordance to O. Reg 545/06 of the Planning Act, property owners within 120m of the
subject site boundaries received the Notice of Open House/ Public Meeting by mail.

At the time of writing, no public comments had been received.
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Agency & Administrative Consultations

In accordance with O. Reg 545/06 of the Planning Act, Agencies and Town Administration
received the Notice of Public Meeting by email.

Agency or Administrator | Comment
Essex Region Conservation | ¢ Full comment is attached as Appendix ‘A’;

Authority Watershed | ¢ ERCA has noted that the subject parcel is not in a
Planner regulated area
e They have expressed no concerns with the
application
Town of Kingsville e New water service, sanitary & storm private drain
Management Team connections required

e No “Y”’s of existing services allowed

¢ Roadway to be restored to Municipal Standards

e Owner/contractor in the future will need to confirm all
Ontario Building Code requirements will be met and
should consider this when coming up with the house
design

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application ZBA/18/17 to
amend the zoning of the subject property to a ‘Residential Zone 2 Urban, (R2.1)’
classification to also permit a semi-detached dwelling and semi-detached dwelling unit,
and adopt the implementing by-law.

Dawvid Frenchv
David French, BA, CPT
Interim Town Planner

Robert Broww
Robert Brown, H. Ba, MCIP, RPP
Manager, Planning Services

Peggy Vo Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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SITE PLAN
ON
LOT 16, REGISTERED PLAN 1068
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TOWN of KINGSVILLE
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW 109-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town’s Comprehensive Zoning By-law
to regulate the use of land and the character, location and use of buildings
and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville
deems it expedient and in the best interest of proper planning to further
amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville
and this By-law is deemed to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville
Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE
TOWN OF KINGSVILLE ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. Schedule "A", Map 71 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by
changing the zone symbol on lands known municipally as Gladstone
Avenue (no address), Lot 16, Plan 1068, as shown on Schedule 'A' in
cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban (R1.1)' to
from ‘Residential Zone 2 Urban (R2.1)'.

2. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of
passing by Council and shall come into force in accordance with Section
34 of the Planning Act.

READ a FIRST, SECOND and THIRD time and FINALLY PASSED this 23"
day of October, 2017.

MAYOR, Nelson Santos

CLERK, Jennifer Astrologo
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Schedule "A", Map 71 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol
on property known municipally as Gladstone Avenue (no address), Lot 16, Plan 1068

on Schedule 'A' cross-hatched attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban (R1.1)

to 'Residential Zone 2 Urban (R2.1)".
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 13, 2017
To: Mayor and Council
Author: Robert Brown, H. Ba, MCIP, RPP

Manager, Planning Services

RE: Zoning Amendment Application ZBA/02/16
HVM Holdings Inc.
200 Main St. E., Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 ED

Report No.: PDS 2017-046

AIM

To provide the Mayor and Council with information regarding a proposed Zoning By-law
Amendment (ZBA) for lands owned by HVM Holdings Inc., located at 200 Main St. E, in
the Town of Kingsville.

BACKGROUND

The subject lands consist of two parcels totaling 2.24 ha (5.55 acre). Parcel B fronting on
Main St. E. is a 0.58 ha (1.43 ac.) L-shaped lot created by consent in 2016 while Parcel A
with access and frontage to Woodycrest Ave. is 1.66 ha (4.12 ac.). The intended
development at that time was to locate a medical clinic building on Parcel B and develop
Parcel A for multiple residential consisting of two 6 storey, 60 unit condos. The owner is
now prepared to move forward with this development in a phased approach. Phase 1
would be the development of the medical clinic, Phase 2 and 3 would see the construction
of the condo buildings.

In order to proceed with the development the following approvals would be required:
2) A zoning amendment to permit a limited mix use including the medical clinic,
professional offices and accessory pharmacy and two, six-storey

condominiums with a maximum of 120 units, and

3) Site Plan approval of each of the proposed phases.
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DISCUSSION

1)

Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), 2014:

PPS, Section 1.1.3.1 states that, “Settlement areas shall be the focus of growth and
development, and their vitality and regeneration shall be promoted.” Section 1.1.3.3
further outlines that, “ Planning authorities shall identify appropriate locations and
promote opportunities for intensification and redevelopment where this can be
accommodated taking into account existing building stock or areas, including
brownfield sites, and the availability of suitable existing or planned infrastructure and
public service facilities required to accommodate projected needs.

Comment: Multiple unit development, such as that proposed, has been very limited for
quite some time making the availability of this particular type of housing in short supply.
The subject lot has been vacant for some time. Proposed high density residential is
generally common and best suited to locations along arterial roads such as Main St. E.
The lot will not require extension of services and takes advantage of existing lands
within the Kingsville settlement area.

2) County of Essex Official Plan

3)

The County OP is very similar to that of PPS in terms of applicable policies and
encouragement of intensification of development within the Settlement Area
boundaries. The proposed development would be consistent with the County Official
Plan.

Town of Kingsville Official Plan

The subject lands are designated Residential and permit all forms of residential
development along with commercial development which is supportive of the residential
area.

Comment: There are several examples of commercial develops along Main St. E. now
including doctor, dentist and professional offices. Much of the higher density residential
development in Kingsville is also located along the main corridors either Division St. or
Main St. E.

The density based on the proposed 120 residential units would be approximately 72
units per hectare which is at the lower end of the 124 unit maximum per hectare
considered high density residential.

Section 3.6.1 Residential — Goals item d) states “encourage the development of a
greater variety of housing types.

Comment: This is one of the more important points in the assessment of this proposal
as much of the development in Kingsville in the last ten years has been generally low
density single detached, semi-detached and townhouse development. Although
Kingsville does have a good stock of designated residential lands, the inventory of
serviced, shovel ready property is limited to approximately a 4 to 5 year supply, based
on the current growth rate and development of only low density residential. The
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addition of up to 120 residential units in a mixed commercial/residential setting expands
the variety of housing and does not impact on the current supply of serviced residential
lands.

Section 3.6.1 Policies item i) outlines the following, “when considering applications to
amend the Zoning By-law to permit a medium or high density residential development,
the Town shall have regard to the following:

)] the need for the proposed development as identified through an analysis of
housing supply and demand;

Comment: There is very little rental/condominium type development available in
Kingsville as a result of little to no development of these forms of housing in the last
20 years. This has resulted in a very low vacancy rate and generating a significant
demand. This form of housing has been a growing type of development in smaller
communities as our population ages. The primary form of housing in Kingsville has
been singles, semis and limited townhouses with the majority being individual
freehold ownership. With condo development, while the initial intent is ownership, it
can also offer investment opportunity which can generate rental units.

i) the density and form of adjacent development;

Comment: The subject parcels is surrounded by a mix of uses, vacant residential
and low density residential to the south, institutional (KDHS) to the west and a
retirement home to the east. To the north is newer single detached development.
Higher density development in Kingsville is not exclusively centred in one area and
is most often found along or very close to main arterial roads.

iii) the adequacy of, and extent of uncommitted reserve capacity in the
municipal potable treatment and supply system, the municipal sanitary
sewage treatment and collection system, storm drainage and roads to
service the proposed development;

Comment: Water capacity has been reviewed and confirmed. Sanitary sewer
capacity in the area is limited. Development of Phase 1, the medical clinic, can
proceed immediately without a capacity issue. Development of the residential
portion, Phases 2 and 3 will require the applicant to have storage capacity on site to
allow for non-peak discharge into the sewer system. However, the applicant has
indicated as have other developers that the preferred option would be to see the
Town proceed with the necessary downstream collection upgrades prior to moving
forward with that portion of the development. There has, and administration is in
agreement, a willingness by the development community to assist financially in
moving those upgrades forward in the near future. i.e. contribution toward the
upgrade rather than investment in more costly collection and timed discharge
system. This is easily addressed at the site plan phase.

iv) the adequacy of school, park and community facilities to serve the proposed
development;

Comment: Although condo development is generally geared toward the non-family
or retired population there is no lack of schools in the area. Parks and community
facilities are also within walking or short driving distance.
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V) the adequacy of off-street parking facilities to serve the proposed
development;

Comment: All required parking for the new development will be provided on-site in
the form of at grade and underground spaces in compliance with the applicable
zoning requirements for the proposed mix of uses.

Vi) the provision of adequate buffering measures deemed necessary to protect
and provide general compatibility with the adjacent lands uses; and

Comment: The development has been laid out in such a way to either maintain
separation from abutting sensitive uses or provide buffering by way of landscaping
and fencing.

vii)  accessibility in relation to the location of arterial and collector roads;

Comment: The property is located on Main Street E. which is the Town’s main
arterial road. A traffic study (Appendix B) was completed and noted that the
proposed development at full build out would generate 109 vehicle trips in the
morning peak (7:30 am to 9 am) and 153 vehicle trips in the afternoon peak (4 pm
to 6 pm). The study concluded that the entrances will continue to function at a good
level of service, however did note that the existing two way turn lane on Main St. E.
in front of the proposed entrance would need to be modified to a left turn lane only
for 15 m (50 ft.) to provide stacking space for left turns into the site.

The medical clinic itself will certainly add traffic movement to this area however
there are two aspects to keep in mind; 1) the high school to the west will be closing
in the short term moving that traffic, at least in the short-term elsewhere, and 2)
there is existing traffic volumes in Kingsville already travelling to a doctor’s office be
it on Main St. or elsewhere so any increase is more so the result of a relocation
than an addition.

The addition of the residential units will add traffic to both Main St. E. and the
existing subdivision to the north. This will be done on a phased basis and is not
something that will happen immediately. The other factor to consider is the location
of the buildings is very supportive of walkability being centrally located between the
downtown to the west and large format commercial to the east. Kingsville is a small
community and very walkable. This is something that planning policy strongly
supports and encourages and | believe helps to maintain that small community
feeling that is so dear to the existing residents and the principle reason for
continuing to attract residents to Kingsuville.

The main factor which has impacted all recent development proposals along or near
Main St. has been less about traffic impact i.e. traffic study conclusions and more
about traffic volume. Each road or street in the Town is designed to handle a certain
level of traffic not unlike a storm sewer is designed to handle a certain volume of
water. While the volume of traffic does continue to increase on Main St. and
intersections experience peak time delays and access points to private property
may experience peak delays or slower movements, traffic does continue to flow on
Main St. However, it is recognized by staff that both short-term and longer-term
solutions must be considered to improve the traffic flow. As with any infrastructure
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improvement there is a cost associated with it. In order to generate the funds
necessary while minimizing ratepayer impact development is required. What this
means is that the Town and Council have different options in moving forward with
development particularly along Main St.

1) Do nothing — freeze any and all development in the Town since even
existing approved areas are contributing to the volume of traffic on Main
St.

2) Not approve any new development — recognize that existing approvals
have to be honoured including that they will add traffic volume but have to
be permitted to proceed.

3) Guarded approvals — address existing approval requests based on
supporting traffic studies and continue to monitor the area and look for
short-term solutions for improvement.

4) Continue forward but develop an action plan for what improvements are
required, when they are required and how they are funded.

Item j) further states that all medium and high density residential development will be
subject to site plan control pursuant to the Planning Act;

Comment: Because of the phased development of these lands there are potentially
three additional approvals required including, site plan approval for Phase 1, site plan
approval for Phases 2 and 3 and plan of condominium for Phase 2 and 3. This will
afford continued opportunity to review, refine and establish a high level of quality for the
proposed development in the coming years.

4) Comprehensive Zoning By-law

The subject property is zoned Residential Zone 1 Urban, holding (R1.1(h). The
intended amendment would be to rezone Parcel A and B to Residential Zone 4 Urban,
Exception 2 to permit the following:

i) Apartment building (maximum 2 buildings, 6 stories each, 120 units)
i) A Medical Clinic
iii) Office

iv) Personal Service Shop
V) Accessory Retail or Pharmacy

Site-specific regulations will also be established, if necessary, for setbacks, height and
buffering. The zoning will apply to the entire site and will consider Parcel A and Parcel B
as one lot for the purpose of zoning. This is done in order to allow for ongoing connectivity,
joint use of parking as well as servicing access and storm water management.

5) Proposed Site Layout
The attached plan (Appendix A) shows the proposed location of the buildings, parking,

landscaping and access points. As noted this detail and layout will be incorporated as
shown in the site plan approval process for each stage of the development. As part of
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the site plan approval it has been suggested that a pedestrian linkage be established to
the neighbouring retirement home.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN
Manage residential growth through sustainable planning.
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

There will be an increase in the assessment of the property as a result of the application
once the proposed development proceeds.

CONSULTATIONS

Public Consultations

In accordance to O. Reg 545/06 of the Planning Act, property owners within 120m of the
subject site boundaries received the Notice of Open House/ Public Meeting by mail. The
notice was also posted in the Kingsville Reporter. The applicant also held a public open
house on December 8, 2016 at the Unico Centre that was attended by approx. 20 to 25
residents. The feedback related to the medical clinic was supportive. The residential
development portion raised a number of questions from abutting neighbours as well as
concerns related to traffic, and service capacity for the development. Specifically the
following were questions asked:

What will the traffic impact be?
Height of the building

Impact to view

Shading from the buildings
Service capacity

Details of uses in the medical clinic
Timing

Ownership of the units
Lighting

Target Market

Type of landscaping

Size of condo units

Population of the development

Since the official notice of public meeting was circulated there has been some limited
feedback both positive and guarded. Many of the same concerns have been put forwarded
as noted above.

Planning Advisory Committee (PAC)

A PAC meeting was held September 19, 2017. Public comment again echoed many of the
same issues that were raised at the initial open house including traffic impact, effect on
abutting residential properties and service capacity.
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PAC 13-2017

Moved by, Gord Queen seconded by Ted Mastronardi that the Planning Advisory
Committee receives the report and refer the matter to Town Council with the
request that further information regarding timeline for infrastructure improvements
that may be required.

The general timing of infrastructure improvements, in particular sanitary sewers, would be
approximately two years in order to undertake the necessary background work, get
Council approval from a budget standpoint and then tender for construction. The only Main
St. E. improvements currently pending would be improvements at the Main St. E and
Jasperson Drive intersection and the improvement of Mains St. W. from Queen St. toward
the west. Both of these road projects are anticipated for completion in the next year and
would be in place prior to or concurrent with the medical clinic.

As noted above the medical clinic portion of the development can move forward without
these works. The developer has indicated that they would not move forward with the
residential portion of the development until such time and the sanitary sewer works have
been completed as this is the best long-term and sustainable method to service the

property.

Agency & Administrative Consultations

In accordance with O. Reg 545/06 of the Planning Act, Agencies and Town Administration
received the Notice of Public Meeting by email.

Agency or Administrator Comment

Essex Region Conservation | ¢ ERCA expressed no objection to the proposed

Authority Watershed Planner planning approvals but has recommended that

storm water management be part of the final

approval requirement

Town of Kingsville e The property will require new service connections,

Management Team at the applicant’s expense sized appropriately to the
proposed use

e Storm water management is required

e The final building design will be subject review
under the Building Code Act

o A fire safety plan and lock box will be required for
the building

e Municipal Services will continue to review final
access designs. It has also been noted that the
Town will require that infrastructure be installed for
future signalization of the entrance

County of Essex e There has been no comment to date on the
proposed development
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RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended that Council approve zoning amendment application ZBA/02/16 to
rezone the subject property from ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban — holding (R1.1(h) to
‘Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 2 (R4.1-2)" and adopt the implementing by-law.

Robert Brown

Robert Brown, H. Ba, MCIP, RPP
Manager, Planning Services

Peggy Van Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT
200 MAIN STREET EAST, KINGSVILLE

TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT

F. R. Berry & Associates
June, 2017
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RESIDENTIAL/COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT
200 MAIN STREET EAST, KINGSVILLE

TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1. INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

HVM Holdings Inc. has proposed the development of a vacant site at 200 Main
Street East in Kingsville. The location of the site is shown in Figure 1. The
proposed development will include two apartment buildings, each with 60 units
and a 20 000sf medical dental office. The primary access to the site will be from
.Main Street East while a secondary access will be provided via a connection to
Woodycrest Avenue at the north end of the site.

The purpose of this report is to estimate the potential vehicle trip generation of
the proposed development and to assess the |mpact of these trips on the
adjacent street system.

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

Main Street East in the vicinity of the site is a three lane arterial street with a
posted speed limit of 50km/h. The centre lane allows for left turns in both
directions except at intersections where dedicated left turn lanes are provided.

Woodycrest Avenue is a two: lane local street which forms part of the street
network for the Remark residential subdivision north of the site. Currently,
Woodycrest Avenue ends in a stub at the north limit of the HVM site.

The existing Kingsville High School is located immediately to the west of the
site. It is understood that the Greater Essex County District School Board
intends to relocate the school to another site within the next few years.

It is also understood that vacant lands on the south side of Main Street may be
developed in the future. No information is available on this potential
development and thus any traffic volumes likely to be generated by the
development are not included in this study.
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Land uses in the area are primarily residential. There is a commercial node to
the east at the intersection of Main Street East and Jasperson Drive including a
food store, a small retail plaza and some highway commercial uses.

For the purposes of this study, traffic counts were made on March 23 and March
28, 2017 at the intersection of Main Street East with the school entrance
driveway to the west of the site and at the signalized intersection of Main Street
with Wigle Avenue and Remark Drive. Figure 2 shows peak hour turning
movements derived from these counts. Appendix A contains the traffic count
reports.

Figure 2 shows assumed peak hour volumes on Main Street East at the future
site access. These volumes were obtained by taking the larger of the approach
volumes from the counts to the east and west.

. PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

The preliminary site plan is shown in Figure 3. It should be noted that the plan
is subject to change during the approval process.

Each of the two apartment buildings will contain 60 units. A two storey medical-
dental office is proposed for the portion of the site adjacent to Main Street East.
The total floor area for the office building will be 20 000sf.

Peak hour vehicle trip generation was estimated using rates and equations
contained in the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation
Manual, Eighth Edition. Regression equations for ITE Land Use 220,
Apartment, were used to estimate the residential trip component. Trip
generation for the medical-dental office was estimated using average rates for
ITE Land Use 720, Medical-Dental Office. Peak hour vehicle trip estimates are
summarized in Table 1.

Peak hour trip generation for both uses were aggregated to give total site vehicle
trip generation. No allowance was made for any internal trips between the
residential and office components.

Peak hour vehicle trips were assigned separately as shown in Figures 4 and 5.
Trips generated by the residential component were assigned to Main Street East
in proportion to existing directional flows.
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Trips generated by the office component were assigned as follows:

Woodycrest Avenue 10 percent
West on Main Street 70 percent
East on Main Street 20 percent

Figure 6 shows the total assignment of site generated trips.

. ANALYSIS

4.1 Projected Traffic

Traffic projections were made for 2018, the -assumed build-out year, and for
2023, five years beyond build-out. An annual traffic growth rate of two percent
was assumed for the projections.

Figure 7 shows estimated 2018 background traffic while Figure 8 shows
estimated 2023 background traffic. Total projected peak hour traffic volumes
for 2018 and 2023 are shown in Figures 9 and 10 respectively. The turning
movement volumes shown in Figures 9 and 10 were obtained by adding site
generated traffic from Figure 6 to background traffic from Figures 7 and 8.

4.2 Sight Distance
Sight distance in both directions on Main Street East from the proposed site
access is unrestricted. Sight distance is not an issue.

4.3 Level of Service

The intersections of Main Street East with the site access and with Wigle
Avenue/Remark Drive were analyzed for volume to capacity (v/c) ratios, delays
and queue lengths using the Synchro 6 analysis program. Analyses were made
for existing conditions at Main Street East and Wigle Avenue/Remark Drive and
for projected conditions at both intersections.

Results of the analyses are summarized in Tables 2 and 3. Analysis reports
are contained in Appendix B.

Level of service is a measure of how well an intersection operates under
prevailing traffic conditions. It is expressed on a scale of A to F where A is the
highest level of service and F indicates unacceptable congestion and delay.
Level of service is measured in terms of average delay to all vehicles passing
through the intersection in the peak hour.
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4.3.1 Main Street East and Site Access (Table 2)

Under projected 2018 and 2023 peak hour conditions, the intersection will
operate at an acceptable level of service with stop control and a single
shared lane on the driveway access. In the afternoon peak hour, the exit
movement will operate at level of service D at build-out and at level of service
E at the five year planning horizon. Level of service E is generally considered
acceptable for a driveway access to an arterial street.

Under projected 2023 conditions, the v/c ratio would be 0.47 for this
movement, indicating reserve capacity, while the 95" percentile queue
length would be 16.7 metres, suggesting that up to three vehicles could be
waiting to exit the site at any time in the peak hour.

The calculated queue length for the eastbound left turn movement is less
than 1.3 metres. Conversion of the existing two-way left turn lane to provide
for the design minimum 15 metres of storage would be required.

4.3.2 Main Street and Wigle Avenue/Remark Drive (Table 3)

The analysis of existing conditions is included in Appendix B but is not shown
in Table 3. The results are very similar to those for the projected 2018
condition.

A semi-actuated unco-ordinated signal phasing was assumed for the
intersection with a total cycle length of 70 seconds. Minimum splits were
used in the analysis, resulting in high v/c ratios and queue lengths for the
east-west movements. Average delays for all movements resulted in levels
of service ranging from A to C in the projected 2023 afternoon peak hour.

The analysis indicated that, overall, the intersection would operate at a good
level of service under projected peak hour conditions. It is recognized that
traffic volumes on Wigle Avenue, which provides access to the harbour and
the Pelee Island ferry, are likely to be higher in the summer months.
However, the allowance of a longer green time for this approach would
permit higher approach volumes with no change in the impact on the Main
Street approaches.
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5. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The proposed residential/commercial development will generate 109 vehicle
trips in the morning peak hour and 153 vehicle trips in the afternoon peak
hour. It is estimated that ten percent of the trips generated by the medical-
dental office use will access the site via Woodycrest Avenue.

At the site access on Main Street East, sight distance is not an issue.

The intersection of Main Street East and the site access will operate at an
acceptable level of service under projected peak hour conditions. No
improvements will be required on Main Street East other than the conversion
of part of the two-way left turn lane to provide an exclusive eastbound left turn
lane with 15 metres of storage.

The intersection of Main Street East and Wigle Avenue/Remark Drive will
continue to operate at an acceptable level of service under projected peak
hour conditions. No improvements are required at this intersection.
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ITE Land Use AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Ave. Rate total in out |Ave. Rate total in out
220 Apartment 120du eqg’n 63 13 50| eqg'n 84 54 30
720 Medical-Dental Office
20 000sf 2.30 46 36 10] 3.46 69 19 50|
Total 109 49 60 153 73 80
Table 1

Vehicle Trip Generation
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Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
vic Del. LofS Q vic Del. LofS Q
Total 2018
Eastbound L 0.03 8.3 A 0.7 0.05 9.9 A 1.2
Eastbound T 0.31 0.0 - 0.0 0.39 0.0 - 0.0
Westbound TR 0.25 0.0 - 0.0 0.50 0.0 - 0.0
Southbound LR 0.18 175 C 5.0 0.39 32.4 D 13.0
Intersection ICU 38.8% 59.1%
LofS A B
Total 2023
Eastbound L 0.03 8.5 A 0.8 0.06 10.3 B 1.3
Eastbound T 0.34 0.0 - 0.0 0.43 0.0 - 0.0
Westbound TR 0.28 0.0 - 0.0 0.55 0.0 - 0.0
Southbound LR 0.20 19.4 C 57 0.47 42.3 E 16.7
Intersection ICU 38.8% 63.9%
LofS A B

Note: Del. - ave. delay (secs.)

LofS - level of service Table 2

v/ic - volume to capacity ratio

ICU - intersection capacity utilization Level of Service

Q - maximum queue length (metres) Main Street and Site Access

(95th percentile)
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Intersection AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
vic Del. LofS Q vic Del. LofS Q
Background 2018
Eastbound L 0.03 6.7 A 2.0 0.11 6.7 A 3.4
Eastbound TR 0.74 16.1 B 73.2 0.81 20.4 C 102.6
Westbound L 0.25 8.1 A 8.3 0.32 8.1 A 9.6
Westbound Tr 0.44 10.3 B 42 0.85 22.2 C 150.1
Northbound LTR 0.25 9.6 A 14.9 0.37 13.5 B 214
Southbound LTR 0.10 10.7 B 8.7 0.11 13.3 B 9.1
Intersection ICU 57.0% 72.0%
LofS B B
Total 2018
Eastbound L 0.03 6.5 A 2.0 0.12 6.8 A 3.4
Eastbound TR 0.76 16.8 B 80.4 0.82 217 C 125.7
Westbound L 0.26 8.2 A 8.3 0.34 8.5 A 9.6
Westbound TR 0.44 10.3 B 437 0.87 24.3 C 160.4
Northbound LTR 0.26 10.1 B 15.3 0.39 14.3 B 226
Southbound LTR 0.10 11.0 B 8.7 0.11 134 B 9.1
Intersection ICU 58.8% 74.0%
LofS B C
Background 2023
Eastbound L 0.03 6.5 A 2.1 0.15 7.5 A 3.7
Eastbound TR 0.79 18.3 B 85.9 0.83 24.4 C 139.2
Westbound L 0.28 7.8 A 8.9 0.40 9.8 A 10.5
Westbound TR 0.44 10.2 B 47.3 0.88 27.8 C 175.3
Northbound LTR 0.29 10.2 B 16.2 0.43 15.0 B 242
Southbound LTR 0.12 11.0 B 9.3 0.13 13.3 B 9.8
Intersection ICU 61.0% 77.5%
LofS B C
Total 2023
Eastbound L 0.03 6.4 A 2.1 0.15 7.5 A 3.7
Eastbound TR 0.82 19.3 B 94 0.85 26.5 C 147.5
Westbound L 0.30 8.0 A 8.9 0.43 10.6 B 10.5
Westbound TR 0.45 10.2 B 494 0.91 30.9 C 185.1
Northbound LTR 0.30 10.6 B 16.4 0.45 16.3 B 257
Southbound LTR 0.12 11.1 B 9.3 0.14 134 B 9.8
Intersection ICU 63.4% 9.6%
LofS B C
Note: Del. - ave. delay (secs.)
LofS - level of service Table 3

v/c - volume to capacity ratio

ICU - intersection capacity utilization
Q - maximum queue length (metres)

(95th percentile)

Level of Service
Main Street and

Wigle Ave./Remark Dr.
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Main St E @ Kingsville Highschool

Morni ng Peak Diagram Specified Period One Hour Peak

From: 7:00:00 From: 8:00:00
To: 9:00:00 To: 9:00:00

Municipality: Kingsville Weather conditions:

Site #: 0000000001 Cloudy/Dry

Intersection: Main St E & Highschool Person(s) who counted:

TFR File #: 1 Rick

Count date: 28-Mar-2017

** Non-Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 26
North Entering: 0

North Peds: 15
Peds Cross: >3

Heavys Trucks Cars
12 18 328

Totals
358

<

<

Heavys Trucks Cars

Main St E

Totals

12 Iﬁ
474 |:l>

0 1 11
9 18 447
9 19 458

Heavys 0 0
Trucks 0 0
Cars 0 0
Totals 0 0

D_> Highschool

Heavys 0 East Leg Total: 846
H Trucks 1 East Entering: 372
Cars 25 East Peds: 4
Totals 26 Peds Cross: X
Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
14 0 0 14

=
=

328 18 12

358

342 18 12

Main St E

Cars
447 18 9

D

Trucks Heavys Totals
474

Peds Cross: X
West Peds: 1
West Entering: 486
West Leg Total: 844

Comments




Main St E @ Kingsville Highschool

Mid-day Peak Diagram

Specified Period One Hour Peak
From: 11:00:00 From: 11:45:00
To: 14:00:00 To: 12:45:00

Municipality: Kingsville

Site #: 0000000001
Intersection: Main St E & Highschool
TFR File #: 1

Count date: 28-Mar-2017

Weather conditions:
Cloudy/Dry

Person(s) who counted:
Rick

** Non-Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 9 Heavys 0 0 Heavys 1 East Leg Total: 1043
North Entering: 0 Trucks 0 0 0 ﬁ Trucks 1 East Entering: 522
North Peds: 9 Cars 0 0 0 Cars 7 East Peds: 0
Peds Cross: 9 Totals 0 0 Totals 9 Peds Cross: X

Heavys Trucks Cars Totals <:ﬂ
4 11 504 519

G ]

Main St E

Heavys Trucks Cars Totals
o o s s O

8 11 502 1521

8 1" 508

1 1 1 3
504 11 4 519

Highschool
l—_L> ﬁ' Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals

505 12 5

Main St E
S [ :>

Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
502 11 8 521

Peds Cross: X
West Peds: 0
West Entering: 527
West Leg Total: 1046

Comments
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Main St E @ Kingsville Highschool

Afternoon Peak Diagram Specified Period One Hour Peak
From: 15:00:00 From: 16:00:00
To: 18:00:00 To: 17:00:00
Municipality: Kingsville Weather conditions:
Site #: 0000000001 Cloudy/Dry
Intersection: Main St E & Highschool Person(s) who counted:
TFR File #: 1 Rick
Count date: 28-Mar-2017
** Non-Signalized Intersection ** Major Road: Main St E runs W/E
North Leg Total: 1 Heavys 0 0 0 Heavys 0 East Leg Total: 1224
North Entering: 0 Trucks 0 0 0 ﬁ Trucks O East Entering: 628
North Peds: 16 Cars 0 0 1] Cars 1 East Peds: 1
Peds Cross: B Totals 0 0 Totals 1 Peds Cross: X

2 3 622 627 1 0 0 1
622 3 2 627

Highschool
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals <:ﬂ l__L> {E Cars Trucks Heavys Totals

a ] N

Main St E 623 3 2
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Main St E
0 0 0 0 lﬁ S , >
4 9 583 (506 [
Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
4 9 583 583 9 4 596

Peds Cross: X
West Peds: 0
West Entering: 596
West Leg Total: 1223

Comments

79




Main St E @ Kingsville Highschool

Total Count Diagram

Municipality:
Site #:
Intersection:
TFR File #:
Count date:

Kingsville

0000000001

Main St E & Highschool
1

28-Mar-2017

Weather conditions:
Cloudy/Dry

Person(s) who counted:
Rick

** Non-Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 90 Heavys 0 0 0 Heavys 11 East Leg Total: 7886
North Entering: 0 Trucks 0 0 0 ﬁ Trucks 6 East Entering: 3847
North Peds: 84 Cars 0 0 0 Cars 73 East Peds: 12
Peds Cross: Ba Totals 0 0 Totals 90 Peds Cross: X
<:|:| E> Highschool
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
40 72 3692 3804 ﬁL_l 35 3 5 43
{3 se92 72 40 3804
= | N
Main St E 3727 75 45
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Main St E
6 3 38 |47 (ﬁ s I >
49 84 3006 4030 [
Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
55 87 3944 3906 84 49 4039
Peds Cross: X
West Peds: 8
West Entering: 4086
West Leg Total: 7890
Comments

80
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Main St E @ Remark Dr / Wigle Ave

Morning Peak Diagram

Specified Period

7:00:00
9:00:00

From:
To:

One Hour Peak
From:
To:

7:30:00
8:30:00

Municipality:
Site #:
Intersection:
TFR File #:
Count date:

Kingsville

0000000002

Main St E & Remark Dr
3

23-Mar-2016

Weather conditions:

Clear/Dry

Person(s) who counted:

Diane

** Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total:
North Entering:

North Peds: 7
Peds Cross:

Heavys 0 0 0 0
Trucks 0 0 1 1
Cars 29 7 5 41
Totals 29 7 6

Heavys
Trucks
Cars

I

Totals

<;£l @ D_> Remark Dr

0
0
19
19

East Leg Total: 899
East Entering: 373
East Peds: 2
Peds Cross: X

Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
6 12 329 347 QI 1 0 0 1
{329 11 6 |20
& ! N GI 69 4 3 |78
Main St E 349 15 9
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Main St E
0 0 10 10 lﬁ S [ >
2 7 435 (a4 [
0 0 22 22 @ Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
2 7 467 Wigle Ave <ﬂ ﬁ E> 511 10 5 526
Peds Cross: X Cars 98 Cars 21 8 71 100 Peds Cross: B4
West Peds: 0 Trucks 4 ﬂ Trucks 1 0 2 3 South Peds: 4
West Entering: 476 Heavys 3 Heavys 0 0 3 3 South Entering: 106
West Leg Total: 823 Totals 105 Totals 22 8 76 South Leg Total: 211
Comments




Main St E @ Remark Dr / Wigle Ave

Mid-d ay Peak Diagram Specified Period One Hour Peak

From: 11:00:00 From: 12:00:00
To: 14:00:00 To: 13:00:00

Municipality: Kingsville Weather conditions:

Site #: 0000000002 Clear/Dry

Intersection: Main St E & Remark Dr Person(s) who counted:

TFR File #: 3 Diane

Count date: 23-Mar-2016

** Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 61 Heavys 0 0 0 Heavys 0 East Leg Total: 1206
North Entering: 32 Trucks 0 0 ] 0 H Trucks 1 East Entering: 590
North Peds: 11 Cars 15 8 9 32 Cars 28 East Peds: 3
Peds Cross: Bd Totals 15 8 9 Totals 29 Peds Cross: X
<::|] @ !—_L> Remark Dr
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
5 13 545 563 ﬁl 5 1 0 6
<,':l 487 12 5 504
= ’ N G 70 4 6 |80
Main St E 562 17 11
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Main St E
0 0 11 11 ﬁ S O >
7 9 487 |s03 [T
1 0 41 42 @ Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
8 9 539 Wigle Ave <:|-|__] ﬁ E> 592 9 15 616
Peds Cross: X Cars 119 Cars 43 12 96 151 Peds Cross: L
West Peds: 0 Trucks 4 ﬂ Trucks 1 0 0 1 South Peds: 2
West Entering: 556 Heavys 7 Heavys 0 0 8 8 South Entering: 160
West Leg Total: 1119 Totals 130 Totals 44 12 104 South Leg Total: 290
Comments

83




Main St E @ Remark Dr / Wigle Ave

Afternoon Peak Diagram

Specified Period

One Hour Peak

From: 15:00:00 From: 17:00:00
To: 18:00:00 To: 18:00:00
Municipality: Kingsville Weather conditions:
Site #: 0000000002 Clear/Dry
Intersection: Main St E & Remark Dr Person(s) who counted:
TFR File #: 3 Diane
Count date: 23-Mar-2016

** Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 86
North Entering: 40
North Peds: 4

Peds Cross: >

o

Heavys 0 0 0 Heavys 0
Trucks 1 0 1 ﬂ Trucks 0
Cars 20 13 6 39 Cars 46
Totals 21 13 6 Totals 46

East Leg Total: 1374

East Entering: 764
East Peds: 2
Peds Cross: X

Il_,> Remark Dr

Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
0 2 728 730 ﬁl 14 0 0 14
<:| 656 1 0 657
< ' N E B o0 o0 |e3
Main St E 763 1 0
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars  Totals Main StE
0 0 24 |24 ﬁ s R ﬁ'>
o 6 s |27 [
0 0 49 49 @ Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
0 6 594 Wigle Ave <1‘-\__] ﬁ E> 602 7 1 610
Peds Cross: X Cars 155 Cars 52 8 75 135 Peds Cross: >
West Peds: 2 Trucks 0 ﬂ Trucks 0 0 1 1 South Peds: 5
West Entering: 600 Heavys 0 Heavys 0 0 1 1 South Entering: 137
West Leg Total: 1330 Totals 155 Totals 52 8 77 South Leg Total: 292
Comments

84




Main St E @ Remark Dr / Wigle Ave

Total Count Diagram

Municipality:
Site #:
Intersection:
TFR File #:
Count date:

Kingsville Weather conditions:
0000000002 Clear/Dry

Main St E & Remark Dr Person(s) who counted:
3 Diane

23-Mar-2016

** Signalized Intersection **

Major Road: Main St E runs W/E

North Leg Total: 551
North Entering: 284
North Peds: 124
Peds Cross: L

Heavys 0 0 2 2
Trucks 4 1 2 7
145 69 61 275
149 70 65

Cars

Totals

& @ E> Remarl'( Dr

U

Heavys 0

Trucks 5
262
267

Cars

Totals

East Leg Total: 8822
East Entering: 4328
East Peds: 15

Peds Cross: X

Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Cars  Trucks Heavys Totals
32 67 4067 4166 ﬁl 57 1 0 58
{3 3615 59 30 |3704
<L ] N E 526 15 25 566
Main St E 4198 75 55
w E
Heavys Trucks Cars Totals Main St E
0 3 132|135 lﬁ S [ :>
37 74 3653 3764 [
1 1 306 |308 I@ Cars Trucks Heavys Totals
i 0P e o
38 78 409 Wigle Ave 43 92 5 4494
Peds Cross: X Cars 901 Cars 307 73 623 1003 Peds Cross: B
West Peds: 13 Trucks 17 ﬂ Trucks 4 1 16 21 South Peds: 111
West Entering: 4207 Heavys 26 Heavys 2 0 26 28 South Entering: 1052
West Leg Total: 8373 Totals 944 Totals 313 74 665 South Leg Total: 1996
Comments

85
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APPENDIX B

LEVEL OF SERVICE ANALYSIS

87



i
-
i
I
;
I
I
I
]
H
:
I
:
1
I
I
-
|




Main Street and Site Access
AM Peak Hour, Total 2018

Movement =~ ==~ = EBLT

Lane Configurations
Sign Control

Grade

Volume (veh/h)

Peak Hour Factor
Hourly flow rate (vph)
Pedestrians

Lane Width (m)
Walking Speed (m/s)
Percent Blockage
Right turn flare (veh)
Median type

Median storage veh)
Upstream signal (m)
pX, platoon unblocked
vC, conflicting volume
vC1, stage 1 conf vol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol
vCu, unblocked vol
tC, single (s)

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

pO queue free %

cM capacity (veh/h)

5
Free Free Stop

0% 0% 0%

32 485 379 13 30
092 092 092 092 0.92
35 527 412 14 33
15

3.7

1.2

1

None

441 1031

441 1031

Volume Total

Volume Left

Volume Right

¢SH

Volume to Capacity
Queue Length 95th (m)
Control Delay (s)

35 0 0 33
0 0 14 32

1115 1700 1700 353

003 031 025 0.18
0.7 00 00 50
8.3 00 00 175

Lane LOS A Cc
Approach Delay (s) 0.5 0.0 175

29
0.92
32

434

434
6.2

1688HVM

Approach LOS C

intersection Summary

Average Delay 1.3 _

Intersection Capacity Utilization 38.8% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

5/10/2017 Synchro 6 Light Report

Green Light Consulting Page 1
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Main Street and Site Access 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Total 2023

Movement =« = = EBL EB B R
Lane Configurations % 'S b

Sign Control Free Free Stop

Grade 0% 0% 0%
Volume (veh/h) 32 538 419 13 30 29
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 0.92
Hourly flow rate (vph) 35 585 455 14 33 32
Pedestrians 15

Lane Width (m) - 3.7
Walking Speed (m/s) 12
Percent Blockage 1

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None

Median storage veh)
Upstream signal (m)
pX, platoon unblocked
vC, conflicting volume 485 1132 478
vC1, stage 1 conf vol
vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 485 1132 478
tC, single (s) 4.1 64 62
tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 2.2 3.5 3.3
p0 queue free % 97 85 95
cM capacity (veh/h) 1075 217 584
Direction, Lane#  EB 1 EB2 WB ISBHM g
Volume Total 35 585 470 64

Volume Left 35 0 0 33

Volume Right 0 0 14 32

cSH 1075 1700 1700 314

Volume to Capacity 0.03 034 028 020
Queue Length 95th (m) 0.8 0.0 0.0 57

Control Delay (s) 8.5 0.0 00 194
Lane LOS A C
Approach Delay (s) 0.5 0.0 194
Approach LOS C

Intersection/Summary. .~
Average Delay

Intersection Capacity Utilization 38.8% ICU Level of Service A

Analysis Period (min) 15

5/10/2017 Synchro 6 Light Report
Green Light Consulting Page 1
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Main Street and Site Access
PM Peak Hour, Total 2018

1688HVM

Movement = = U F
Lane Configurations
Sign Control

Grade

Volume (veh/h)
Peak Hour Factor . )
Hourly flow rate (vph) 40 665
Pedestrians

Lane Width (m)

Walking Speed (m/s)

Percent Blockage

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (m)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 863

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 863

1C, single (s) 41

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s)

pO queue free %
cM capacity (veh/h)

Direction, Lane# = EB1 F
Volume Total
Volume Left
Volume Right
cSH 777 1700
Volume to Capacity 0.05 0.39
Queue Length 95th (m) 1.2 0.0
Control Delay (s) 9.9 0.0
Lane LOS A
Approach Delay (s) 0.6
Approach LOS

intersection Summary -~

1590 844

1590 844
64 62

Average Delay
Intersection Capacity Utilization
Analysis Period (min)

ICU Level of Service

5/10/2017
Green Light Consulting

91

Synchro 6 Light Report
Page 1



Main Street and Site Access
PM Peak Hour, Total 2023

1688HVM

M

Movement = = EBL EB
Lane Configurations

Sign Control

Grade

Volume (veh/h) 37 678 825 34 24 51

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 0.92

Hourly flow rate (vph) 40 737 897 37 26 55

Pedestrians 16

Lane Width (m) 3.7

Walking Speed (m/s) 1.2

Percent Blockage 1

Right turn flare (veh)

Median type None

Median storage veh)

Upstream signal (m)

pX, platoon unblocked

vC, conflicting volume 950 1749 931

vC1, stage 1 conf vol

vC2, stage 2 conf vol

vCu, unblocked vol 950 1749 931

tC, single (s) 41 6.4 6.2

tC, 2 stage (s)

tF (s) 22 356 33

p0 queue free % 94 7 83

cM capacity (veh/h) 721 89 322

Direction, lane# =~ = EBH{l EB2 ¥ il i3
Volume Total - 40

Volume Left 40

Volume Right 0

cSH 721

Volume to Capacity 0.06

Queue Length 95th(m) 1.3

Control Delay (s) 10.3

Lane LOS B

Approach Delay (s) 0.5

Approach LOS

IntersectionSpmmary. EE
Average Delay 22

Intersection Capacity Utilization 63.9% ICU Level of Service B
Analysis Period (min) 15

5/10/2017 Synchro 6 Light Report
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, March 23, 2017

S
LaneGroup: = ' = EBL _EBT EBR W
Lane Configurations % » % é &
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 30.0 00" 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 4.0 40 4.0 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 162 152 162 152 152 152 162 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 100 1.00 100 100 100 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 099 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00
Frt 0.993 0.903 0.908
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.990 0.993
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1623 0 1564 1574 0 0 1298 0 0 1378 0
Flt Permitted 0.511 0.353 0.941 0.960
Satd. Flow (perm) 909 1623 0 579 1574- 0 0 1234 0 0 1332 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 5 83 32
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48
Link Distance (m) 798.2 519.5 404.3 410.4
Travel Time (s) 59.9 39.0 30.3 30.8
Volume (vph) 10 444 22 76 296 1 22 8 76 6 7 29
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 7 4 4 7 2 2
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 2% 0% 9% 6% 0% 5% 0% % 17% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 483 24 83 322 1 24 9 83 7 8 32
Lane Group Flow (vph) 11 507 0 83 323 -0 0 116 0 0 47 0
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt Perm Perm
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6
Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 4.0 40 40 40 40 4.0 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 220 8.0 220 220 220 220 220
Total Split (s) 8.0 400 0.0 8.0 40.0 00 220 220 00 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 34.0 40 340 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.0 40 3.0 40 40 40 40 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 10 20 20 20 2.0 20
Lead/Lag lead Lag lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 1.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 254 233 270 26.2 19.0 19.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 042 043 047 048 0.35 0.35
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.73 024 - 043 0.24 0.10
Control Delay 6.7 16.0 8.1 10.2 9.6 10.7
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, March 23, 2017

TP o N N T .

LaneGroup =

iU

Queue Delay

Total Delay
LOS

Approach Delay . :

Approach LOS A B
Queue Length 50th (m) 0.5 43.1 3.7 172 25 1.1
Queue Length 95th(m) 2.0 714 8.1 412 14.9 8.6
Internal Link Dist (m) 774.2 4955 380.3 386.4
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0 30.0

Base Capacity (vph) 432 880 339 896 481 482
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.10
Intersection' Summary. SR
Area Type: Other

Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 54.8

Natural Cycle: 60

Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord

Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.73

Intersection Signal Delay: 12.7 Intersection LOS: B

Intersection Capacity Utilization 56.3% ICU Level of Service B

Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases:  3: Main & Remark
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
AM Peak Hour, Background 2018

1688HVM

Lane Group

Lane Conﬁgura{iéns |

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775
Storage Length (m) 15.0
Storage Lanes 1
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 16.2
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24
Lane Util. Factor 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 0.99
Frt

Flt Protected 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705
Fit Permitted 0.506
Satd. Flow (perm) 897
Right Turn on Red

Satd. Flow (RTOR)

Headway Factor 0.99
Link Speed (k/h)

Link Distance (m)

Travel Time (s)

Volume (vph) 10
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 10
Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 11
Lane Group Fiow (vph) 11
Turn Type pm-+pt
Protected Phases 7
Permitted Phases 4
Detector Phases 7
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 8.0
Total Split (s) 8.0
Total Spilit (%) 11.4%
Maximum Green (s) 4.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.0
All-Red Time (s) 1.0
Lead/Lag Lead
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0
Recall Mode None
Walk Time (s)

Flash Dont Walk (s)
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr)

Act Effct Green (s) 25.7
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.42
v/c Ratio 0.03
Control Delay 6.7

1650

4.0
15.2
0.0

1.00
1.00
0.993

1623
1623

5
0.99
48
798.2
59.9
453

0.92
2%
492
516

4

4
4.0
22.0
40.0
57.1%
34.0
4.0
2.0
Lag
Yes
3.0
None
5.0
11.0

0

23.6
0.43
0.74
16.1

1650 1775
0.0 30.0
0 1
40 4.0
16.2
0.0
24
1.00
1.00

14
1.00

0.950
0 1564

0.346
0 568
Yes

099 0.99

22 78
5 5
092 092
0% 9%
24 85
0 85
pm+pt
3

8

3

4.0

8.0

0.0 8.0
0.0% 11.4%
4.0

3.0

1.0
Lead

Yes

3.0
None

27.3
0.47
0.26

8.1

1650

4.0
15.2
0.0

1.00
1.00

1574

1574

0.99
48
519.5
39.0
302

0.92
6%
328
329

8

8

4.0
22.0
40.0
57.1%
34.0
4.0
2.0
Lag
Yes
3.0
None
5.0
11.0
0
26.4
0.48
0.44
10.3

1650 1550

0.0 0.0

0 0

4.0 4.0

15.2

0.0

14 24

100 1.00

0 0

0 0
Yes

0.99 0.99

1 22
10

0.92 0.92

0% 5%

1 24

0 0

Perm

2

2

4.0

22.0

0.0 220

0.0% 31.4%

16.0

4.0

2.0

3.0

Max

5.0

11.0

0

1550

4.0
15.2
0.0

1.00
0.98
0.903
0.990
1292
0.942
1229

85
0.99
48
404.3
30.3
8

0.92
0%
9
118

2

2

4.0
220
220
31.4%
16.0
4.0
2.0

3.0
Max
5.0
11.0
0
19.0
0.34
0.25
9.6

&
1650 1550 1550 1550
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 0 0
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
162 15.2
0.0 0.0
14 24 14
100 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00
0.907
0.993
0 0 1377 0
0.960
0 0 1330 0
Yes Yes
33
099 099 099 0.99
48
4104
30.8
78 6 7 30
5 5
092 092 092 0.92
7% 17% 0% 0%
85 7 8 33
0 0 48 0
Perm
6
6
6 6
4.0 4.0
220 220
00 220 220 0.0
0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
16.0 16.0
4.0 4.0
2.0 2.0
3.0 3.0
Max Max
5.0 5.0
1.0 11.0
0 0
19.0
0.34
0.10
10.7
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Background 2018

: I : 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 6.7 16.1 81 103 9.6 10.7
LOS A B A B A B
Approach Delay 15.9 9.9 9.6 10.7
Approach LOS B A A B
Queue Length 50th (m) 0.5 44.1 38 175 25 1.1
— Queue Length 95th(m) 2.0 732 83 420 14.9 8.7
Internal Link Dist (m) - 774.2 4955 380.3 386.4
Turn Bay Length (m) 16.0 30.0

Base Capacity (vph) 429 880 335 897 479 479
i Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
— Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.59 025 037 0.25 0.10

Intersection Summary. il ANy e

Area Type: Other
Ei Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 55.1

Natural Cycle: 60

- Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.74
Intersection Signal Delay: 12.8 Intersection LOS: B
Intersection Capacity Utilization 57.0% ICU Level of Service B

Analysis Period (min) 15

Splits and Phases: = 3: Main & Remark

—
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Total 2018

R T T B S R

LaneGroup =~ = = EBL EBT EBR R MBE 'NBT. 'NBR 'SBL' SBT SBR
Lane Configurations N B S & &

Ideal Flow (vphpt) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 41550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
Leading Detector (m) 162 152 16.2 152 1562 152 16.2 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 100 100 100 100 1.00 100 100 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00

Frt 0.993 0.904 0.907

Fit Protected 0.950 0.950 0.989 0.993

Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1623 0 1564 1574 0 0 1293 0 0 1377 0
Fit Permitted 0.495 0.320 0.937 0.960

Satd. Flow (perm) 878 1623 0 525 1574 0 0 1225 0 0 1330 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 5 85 33
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48

Link Distance (m) 798.2 519.5 404.3 410.4

Travel Time (s) 59.9 39.0 30.3 30.8
Volume (vph) 10 481 24 78 313 1 24 8 78 6 7 30
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 10 5 5 10 5 5

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 2% 0% 9% 6% 0% 5% 0% 7% 17% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 11 523 26 85 340 1 26 9 85 7 8 33
Lane Group Flow (vph) 11 549 0 85 341 0 0 120 0 0 48 0
Turn Type pm-+pt pm-+pt Perm Perm

Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 4.0 4.0
Minimum Spilit (s) 8.0 220 80 220 220 220 220 220

Total Split (s) 80 400 00 80 400 00 220 220 00 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 34.0 40 34.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0

Yellow Time (s) 3.0 40 30 40 40 40 40 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 1.0 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag lLead Lag Lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 30 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max

Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Act Effct Green (s) 27.0 249 285 277 19.0 19.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 043 044 048 0.49 0.34 0.34

v/c Ratio 0.03 076 026 044 0.26 0.10
Control Delay 65 16.8 82 103 10.1 11.0
5/11/2017 Synchro 6 Light Report
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
AM Peak Hour, Total 2018

1688HVM

LaneGroup. = g

Queue Delay 0. i

Total Delay 6.5 16.8
LOS A B
Approach Delay 16.6
Approach LOS B
Queue Length 50th (m) 0.5 486
Queue Length 95th(m) 2.0 804

Internal Link Dist (m) 7742
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0

Base Capacity (vph) 432 880
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0

Storage Cap Reductn 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.62
Intersection/Summary.

Area Type:

Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 56.4

Natural Cycle: 60

Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.76

Intersection Signal Delay: 13.2
Intersection Capacity Utilization 58.8%
Analysis Period (min) 15

3: Main & Remark

Splits and Phases:

82 103
A B
9.9
A
3.8 184
8.3 437
495.5

30.0
322 903
0 0
0 0
0 0

Intersection LOS: B
ICU Level of Service B
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Background 2023

»f‘—»*»r"—‘\*\ff\»lJ

Lane Group . EBL EBT EBR ‘W _ Nob . Not NBR - SBL  SBT SBR
Lane Configurations % S % P é

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 41550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 4.0 40 40
Leading Detector (m) 162 152 162 152 152 152 1582 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 099 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00

Frt 0.993 0.903 0.908

Fit Protected 0.950 0.950 0.990 0.993

Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1623 0 1564 1574 0 0 1292 0 0 1378 0
Fit Permitted 0.474 0.301 0.938 0.956

Satd. Flow (perm) 841 1623 0 . 494 1574 0 0 1224 0 0 1325 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 5 93 36
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 0.99 0.99 0.99
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48

Link Distance (m) 798.2 519.5 404.3 410.4

Travel Time (s) 59.9 39.0 30.3 30.8
Volume (vph) 11 502 25 86 334 1 25 9 86 7 8 33
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 10 5 5 10 5 5

Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 2% 0% 9% 6% 0% 5% 0% 7% 17% 0% 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 12 546 27 93 363 1 27 10 93 8 9 36
Lane Group Flow (vph) 12 573 0 93 364 0 0 130 0 0 53 0
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt Perm Perm

Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 40 4.0 4.0 40 40 4.0 4,0
Minimum Spilit (s) 80 220 80 220 220 220 220 220

Total Split (s) 8.0 400 0.0 8.0 40.0 0.0 220 220 0.0 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 34.0 40 340 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0

Yellow Time (s) 30 40 30 40 40 40 40 40
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 10 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max

Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Act Effct Green (s) 296 266 320 31.1 18.8 18.8
Actuated g/C Ratio 045 045 0.52 0.52 0.32 0.32

v/c Ratio 0.03 079 028 044 0.29 0.12
Control Delay 6.5 183 78 102 10.2 11.0
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Background 2023

R T ol N N B
LaneGroup = = - EBL ' SBT SBR
Queue Delay 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 6.5 18.3 78 102 10.2 11.0
LOS A B A B B B
Approach Delay 18.1 9.7 10.2 11.0
Approach LOS B A B B
Queue Length 50th(m) 0.5 51.8 42 200 3.1 14
Queue Length 95th(m) 2.1 859 89 473 16.2 9.3
Internal Link Dist (m) 774.2 495.5 380.3 386.4
Turn Bay Length (m) 16.0 30.0
Base Capacity (vph) 431 858 329 907 449 442
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.67 0.28 0.40 0.29 0.12
Intersection Summay. | Lo

Area Type: Other

Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 59.6

Natural Cycle: 60

Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.79

Intersection Signal Delay: 13.8
Intersection Capacity Utilization 61.0%
Analysis Period (min) 15

3: Main & Remark

Splits and Phases:

Intersection LOS: B
ICU Level of Service B
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
AM Peak Hour, Total 2023

1688HVM

1.00
1.00

1574

1574

0.99
48
519.5
39.0
345

0.92
6%
375
376

8

8

4.0
22.0
40.0
57.1%
34.0
4.0
20
Lag
Yes
3.0
None
5.0
11.0
0
321
0.53
0.45
10.2

AN
LaneGroup = = = EBL EBT EBR WBL
Lane Configurations % S
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775
Storage Length (m) 16.0 0.0 30.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 162 15.2 15.2
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 0.99 1.00 1.00
Frt 0.993
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1623 0 1564
Flt Permitted 0.464 0.276
Satd. Flow (perm) 824 1623 0 453
Right Turn on Red Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 5
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099
Link Speed (k/h) 48
Link Distance (m) 798.2
Travel Time (s) 59.9
Volume (vph) 11 530 27 86
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 10 5 5
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 2% 0% 9%
Adj. Flow (vph) 12 576 29 93
Lane Group Flow (vph) 12 605 0 93
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt
Protected Phases 7 4 3
Permitted Phases 4 8
Detector Phases 7 4 3
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0 4.0 4.0
Minimum Spilit (s) 8.0 220 8.0
Total Spilit (s) 80 400 00 80
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4%
Maximum Green (s) 40 340 4.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.0 4.0 3.0
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 1.0
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None
Walk Time (s) 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0
Act Effct Green (s) 306 276 33.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 046 0.46 0.53
v/c Ratio 0.03 0.82 0.30
Control Delay 6.4 193 8.0

1650 1550

0.0 0.0

0 0

4.0 4.0

15.2

0.0

14 24

1.00 1.00

0 0

0 0
Yes

099 0.99

1 27
10

0.92 0.92

0% 5%

1 29

0 0

Perm

2

2

4.0

22.0

0.0 220

0.0% 31.4%

16.0

4.0

2.0

3.0

Max

5.0

11.0

0

b o3
1650

4.0
16.2
0.0

1.00
0.98
0.905
0.989
1294
0.933
1221

93
0.99
48
404.3
30.3
9

0.92
0%
10
132

2

2

4.0
220
220
31.4%
16.0
4.0
2.0

3.0
Max
5.0
1.0
0
18.7
0.31
0.30
10.6

&
1550 1550 1550 1550
0.0 0.0 0.0
0] 0 0
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
16.2 152
0.0 0.0
14 24 14
100 1.00 1.00 1.00
1.00
0.908
0.993
0 0 1378 0
0.956
0 0 1325 0
Yes Yes
36
099 099 099 0.99
48
4104
30.8
86 7 8 33
5 5
092 092 092 092
7% 17% 0% 0%
93 8 9 36
0 0 53 0
Perm
6
6
6 6
4.0 4.0
220 220
0.0 220 220 0.0
0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
16.0 16.0
4.0 4.0
2.0 2.0
3.0 3.0
Max Max
5.0 5.0
11.0 11.0
0 0
18.7
0.31
0.12

11.1
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
AM Peak Hour, Total 2023

SN Y,
Lane Group' | I_NB SBT. | SBR
Queue Delay 0. ] 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 64 193 80 102 10.6 11.1
LOS A B A B B B
Approach Delay 19.1 9.8 10.6 11.1
Approach LOS B A B B
Queue Length 50th (m) 05 56.6 42 208 34 1.5
Queue Length 95th (m) 21 940 8.9 494 16.4 9.3
Internal Link Dist (m) 774.2 4955 380.3 386.4
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0 30.0
Base Capacity (vph) 431 858 313 912 442 435
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.03 0.71 0.30 0.12

Intersection' Summary:
Area Type: Othe
Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 60.6
Natural Cycle: 60

Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.82
Intersection Signal Delay: 14.4
Intersection Capacity Utilization 63.4%
Analysis Period (min) 15

3: Main & Remark

Splits and Phases:

Intersection LOS: B
ICU Level of Service B
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.

1688HVM

PM Peak Hour, March 23, 2017

AN ¥
laneGroup = EBL' EBT EBR W NBT S8BT
Lane Configurations % 1 & N
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 162 152 162 15.2 1562 152 152 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.99
Frt 0.987 0.997 0.924 0.929
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.981 0.992
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1627 0 1705 1646 0 0 1386 0 0 1390 0
FIt Permitted 0.182 0.260 0.875 0.953
Satd. Flow (perm) 327 1627 0 465 1646 0 0 1234 0 0 1334 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 10 2 84 23
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 0.99
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48
Link Distance (m) 825.6 468.3 363.1 339.3
Travel Time (s) 61.9 35.1 27.2 25.4
Volume (vph) 24 527 49 93 657 14 52 8 77 6 13 21
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 4 5 5 4 2 2 2 2
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 5%
Adj. Flow (vph) 26 573 53 101 714 16 57 9 84 7 14 23
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 626 0 101 729 0 0 150 0 0 44 0
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt Perm Perm
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6
Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 4.0 40 40 40 4.0 40 4.0
Minimum Spilit (s) 8.0 220 8.0 220 220 220 220 220
Total Spilit (s) 8.0 400 00 80 400 00 220 220 0.0 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 340 40 340 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Yellow Time (s) 30 40 30 40 40 40 40 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 10 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 1.0 11.0 1.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 329 298 345 33.0 18.56 18.5
Actuated g/C Ratio 049 048 0.54 0.53 0.30 0.30
v/c Ratio 0.11 0.80 031 0.84 0.35 0.11
Control Delay 6.7 19.8 80 215 13.4 13.2
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
PM Peak Hour, March 23, 2017

R R Y,

LaneGroup: " )
Queue Delay 00 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0

Total Delay 6.7 19.8 80 215 134 13.2
LOS A B A C B B
Approach Delay 19.2 19.8 13.4 13.2
Approach LOS B B B B
Queue Length 50th (m) 1.1 59.1 45 552 6.3 1.9
Queue Length 95th(m) 34 986 9.5 #145.5 211 9.0
Internal Link Dist (m) 801.6 444.3 339.1 315.3
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0 30.0

Base Capacity (vph) 243 863 329 922 424 410
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0] 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.11 073 0.31 0.79 0.35 0.11
Intersection: Summiary’ G R

Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 70
Actuated Cycle Length: 62.5
Natural Cycle: 65
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.84
Intersection Signal Delay: 18.8 Intersection LOS: B
Intersection Capacity Utilization 70.8% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.

Splits and Phases:  10: Main & Remark
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
PM Peak Hour, Background 2018

T o RN S
Lane Groupl 0 “EBR _WBR SBT SBR
Lane Configurations » & &
Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 (0] 0] 1] 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 162 152 162 15.2 162 152 152 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.98
Frt 0.987 0.997 0.924 0.929
Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.981 0.992
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1627 0 1705 1646 0 0 1381 0 0 1385 0
Fit Permitted 0.171 0.250 0.875 0.953
Satd. Flow (perm) 307 1627 0 448 1646 0 0 1227 0 0 1329 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 10 2 86 23
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 0.99 099 099 0.99
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48
Link Distance (m) 825.6 468.3 363.1 339.3
Travel Time (s) 61.9 35.1 27.2 25.4
Volume (vph) 24 538 50 95 670 14 53 8 79 6 13 21
Confi. Peds. (#/hr) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 o092
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 5%
Adj. Flow (vph) 26 585 54 103 728 15 58 9 86 7 14 23
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26 639 0 103 743 0 0 153 0 0 44 0
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt Perm Perm
Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6
Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 40 40 4.0 40 4.0 40 40
Minimum Split (s) 80 220 8.0 220 220 220 220 220
Total Split (s) 8.0 400 00 80 400 00 220 220 0.0 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 340 40 340 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 10 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag lead Lag Lead Lag
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max
Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 50 5.0
Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 1.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Act Effct Green (s) 336 305 351 336 184 18.4
Actuated g/C Ratio 049 048 0.54 0.53 0.29 0.29
v/c Ratio 0.11  0.81 032 085 0.37 0.11
Control Delay 6.7 204 81 222 13.5 13.3
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
PM Peak Hour, Ba%ground 2018

LaneGroup =~ _ 8B
Queue Delay 00 00 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 6.7 204 81 222 : 13.5 13.3
LOS A C A C B B
Approach Delay 19.8 20.5 13.5 13.3
Approach LOS B C B B
Queue Length 50th (m) 1.1 61.1 46 571 6.5 2.0
Queue Length 95th (m) 3.4 #102.6 9.6 #150.1 214 9.1
Internal Link Dist (m) 801.6 4443 339.1 315.3
Turn Bay Length (m) 18.0 30.0
Base Capacity (vph) 235 863 322 924 418 404
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.11 0.11
Intersection Summary 1 AR
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 70
Actuated Cycle Length: 63.1
Natural Cycle: 70
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.85
Intersection Signal Delay: 19.4 Intersection LOS: B
Intersection Capacity Utilization 72.0% ICU Level of Service C
Analysis Period (min) 15
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.
Splits and Phases:  10: Main & Remark
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
PM Peak Hour, Total 2018

1688HVM

Lane Group: ki

Lane Conﬁgufations

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775
Storage Length (m) 15.0
Storage Lanes 1
Total Lost Time (s) 4.0
Leading Detector (m) 15.2
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24
Lane Util. Factor 1.00
Ped Bike Factor

Frt

Fit Protected 0.950
Satd. Flow (prot) 1705
Flit Permitted 0.147
Satd. Flow (perm) 264
Right Tum on Red

Satd. Flow (RTOR)

Headway Factor 0.99
Link Speed (k/h)

Link Distance (m)

Travel Time (s)

Volume (vph) 24
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 5
Peak Hour Factor 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0%
Adj. Flow (vph) 26
Lane Group Flow (vph) 26
Turn Type pm-+pt
Protected Phases 7
Permitted Phases 4
Detector Phases 7
Minimum Initial (s) 4.0
Minimum Split (s) 8.0
Total Split (s) 8.0
Total Split (%) 11.4%
Maximum Green (s) 4.0
Yellow Time (s) 3.0
All-Red Time (s) 1.0
Lead/Lag Lead
Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes
Vehicle Extension (s) 3.0
Recall Mode None
Walk Time (s)

Flash Dont Walk (s)
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr)

Act Effct Green (s) 35.1
Actuated g/C Ratio 0.51
v/c Ratio 0.12
Control Delay 6.8

4.0
15.2
0.0

1.00
1.00
0.987

1627
1627

10
0.99
48
825.6
61.9
559

0.92
1%
608
666

4

4

4.0
22.0
40.0
57.1%
34.0
4.0
2.0
Lag
Yes
3.0
None
5.0
11.0
0
32.0
0.50
0.82
217

0.0
0
4.0

14
1.00

0

0
Yes

0.99

53

5
0.92
0%
58

0

0.0
0.0%

b
1650 1650 1775

30.0
1
4.0
16.2
0.0
24
1.00
1.00

0.950
1705
0.229
410

0.99

95

5
0.92
0%
103
103
pm+pt
3

8

3

4.0
8.0
8.0
11.4%
4.0
3.0
1.0
Lead
Yes
3.0
None

36.6
0.55
0.34

8.5

1650

4.0
16.2
0.0

1.00
1.00
0.997

1646
1646

2
0.99
48
468.3
35.1
700

0.92
1%
761
776

8

8

4.0
22.0
40.0
57.1%
34.0
4.0
2.0
Lag
Yes
3.0
None
5.0
11.0
0
35.1
0.54
0.87
243

1650 1550

0.0 0.0

0 0

4.0 4.0

15.2

0.0

14 24

1.00 1.00

0 0

0 0
Yes

099 0.99

14 57

5 5

092 0.92

0% 0%

15 62

0 0

Perm

2

2

4.0

22.0

00 220

0.0% 31.4%

16.0

4.0

20

3.0

Max

5.0

11.0

0

1550

4.0
16.2
0.0

1.00
0.98
0.926
0.981
1385
0.869
1221

84
0.99
48
363.1
272
8

0.92
0%
9
157

2

2

4.0
220
22,0
31.4%
16.0
4.0
20

3.0
Max
5.0
11.0
0
18.3
0.28
0.39
14.3

1550 1550 1550 1550
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 0 0
4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0

162 152

0.0 0.0
14 24 14
100 1.00 100 1.00

0.98

0.929

0.992
0 0 1385 0

0.952
0 0 1327 0
Yes Yes

23
099 099 099 0.99

48

339.3

25.4
79 6 13 21
5 5 5
092 092 092 092
2% 0% 0% 5%
86 7 14 23
0 0 44 0

Perm
6
6

6 6

4.0 4.0

220 220
0.0 220 220 0.0
0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%

16.0 16.0

4.0 4.0

2.0 2.0

3.0 3.0

Max Max

5.0 5.0

1.0 1.0

0 0

18.3

0.28

0.1

13.4
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
PM Peak Hour, Total 2018

1688HVM

Lane Group

Queue Delay !
Total Delay 7
LOS C
Approach Delay 212
Approach LOS C
Queue Length 50th (m) 1.1 656
Queue Length 95th (m) 3.4 #125.7
Internal Link Dist (m) 8016
Turn Bay Length (m) 16.0

Base Capacity (vph) 217 863

Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.12

Intersection Surimary.
Area Type: Other
Cycle Length: 70

Actuated Cycle Length: 64.5
Natural Cycle: 70

Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.87

Intersection Signal Delay: 21.0
Intersection Capacity Utilization 74.0%
Analysis Period (min) 15

A Cc B B
224 14.3 13.4
C B B
46 61.9 7.5 2.1
9.6 #160.4 226 9.1
444.3 339.1 315.3

30.0
306 929 406 393
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0.39 0.11

Intersection LOS: C
ICU Level of Service D

# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.

Splits and Phases:  10: Main & Remark

—> 04
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
PM Peak Hour, Background 2023

1688HVM

Lane Group: A =P kol Wbt WBT WBR NBL i NBR Sl
Lane Confi guratlons % b &P 4:)

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 156.0 0.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40
Leading Detector (m) 16.2 15.2 162 152 162 15.2 152 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 100 100 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.98

Frt 0.987 0.997 0.924 0.930

Fit Protected 0.950 0.950 0.981 0.992

Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1627 0 1705 1646 0 0 1381 0 0 1387 0
Flt Permitted 0.111 0.197 0.870 0.949

Satd. Flow (perm) 199 1627 0 354 1646 0 0 1220 0 0 1325 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 10 2 89 26
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 093 099 099 099 099 099
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48

Link Distance (m) 825.6 468.3 363.1 339.3

Travel Time (s) 61.9 35.1 27.2 254
Volume (vph) 27 596 56 105 742 16 59 9 87 7 15 24
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 0092 092 092 092 0.92
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 5%
Adj. Flow (vph) 29 648 60 114 807 17 64 10 95 8 16 26
Lane Group Flow (vph) 29 708 0 114 824 0 0 169 0 0 50 0
Turn Type pm+pt pm+pt Perm Perm

Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 40 40 4.0 40 40 40 40
Minimum Spilit (s) 8.0 220 80 220 220 220 220 220

Total Split (s) 80 400 00 80 400 00 220 220 00 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 34.0 40 340 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0

Yellow Time (s) 3.0 40 30 40 40 40 40 40
All-Red Time (s) 10 20 10 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag Lead Lag lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 30 30 30 30 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max

Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 5.0

Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Act Effct Green (s) 38.0 349 396 38.0 18.1 18.1
Actuated g/C Ratio 053 0.52 0.58 057 0.27 0.27

vic Ratio 0.15 0.83 040 0.88 0.43 0.13
Control Delay 75 244 98 278 15.0 13.3
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. 1688HVM
PM Peak Hour, Background 2023

f—»w(‘-kﬂff\l

LaneGrowp = ik _SB
Queue Delay 0.0 ; 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 75 244 98 278 15.0 13.3
LOS A C A C B B
Approach Delay 23.7 256 156.0 13.3
Approach LOS C C B B
Queue Length 50th (m) 1.3 731 52 696 8.3 2.4
Queue Length 95th (m) 3.7 #139.2 10.5#175.3 242 9.8
Internal Link Dist (m) 801.6 4443 339.1 315.3
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0 30.0

Base Capacity (vph) 189 863 282 938 393 376
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.15 0.40 0.43 0.13
Intersection Sun AT b
Area Type:

Cycle Length: 70
Actuated Cycle Length: 67.2
Natural Cycle: 75
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.88
Intersection Signal Delay: 23.6 Intersection LOS: C
Intersection Capacity Utilization 77.5% ICU Level of Service D
Analysis Period (min) 15
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.
Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.

Splits and Phases:  10: Main & Remark
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Main Street and Wigle Ave. ' 1688HVM
PM Peak Hour, Total 2023

LaneGroup = 1 - BBT EBR WBL W VB M L IND! ;

Lane Configurations % S & &

Ideal Flow (vphpl) 1775 1650 1650 1775 1650 1650 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550 1550
Storage Length (m) 15.0 0.0 300 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Storage Lanes 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Total Lost Time (s) 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 40 490
Leading Detector (m) 152 152 152 152 162 152 16.2 152
Trailing Detector (m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Turning Speed (k/h) 24 14 24 14 24 14 24 14
Lane Util. Factor 1.00 100 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00 100 1.00 1.00
Ped Bike Factor 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.98

Frt 0.987 0.997 0.926 0.930

Flt Protected 0.950 0.950 0.981 0.992

Satd. Flow (prot) 1705 1627 0 1705 1646 0 0 1384 0 0 1387 0
Fit Permitted 0.111 0.178 0.864 0.949

Satd. Flow (perm) 199 1627 0 319 1646 0 0 1214 0 0 1325 0
Right Turn on Red Yes Yes Yes Yes
Satd. Flow (RTOR) 10 2 84 26
Headway Factor 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099 099
Link Speed (k/h) 48 48 48 48

Link Distance (m) 825.6 468.3 363.1 339.3

Travel Time (s) 61.9 35.1 272 254
Volume (vph) 27 617 58 105 772 16 63 9 87 7 15 24
Confl. Peds. (#/hr) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Peak Hour Factor 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092 092
Heavy Vehicles (%) 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 0% 5%
Adj. Flow (vph) 29 671 63 114 839 17 68 10 95 8 16 26
Lane Group Flow (vph) 29 734 0 114 856 0 0 173 0 0 50 0
Turn Type pm-+pt pm-+pt Perm Perm

Protected Phases 7 4 3 8 2 6
Permitted Phases 4 8 2 6

Detector Phases 7 4 3 8 2 2 6 6
Minimum Initial (s) 40 40 40 40 40 4.0 40 40
Minimum Split (s) 8.0 220 8.0 220 220 220 220 220

Total Split (s) 80 400 00 80 400 00 220 220 00 220 220 0.0
Total Split (%) 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 11.4% 57.1% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0% 31.4% 31.4% 0.0%
Maximum Green (s) 40 34.0 40 34.0 16.0 16.0 16.0 16.0

Yellow Time (s) 3.0 4.0 3.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0 4.0
All-Red Time (s) 1.0 20 10 20 20 20 20 20
Lead/Lag Lead Lag Lead Lag

Lead-Lag Optimize? Yes Yes Yes Yes

Vehicle Extension (s) 30 30 30 30 30 30 3.0 3.0

Recall Mode None None None None Max Max Max Max

Walk Time (s) 5.0 5.0 5.0 50 5.0 5.0

Flash Dont Walk (s) 11.0 11.0 1.0 110 11.0 11.0
Pedestrian Calls (#/hr) 0 0 0 0 0 0

Act Effct Green (s) 39.2 36.0 40.7 39.1 18.0 18.0
Actuated g/C Ratio 054 053 058 0.57 0.26 0.26

vic Ratio 0.15 0.85 043 0.91 0.45 0.14
Control Delay 75 265 106 309 16.3 134
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Main Street and Wigle Ave.
PM Peak Hour, Total 2023

1688HVM

e S o VR U v <
LaneGroup = g Wi SBI
Queue Delay 0.0 ) 00 00 0.0 0.0
Total Delay 75 265 10.6 30.9 16.3 134
LOS A Cc B C B B
Approach Delay 25.8 28.5 16.3 134
Approach LOS C C B B
Queue Length 50th (m) 13 779 52 753 9.3 24
Queue Length 95th (m) 3.7 #1475 10.5 #185.1 257 9.8
Internal Link Dist (m) 801.6 444.3 339.1 315.3
Turn Bay Length (m) 15.0 30.0
Base Capacity (vph) 189 863 265 944 383 369
Starvation Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Spillback Cap Reductn 0 0 0 0 0 0
Storage Cap Reductn 0 0] 0 0 0 0
Reduced v/c Ratio 0.15 0.5 043 091 0.45 0.14
Intersection Smi | ‘ Yk
Area Type:
Cycle Length: 70
Actuated Cycle Length: 68.3
Natural Cycle: 80
Control Type: Semi Act-Uncoord
Maximum v/c Ratio: 0.91
Intersection Signal Delay: 26.0 Intersection LOS: C
Intersection Capacity Utilization 79.6% ICU Level of Service D
Analysis Period (min) 15
# 95th percentile volume exceeds capacity, queue may be longer.

Queue shown is maximum after two cycles.

Splits and Phases:  10: Main & Remark
5/11/2017 Synchro 6 Light Report
Green Light Consulting Page 2
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THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE

BY-LAW NUMBER 108-2017

Being a By-law to amend By-law No. 1-2014,
the Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Town of Kingsville

WHEREAS By-law No. 1-2014 is the Town's Comprehensive Zoning By-law to regulate the use of
land and the character, location and use of buildings and structures in the Town of Kingsville;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the Corporation of the Town of Kingsville deems it expedient and in
the best interest of proper planning to further amend By-law No. 1-2014 as herein provided;

AND WHEREAS there is an Official Plan in effect in the Town of Kingsville and this By-law is deemed
to be in conformity with the Town of Kingsville Official Plan;

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL FOR THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF KINGSVILLE
ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

1. That Subsection 6.4.1 RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTIONS is amended with the
addition of the following new subsection:

6.4.1.2 'RESIDENTIAL ZONE 4 URBAN EXCEPTION 2 (R4.1-2)
For lands shown as R4.1-2 on Map 67 (Lansdowne Ave) Schedule “A” of this By-law.

a) Permitted Uses

Those uses permitted under Section 6.4.1
Neighbourhood Commercial uses

b) Permitted Buildings and Structures

Two Apartment Buildings — (maximum 60 units per building)
A Medical Clinic

Office

Personal Service Shop

Accessory Retail or Pharmacy

Buildings and structures accessory to the Main Use

C) Zone Provisions

i) Provisions of the (R4.1) shall apply
i) Notwithstanding the zone provisions of (R4.1) the following regulations shall apply to
lands zoned (R4.1-2):

i) Maximum Permitted Height — 22 m
i) North Lot Line Setback — equal to the height of the building

2. Schedule "A", Map 67 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol on
lands known municipally as Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 ED and locally known as 200 Main St. E.,
as shown on Schedule 'A' in cross-hatch attached hereto from ‘Residential Zone 1 Urban, (R1.1)' to
'Residential Zone 4 Exception 2, (R4.1-2)".
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3. This by-law shall come into force and take effect from the date of passing by Council and shall
come into force in accordance with Section 34 of the Planning Act.

READ A FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME AND FINALLY PASSED THIS 23 day of October,
2017.

NELSON SANTOS, MAYOR

JENNIFER ASTROLOGO, CLERK
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Schedule 'A’
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Part of Lot 2, Concession 1 ED ’\ sters
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Zoning By-law Amendment ZBA/02/16 N

Schedule "A", Map 67 of By-law 1-2014 is hereby amended by changing the zone symbol
as shown on Schedule 'A’ in cross-hatch attached hereto from

‘Residential Zone 1 Urban - holding (R1.1(h)' to 'Residential Zone 4 Urban Exception 2
(R4.1-2)'
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September 11, 2017

Mr. Robert Brown

Manager of Planning &
Development Services

Town of Kingsville

2021 Division Road N.

Kingsville, ON

NOY 2Y9

Dear Mr. Brown:

Re: Application for Zoning By-law Amendment ZBA/02/16

As | will be unable to attend the September 19 and October 23 meetings in regard to this
application, I would like to provide this written submission.

I have a number of concerns about the rezoning of the lands near Applewood
Rd/Woodycrest to permit the development of 2 condos with up to 120 units. My
concerns are as follows:

1. The proximity of these buildings to the homes on the south side of Applewood
and Woodycrest. | believe these buildings will overshadow these homes for a significant
portion of the day. They will also lose privacy due to the balconies overlooking their
backyards.

2. I am concerned that these buildings will have sewer holding tanks similar to what
was proposed for the 95 unit building at Main and Jasperson. It is my opinion that
holding tanks are not suitable to deal with the town's current infrastructure limitations.
The infrastructure needs to be corrected before these developments proceed. We
shouldn't have a town that is built upon basically over-sized septic tanks! It seems
ludicrous to be going in this direction with such large developments. If the application
proceeds and holding tanks are included and approved and there is a failure that affects
our homes, what is the town prepared to guarantee as rectification for us at the town's
expense?

3. Water pressure - what written assurances can we receive that the water pressure to
our homes will not be affected? What is the town prepared to do for us if it is affected?

4. Excessive traffic flow on Applewood - with 120 units there will be a minimum of
240 people coming and going throughout the day. Applewood already has significant
traffic due to its proximity to Main and Jasperson. Even though adults 50+ are being
targeted, we're an active age group and most leave our homes at least once a day and
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usually more frequently. At a minimum that is 240 vehicles per day as people leave and
return to their condos. Some of these units will also have 2 vehicles coming and going
and will make multiple trips for shopping and recreational activities. Also we're not all
snowbirds! In addition to the tenants there will be the traffic of their friends and family
and those using Woodycrest to access the Medical Clinic. Rather than routing all of this
traffic onto Woodycrest and Applewood, a better long-term solution would be to
negotiate a secondary access road through the Kingsville High property to Main St. The
school is slated to close and the timing of both could be coordinated. When the high
school closes that piece of property will become available. Whatever it is redeveloped
into should be coordinated with this property so that traffic will not come onto
Woodycrest and Applewood. Now is the time to redirect all of the associated traffic onto
Main St. rather than through a residential area. If Main St. can't handle the traffic then
these intense developments should be located further from this area.

If the application proceeds and emergency access is the reason given for an
entrance from Woodycrest then limit it with electronic gates only accessible by
emergency vehicles.

5. Parking - another problem that | foresee is overflow parking onto Applewood and
Woodycrest. Even though the apartment buildings will have some visitor parking, it is
likely to be insufficient, especially around holiday times. Visitors will not park near the
Medical Clinic when the shortest distance to walk is going to be from Applewood and
Woodycrest. Parking in this area will also cause congestion at the corner and increased
potential for accidents.

I trust that my comments and concerns will be taken into consideration when this
application is addressed at the open house and subsequently by Council.

Sincerely,

Janice Kubiak
214 Applewood Rd.
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 11, 2017

To: Mayor and Council

Author: Linda Brohman, Tax Collector

2R(I)E0 Tax Adjustments Under Sections 357 and 358 of the Municipal Act,
1

Report No.: FS-2017-17

AIM

Obtain council authorization to process property tax adjustments for the 2015, 2016 and
2017 tax year under Sections 357 and 358 of the Municipal Act.

BACKGROUND

Under Section 357 of the Municipal Act ratepayers are entitled to a property tax adjustment for
the current year and one year prior for the following reasons:

Property became exempt.

Property is deemed damaged and substantially unusable due to fire, demolition or
otherwise.

Repairs or renovations prevented normal use (minimum 3 months).

Tax classification change or change in use.

Property became vacant or excess land.

Mobile unit was removed.

Gross or manifest error occurred in the preparation of the assessment roll.

VVVVY VYV

Under Section 358 of the Municipal Act, ratepayers are entitled to a property tax adjustment for two
years prior resulting from an overcharge caused by a gross manifest error in the preparation of the
assessment roll that is clerical or factual in nature.

DISCUSSION

The properties on the attached listing have applied for a tax reduction under Sections 357 and
358 of the Municipal Act.
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LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

Not Applicable

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
The municipal portion of the expense is $7,055.92, which is within the 2017 budget limits.
CONSULTATIONS

The Municipal Property Assessment Corporation has reviewed each application and
provided assessment information to aid in the tax adjustment calculation.

RECOMMENDATION

Council authorize tax reductions totaling $18,147.95 for the 2017 taxation year.

Linda Brohmowy

Linda Brohman, BBA
Tax Collector

Sondrav Zwiers

Sandra Zwiers, MAcc CPA, CA
Director of Financial Services

Peggy Vo Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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TOWN OF KINGSVILLE SECTION 357 & 358 APPLICATIONS

LISTING OF PROPERTIES ELIGIBLE FOR REBATE - October 2017

MUNICIPAL COUNTY EDUCATION TAX

ROLL NUMBER | MUNICIPAL ADDRESS TAXES TAXES TAXES BIA TOTAL REFUND | YEAR | SECTION REASON FOR WRITE-OFF
050-000-00700 175 Pineway Park S 12365 | S 90.75 | S 39.00 S 253.40 | 2015 358 [Structures Demolished
050-000-00700 175 Pineway Park S 12871 | S 9238 | S 37.60 S 258.69 | 2016 358  [Structures Demolished
180-000-04900 103 Park St S 2,680.10 | § 1,923.67 | S 5,218.01 S 9,821.78 2016 357 Change Assessment to Exempt
260-000-02400 351 Lakeview Ave S 23760 | S 169.23 | S 64.51 S 471.34 2017 357 Pool Demolished
270-000-03201 690 Heritage Rd S 1,375.10 [ S 987.00 | $ - S 2,362.10 | 2016 357 |Dog Park Portion Became Exempt
270-000-11200 442 Waterview Rd S 92.73 | S 66.04 | S 25.18 S 183.95 2017 357 House Demolished
280-000-09000 1501 Heritage Rd S 45.01 | S 3206 | S 12.22 S 89.29 | 2017 357 House Demolished
310-000-00600 1335 Graham Sd Rd S 40.46 | $ 28.82 (S 10.99 S 80.27 | 2017 357 Garage Demolished
380-000-00200 1182 Road 2 W S 64222 | S 45739 (S 174.36 S 1,273.97 | 2017 357 House Demolished
560-000-02420 11 William St S 162.84 | S 11598 | S 44.21 S 323.03 2017 357 Pool Demolished
560-000-09700 314 County Rd 34 E S 94939 | S 676.17 | S 257.76 S 1,883.32 | 2017 357 |House and Garage Demolished
600-000-04202 218 County Rd 34 W S 578.11 (S 411.74 | S 156.96 S 1,146.81 | 2017 357 House Demolished

TOTAL $ 7,05592|$ 5,051.23 (S 6,040.80 | $ S 18,147.95 )

e

122




2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 11, 2017

To: Mayor and Council

Author: Linda Brohman, Tax Collector

RE: Uncollectable Property Tax Write Off Under Section 354 of the

Municipal Act, 2001

Report No.: FS-2017-16

AIM

Request council authorization to write off uncollectable tax receivable balances on
properties for which the owner cannot be located and the tax sale process is inappropriate.
These write offs will ensure accurate receivable balances are reported on financial
statements.

BACKGROUND
Section 354 of the Municipal Act, 2001 allows for the write off of property taxes under
certain circumstances.

Section 354.2(a) allows the Treasurer of a local municipality to remove taxes from the roll
if the council of the local municipality, on the recommendation of the Treasurer, writes off
the taxes as uncollectible.

Section 354.4(b) permits the local municipality to write off taxes without conducting a tax
sale provided the Treasurer includes a written explanation of why conducting a tax sale
would be ineffective or inappropriate.

DISCUSSION

The Assessment Act mandates all property be assessed. In some cases the Municipal
Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC) is forced to place a nominal value of $10,000 or
less on small strips of vacant land that seem worthless. Neither the Town nor MPAC has
the authority to change the assessed value to nil.

Assuming the abutting property owners would be interested in purchasing these parcels,
the Town is not in a position to offer them for sale as the Town is not the legal owner. In
order to offer property to abutting land owners the municipality would first have to conduct
an unsuccessful tax sale to vest the property in the municipality’s name. Considering the
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high cost of conducting a tax sale (approximately $3,000 per property) and the low value of
the subject properties it is impractical to proceed with tax sales in these instances.

The tax rolls in question and the proposed write off are summarized in the table below.

School Total

Roll Number Municipal Address Municipal County Boards Write Off
130-000-07950 THORNCREST REAR 21.10 15.03 5.73 41.86
130-000-08110 THORNCREST REAR 25.05 17.84 6.80 49.69
180-000-01550 SIS ERIE ST 24.39 17.37 6.62 48.38
270-000-37401 CEDAR CREEK S/S 16.32 11.62 4.43 32.37
270-000-37901 CEDAR CREEK S/S 7.58 5.40 2.06 15.04
300-000-31501 COUNTY RD 34 10.22 7.28 2.77 20.27
300-000-31502 COUNTY RD 34 41.21 29.35 11.19 81.75
310-000-09901 ORCHARD BLVD 49.45 35.22 13.43 98.10

TOTAL 19532 | 13911 | 53.03 |(387.46)

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN
Not Applicable

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
The municipal portion of the write off expense is $195.32, which is within the 2017 budget
limits.

CONSULTATIONS
The Director of Financial Services was consulted and is in agreement with the write off of
the uncollectable taxes listed in the table above.

RECOMMENDATION
It is recommended that Council authorize tax write offs totaling $387.46.

Linda Brohunoaw

Linda Brohman, BBA
Tax Collector

Sandvav Zwiery
Sandra Zwiers MAcc CPA, CA
Director of Financial Services

Peggy Vo Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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2 v ey - 2021 Division Road North

Kingsville, Ontario N9Y 2Y9

(519) 733-2305

\ www.kingsville.ca

ONTAR|Q Kngsvilleworks@kingsvilie.ca

Date: October 10, 2017

To: Mayor and Council

Author: Linda Brohman, Tax Collector

RE: Vacancy Rebate Public Consultation Results and Recommendation

Report No.: FS-2017-18

AlIM

To provide council with results of the public consultation and to request council to support
the elimination of the Vacant Unit Property Tax Rebate Program in Essex County, and
request Essex County Council to seek approval from the Minister of Finance to enact a
Regulation for Essex County to eliminate this Program, commencing for the 2018 taxation
year.

BACKGROUND

At the May 23, 2017 council meeting, report FS-2017-008 was brought before council and
the following motion was approved:

Motion 383-2017: Moved by G. Queen, seconded by S. Mclintyre:

Council approves Administration to proceed, in principle, on a collective basis with the
County Tax Collectors and Treasurers group to conduct a county wide public consultation
session to propose the elimination of the Vacancy Rebate Program in Essex County
effective for the 2018 taxation year.

DISCUSSION

A public input session was held on September 27, 2017 seeking feedback from property
owners in regards to the elimination of the Vacancy Unit Property Tax Rebate Program.
Additional feedback was also gathered through an online survey. The open house and
survey were promoted by the County of Essex, and municipalities of Amherstburg, Essex,
Kingsville, Leamington, Lasalle, Lakeshore, and Tecumseh. Representatives from each
municipality attended the open house to answer any questions or concerns.

The open house and survey were promoted as follows:
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- Posted on County of Essex website Sept. 18 - Oct. 02
- Advertisement in the following publications the week of Sept. 18:

o LaSalle Post
Rivertown Times
South Point Sun
Essex Free Press
Lakeshore News
Shoreline News
Kingsville Reporter

0 O O O O O

- County of Essex News Notification: Sept. 18

- 6 County of Essex Social Media Postings Sept. 18 - 29

- Facebook ad ran for 6 days — 4500 people reached, 82 link clicks (to County Of
Essex website) and 5 ‘shares’ (folks shared the ad to their own personal pages).

- Posted on Town of Kingsville website Sept. 25 — 27

- Kingsville Facebook and Twitter posts on Sept. 20 & Sept. 25

- Letter emailed directly to Kingsville BIA members on Sept. 20

One business owner, who was not from Kingsville, attended the open house. Kingsville
did not receive any phone calls during the consultation period. The County received 2
emails and 32 survey responses. In summary, the survey responses showed the
respondents felt the Vacant Unit Tax Rebate program impact on them was:

Not Important — 17
Neutral — 3
Somewhat Important — 2

Very Important/Extremely Important — 10

One survey response mentioned Kingsville specifically, and the comment was in favour of

eliminating the program.

The main issues in eliminating the program and counterpoints are summarized below:

Responses Received through Survey

Counterpoints

The program provides financial relief to
owners to offset loss of rental revenues

Rebate program can discourage seasonal
renting of commercial space (less than one
year) and market driven rates

Rebate programs that provide incentive for
vacancy can be seen as counterproductive
to other incentive programs that encourage
occupancy and growth

Some properties receive vacancy rebate
year after year which suggest the program
isn’t addressing the main reason why the
property is vacant

Elimination would discourage investment in
commercial/industrial properties

Can contribute to speculative investment
purchases that finance a period of vacancy
longer than would otherwise be the case
without the rebate program

The commercial tax rates are too high

Commercial and Industrial properties are
taxed at a higher rate to account for their
income potential
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Taxes in Kingsville are among the lowest in
the County

Businesses can write off property taxes
against income for income tax purposes

It takes time to change the site specific The Planning Act regulates the policies and
zoning of a property procedures to change the zoning of a
property. Itis a public process in which
input from other agencies and the public are
sought. The municipality must follow the
legislation.

Assessment is based on the actual use of
the land, not necessarily the zoning of the
land.

The majority of the feedback received concluded the Program’s impact was “Not
Important” or “Neutral”.

The Town of Kingsville is currently working on a Community Improvement Plan. The CIP
has its own set of incentive programs to help commercial and industrial businesses. The
goal is to help businesses improve existing structures which would help to eliminate
vacancies.

The decision of the County Tax Collectors and Treasurers is to request our respective
councils to support elimination of the vacancy rebate program. The next step would be for
councils to request Essex County Council to seek approval from the Minister of Finance to
enact a Regulation for Essex County to eliminate the program commencing with the 2018
taxation year.

LINK TO STRATEGIC PLAN

To develop an economic vision based on our strengths and opportunities that will retain
existing and attract new businesses.

To encourage leadership and management that will provide the direction to achieve our
goals and maximize the effectiveness of our strategies.

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

The elimination of the vacancy rebate program would reduce tax write off expense by
approximately $6,500 annually. The opportunity cost of staff resources assigned to
the processing of applications and issuance of rebate cheques for the current
program amounts to approximately $1,250 annually. The first year the Town would
see these savings would be in 2019. Council has the ability to apply these savings
towards implementing CIP incentives in 2019.

CONSULTATIONS

County Tax Collectors and Treasurers
Karen Wettlaufer, BIA Coordinator
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RECOMMENDATION

That council approve the elimination of the Vacant Unit Property Tax Rebate Program in
Essex County, and request Essex County Council to seek approval from the Minister of
Finance to enact a Regulation for Essex County to eliminate this Program, commencing
for the 2018 taxation year.

Linda Brohwmowy
Linda Brohman, BBA
Tax Collector

Sandrav Zwiers
Sandra Zwiers, MAcc CPA, CA
Director of Financial Services

Peggy Vo Mierlo-West
Peggy Van Mierlo-West, C.E.T.
Chief Administrative Officer
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Agenda

 Welcome
* Vacant Unit Property Tax Rebate Program
* Provincial Amendments

* Current Program Challenge and
Considerations

* Program Costs
* Future Program Options
* Next Steps
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Welcome

* The County of Essex and all seven local
municipalities in Essex County are considering
the merits of the Vacant Unit Property Tax
Rebate Program.

 We are soliciting feedback from commerecial,
industrial and residential property owners

 There are three ways for you to provide your
feedback on the proposed changes:

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.caA131



Public Consultation Meeting

 We invite anyone attending the Open House
to provide your comments to a representative

from the municipality in which your business
is located.

* Printed copies of the survey are available for
you to complete at the Open House.

* Workstations have been setup at the Open
House to complete the survey online.

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.ON.cA132



Online Survey

* You may provide comments through an Online
Survey

* Visit: countyofessex.on.ca

* Links to survey also available on Essex County
local municipalities websites

* Survey results will be accepted until end of
day, September 30th, 2017

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.ca133



E-mail Comments

* You may provide comments by e-mailing them
to info@countyofessex.on.ca until September
30th, 2017

County of
— Essex ...




Overview

* Introduced in 2001, the Vacant Unit Property
Tax Rebate Program provides property tax

relief to owners of vacant commercial and
industrial buildings.

* Local municipalities are mandated to have a
program to provide tax rebates to owners of

commercial or industrial property who have
vacant portions.

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.ca135



Overview (cont’d)

* Property owners may apply to the municipality for a tax
rebate for periods of vacancy.

* For commercial or industrial buildings to be eligible, the
property or a portion of the property must be vacant for a
period of at least ninety (90) consecutive days.

* Applicants are also required to meet specific municipal
evidentiary requirements that must be satisfied for the owner
to be entitled to the rebate.

* The current rebate percentage amount for vacant commercial
space is 30% and vacant industrial space is 35%.

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.ON.cA136




Provincial Amendments

* |n 2016, the Province, in consultation with municipal and
business stakeholders, undertook a review of the vacant unit
property tax rebate program.

* The review was initiated in response to municipal concerns of
any unintended implications this may have for local
economies.

* On November 14, 2016, the Province released its Fall
Economic Statement which provided municipalities with
broader flexibility to tailor the Vacant Unit Rebate program to
reflect community needs and circumstances.

County of
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Local Municipal Government

Review

e Staff reports for local municipal Councils
consideration were presented as follows:

— Amherstburg — June 12, 2017
— Essex —June 5, 2017

— Kingsville — May 12, 2017

— Lakeshore —June 13, 2017

— LaSalle — June 5, 2017

— Leamington — May 23, 2017

— Tecumseh — September 12, 2017
County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.cA138



Council Direction

e All seven local municipal Councils, as well as
Essex County Council, directed
Administration(s) to seek feedback on
proposed changes

* To report back to local Councils and County
Council in the Fall, with recommendations,
following a review of the feedback received

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.ca139



Current Program Challenges and
Considerations

* Vacancy allowance, chronic vacancy and/or reduced income due to vacant
space are factors considered and adjusted for, when establishing the
individual property assessments for the property, as established by
Municipal Property Assessment Corporation (MPAC). When a vacancy
rebate is granted, on top of the CVA considerations provided for with the
property assessment, this can be viewed as “double-dipping”.

* The 90 day continuous vacancy requirement can discourage landlords
from seeking and/or accepting short-term, pop-up and/or seasonal
rentals.

* No guarantee that tax savings from the rebate program will be used to
increase rental viability — can be counterproductive to other incentive
programs which encourage redevelopment and occupancy growth like
Community Improvement Plans.

County of
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Current Program Challenges and
Considerations (cont’d)

* This is a business benefit that is largely
subsidized by the residential class

 This is not a benefit which is afforded to other

property classes which may experience a form
of vacancy from time-to-time, such as

residential or multi-residential properties

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.oN.cal41



2016 Program Statistics

Municipality Number of % of Repeat Total Program Cost
Applications (multiple year) in 2016 (Municipal
Approved in 2016 Applications + County + School
Received in 2016 Board)
Amherstburg 12 75% $54,536
Essex 13 93% $24,443
Kingsville 6 83% $10,580
Lakeshore 21 80% $68,689
LaSalle 14 71% $67,732
Leamington 29 83% $48,549
Tecumseh 24 79% $105,439
Total 129 $379,968

| . County of
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Future Program Options

 The County of Essex and our seven local municipalities are
considering the options now available to make changes to the
Vacant Unit Property Unit Tax Rebate Program

* Options available under the legislation include:
— Status Quo
— Phase-out of Program
— Set new Eligibility Criteria
— Class Fund Program
— Impose Fee to Assist with Cost of Administering Program
— Eliminate Program

County of
f Essex COUNTYOFESSEX.ON.ca143




Status Quo

* No change to existing program
—Annual applications

* 30% rebate for eligible vacant space
within commercial buildings

* 35% rebate for eligible vacant space
within industrial buildings

County of
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Phase Out Program (1-3 yrs).

* Program would be phased-out over three years with a
declining benefit each year

* Program would not be offered in the fourth year and beyond

Application Year Tax Year Rebate Percentage
(Comm/Ind)

Year 1 2018 2019 30% / 35%
Year 2 2019 2020 20% / 25%
Year 3 2020 2021 10% / 15%
Year 4 2021 2022 0% (Exit Program)
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Eligibility Criteria

* Establish new eligibility criteria, in addition to
90 day vacancy requirement

— Limit program to one type of building/structure
i.e. new office developments
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Class Fund Program

* All costs of the program, as well as the
rebates, will be borne by the commercial and
industrial classes alone

* Realigning cost of the program so that the
residential class and multi-residential classes
are no longer burdened

* The funding methodology of this option would
need to be developed with both the County
and Province
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Impose Administration Fee

* The costs to administer the Vacant Unit
Property Tax Rebate program are fairly
significant.

* Site inspections may be necessary to validate
period of vacancy.

 Fees to recover the cost of Administration of
the Applications could be imposed.
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Elimination of Current Program

* This option would conclude the Vacant Unit
Property Tax Rebate