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Just Nortli Enough to be F'EREECT 

Regular Meeting of Council 
March 18, 2013 

at 7:00p.m. 



Monday, March 18, 2013 7:00p.m. Regular Meeting of Council 
Council Chambers, 2nd Floor 



THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 
REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL HELD 

MONDAY, MARCH 18TH, 2013 

PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS: 

PUBLIC MEETING MINUTES: 

Monday, March 4, 2013 

COMMITTEE REPORTS: 

General Government Committee Report No. 2013-13 
Community Services Committee Report No. 2013-05 

CORRESPONDENCE: 

1. Accounts for November 2012 (Fi4/20i2/EOIR/GENERAL). 

2. Accounts for December 2012 (F14/2012/EOIR/GENERAL). 

3. Accounts for January 2013 (F14/2013/EOIR/GENERAL). 

4. Letter from Grannittis Ristorante dated February 28, 2013 requesting an 
Extension to Liquor License - 540 Lakeshore Drive 
(P09/2013/LICEN/LIQUOR). 

5. Report from Grant Love dated February 27, 2013 re Ministry of Natural 
Resources re Forest Fire Management Agreement Renewal 
(L04/2013/MNR/FORFIRE). 

6. Report from Peter Carella dated March 5, 2013 re Rezoning application by 
Conseil Scolaire Catholique Franco Nord - 152 Greenwood Avenue 
(D14/2013/CSDCF/152GREENWOOD). 

7. Report from Peter Carella dated March 7, 2013 re Rezoning application by 
Goodridge Planning & Surveying Limited on behalf of Tim Falconi & Carlo 
Guido - 715 High Street (D14/2013/FALGU/715HIGHS). 

8. Report from Peter Carella dated March 7, 2013 re Rezoning application by 
Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. on behalf of Nu-North Development Ltd. and 
Marcel Deschamps- Lakeshore Drive (D14/2013/NUNOR/LSD). 
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9. Report from Angela Cox dated March 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No.'s 6108RD - Sidewalk Replacement Program & 6104RD -
Pedestrian Safety Program including New Sidewalks 
(F05/2013/ROADS/610804RD). 

10. Report from Angela Cox dated February 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 3312SS - WWTP - Redundant Transformer Switch Gear and 
Feeds (F05/2013/WWTP/3312SS). 

11. Report from Angela Cox dated February 11, 2013 re 2013 Capital 
Budget Project No. 6141 WS - Hydrant and Water Valve Rehabilitation 
Program (FOS/2013/ROADS/6141 WS). 

12. Report from Peter Carella dated March 11, 2013 re Exemption from the 
Plan of Condominium by Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. - 383 Aubrey Street 
(D07 /2013/COND0/383AUBRE). 

13. Report from Grant Love dated March 12, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6062FD - Fire Facilities Management Program 
(FOS/20 13/FIRE/6062FD). 

14. Report from Christina iviurphy dated jviarch 8, 2013 re Smoking By-Law, 
Restaurant and Bar Patio Amendment (C00/2013/BYLAW/SMOKING). 

15. Report from Sharon Kitlar dated March 13, 2013 re Smoke Free By-Law 
Amendment- Municipal Parks (C00/2013/BYLAW/SMOKING). 

16. Report from Angela Cox dated March 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6105RD - Road Culvert Replacement & Rehabilitation 
Program (F05/2013/ROADS/6105RD). 

17. Report from Angela Cox dated March 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6106RD - Rural Road Rehabilitation Program 
(F05/2013/ROADS/6106RD). 

18. Report from Angela Cox dated March 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6109RD - Bridge Rehabilitation Program 
(F05/2013/ROADS/6109RD). 

19. Report from Angela Cox dated March 7, 2013 re 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6147RD Design Work- Next Year's Projects 
(F05/2013/ROADS/6147RD). 

20. Report from Lorraine Rochefort dated March 6, 2013 re 2013 Tax 
Capping Policy (F22/2013/TAXR/GENERAL). 
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21. Report from Jennifer McDonald 1 Laura Boissonneault dated March 13, 
2013 re Capital Projects Status Report- December 31, 2012 
(F05/2012/CPSR/GENERAL). 

22. Report from Jerry Knox dated March 12, 2013 re Request from Canadore 
College- i\lew Student Residence (L04/2013/CANA/DEVCHRG). 

23. Report from Peter Chirico dated March 14, 2013 re Memorial Gardens and 
OHL Franchise Relocation (L04/2012/LEASE/BBHC). 

BY-LAWS FOR CONSIDERATION: 

General Government - First, second and third readings: 

By-Law No. 2013-17 to confirm proceedings of the Meeting of Council on March 
4, 2013. 

By-Law No. 2013-44 to authorize the Integrated Software Solution Project. 

By-Law No. 2013-45 to authorize the 2013 Capitol Centre Budget Allocation. 

By-Law No. 2013-46 to authorize the 2013 North Bay-Mattawa Conservation 
Authority Capital Budget Allocation. 

By-Law No. 2013-47 to authorize the 2013 North Bay Police Services Capital 
Budget Allocation. 

By-Law No. 2013-48 to authorize the 2013 North Bay Public Library Capital 
Budget Allocation. 

By-Law No. 2013-49 to authorize the Replacement of the Return Sludge Pumps 
and Controls at the Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-50 to authorize the Waste Water Treatment Plant Electrical 
Upgrades. 

By-Law No. 2013-51 to authorize the Repair and Replacement of the Raw 
Sewage Pumping Station at the Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-52 to authorize the Upgrade of the Aeration System at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-53 to authorize the Upgrade of the Methane Gas System at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-54 to authorize the Major Valve Replacement Program at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant. 
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By-Law No. 2013-55 to authorize the Structural Repairs at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-56 to authorize the Repair and Replacement of Fencing, Brick 
Veneer, Landscaping Upgrades at the Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-57 to authorize the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement 
Program (Roads and Traffic Division). 

By-Law No. 2013-58 to authorize the Boiler Room Upgrades at the Sanitary 
Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-59 to authorize the Installation of a Backup Generator at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant. 

By-Law No. 2013-60 to authorize the Sanitary Sewer Upsize (Gertrude and 
Whitney Streets). 

By-Law No. 2013-61 to authorize the Sanitary Sewer Plant Rehabilitation 
Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-62 to authorize the Digester and Grit Removai Ongoing 
Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-63 to authorize the Ongoing Improvements at the Sanitary 
Sewer Plant and Pump Station. 

By-Law No. 2013-64 to authorize the Water and Sewer Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-65 to authorize the Central City Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-66 to authorize the North Bay Jack Garland Airport Regular 
Repairs and Maintenance Program. 

Community Services - First, second and third readings: 

By-Law No. 2013-67 to appoint a Municipal Weed Inspector for 2013. 

MOTIONS: 

MOTION TO ADJOURN IN-CAMERA: 

IN-CAMERA CORRESPONDENCE: 

24. Confidential report from Jerry Knox dated March 6, 2013 re Property 
Matter. 
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25. Confidential report from Peter Chirico dated March 12, 2013 re Property 
Matter. 

MOTION TO RECONVENE: 

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION: 

GIVING NOTICE: 

ADJOURNMENT: 
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING 
OF CITY COUNCIL 

HELD MONDAY, MARCH 4TH, 2013 

PRESENT: Mayor McDonald, Councillors Lawlor, Anthony, Bain, Vaillancourt, Mayne, 
Mendicino, Campbell, Koziol 

PUBLIC PRESENTATIONS: 

Nil 

CORRESPONDENCE: 

2190372 Ontario Inc. re Rezoning application - Johnston Road (122) 
& 1340791 Ontario Ltd. 

1794504 Ontario Inc. re Rezoning application - 2 Sunset Boulevard (123) 

REPORTS FROM OFFICERS: 

Bellehumeur, R. re 2013 Community Services Capital Budget 
Project No. 6123PR, Central City 
Rehabilitation Program (146) 

Carella, P. re Official Plan Amendment & Rezoning 
Application - Daniel Bryer & George Franko 
- 2677 Trout Lake Road (119) 

Carella, P. re Official Plan Amendment & Rezoning 
Application - Trout Lake Mall Inc. 
- 2653 Trout Lake Road (120) 

Carella, P. re Rezoning application - Paul William Turcotte 
- 295 Carmichael Drive (121) 

Chirico, P. re 2013 Capital Budget Project - 6130AT-
North Bay Jack Garland Airport- 2013 
Regular Repairs/Maintenance (147) 

Cox, A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3307SS-
WWTP - Return Sludge Pumps and Controls 
- Replacement (130) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3308SS -
WWTP - Electrical Upgrades (131) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3309SS -
WWTP - Raw Sewage Pumping Station (132) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3310SS -
WWTP - Upgrade Aeration System (133) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3311SS -
WWTP - Methane Gas System Upgrades (134) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3313SS -
WWTP - Major Valve Replacement Program (135) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3314SS-
WWTP - Structural Repairs (136) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3315SS -
WWTP -Aesthetics, Fencing and Brick 
Veneer (137) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 6100FL-
Vehicle & Equipment Replacement Program, 
Roads & Traffic Division (On-going) (138) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3316SS -
WWTP - Boiler Room Upgrades (139) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3317SS-
WWTP - Backup Generation (140) 

; 
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- 2- March 4, 2013 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 3406SS -
Sanitary Sewer Upsize - Gertrude & Whitney 
Streets (141) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 4001SS -
WWTP Rehabilitation Program (142) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 613955 -
Digester & Grit Removal Ongoing Program (143) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 6140SS-
Sanitary Sewage Plant & Pump Station 
Ongoing (144) 

Cox. A. re 2013 Capital Budget Project 6142WS/SS -
Water & Sewer Rehabilitation Ongoing 
Program (145) 

Hillier, B. re Request to Close an Unopened Portion of 
Road Allowance - Surrey Drive (124) 

Karpenko, M. re Integrated Software Solution 2013 Capital 
Budget Allocation (125) 

Karpenko, M. re 2013 Assessment Analysis & Tax Policy 
Review (149) 

Karpenko, M. re 2013 Development Charges (150) 
Kilgour, I. re Appointment of Municipal Weed Inspector 

2013 (148) 
Lang, A. re Capitol Centre 2013 Capital Budget Allocation (126) 
Lang, A. re North Bay Mattawa Conservation Authority 

2013 Capital Budget Allocation (127) 
Lang, A. re North Bay Police Services 2013 Capital 

Budget Allocation (128) 
Lang, A. re North Bay Public Library 2013 Capital Budget 

Allocation (129) 
McDonald, J. re 2013 Board of Management for the 

Downtown Improvement Area - 2013 Budget (154) 
Valenti, P. re Electronic Records & Document Management 

System (151) 
Valenti, P. re Request for Proposal 2013-04, Memorial 

Gardens Addition & Renovation (152) 
Valenti, P. re Request for Proposal 2012-91, North Bay 

Waterfront Commercial Attraction Feasibility 
Study (153) 

Res. #2013-118: Moved by Councillor Bain, seconded by Councillor Vaillancourt 
That minutes for the public meeting held on: 

- Tuesday, February 19, 2013 

be adopted as presented. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-119: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the recommendation from the Planning Advisory Committee 
regarding the Official Plan Amendment and Rezoning application by 
Miller & Urso Surveying Inc., on behalf of Daniel Bryer and George 
Franko - 2677 Trout Lake Road be referred to the Community Services 
Committee for a Public Meeting. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #20f3-120: Moved·by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the recommendation from the Planning Advisory Committee 
regarding the Official Plan Amendment and Rezoning application by 
Miller & Ursa Surveying Inc., on behalf of Trout Lake Mall Inc. -2653 
Trout Lake Road be referred to the Community Services Committee for 
a Public Meeting. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-121: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the recommendation from the Planning Advisory Committee 
regarding the Rezoning application by Miller & Ursa Surveying Inc., on 
behalf of Paul William Turcotte - 295 Carmichael Drive be referred to 
the Community Services Committee for a Public Meeting. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-122: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the Rezoning application by Tunnock Consulting Ltd. on behalf of 
2190372 Ontario Inc. & 1340791 Ontario Ltd. - Johnston Road be 
received. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-123: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 

Res. #2013-124: 

That the Rezoning application by Miller & Ursa Surveying Inc. on behalf 
of 1794504 Ontario Inc.- 2 Sunset Boulevard be received. 

"CARRIED" 

Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That 1) the application by the Miller and Ursa Surveying Inc. to 

close an Unopened Portion of Road Allowance (Surrey Drive) 
as shown on Schedule 'A' attached to Report to Council 
CSBU 2013-30 dated February 25, 2013 be approved; 

2) Council declare that section of Surrey Drive Road Allowance 
as shown on Schedule 'A' attached to Report to Council 
CSBU 2013-30 as surplus; 

3) the closure of the road allowance be subject to the granting 
of any required easements; 

4) the Chief Administrative Officer be authorized by Council to 
initiate normal closure procedures for the subject road 
allowance; and 

5) the closure of the road allowance not be finalized until the 
Surrey Drive Phase 3 Plan of Subdivision be granted Final 
Approval from City Council. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-125: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the 2013 Integrated Software Solution Capital 
Project, being Capital Project No. 3205GG, at a net debenture cost of 
$50,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #201:5-126: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the 2013 Capitol Centre Capital Projects, 
being Capital Project No. 61350C, at a net debenture cost of 
$179,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-127: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the 2013 North Bay Mattawa Conservation 
Authority Capital Projects, being Capital Project No. 6136CA, at a net 
debenture cost of $552,880.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-128: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the 2013 North Bay Police Services Capital 
Projects, being Capital Project No. 6137PD, at a net debenture cost of 
$347,795.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-129: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the 2013 North Bay Public Library Capital 
Projects, being Capital Project No. 6138LB, at a net debenture cost of 
$260,400.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-130: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the replacement of the return sludge pumps 
and controls at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3307SS, at a net debenture 
cost of $75,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-131: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the Waste Water Treatment Plant electrical 
upgrades for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works 
Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget 
Project No. 3308SS, at a net debenture cost of $175,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-132: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the repair and replacement of the raw 
sewage pumping station at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3309SS, at 
a net debenture cost of $225,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #2013':.133: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the upgrade of the aeration system including 
blowers, HVAC and diffusers at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3310SS, at 
a net debenture cost of $100,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-134: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the upgrade of the methane gas system at 
the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital 
Budget Project No. 3311SS, at a net debenture cost of $75,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-135: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the replacement of various valves at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services and 
Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital 
Budget Project No. 3313SS, at a net debenture cost of $30,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-136: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize structural repairs at the Sanitary Sewer Plant 
for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, 
being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 
3314SS, at a net debenture cost of $50,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-137: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the repair and replacement of fencing, brick 
veneer and to perform landscaping upgrades at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works 
Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget 
Project No. 3315SS, at a net debenture cost of $15,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-138: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the acquisition of various vehicles and 
equipment for the Roads and Traffic Division of the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Capital 
Budget Project No. 6100FL, at a net debenture cost of $1,000,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #201'3-139: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the repair and replacement of a duel boiler, 
air compressor and ventilation at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3316SS, at 
a net debenture cost of $100,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-140: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the installation of a new larger generator at 
the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital 
Budget Project No. 3317SS, at a net debenture cost of $550,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-141: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the upsizing of the trunk sanitary sewers 
along Gertrude and Whitney Streets for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3406SS, at a net debenture 
cost of $75,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-142: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the Sanitary Sewage Plant Rehabilitation 
Program of the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works 
Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget 
Project No. 4001SS, at a net debenture cost of $200,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-143: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the Digester and Grit Removal Program for 
the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 6139SS, at 
a net debenture cost of $81,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-144: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the ongoing improvements at the Sanitary 
Sewage Plant and the Pump Station for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 6140SS, at a net debenture 
cost of $75,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #20f3-145: Moved by Councillor Koziol, seconded by Councillor Campbell 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the ongoing improvements in the Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Daparments for the Engineering, Environmental 
Services and. Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary 
Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 6142WS/SS, at a net debenture cost 
of $109,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-146: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the Central City Rehabilitation Program, 
being 2013 Community Services Capital Budget Project No. 6123PR, at 
a net debenture cost of $64,000.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-147: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of 
City Council to authorize the improvements to the North Bay Jack 
Garland Airport, being Community Services 2013 Capital Budget 
Project No. 6130AT, at a net debenture cost of $326,500.00. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-148: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That City Council appoint the City,s Parks and Facilities Manager as 
Municipal Weed Inspector for 2013, and that the City Clerk be 
authorized to prepare the appropriate by-law to appoint the City's 
Parks and Facilities Manager as the Municipality's Weed Inspector for 
2013 and submit the name of the Municipal Weed Inspector to the 
Provincial Chief Inspector before April 1st of this year. 

"CARRIED', 

Res. #2013-149: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That Report to Council CORP 2013-07 dated February 26, 2013 from 
Lorraine Rochefort & Margaret Karpenko relating to the 2013 
Assessment Analysis & Tax Policy Review be referred to the General 
Government Committee. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-150: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That Report to Council CORP 2013-28 dated February 25, 2013 from AI 
Lang & Margaret Karpenko be referred to the General Government 
Committee for a Public Meeting. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-151: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That City Council approve the award of a contract to SIRE 
Technologies Inc. in the amount of $238,901.00 (HST extra), for 
acquisition and implementation of a new Electronic Records and 
Document Management System (ERDMS). 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #20f3-152: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That City Council approve the award of a contract to M. Sullivan & Son 
Limited to act as the Construction Manager for the Memorial Gardens 
Addition and Renovation with total construction costs estimated in the 
amount of $10,000,000.00 and their fee being 3.97% of the total 
construction costs. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-153: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That City Council approve the award of a contract to Mitchell Architects 
Inc. in the amount of $148,250.00 (HST extra), to conduct a 
Waterfront Commercial Attraction Feasibility Study to identify 
compatible commercial uses for the Waterfront that will generate 
additional tourist and citizen activity resulting in job creation. 

Councillor Lawlor declared a conflict of interest as his father is included in one of the 
proposals as a sub consultant. 

Councillor Vaillancourt declared a conflict of interest as he owns a seasonal business at 
the Waterfront. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-154: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That 1) the Board of Management for the Downtown Improvement 

Area 2013 budget in the amount of $132,972.00 with a 
resultant tax levy of $112,162.00 be approved by City 
Council; and ·; 

2) the necessary by-law to provide for the levy and collection 
of special charges in respect to certain business 
improvement areas be prepared for the approval of City 
Council. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-155: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That the following by-laws be read a first and second time: 

By-Law No. 2013-20 to authorize the Park and Playground 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-21 to authorize the Waterfront Rehabilitation 
Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-22 to authorize the City Hall Grounds 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-23 to authorize the Trail and Supporting Hard 
Surfaces Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-24 to authorize the Aquatic Centre Rehabilitation 
Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-25 to authorize the Parking Lot Maintenance and 
Improvement Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-27 to authorize the Parks' Vehicle and Equipment 
Replacement Program. 
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By-Law No. 2013-28 to authorize the Steve Omischl Sports Field 
Complex Development and Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-29 to authorize the Parking Vehicle and 
Equipment Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-30 to authorize the Tourist Information Centre 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-31, being a by-law to repeal By-Law No. 2012-
69, being a by-law to authorize the extension of Sanitary Sewers 
to Pinewood Park Drive area. 

By-Law No. 2013-32 to authorize the extension of Sanitary Sewers 
to Pinewood Park Drive area. 

By-Law No. 2013-33 to authorize the Marshall Sewage Lift Station 
Project. 

By-Law No. 2013-34 to authorize the construction of a new 
Septage Receiving and Grit Removal Facility. 

By-Law No. 2013-35 to authorize the SAN Storage Mirror 
Technology Project. 

By-Law No. 2013-36 to authorize the 2013 Information Systems 
Technology Capital Projects. 

By-Law No. 2013-37 to authorize the 2013 Corporate Document 
Management System Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-39 to confirm proceedings of the Special Meeting 
of Council on February 19, 2013. 

By-Law No. 2013-40 to confirm proceedings of the Meeting of 
Council on February 19, 2013. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-156: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That the following by-laws be read third time and passed: 

By-Law No. 2013-20 to authorize the Park and Playground 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-21 to authorize the Waterfront Rehabilitation 
Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-22 to authorize the City Hall Grounds 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-23 to authorize the Trail and Supporting Hard 
Surfaces Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-24 to authorize the Aquatic Centre Rehabilitation 
Program. 



\ 

- 10- March 4, 2013 

By-Law No. 2013-25 to authorize the Parking Lot Maintenance and 
Improvement Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-27 to authorize the Parks' Vehicle and Equipment 
Replacement Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-28 to authorize the Steve Omischl Sports Field 
Complex Development and Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-29 to authorize the Parking Vehicle and 
Equipment Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-30 to authorize the Tourist Information Centre 
Rehabilitation Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-31, being a by-law to repeal By-Law No. 2012-
69, being a by-law to authorize the extension of Sanitary Sewers 
to Pinewood Park Drive area. 

By-Law No. 2013-32 to authorize the extension of Sanitary Sewers 
to Pinewood Park Drive area. 

By-Law No. 2013-33 to authorize the Marshall Sewage Lift Station 
Project. 

By-Law No. 2013-34 to authorize the construction of a new 
Septage Receiving and Grit Removal Facility. 

By-Law No. 2013-35 to authorize the SAN Storage Mirror 
Technology Project. 

By-Law No. 2013-36 to authorize the 2013 Information Systems 
Technology Capital Projects. 

By-Law No. 2013-37 to authorize the 2013 Corporate Document 
Management System Program. 

By-Law No. 2013-39 to confirm proceedings of the Special Meeting 
of Council on February 19, 2013. 

By-Law No. 2013-40 to confirm proceedings of the Meeting of 
Council on February 19, 2013. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-157: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That the following by-law be read a first and second time: 

By-Law No. 2013-26 to authorize the King's Landing and Marina 
Rehabilitation Program. 

Councillor Vaillancourt declared a conflict of interest as he owns a seasonal business at 
the Waterfront. 

"CARRIED" 
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Res. #201'3-158: Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That the following by-law be read a third time and passed: 

By-Law No. 2013-26 to authorize the King's Landing and Marina 
Rehabilitation Program. 

Councillor Vaillancourt declared a conflict of interest as he owns a seasonal business at 
the Waterfront. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-159: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the following by-law be read a first and second time: 

By-Law No. 2013-38 to authorize the execution of an Agreement 
with Canadore College of Applied Arts and Technology, The 
Canadore Students Representative Council Incorporated relating to 
Canadore College Student Pass Program. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-160: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Mayne 
That the following by-law be read a third time and passed: 

Res. #2013-161: 

Res. #2013-162: 

By-Law No. 2013-38 to authorize the execution of an Agreement 
with Canadore College of Applied Arts and Technology, The 
Canadore Students Representative Council Incorporated relating to 
Canadore College Student Pass Program. 

"CARRIED" 

Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That Council adjourn in-camera pursuant to section 239 (2) of the 
Municipal Act, 2001, as amended, at 7:36p.m. for the following 
reason: Item #37, being a personal matter about an identifiable 
individual. 

"CARRIED" 

Moved by Councillor Lawlor, seconded by Councillor Anthony 
That Council reconvene at 7:53 p.m. 

"CARRIED" 

Res. #2013-163: Moved by Councillor Mendicino, seconded by Councillor Vaillancourt 
That this Regular Meeting of Council do now adjourn at 7:53p.m. 

"CARRIED" 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\H.MS\C04\2013\MARCH 4, 2013.doc 
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GENERAL GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE REPORT NO. 2013-13 

March 18, 2013 

TO THE COUNCIL 
OF THE CORPORATION 
OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

Your Worship and Councillors: 

The General Government Committee presents Report No. 2013-13 and 
recommends: 

1. That Council adopts the 2013 Assessment Analysis & Tax Policy 
recommendations as follows: 

i) That the 2013 tax ratios remain at the 2012 levels as follows: 

Multi-Residential 
Commercial 
Industrial 

- 2.2054 
- 1.8822 
- 1.4000 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

Pipeline 
Farmland 
Managed Forest 

ASSENTS 

LAWLOR (CHAIRMAN) 

ANTHONY 

BAIN 

MAROOSIS 

MAYOR McDONALD 

W:\ClERK\RMS\COG\2013\GENERAl GOVERNMENT\0013.doc 

- 1.1656 
- 0.1500 
- 0.2500. 

DISSENTS 
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COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT NO. 2013-05 

March 18, 2013 

TO THE COUNCIL 
OF THE CORPORATION 
OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

Your Worship and Councillors: 

The Community Services Committee presents Report No. 2013-05 and 
recommends: 

1. That Council approve the following Transit Fare increases: 

i) Effective April 1, 2013 -cash fare of $.25, Monthly Pass of $2.00 and 10 
Trip card of $2.25; and 

ii) Effective April 1, 2014- cash fare of $.25, Monthly Pass of $2.00 and 10 
Trip card of $2.25. 

All of which is respectfully submitted. 

ASSENTS DISSENTS 

MENDICINO (CHAIRMAN) 

MAYNE 

VAILLANCOURT 

MAYOR McDONALD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\COG\2013\COMMUNITY SERVICES\OOOS.doc 



GG #1 

North Bay, ON March 18, 2013 

Subject: Elected Official Invoice Register 

File No. F14/2012/EOIR/GENERAL Res. 2013 - __ 

Moved by Councillor: 

Seconded by Councillor: 

That accounts totaling $16J94,223.54 for November 2012 be approved. 

Carried D Carried as amended D Lost D 
Conflict ___________ Endorsement of Chair ________ _ 

Record of Vote (Upon Request of Councillor ____________ ) 

Yeas _____________ Nays ____________ _ 

Signature of Clerk. ____________ _ 

W:\CLERK\CINDY\RES01MAR18.doc 



GG #2 

North Bay, ON March 18, 2013 

Subject: Elected Official Invoice Register 

File No. F14/2012/EOIR/GENERAL Res. 2013 - __ 

Moved by Councillor: 

Seconded by Councillor: 

That accounts totaling $13,149,927.43 for December 2012 be approved. 

Carried D Carried as amended D Lost D 
Conflict ___________ Endorsement of Chair ________ _ 

Record of Vote (Upon Request of Councillor ____________ } 

Yeas _____________ Nays ____________ _ 

Signature of Clerk. ____________ _ 

W: \CLERK\CINDY\RES02MAR18.doc 



GG #3 

North Bay, ON March 18, 2013 

Subject: Elected Official Invoice Register 

File No. F14/2013/EOIR/GENERAL Res. 2013 - __ 

Moved by Councillor: 

Seconded by Councillor: 

That accounts totaling $11,094,581.24 for January 2013 be approved. 

Carried D Carried as amended D Lost D 
Conflict ___________ Endorsement of Chair ________ _ 

Record of Vote (Upon Request of Councillor ____________ ) 

Yeas _____________ Nays ____________ _ 

Signature of Clerk. ____________ _ 

W:\CLERK\CINDY\RES03MAR18.doc 



February 28, 2013 

ATTN: Municipal Clerk 
North Bay Police Services 
North Bay Building Department 
North Bay Fire Department 
North Bay Health Services Board 

To whom it may concern; 

#4 

We a:t Grannittis Ristorante, have recently applied for a temporary extension of our liquor license 
for 540 Lakeshore Drive. This extension would be for the side exterior portion of our location 
(please see attached sketch) on the 25th of May 2013 from 11 :OOam to 2:00am the following day. 

The purpose of this application is to accommodate participants in the Papa Joe Memorial Ride for 
Cancer, an event held annually for the past several years to raise money for cancer research in 
memory of Joe Lafebvre. We anticipate that approximately 400-600 people will participate in this 
event over the course of the day. Riders will depart from our location in the morning, travelling to 
Mattawa and back. The public is invited to participate in this worthy cause. 

The Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontario requires that we inform you of this scheduled 
event and we look forward to receiving your support and endeavour. If you have any questions or 
concerns related to this event, please feel free to contact me 705-499-8880. 

Please note that Grannittis Ristorante has an outdoor liquor licence. 



AlcoholandGaming commissiondesalcools liemporary Extension Application 
Commission of Ontario et des jeux de !'Ontario 

Ucensing & Registration Inscription et delivrance des permis (Ll" q uor Sales Ll"cence) 
90 Sheppard Avenue East 90, avenue Sheppard Est 
Suite 200 Bureau 200 
rorontooN M2NoA4 rorontooN M2NoA4 Demande d'agrandissement 
TeiJrelephone :416 326-8700 Fax/Telec :416 326-5555 
1aoo522-2876tolltreeinontanolsansfraisenontario temporaire des locaux pourvus 
Website/site Web : www.agco.on.ca 

d'un permis d'alcool
1 

(_E_st_.# __ I_N°_e_ffi_b_I. ________________________________ _L __ A_p_p_.#_I_N_o_d~e_m_. ________________________________ ) 

SECTION 1- APPLICATION INFORMATION I RENSEIGNEMENTS SUR L'ETABLISSEMENT 

1.1 Preferred Language I Langue de preference 1.2 Liquor Licence Number I Numero du perm is 

18] English I Anglais D French I Franc;:ais 20346 
1.3 Name of Establishment I Nom de l'etablissement 

GRANNITTIS RISTORANTE 

1.4 Establishment Address I Emplacement de l'etablissement City, Town, Village I Ville ou village 

540 LAKESHORE DRIVE NORTH BAY-
··-

Postal Code I Code postal 1.5 Telephone Number I N° de telephone 1.6 Fax No. I N° de telecopieur 

PI 1 I A. 2 I E I 6 ( 705 ) 2233333 ( 705 ) 2239777 

SECTION 2 - CONTACT INFORMATiON {for the purpose of processing the application} I 
RENSEIGNEMENTS SUR LA PERSONNE-RESSOURCE (aux fins du traitement de Ia demande) 

2.1 Name of Contact I Nom de Ia 2.2 Telephone No. of Conffictl N° de telephone 2.3 Fax No. of Contact I N° de telecopieur 
personne-ressource de Ia personne-ressource de Ia personne-ressource 

DIMITRIOS KOLIOS ( 705 ) 4998888 ( 705 )4953099 
2.4 What is the Contact Person's Relationship to the Licensed Establishment ? I Quellien Ia personne-ressource a-t-elle avec l'etablissement 
ow~~ d'un permis? 

SECTION 3- EVENT INFORMATION I RENSEIGNEMENTS SUR L'EVENEMENT 

3.1 Name/Type of event: (i.e. Oktoberfest!Fundraiser- Cancer SoCiety/A Taste of The Danforth Festival, etc.) I Nom de l'evenement et genre (p. 
ex., Oktoberfest, collecte de fonds pour Ia Societe pour Ia lutte centre le cancer, Festival Taste of tfie Danforth) -

ANNUALPAPAJOE-RUNFORCANCER 
CEASE SALE & SERVICE OF LIQUOR I ARRET DE VENTE ET SERVICE D' ALCOOL CEASE SALE & SERVICE OF LIQUOR I ARRET DE VENTE ET SERVICE D' ALCOOL 

Sale and service of liquor I Vente et service d'alcool + ~ Sale and service of liquor I Vente et service d'alcool 1 ~ 
List Dates I Date Start time /Heure END TIME I HEURE List Dates I Date Start time IHeure END TIME f HEURE 

(e.g. Sunday, August 20, 2003) debut (each day I FIN (EACH DAY I (e.g. Sunday, August 20, 2003) debut (each day I FIN (EACH DAY I 
(p. ex., dimanche 20 aoot 2003) chaque jour) CHAQUE JOUR) (p. ex., dimanche 20 aout 2003) chaque jour) CHAQUE JOUR} 

1) Saturday, May 25th 2013 11 :00 F\-IV'\ 02:00 Ar-A 8) 

2) 9) 

3) 10) 

4) 11) 

5) 12)_ 

6) 13) 

7) 14) 

3098 B (11/08) Page 1 of/de 2 



SECTION 4 EXTENSION INFORMATION I RENSEIGNEMENTS SUR L'AGRANDjSSEMENT 
' 

4.1 Location of Proposed Licensed Extension I Emplacement de Ia zone proposee pour l'agrandissement : 

I&J Outdoors I Exterieure D Indoors /lnterieure 

4.2 Location of Proposed Extension in relation to currently licensed area I Emplacement de Ia zone proposee pour l'agrandissement par rapport 
aux locaux pou!Vus d'un permis : 

JOINING 

4.3 Maximum Capacity of Extension (Length x Width based on 1.11 square metres per person) I Capacite maximale de Ia zone proposee 
pour l'agrandissement (longueur X largeur en fonction de 1,11 metre cam~ par personne) : 

531 

4.4 [2] Licensee owns the land of the proposed extended area I La ou le titulaire du perm is possede le terrain de Ia zone proposee pour 
- l'agrandissement 

D Licensee rents/leases the land of the proposed extended area I La ou le titulaire du permis loue le terrain de Ia zone proposee pour 
I' agrandissement 

0 Municipality owns the land of the proposed extended area I La municipalite possede le terrain de Ia zone proposee pour 
l'agrandissement 

4.5 Is there tiered seating in the proposed extension? Note: A temporary tiered seating approval 0 Yes/ (2] No I 
is required/ Y a-t-il des gradins dans Ia section proposee pour l'agrandissement? Remarque : owi Non 
II est necessaire d'obtenir une autorisation pour des gradins temporaires. 

SECTION 5 - APPLICANT(S) SIGNATURE(S) I SIGNATURE DE L'AUTEURE OU AUTEUR OU DES 
AUTEURS DE LA DEMANDE 

Please follow the instructions below: I Veuillez suivre les instructions ci-dessous: 

If the applicant is a sole proprietor, hefshe must sign below. 
If the applicant is a corporation, a person with authority to bind the corporation must sign below. 
If the applicant is a partnership, ALL partners must sign below. 

La demande doit etre signee ci-dessous par Ia ou le proprit~taire de l'entreprise lorsqu'il s'agit d'une entreprise personnelle. 
La demande doit etre signee ci-dessous par une personne habilitee a engager l'entreprise lorsqu'il s'agit d'une personne morale. 
La demande doit etre signee ci-dessous par tous les associt~s lorsqu'il s'~git d'une societe en nom collectif. 

By signing this form 1/we solemnly declare that all information provided in this application is true and correct. I 
En signant cette formule, je declare (nous declarons) solennellement que les renseignements fournis sont fideles et exacts. 

(Please print and sign name clearly) I (Veui/fez ecrire /isibfement.) 
/ 

5.1 Print name I Nom en lettres moulees Si (\/. \C '~ - ~ 
1 

Date si2ned I Date 

DIMITRIOS KOLIOS 
YY I A MM DO I JJ 

...... -4 

' ~ 13 1 2 I 28 

5.2 Print name I Nom en lettres moulees 

1 

Signati:ii'El "' ) I Date si~ned I Date 
yy I A I MM 

I 
DO I JJ 

5.3 Print name I Nom en lettres moulees 

1 

Signature ./ 
1 

Date si2ned I Date 
YY I A MM DO I JJ 

I I 

Notification I Avis 
The above information is collected pursuant to the Liquor Licence Act, R.S.O. 1990, chapter L.19. The principal purpose of the collection is to determine 
eligibility for the issuance of a temporary extension of a ijquor licence. The information may also be disclosed pursuant to the Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act, R.S.O. 1990, chapter F.31. For questions about the collection of this information, please contact the Manager, Liquor Eligibility, 
Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontario, 90 Sheppard Ave. E., Suite 200, Toronto ON M2N OM, telephone: 416 326-8700, toll free in Ontario 1 800 
522-2876. Email address: licensing@agco.on.ca I 

Les renseignements fournis dans Ia presente formule son! recueillis aux termes de Ia Loi sur les permis d'alcool, L.R.O. 1990, chap. L.19, dans le but premier 
de determiner l'admissibilite a l'agrandissement temporaire des locaux pourvus d'un permis. Ces renseignements peuvent egalement etre divulgues aux 
.termes de Ia Loi surl'acces a /'information et Ia protection de Ia vie privee, L.R.O. 1990, chap. F.31. Les questions relatives a Ia collecte de renseignements 
doivent etre adressees a Ia ou au chef de l'admissibilite pour les permis d'alcool, Commission des alcools et des jeux de !'Ontario, 90, av. Sheppard Est., 
bureau 200, Toronto ON M2N OM. Tel. : 416 326-8700 ou 1 800 522-2876 (interurbains sans frais en Ontario). Courriel : licensing@agco.on.ca 
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#5 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

Report No: CSBU 2013 - 35 Date: February 27, 2013 

Originator: Fire Chief, Grant Love 

Subject: City of North Bay/Ministry of Natural Resources (CNB/MNR) 
Forest Fire Management Agreement Renewal 

RECOMMENDATION 

That Council authorizes entering into an agreement with MNR for the renewal of 
the existing MNR agreement as per Bylaw #2005-18 for a City of North 
Bay/Ministry of Natural Resources Forest Fire Management Agreement Renewal to 
take effect April 1st, 2013. 

BACKGROUND 

The City of North Bay/Ministry of Natural Resources Forest Fire tv1anagement 
Agreement, as per By-law #2005-18, defines a protocol and appropriate fee 
schedule for firefighting (bush, grass and forest) on Municipal and Crown 
Protection Areas within the City of North Bay. In the City of North Bay, there are 
25,017 hectares of Municipal Protection Area (MPA) and 8,653 hectares of Crown 
Protection Area (CPA). When City of North Bay fire crews respond to CPA, at the 
request of Ministry of Natural Resources, the City of North Bay will be 
compensated as per Appendix 'C'. When MNR respond to the MPA, at the request 
of the City of North Bay, Ministry of Natural Resources will be paid as per the same 
schedule. 

The new agreement no longer has an expiry date. There is a mandatory review 
period that must occur based on a cycle for review established by the local Fire 
Management Headquarters. 

Without the agreement, the rate charged by Ministry of Natural Resources is in 
excess of the schedule contained in the agreement. 

Historically there has been a good working relationship between MNR Fire and 
North Bay Fire & Emergency Services. We currently have an agreement whereas 
the end result is a wash for Crown Protected Area vs Municipal Protected Area. In 
2011 and 2012 there was a significant increase in the area in which we required 
assistance from MNR Fire to prevent major property loss. This type of scenario will 
be more common as the public increases the use of forested areas that are harder 
to reach by road, as well as increasing warming conditions. 

A number of options were considered during the 2013 budget discussion. 
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Page 2 

They included an increase the contract budget line to $10,000 to offset possible 
costs from the MNR; use the budget line to pay for the service and invoice the 
costs back to the land owner; use the 2012 money received from the MNR for 
services we provided them to start a reserve account. 

In 2011 we paid the MNR around $1,000 for assistance with forest fires; in 2012 
the MNR paid us $4,600 (mainly due to one incident). There have been a number 
of municipalities in Northern Ontario that have to ask the MNR for assistance and 
received invoices for tens of thousands of dollars. 

We will have to continue to training of our Firefighting Staff with the MNR's SP103 
and air attack safety programs (MNR has provided us with the training kits); 
evaluate the MNR FireSmart forest fire prevention plan and provide public 
education. 

OPTIONS/ ANALYSIS 

Option 1: 

Do not renew the agreement with the Ministry of Natural Resources. This option is 
not recommended as not entering into an agreement, would have the City of North 
Bay paying a higher rate when requesting Ministry of Natural Resources 
intervention in MPA. 

Option 2: 

That Council authorizes entering into an agreement with MNR for the renewal of 
the existing MNR agreement as per,-Bylaw #2005-18 . for· ·ar City :io"fijNorth 
Bay/Ministry of Natural Resources Forest Fire Management Ag.reemenf Renewal to 
take effect April i 5

\ 2013 

RECOMMENDED OPTION 

That Council authorizes entering into an agreement with MNR for the renewal of 
the existing MNR agreement as per Bylaw #2005-18 for a City of North 
Bay/Ministry of Natural Resources Forest Fire Management Agre~ment Renewal to 
take effect April 15

\ 2013. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Grant Love 
Fire Chief 

GL/dlb 

...... -
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attach. 

I concur in this report and recommendation. 

OJ_.~~-· -
~Knox 

Chief Administrative Officer 

Personnel designated for continuance: Fire Chief 

Page 2 



March 5, 2013 

The Corporation of the 
City of North Bay 

200 Mcintyre St. East 
P.O. Box 360 
North Bay, Ontario 
Canada P1 B 8H8 

Tel: (705} 474-0400 

Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. 
1501 Seymour Street 
North Bayr On P1A OLS 

Atten: Rick Miller 

Dear Mr. Miller; 

#6 
Planning Services 5th Floor, City Hall 
Direct: (705) 474-0626, Ext. 2409 
Fax: (705)474-5928 
Watts: 1-800-465-1882 
Email: peter.carello@cityofnorthbay.ca 
Web: www.cityofnorthbay.ca 

Re: Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Conseil Scolaire Catholique Franco 
- Nord · 
152 Greenwood Avenue 

Please accept this letter as our acknowledgement of receipt of the above-noted 
application to amend Zoning By-law No. 28-80. 

We have reviewed the application and have deemed it to satisfy the requirements 
of a "complete" application as of this date. In the event that further information 
is required as a result of a circulated agency request, it will be requested at that 
time. 

We will commence processing of the application immediately. Should you require 
any additional information, please feel free to contact me at (705) 474-0400 
(ext. 2409). 

Peter Carella 
Senior Planner, Current Operations 

PC/dlb 

W:\PLAN\RMS\D14\2013\CSDCF\BRNELMGR\0001-NtceCmplteApp-#840.doc 



INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

Date: 

City of North Bay 

Cathy Conrad 

Peter Carella, Senior Planner- Senior Planner, Current Operations 

Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Conseil Scolaire Catholique Franco Nord -
152 Greenwood Avenue 

March 5, 2013 

Please find attached hereto a copy of a rezoning application seeking to rezone a portion of the 
property located at 152 Greenwood Avenue, more particularly described as Registered Plan No. 
86, Lots 288-291 and Lots 318-321, Reference Plan No. 36R-4208, PIN No. 49159-0030(LT) in the 
former Township of Widdifield. 

This application has deemed to satisfy the requirements of a "complete" application for processing 
purposes. 

The application is being processed pursuant to City Council Resolution No. 2001- 706 is a "Fast 
Track" rezoning. 

The applicant is proposing to rezone the subject property from a "Residential Third Density (R3)" 
zone to a "Residential Fifth Density Special No. 131 (R5 Sp.131 )". The special component of the 
rezoning would increase the maximum lot coverage from 35% to 40%. 

This application, if approved, will permit the residential development of the subject property. 

The subject property is designated "Residential" through the City of North Bay's Official Plan. 

Would you kindly schedule a Public Meeting of Council, in order that this matter can be considered. 

Please find attached, hereto, a draft copy of the proposed Zoning By-law amendment and By-law to 
designate the property a Site Plan Control Area, required in order to schedule the public meeting of 
City Council. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Should you require additional information, please contact 

a o 
Senior Planner, Current Operations 



INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

To: Cathy Conrad, City Clerk 

From: Peter Carella - Senior Planner, Current Operations 

Subject: Resolution No. 6 - Planning Advisory Committee 

Date: March 7, 2013 

#7 

City of North Bay 
Planning Setvices 

Quoted below is Resolution No. 6 passed at the regular meeting of the Planning Advisory 

Committee held on Wednesday March 6, 2013: 

Resolution No. 6 

"That the Planning Advisory Committee recommend the following to City Council: 

1. That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Goodridge Planning & 
Surveying on behalf of Tim Falconi and Carlo Guido to rezone lands at 715 
High Street from a 'Residential Third Density (R3)' zone to a 'Residential 
Multiple Third Density Special (RM3 Sp.130)'zone, BE APPROVED; and 

2. That the subject property be placed under Site Plan Control pursuant to 
Section 41 of the Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990 as amended in order to regulate 
parking, lighting, landscaping, storm water, darinage, garbage, play space, 
ingress, egress and fencing as required." 

Peter Carella 
Senior Planner, Current Operations 
Secretary-Treasurer, Planning Advisory Committee 



North Bay Planning Advisory Committee 

Resolution No. 6 Date: March 6, 2013 

"That the .ell'l.J.1Ding Advisory CQmmittee recommen_dthe foq()_wing to City Council: ,-
- . - '· ---. . - . . -·- . ' ~- - ·- -""'" ----. ·- .. - . - - - -· "':".~ ...... _ 

1. That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Goodridge Plam1ing & Surveying on 
behalf of Tim Falconi and Carlo Guido to rezone lands at 715 High Street from a 
'Residential Third Density (R3)' zone to a 'Residential Multiple Third Density Special 
(RM3 Sp.l30)'zone, BE APPROVED; and 

2. That the subject property be placed under Site Plan Control pursuant to Section 41 of the 
Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990 as amended in order to regulate pin·king, lighting, 
landscaping, storm water, darinage, garbage, play space, ingress, egress and fencing as 
required." 

''CARRIED" 

--1-~-P-~=---e----==-------b Chmr 



INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

City of North Bay 

PLANNING SERVICES 

To: Chair and Members, Planning Advisory Committee 

From: Peter Carella - Senior Planner, Current Operations 

Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Goodridge Planning & Surveying 
Subject: Limited on behalf of Tim Falconi & Carlo Guido 

-- ···- ·- 7 r5--H lghc.Sl:ree't ·iritne City ·ar North Bay'··' ·· · - ·: 

Date; February 27, 2013 

Recommendations 

1. That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Goodridge Planning & Surveying 
Limited on behalf of Tim Falconi & Carlo Guido, 715 High Street in the City of 
North Bay to rezone the property legally described as Registered Plan No. M-28, 
Part of Lot 29, PIN 49156-0605(LT) from a 'Residential Third Density (R3)' zone to 
a 'Residential Multiple Third Density Special (RM3 Sp.130)' zone BE APPROVED; 
and 

2. That the subject property be placed under Site Plan Control pursuant to Section 41 
of the Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990 as amended in order to regulate parking, 
lighting, landscaping, storm water, drainage, garbage, play space, ingress, egress 
and fencing as required. 

Site Information 

Legal Description: Registered Plan No. M-28, Part of Lot 29, PIN 49156-0605(LT) in 
the City of North Bay, District of Nipissing. 

Site Description: The subject property is an existing lot of record located at 715 High 
Street within the Settlement Area in the City of North Bay. It is zoned "Residential 
Third Density (R3)" under Zoning By-law 28-80 and is designated "Residential" by the 
Official Plan. 

City records identify the property as a legal non-conforming five-unit apartment 
building. The property also enjoys legal non-complying status for lot coverage, front 
yard setback, rear yard setback. 
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The property has an existing lot area of 507.8 square metres and lot frontage of 19.4 
metres on Douglas Street. It is developed with six-unit apartment, as shown on the 
attached Schedule A. The Applicants is proposing to rezone the property in order to 
legalize the sixth unit. 

Surrounding Land Uses: The majority of neighbouring properties in the immediate 
area are developed with single detached dwelling units. However, there are several 
properties that are developed with multi-residential units. Most notably, Wanner 
Towers, a seven storey apartment building, is located in close proximity. St. Joseph 
Scollard Hall is also located near the subject property. 

Proposal 

-~ Go.6dfidge Planning &- surv-e'y'i'rig Limib2d ·oit behalf of Tim ·Fa lconr-·&- carlo Guido- has ,~: 
submitted a Zoning By-law Amendment application to rezone the property locally 
known as 715 High Street from a 'Residential Third Density (R3)' zone to a 
'Residential Multiple Third Density Special (RM3 Sp.130)' zone in order to legalize an 
existing sixth dwelling unit with the legal non-conforming five-unit apartment building. 

The special component of the proposed amendment will recognize existing 
deficiencies. Specifically, the Applicants are requesting the following special zone 
provisions: 

Zoning By-law 
Regulation Requirement Actual Requested 
Minimum Lot Frontage 30m 19.35m 19m 
Maximum Gross Floor Area as a % of Lot 75% 85.6% 86% 
Area 
Minimum Parking Spaces 9 (1.5 parking spaces/unit) 6 6 
Minimum Front Yard Setback 7.6m 4.73m 4.7m 
Minimum Rear Yard Setback 7.6m 7.56m 7.5m 
Minimum Exterior Side Yard Setback 6m 4.91m 4.9m 
Minimum Interior Side Yard Setback 6m 1.69m 1.6 
Playspace Area 25.3 mz Om 25.3 mz 
Minimum Separation Between Playspace and 4.5m N/A 3.5m 
Main Building 
Minimum Landscaping Width for Side & Rear 1.5m Om Om 
Lot Lines and Building Wall 

Provincial Policy Statement CPPS 2005) 

This proposal has been reviewed in the context of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 
2005). The Provincial Policy Statement provides policy direction on matters of 
provincial interest related to_land use planning and development. 

Section 1.1.3 of the PPS 2005 discusses land use within the Settlement Area. 
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Section 1.1.3 .1 states that "Settlement areas shall be the focus of growth and their 
vitality and regeneration shall be promoted". 

Section 1.1.3 .2 further states that "Land use patterns within settlement areas shall be 
based on: 

a) densities and a mix of land uses which: 

1. 
2. 

3. 

effectively use land and resources; 
are appropriate for, and efficiently use, the infrastructure and public 
service facilities which are planned or available, and avoid the need 
for their unjustified and/or uneconomical expansion; and 
minimize negative impacts to air quality and climate change, and 

-"":':-··•::---·~>=- -·- :,.-_ ·prbmoteetrerg'feffitietiti·'In·actordance withpolicy:1-;B;-and - ~~·_:__,_ __ _ 

b) a range of uses and opportunities for intensification and redevelopment in 
accordance with the criteria in policy 1.1.3.3." 

Finally/ Section 1.1.3.3 states that "Planning authorities shal! identify and promote 
opportunitie? 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." 

The general intent and purposes of the above noted sections are to encourage · 
development and intensification within the Settlement Area when there are no 
mitigating factors/ such as lack of infrastructure or negative environmental impacts. 

The proposed application would legalize an existing sixth unit within a legal non
conforming five-unit apartment building. Municipal services already service the subject 
property/ including the sixth unit. There are no negative environmental impacts as a 
result of this application. 

In my professional opinion/ the end use is consistent with the policies contained in the 
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2005). 

Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) 

The Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) was introduced on March 3rd 1 

2011. All Planning Applications must consider this Plan as part of the evaluation 
process. 

The GPNO 2011 is broad in scope and is aimed at shaping development in Northern 
Ontario over the next 25 years. It outlines strategies that deal with economic 
development/ education/ community planning/ transportation/infrastructure/ 
environment, and aboriginal peoples. This Plan is primarily an economic development 
tool that encourages growth in Northern Ontario. 
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One of the underlying principles of the GPNO 2011 is to focus growth and 
development in central areas. Section 3.4.3 of the GPNO 2011 states that 
"Municipalities are encouraged to support and promote healthy living by providing for 
communities with a diverse mix of land use, a range and mix of employment and 
housing types, high-quality public open spaces, and easy access to local stores." 

The subject property is an existing parcel of record located in a central area of the 
community. It is in close proximity to local businesses, employment areas and open 
spaces. 

In my opinion, the end use conforms to the policies and direction provided by the 
Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011). 

The property is designated "Residential" by the City of North Bay,s Official Plan. It is 
located within the "Old City,, Planning District and is not within in a Development 
Constraint Area, as identified by Schedules 3A and 4. 

Section 1.4.2 of the Official Pian (Guiding Principles) encourages residential 
intensification to occur within the Settlement area, particularly in areas of the 
community that have access to amenities. An excerpt from this section of the Official 
Plan states: 

"North Bay endorses the principles of "smart growth" by concentrating growth within 
the Settlement Area in a manner that new development has easy access to employment 
lands, commercial lands, residential lands, parks, trails and public transit. North Bay 
continues the practice of concentrating growth within the Settlement Area in a manner 
that allows new development to have easy and efficient access to employment, 
residential, commercial and park areas." 

Section 2.1.1 of the Official Plan (Settlement Area Policies) further states that "Infi/1 and 
intensification development will be primarily encouraged in the Central Business District 
(CBD) and surrounding neighbourhoods, where appropriate, and where adequate 
municipal services, facilities and transit routes exist." 

The subject property has many of the attributes listed by the Official Plan for increased 
intensification. The "Old City" Planning District is directly adjacent to the Central 
Business District, as stated by Section 2.1.1. The subject property is located one a well
established neighbourhood that has easy access to a broad range of municipal services. 
The property receives municipal water and sanitary sewer services. A transit stop is 
located directly in front of the subject property, with multiple other routes that travel on 
Algonquin Avenue located within walking distance. Six schools are located less thar 
600m from the subject property. · 

It is my professional opinion this Zoning By-law Amendment request maintains thE 
general purpose and intent of the City of North Bay's Official Plan. 
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Zoning By-Law No. 28-80 

The subject property is presently zoned "Residential Third Density (R3)", which 
permits the following uses: 

- single detached dwelling (min frontage 13.7 m); 
- duplex dwelling; 
- semi-detached dwelling; 
- Group Home Type 1; 
- accessory home based businesses; 
- parks, playgrounds & non-profit uses; and 
- institutional uses. 

·;;_lffe -Ap-cplicants are prop6sln~flo rezone -thec-:.scrb]ect lands te·· permit the existing -legal-, 
non-conforming use and to recognize deficiencies arising from the property's smaller 
lot area. The Applicants are requesting the following reductions: 

Zoning By-law 
Regulation Requirement Actual Requested 
Minimum Lot Frontage 30m 19.35m 19m 
Maximum Gross Floor Area as a % of Lot 75% 85.6% 86% 
Area 
Minimum Parking Spaces 9 (1.5 parking spaces/unit) 6 6 
Minimum Front Yard Setback 7.6m 4.73m 4.7m 
Minimum Rear Yard Setback 7.6m 7.56m 7.5m 
Minimum Exterior Side Yard Setback 6m 4.91m 4.9m 
Minimum Interior Side Yard Setback 6m 1.69m 1.6 
Playspace Area 25.3 m.: Om 25.3 m.: 
Minimum Separation Between Playspace and 4.5m N/A 3.5m 
Main Building 
Minimum Landscaping Width for Side & Rear 1.5m Om Om 
Lot Lines and Building Wall 

The subject property is able to meet all other regulations of the Zoning By-law. 

It is my professional opinion this application meets the requirements of the Zoning By
law. 

Correspondence 

This proposal was circulated to property owners within 120 metres (400 feet) of the 
subject lands, as well as to several municipal departments and agencies that may 
have an interest in the application. 

ln terms of correspondence received, the Chief Building Official, Chief Fire Prevention 
Officer, Secretary-Treasurer of the North Bay Municipal Heritage Committee, North 
Bay-Mattawa Conservation Authority and the Ministry of Transportation have indicated 
they have no concerns or objections to this proposal. 
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The initial proposed site plan showed some parking spaces that would have 
encroached onto City property and onto an adjacent sidewalk. Both the Zoning 
Administrator and Infrastructure Engineer expressed concerns regarding this layout. 
The Applicants have submitted a revised site plan eliminating the encroachment as a 
result of these comments. 

In addition, while the applicants' site plan shows nine parking spaces, three of these 
spaces are stacked with other spaces. Section 3.26.1 of the City's Zoning By-law 
requires parking spaces to have access to a street or laneway that is unobstructed by 
other parking spaces. As a result, Planning staff has amended the application to 
reduce the parking requirements to one space per unit. 

. . No correspondence was received from any circulated property owners. 
~.::J>?--:---: $[_ ~-""::. ,~.-:"..1., -~~ r·:....:'.:,..:_,_. --==~' .-.;-__,.-:.,..-. •·L"'':J-"•_.,..._...,. . •. . :'--"--"i;.;;_:; ._;; -f" >., ~;~::-:.......=.~ •. -.~-;,;t.~ .· ~ ..:_! ·• •- - -..,. -'• __... __._ _.:=:.r.,,.~.;:' !-•-.~~_.:,:· • ~.;~~: · . ..:::·::-o -.~.:.-. ··::. !':; •. ->~. --~·.:.., U•o --.,_.,. 

Summary 

The subject property is an existing six-unit apartment building. City records indicate 
the property is a legal non-conforming five-unit apartment building. There are no 
records as to when the sixth unit was constructed. This application would legalize 
apartment buiiding use and the sixth unit. 

The special zone requests recognize the property's inability to meet all regulations of 
Zoning By-law No. 28-80, based on existing lot configuration and the size of the 
structure. Though the property is considerably smaller than a typical Residential 
Multiple Third Density (RM3) zone, Planning Staff is of the opinion these deficiencies 
are acceptable given the structure has existed for many years without conflict and 
considering the built form of the neighb_?urhood. 

The subject property has access to a broad variety of public services, such as sanitary 
sewer, water, transit and schools. This application is supported by Provincial land use 
documents . (PPS 2005 and GPNO 2011) and the City's Official Plan policies 
encouraging infill development. 

It is my professional opinion the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment is in conformity 
with the Official Plan and the end use is consistent with Provincial Policy, as set out by 
the Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) and the Provincial Policy 
Statement (PPS 2005). 

Res pectfu II y submitted, 

W: \PLAN\RMS\D 14\2012\FALGU\715HIGHS\0001-PACMmbrsRpt-#837 .docx 
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attach. 

I concur with the recommendations contained in this report. 

Beve Hillier1 MCIP1 RPP 
Manager, Pia nning Services 

-':'~_ -·- --•. <;-_ ., :.";: -.• -.;..=.·~-
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INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

City of Norlh Bay 
Planning SeJVices 

To: Cathy Conrad, City Clerk 

From: Peter Carella - Senior Planner, Current Operations 

Subject: Resolution No. 5 - Planning Advisory Committee 

Date: March 7, 2013 

Quoted below is Resolution No. 5 passed at the regular meeting of the Planning Advisory 

Committee held on Wednesday March 6, 2013: 

Resolution No. 5 

"That the Planning Advisory Committee recommend the following to City Council: 

1. That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Miller & Urso Surveying 
Inc. on behalf of Nu-North Developments Ltd. to rezone lands on Lakeshore 
Drive from 'Residential Second Density (R2)', 'Residential Holding (RH)' and 
'Tourist Commercial (C7)' zones to a 'Residential Third Density (R3)' and a 
'Residential Third Density Holding (R3H)' zone, BE APPROVED; and 

2. That the subject property be placed under Site Plan Control pursuant to 
Section 41 of the Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990 as amended." 

Peter Carella 
Senior Planner, Current Operations 
Secretary-Treasurer, Planning Advisory Committee 



North Bay Planning Advisory Committee 

Resolution No. 5 Date: March 6, 2013 

"That the Plam1ing Advisory Committee recommend the following to City Council: 
. - . -· -

1. That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. on 
behalf ofNu-North Developments Ltd. to rezone lands on Lakeshore Drive from 
'Residential Second Density (R2)', 'Residential Holding (RH)' and 'Tourist Commercial 
(C7)' zones to a 'Residential Third Density (R3)' and a 'Residential Third Density 
Holding (R3H)' zone, BE APPROVED; and 

2. That the subject prope1iy be placed under Site Plan Control pursuant to Section 41 of the 
Planning Act, R.S.O., 1990 as amended." 

"CARRIED" 

Chau 



INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

City of North Bay 

PLANNING SER-VICES 

To: Chair and Members, Planning Advisory Committee 

From: Peter Carella - Senior Planner, Current Operations 

Subject: Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment by Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. on behalf 
of the Nu-North Developments Ltd. and Marcel Deschamps, Lakeshore Drive in 
the City of North Bay . , ....... -..... . 

Date: March 4, 2013 

Recommendations 

That the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment Application by Miller & Urso Su.rveying Inc. 
on behalf of the Nu-North Developments Ltd. and Marcel Deschamps, Lakeshore Drive in 
the City of North Bay to rezone the property legally described as Registered Plan No. M-
203, Concession 15, Part of Lot 19, PINs #49175-0115 (LT), 49175-0113(LT), 49175-0111 
(LT), 49175-0108 (LT), 49175-0106 (LT), 49175-0104 (LT), 49175-0103 (LT), 49175-0101 
(LT) and 49175-0096 (LT), Part of PIN #49175-0114 (LT), in the former Township of West 
Ferris in the City of North Bay from "Residential Holding (RH)", "Residential Second Density 
(R2)" and "Tourist Commercial (C7)" zones to a "Residential Third Density (R3)" zone and a 
"Residential Third Density Holding (R3H)" zone, BE APPROVED. 
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Nu-North Developments/Marcel Deschamps 

Site Information 

Legal Description 
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Registered Plan No. M-203, Concession 15, Part of Lot 19, PINs #49175-0115 (LT), 
49175-0113(LT), 49175-0111 (LT), 49175-0108 (LT), 49175-0106 (LT), 49175-0104 
(LT), 49175-0103 (LT), 49175-0101 (LT) and 49175-0096 (LT), Part of PIN #49175-
0114 (LT), in the former Township of West Ferris in the City of North Bay, in the District 
of Nipissing. 

Site Description 

The subject _property is a_n existing lot of record located on Lakeshore Drive. It is zon~d 
''Residential Second Density· (R2)", ·"Residential Holding (RH)" and "Tourist Commercial··-~ 
(C7)" under Zoning By-law 28-80 and is designated "Residential" under the Official 
Plan. 

The property has an existing lot area of approximately 17.5 acres and lot frontage of 
34.1 metres on Lakeshore Drive. There is also secondary road access via Thompson 
Avenue. It is currently developed with a single detached dwelling, however the 
Applicant has indicated it will be removed as part of the redevelopment of the property. 
The property owner has received conditional approval for severances to create three 
lots on Lakeshore Drive, should Council approve this Zoning By-law Amendment. The 
three proposed new residential lots on Lakeshore Drive would be developed with semi
detached and single detached residential dwellings. The property owner will be applying 
for a Plan o_f Subdivision in the near future for the remainder of the property. 

Surrounding Land Uses 

Properties surrounding the subject lands on Lakeshore Drive are largely single and 
semi-detached dwellings. Commercial uses in the area include several hotel operations, 
as well as a restaurant and an auto repair business. There are also several large vacant 
parcels nearby. 

Proposal 

Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. on behalf of the Nu-North Developments Ltd. and Marcel 
Deschamps, has submitted a Zoning By-law Amendment Application to rezone the 
property from "Residential Second De_nsity (R2)", "Residential Holding (RH)" and 
"Tourist Commercial (C7)" zones to a "Residential Third Density (R3)" zone. This Zoning 
By-law Amendment is a required condition of a recently approved Consent Application 
to create three new lots fronting on Lakeshore Drive. The rezoning has been submitted 
in order to permit the development of these new properties with single and semi
detached residential dwellings. The rezo-ning will also allow for the development-of the 
remainder of the property as a residential subdivision in the future. 
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As discussed further in this report, Staff are also recommending a portion of the 
property be placed under a \\Holding (H)" zone as a result of further detailed work 
required around Jessups Creek. 

Provincial Policy Statement ( PPS 2005) 

This proposal has been reviewed in the context of the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 
2005). The Provincial Policy Statement provides policy direction on matters of provincial 
interest related to land use planning and development. 

Section 1.1.3.2 of the PPS 2005 states: 

-- --- ·;'Lanctuse jJafterns ·within settlement·are·as shall be based on: 

a) densities and a mix of land uses which: 

1. efficiently use land and resources; 
2. are appropriate for, and efficiently use, the infrastructure and public service 

facilities which are planned or available, and avoid the need for their unjustified 
and/or uneconomical expansion;" 

The property is located within the Settlement Area with access to a full range of 
municipal services. Planning Services is of the opinion the proposed Zoning By-law 
Amendment would allow infill development, which is an efficient use of land as per the 
above noted section of the PPS 2005. 

In my professional opinion, the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment is consistent with 
the policies contained in the Provincial Policy Statement (PPS 2005). 

Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) 

The Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) was introduced on March 3rd, 2011. 
All Planning Applications must consider this Plan as part of the evaluation process. 

The GPNO 2011 is broad in scope and is aimed at shaping development in Northern 
Ontario over the next 25 years. It outlines strategies that deal with economic 
development, education, community planning, transportation/infrastructure, 
environment, and aboriginal peoples. This Plan is primarily an economic development 
tool that encourages growth in Nor-thern Ontario. It does not offer significant 
consideration to residential development matters. In my professional opinion, the 
proposed Zoning By-law Amendment conforms to the policies and direction provided by 
the Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011). 
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Official Plan 

The property is designated "Residential" in the City of North Bay/s Official Plan. 

Section 2.1.1 of the Official Plan states: 
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"Infif/ and intensification will be primarily encouraged in the Central Business District 
(CBD) and surrounding neighbourhoods, where appropriate, and where adequate 
municipal services, facilities, and transit routes exist. Infilling and intensification will 
also be promoted in other areas of the City where there is appropriate infrastructure 
and new development or redevelopment is compatible with surrounding land uses." 

"· ·~-rvrunTci'pa·r s·ewer an"tl wate-r are avail.able::on ·tal<eshore Drive. Other public services, such 
as transit, parks and schools are also available. The surrounding area is also largely 
characterized by single and semi-detached residential dwelling units with some 
commercial uses, so the proposed residential development will be consistent with the 
existing neighbourhood. 

Section 2.1.11.3 of the Official Plan states: 

"Sufficient land is to be assembled for residential developments to eliminate isolated 
parcels that would be difficult to redevelop at a later date." 

Currently, the Nu-North Developments Ltd. property is an irregular shape and a portion 
of their property is land locked. Should the concurrent Consent Application be granted 
three new lots will be created, eliminating the property/s frontage on Lakeshore Drive. 
However, the portion of the property retained by the Applicant will be united and will 
still be accessible from Thompson Avenue. The Applicants' agent has also indicated the 
future subdivision will incorporate North/South road . accesses (subject to final 
negotiations with adjacent property owners). Should the Rezoning Application be 
successful, the Applicant will have options for development of this property as a 
residential subdivision in the future. 

Section 5.1.3 of the Official Plan states: 

"There are instances where the intended use and zoning is known for lands, but 
development should not take place until specific facilities are in place or conditions are 
met. The lands may require the extension of municipal services, construction of a road, 
transportation study, soil remediation or floodproofing before development can occur. 

City Council may pass a 'Holding' Zoning By-law that places an 'H' symbol over the 
zoning and sets out the conditions that must be met before the 'H' symbol is removed 
and the lands can be developed." 
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A large portion of the property is currently a Holding Zone, however, the extension of 
municipal services to the subject property means the conditions have been met to allow 
for the property to be developed. 
The subject property is located within "Stage 2" of the City's staging plan for municipal 
infrastructure. The property is surrounded by "Stage 1" lands, which are largely 
developed. A 2012 engineering capital project, which extended a new trunk sanitary 
sewer through an easement on this property has provided the necessary capacity for 
development in this area. 

It is my professional opinion this Zoning By-law Amendment request maintains the 
general purpose and intent of the City of North Bay's Official Plan. 

Zoning By-Law No. 28-80 
• -- • • - .> •• n· _ __,.__ .--;,;;t--.;:;,::...,·.-. -.:•• . V'-:. ,. ... -. • ' .-- ;..,. -- .• .,...__,: .. • ·~- :·. • ~-

. -: -~· .... ; ·--·· .·- ':.; . · ... - -~-.. ~ -.;• .:.-· " 

The subject property is presently zoned "Residential Second Density (R2)" and 
"Residential Holding (RH)". Holding Zones may not be developed until the Holding 
status is removed. A small portion of the property is also zoned "Tourist Commercial 
(C7)". 

R2 Zoning permits the following uses: 

• single detached dwelling units; 
• Group Homes Type 1; 
• accessory home based businesses; 
• parks, playgrounds & non-profit uses; and 
• institutional uses. 

The Applicant is proposing to rezone the subject lands to "Residential Third Density 
(R3)" to allow for the development of s.ingle and semi-detached residential dwellings on 
the proposed properties fronting on Lakeshore Drive and to facilitate the future 
development of a residential subdivision. 

The subject property is able to meet all other regulations of the Zoning By-law. 

As noted, Staff are recommending a portion of the property be placed under a "Holding 
(HY' zone to ensure the comments by the NBMCA are appropriately addressed. 

It is my professional opinion this application meets the requirements of the Zoning By
law. 

Correspondence 

This proposal was circulated to property owners within 120 metres (400 feet) of the 
subject lands, as well as to several mu'riicipal departments and agencies that may have 
an interest in the application. 

In terms of correspondence received, the Engineering Department, Chief Fire 
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Prevention Officer and the Secretary-Treasurer of the North Bay Municipal Heritage 
Committee have indicated they have no concerns or objections to this proposal. 

The Parks, Recreation and Leisure Department offered the following comments: 

"So/a parkland dedication will be required as part of the Subdivision Application" 
Negotiations regarding the location of the parkland dedication will occur through pre
consultation in the Plan of Subdivision Application. The Applicants are aware of this 
requirement. 

North Bay Hydro offered the following comments: 

"North Bay H'(qro has sev~r~l issue.s with this location: 
• -. -<f' ··~· ----~--" •• - .,- ~ - ••• - •• •• }"·· -•.i' -. • . 

1. There are currently two services to this property (744 Lakeshore Drive) one to the 
home that fronts on Lakeshore Drive and a second to the home that fronts on 
Thompson road allowance. This issue will resolve itself when the severance is 
approved. 

2. NBH also has poles and anchor (P7210 & P7211) and secondary service line that 
trespass across 732 Lakeshore Drive to service the second home on 744 Lakeshore 
property that fronts on Thompson.· This home will need to be re-serviced from the 
city road allowance if the home is to remain. 

3. The existing service to the home that fronts on Lakeshore Drive, Severed 1, will 
trespass across Severed 2 therefore Severed 1 will need to be re-serviced. 

4. NBH has an anchor on pole 7208 in front of Severed 2 that may be located on 
property line; this will need to be verified and may require easement protection." 

North Bay Hydro's comments were also included with the Applicant's concurrent 
Severance Application. The Applicant has been made aware of the comments and North 
Bay Hydro has no other objection to this application. Further discussions with North Bay 
Hydro regarding servicing requirements will occur through the future Plan of Subdivision 
application. 

The North Bay-Mattawa Conservation Authority offered the following comments: 

"It is recommended that the lands within the current Jessups Creek floodplain (Case 3), 
as described in the Jessups Creek Subwatershed and Stormwater Management Plan, 
Aquafor Beech Limited, September 2000, remain in a holding zone until such time that 
proper studies are undertaken that would remove those lands from the floodplain of 
Jessu ps Creek. 

A DIA permit is required for work in this area due to the floodplain concerns and organic 
soils. 

Pre-consultation with the Conservation Authority is highly recommended at the planning 
stages for the proposed subdivision." 
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--·-------------·-------------------·------··------·----

The comments from the NBMCA have been discussed with the Applicants{ agent. The 
"Case 3ft mapping is attached for your information. It is recommended the lands within 
the "Case 3ft be placed in a "Residential Third Density Holding (R3Hyr zone until the 
appropriate investigations is completed on the Jessups Creek floodplain. The holding 
zone would result in a condition being placed on the property that would need to be 
satisfied before the holding zone could be removed. 

The future removal of the holding zone would not require a public meeting. However, 
notice would be given to the public to inform them of the date Council intended to 
remove the holding zone. 

It is anticipated a Plan of Subdivision Application for the property is forthcoming. The 
design of the subdivision will need to take the Jessups Creek floodplain boundary into 

-·- COhSiOeratiOh.FFUtUre·conditiOnS On~the SUbdiViSiOn may also-be pUt in pl·aee tO addreSS 
this issue. 

No correspondence was received from any circulated property owners. 

No further correspondence was received with regard to this proposal. 

Summary 

The Applicant has requested the proposed rezoning in order to allow for the creation of 
three new residential lots fronting on Lakeshore Drive and a future residential 
subdivision. The proposed development will result in intensification in this area that is 
complementary to the existing character of the surrounding neighbourhood. With the 
recent extension of municipal infrastructure, it is appropriate to consider this 
development at this time. 

It is my professional opinion the proposed Zoning By-law Amendment is in conformity 
with the Official Plan and the end use is consistent with Provincial Policy, as set out by 
the Growth Plan for Northern Ontario (GPNO 2011) and the Provincial Policy Statement 
(PPS 2005). 

Pkter Carella 
Senior Planner - Current Operations 

PC/dlb 

W:\PLAN\RMS\D14\2012\NUNOR\LSD\0003-PACMmbrRpt-#836.docx 

attach. 
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I concur with the recommendations contained in this report. 

Bev y Hillier, MCIP, RPP 
Manager, Planning Services 

--- -~-----...;.·-- ... .... ·:-- -·-~ ·-=~--- ~-':"'-·:::· 
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Proposed Zoning By-law Amendment 
From: Residential Second Density (R2), Residential 
Holding (RH) and Tourist Commercial (C7) zones 
To: Residential Third Density (R3) zone 

Proposed Official Plan Amendment 
From: Residential Holding (RH) zone 
To: Residential Third Density Holding (R3H) zone 



Appendix- Excerpt from Jess ups Creek Subwatershed and Storm water 

Management Plan 

FiguTe 3.1--Existing Environmental Conditions-- Water R-eso"urces-~,- -
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#9 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW-2013-034 DATE: March 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox 

SUBJECT: 

Manager, Finance and Administration 

2013 Capital Budget Project- 6108RD Sidewalk Replacement 
Program and 6104RD Pedestrian Safety Program including New 
Sidewalks (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That 1) a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration 
to authorize the Sidewalk Replacement Program for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Project 
#6108RD, in the amount of $165i000 and the Pedestrian Safety 
Program including New Sidewalks being 2013 Project #6104RD in the 
amount of $109,000; and 

2) individual reports may be provided to City Council with respect to the 
various components of this project. 

BACKGROUND: 

These projects provide for an ongoing capital program for replacing deteriorated 
sidewalks and adding new sidewalks as outlined in the Sidewalk Evaluation 
Program. 

The ongoing project is funded over ten years, 2013-2022. In the current 2013 
Capital Budget, Project #6108RD has $165,000 as a net debenture cost and 
Project #61 04RD has $109,000 as a net debenture cost. For 2013, we will be 
repairing and replacing sidewalks in the areas of: Jane Street between Durril 
Street and Phillip Street, Gorman Street between Nipissing Street and Mattawa 
Street, John Street between Mcintyre Street and Worthington Street, Lakeshore 
Drive from Charles Street to MacDonald Avenue and Passmore Avenue to 
Cartwright Avenue, and various other locations on Lakeshore Drive. 

1 



The Sidewalk Replacement Program and Pedestrian Safety Program including 
New Sidewalks will be funded from a combination of capital programs as follows: 

Sidewalk Replacement Program 
Pedestrian Safety Program 
Financing Charge 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Debenture Cost 

$157,143 
$103,810 

$10,307 
$2,740 

$274,000 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2013 and will be 
immediately initiated. The project is expected to be substantially completed by 
October 31, 2013. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions 
are realized. As the capital project moves forward, any major variances to this 
schedule will be communicated to Council via the semi-annual Capital Status 
Reports or if required, Report(s) to Council. 

ANALYSIS/ OPTIONS: 

Option 1: Proceed with the Authorizing By-Law 

That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the Sidewalk 
Replacement Program budget of $165,000 and the Pedestrian Safety Program 
including New Sidewalks budget of $109,000 for the 2013 operating year. This 
option is recommended. 

Option 2: Cancel outright or reduce 

That Council has the option of canceling these projects, or reducing the 
expenditure limit. This will result in unsafe sections of sidewalks and increase the 
City's liability and level of risk. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

That 1) a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration 
to authorize the Sidewalk Replacement Program for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Project 
#6108RD, in the amount of $165,000 and the Pedestrian Safety 
Program including New Sidewalks being 2013 Project #6104RD in the 
amount of $109,000; and 
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2) individual reports may be provided to City Council with respect to the 
various components of this project. 

Respectfully Sub itted 1 

Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 

Alan Korell 
Managing Director 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 

c'"oomenic Schiavone 
Director 
Public Works 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura 01 eault, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and 
Financial Reporting 

C).~~ 
~~n_o_x __________________ _ 

Chief Administrative Officer 

f A 
Margaret Karpenko, CMA 
Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Person designated for continuance: Joe Germano 
Attachments: Capital Budget Status Sheets 
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!Prroject Summa111f 

Project Description I 
This project provides for an on-going capital program for the replacement of 
deteriorated sidewalks and results from the Sidewalk Evaluation Project which took 
place in 2003 and 2004. A list of the highest priority sidewalks scheduled for 
replacement will be provided \o Council for consideration. 

Scenario Description J 

Project Forecast i 
Budget Year Total Ellpense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 165,000 165,000 0 

2014 170,000 170,000 0 

2015 175,000 175,000 0 

2016 180,000 180,000 0 

2017 185,000 185,000 0 

2018 191,000 191,000 0 

2019 197,000 197,000 0 

2020 203,000 203,000 0 

2021 209,000 209,000 0 

2022 215,000 215,000 0 

1,890,000 1,890,000 0 

Related Projects i 

Year Identified I Start Date I Useful Life 

2013 I I25YEARS 

Project Number: 6108RD 

Title: 

Asset Type: 

SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 2013 ON-GO 

INFRASTRUCTURE- Roads 

Division: 

Budget Year: 

Capital - Engineering, Environmental & Works 

2013 

Scenario Name: Main 

Budget Status: Fin.ance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 
Sidewalk priorities are based on the annual sidewalk inspection program. 

Scenario Comments J 

Project Detailed 2013 :J 
GL Account IOescriptlon 

Enpense 

3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

4005 !INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 

Revenue 

0461 TSF FRM REV FUND-PAYGO 

Operating Budget Impact I 

Manager 

ALAN KORELL 

Total Enpense: 

Total Revenue: 

I 

Active: Yes 

... -- .. 

Total Amount 

157,143 

6,207 

1,650 

165,000 

165,000 

155,000 
' 

I 
I 

Completion Date 

~~·= 

- ~ 

'103 



Project Number: 6'104RD 

Title: PEDESTRIAN SAFETY PROGRAM 2013 ON-GO 

Asset Type: INFRASTRUCTURE- Roads 

Division: Capital- Engineering, Environmental & Works 

IPrrojec~ Summauy Budget Year: 2013 

Scenario Name: Main Aciive: Yes 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: ' 
Project Type: 

Project Description I Project Comments :=1 
This project provides for an ongoing capital program for the replacement of 
deteriorated sidewall<s and the addition of new sidewalks and other safety facilities, 
such as pedestrian actuated signals. 

Scenario Description I Scenario Comments _j 

Project Forecast I Project Detailed 2013 I 
Budget Year Total Eupense Total Revenue Difference GL Account Description 'To~al Amount 

2013 109,000 109,000 0 Eltpense 
2014 112,000 112,000 0 3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 103,810 

2015 115,000 115,000 0 4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 4,100 

2016 118,000 118,000 0 7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 1,090 
"' 

2017 122.000 122,000 0 Total Eupense: 109,000 

2018 126,000 126,000 0 Revenue 

2019 130,000 130,000 0 0461 TSF FRM REV FUND-PAYGO 109,000 

2020 134,000 134,000 0 Total Revenue: 109,000 

2021 138,000 136,000 0 

2022 142,000 142,000 0 

1,246,000 1,246,000 0 

Related Projects I Operating Budget Impact I 
Year Identified I Start Date I Useful Life Manager 

E._ 
C1ompletion IDa:= 

- = 
2013 I 125-30 YEARS ALAN KORELL :oec 31. 2o~3 _ _, 

99 



#10 
City of North Bay 

Report to Council 

REPORT NO.: EESW-2013-010 DATE: February 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance and Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 3312SS WWTP- Redundant Transformer 
Switch Gear and Feeds 

RECOMMENDATION 

That a capital expenditure by-law be prepared for Council's consideration to authorize the design and 
installation of redundant feeds from the substation to the on-site transformers at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget, project #3312SS, in the amount of $50,000. 

BACKGROUND 

This project provides for the design and installation of redundant feeds from the substation to the on
site transformers at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works 
Department. This project will ensure the continuation of the operation in the event of a transformer 
failure. 

The project is funded over two years from 2013-2014. In this current 2013 Capital Budget project 
#3312SS has $50,000 as a net debenture cost. The total project cost is $250,000. 

A schedule of the proposed by-law is submitted for Council's consideration. 

Construction Contract 
Financing costs 
Administration & Overhead 

Net Debentured Costs 

$47,619 
$1,881 

$500 
$50,000 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2014 and will be immediately initiated. 
Project is expected to be substantially completed by October 31, 2014. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions are realized. As the 
capital project moves forward any major variances to this schedule will be communicated to Council 
via the semiannual Capital Status Reports or if required a Report to Council 

OPTION/ANALYSIS 

Option 1 -Proceed with the Authorizing By-law 

That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the expenditure in the amount of 
$50,000 for the upgrade of the methane gas system at the Sanitary Sewer Plant. This option is 
recommended. 



Option 2 - Cancel outright or reduce expenditure 

That Council cancels outright or reduces the expenditure for this project. If Council were to reduce or 
cancel this project, it could potentially cause an interruption in the operations. This option is not 
recommended. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That a capital expenditure by-law is prepared for Council's consideration to authorize the design and 
installation of redundant feeds from the substation to the on-site transformers at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant for the Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget, project #3312SS, in the amount of $50,000. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services and works 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura B is n eault, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and Financial Reporting 

Person designated for continuance: Karin Pratt 

Attachments: Capital Budget Status Sheets 

Copy for: Cathy Conrad 

Alan Korell 
Managing Director Engineerin , 
Environmental Services & Works 

~Q. 
Margaret Karpen o, CMA 
Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 



Project Summary 

Project Description I 
This project is to provide the design and Installation of redundant feeds from the 
substation to the on-site transformers at the WWTP. This project will ensure 
operation in the event of a tranformerfallure. 

Scenario Description I 

Project Forecast I 
Budget Year Total Expense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 50,000 50,000 0 

2014 200,000 200,000 0 

250,000 250,000 0 

Related Projects I 

Year Identified I Start Date I Useful Life 

2013 I Jan 1, 2013 115 YEARS 

Project Number: 3~112SS 

Title: 

Asset Type: 

WWTP- REDUNDANT TRANSFORMER SWITCH GEAR AND FEEDS 

BUILDINGS -Sanitary 

Division: Capital - Sewer 

Budget Year: 20113 
Scenario Name: Main Active: Yes 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 

Scenario Comments I 

Project Detailed 20n_:=] 
GL Account IOescrlptlon Total Amount 

Expense 

3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 47,619 

4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 1,881 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 500 

Total Expense: 50,000 

Revenue 

402 55-DEBENTURE 50,000 

Total Revenue: 50.000 

Operating Budget Impact J 

I Manager Completion Date 

ALAN KORELL Dec 31,2014 

131 
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CITY OF NORTH BAY #11 
REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW-2013-031 DATE: February 11, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services & Works 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6141WS Hydrant and Water Valve 
Rehabilitation Program (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for Council's consideration to authorize the 
Hydrant and Water Valve Rehabilitation Program of the Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget project 
#6141WS, in the amount of $165,000. 

BACKGROUND: 

This project is funded over ten years 2013 - 2022. In the current 2013 Capital Budget, 
Project #6141WS has an amount of $165,000 as a net debenture cost. The emphasis will be 
the testing and rehabilitation of fire hydrants and will also be addressing the need for a valve 
exercising and maintenance program, which is an ongoing annual program. The total project 
cost is $1,890,000. 

A Schedule to the proposed By-Law is submitted for Council's consideration. 

Construction Contract 
internal Interest Charges 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Debenture Cost 

$157,143 
$6,207 
$1,650 

$165,000 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2013 and will be immediately 
initiated. The project is expected to be substantially completed by October 31, 2013. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions are realized. 
As the capital project moves forward any major variances to this schedule will be 
communicated to Council via the semiannual Capital Status Reports or if required, a Report 
to Council. 

OPTIONS/ANALYSIS: 

Option 1 - Proceed with the Authorizing By-Law 



That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the expenditure in the amount 
of $165,000 for the rehabilitation of the City's fire hydrants and exercising and maintaining. 
The emphasis in 2013 will be the replacement of fire hydrants that are beyond their useful 
life. This option is recommended. 

Option 2- Cancel outright or reduce 

Council has the option of canceling this project, or reducing the expenditure limit. This would 
have the effect of deferring the program but would not have major consequences for one year 
though hydrants eventually have to be maintained to insure fire protection for our residents. 
This option is not recommended. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for Council's consideration to authorize the 
Hydrant and Water Valve Rehabilitation Program of the Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget project 
#6141WS, in the amount of $165,000. 

Respectfully Submitted 

Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
En · ering, Environmental Services & Works 

1\ an Korell 
Managing Director 
Engineering, Environmental Services & Works 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura Boissonneault ,CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and Financial Reporting 

9'----· ~~-· --~ox 
Chief Administrative Officer 

Domenic chiavone 
Director, Public Works 

Margaret Karpenko, CMA 
Chief Financial Officerrrreasurer 

Person designated for continuance: Shawn Remillard 

Attachments: Capital Project Status Sheet 



Project Summary 

Project Description I 
This project provides for an on-going program of fire hydrant maintenance and 
rehabilitation. This project is also addressing the need for a value exerclzlng and 
mainte,nance program. · 

Scenario Description I 

Project Forecast I 
Budget Year Total E~~;pense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 165,000 165,000 0 
2014 170,000 170,000 0 
2015 175,000 175,000 0 

2016 180,000 180,000 0 

2017 185,000 185,000 0 

2018 191,000 191,000 0 

2019 197,000 197,000 0 

2020 203,000 203,000 0 

2021 209,000 209,000 0 

2022 215,000 215,000 0 

1,890,000 1,890,000 0 

Related Projects I 

Year Identified T Start Date I Useful Life 

2013 T I5-15YEARS 
- ---------------

Project Number: 

TIOe: 

Asset Type: 

Division: 

Budget Year: 

6141WS 

HYDRANT & VALVE REHAB 2013 ON-GO 

INFRASTRUCTURE ·Water 

Capital -Water 

2013 

Scenario Name: Main 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 

Scenario Comments I 

Project Detailed 2013 I 
GLAccount Description 

Expense 

3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

4005 INTERNAIL INTEREST CHARGES 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 

Revenue 

0300 Pay As You Go Water 

Operating Budget Impact I 

Manager 

ALAN KORELL 

Active: Yes 

Total Amount 

157,143 

6,207 

1,650 

Total Expense: 165,000 

165,000 

Total Revenue: 165,000 

l CompleUon Date 

-I Dec31,2013 
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March 11 1 2013 

The Corporation of the 
City of North Bay 

200 Mcintyre St. East 
P.O. Box 360 
North Bay, Ontario 
Canada P1 8 8H8 

Tel: (705) 474-0400 

Miller & Urso Surveying Inc. 
1501 Seymour Street 
North Bay, ON P1A OC5 

Atten: Rick Miller 

Dear Mr. Miller, 

#12 
Planning Services 5th Floo~, City Hall 
Direct: (705) 474-0626, Ext. 2409 
Fax: (705) 474-5928 
Watts: 1-800-465-1882 
Email: peter.carello@cityofnorthbay.ca 
Web: www.cityofnorthbay.ca 

~iAR 11 2013 

Re: Exemption from Plan of Condominium request by Miller & Urso Surveying 
Inc. ojb 2259031 Ontario Inc for Registered Plan No. M-1861 Lots 211 and 
212, Parcel Identification Numbers 49150-0371(LT) and 49150-0372(LT) -
383 Aubrey Street in the City of North Bay. 

Please accept this letter as our acknowledgement of receipt of the above-noted 
application to amend Zoning By-law No. 28-80. 

We have reviewed the application and have deemed it to satisfy the requirements 
of a "complete" application as of this date. In the event that further information 
is required as a result of a circulated agency request, it will be requested at that 
time. 

We will commence processing of the application immediately. Should you require 
any additional information, please feel free to contact me at (705) 474-0400 
(ext. 2409). 

Senior Planner, Current Operations 

PC/dlb 

W: \PLAN\RMS\D07\2013\COND0\383AUBRE\0001-CmpltApp-48CDM 1310 1.docx 

encl. 
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CITY OF NORTH BAY #13 
REPORT TO COUNCIL 

Report No: CSBU 2013 - 40 Date: March 12, 2013 

Originator: Fire Chief, Grant Love 

Subject: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6062FD Fire Facilities Management 
Program 

RECOMMENDATION 

That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of City Council 
to authorize the 2013 Fire Facilities Management Program, being Capital Project 
No. 6062FD at a net debenture cost of $55,000. 

BACKGROUND 

The 2013 Capital Budget was passed by Council Resolution No. 2013-49 at it's 
regular meeting held on February 4, 2013. Included in the 2013 Budget was 
$55,000 for the Fire Facilities Management Program for maintenance to all four (4) 
Fire Stations and include energy conservation and wear and tear repairs. 

TIMELINES 

This capital project is comprised of a series of different works, is estimated to be 
completed during 2013, and will be initiated immediately. The project is expected 
to be substantially complete by December 31, 2013. 

The implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions are 
realized. As the Capital Project progresses any major variances will be 
communicated to Council via the semi-annual Capital Status Reports or if required 
by a Report to Council. 

A Schedule to the proposed By-Law is submitted for consideration of Council: 

Building I Plant I Exterior Repairs 

Fire Facility Maintenance 
Financing 
Administration 

Net Debenture Cost 

$52,381 
$2,069 

$550 
$55,000 
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QQtion 1: 
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Approve the drafting of the necessary By-law for 2013 Capital Budget, Project No. 
6062FD, which will authorize the building I plant I exterior repairs as required at a 
net debenture cost of $55,000. 

Under this option, City Council would authorize the required ongoing maintenance 
to Fire Facilities. 

Option 2: 

Cancel the ongoing maintenance repairs. 

This option would have the potential to affect the normal operations of Fire 
Facilities and require more extensive spending in future years. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION 

Option 1: 

Approve the drafting of the necessary By-Law for 2013 Capital Budget, Project No. 
6062FD, which will authorize the building I plant I exterior repairs as required at a 
net debenture cost of $55,000. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Grant Love 
Fire Chief 

Gllcm 

attach. Capital Project Status Sheet 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura B~ult, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets 
and Financial Reporting 

rtJv Marg et Karpenko, CMA J Chief Financial Officer I Treasurer 
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Personnel designated for continuance: Deputy Chief Mike Bechard 

Copy for: Cathy Conrad 
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City of North Bay 
Report to Council 

#14 

Report No.: CORP-2013-005 Date: March 8, 2013 

Originator: 

Subject: 

Christina A. (Tina) Murphy, Assistant City Solicitor/City Prosecutor 

Smoking By-Law, Restaurant and Bar Patio Amendment 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That Smoking By-Law No. 2012-97 be amended to prohibit smoking on, and within a nine-metre 
radius of, restaurant and bar patios, whether enclosed or not. 

2. That Smoking By-Law No. 2012-97 be amended to clarify that "highway" includes streets, roads, 
and sidewalks. 

3. That Council pass a Resolution appointing all contract Commissionaires as "inspectors" for the 
purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law. 

4. That Council pass a Resolution appointing security staff designated by the North Bay Regional 
Health Centre as inspectors for the purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law on NBRHC property. 

BACKGROUND 

On August 2, 2011, North Bay City Council passed Resolution No. 2011-556. A copy of that Resolution 
is attached hereto as Schedule "A". The Resolution directed staff to undertake a review of smoking at 
all City facilities and commercial establishment patios in consultation with the North Bay Parry Sound 
District Health Unit (NBPSDHU) and report to Council regarding findings. 

This Report addresses the second issue, smoking at commercial establishment patios. 

The issue of smoking at City facilities is being handled by Parks, Recreation & Leisure Services. That 
review is the subject of Report to Council Number CSBU-2012-36, prepared by Sharon Kitlar, Manager 
Recreation and Leisure Services. Both Reports are being submitted to Council concurrently. 

1. Provincial and Municipal Legislation 

Since 2003, the City of North Bay has regulated smoking in public places and workplaces, by by-law, 
and has generally endeavored to conform to provincial legislation in its various forms. 

Currently, the relevant provincial legislation i~ the Smoke-Free Ontario Act, SO 1994, c. 10. Since July 
-~t5,-2009,the-Smoke-~ree--Ontario~Act-'has-prohibited-smoking--on-restaurant-and-bar-patios-that-are ---

covered or partially covered by a physical barrier of any size. This is a broad prohibition that extends 
even to outdoor patios with umbrella coverage only. 

On this issue, the City's by-law has remained less restrictive, and smoking continues to be permitted .Qy 
the by-law on outdoor patios, even those that are partially enclosed. 

Notwithstanding this, by virtue of section 115(1 0) of the Municipal Act, 2001, SO 2001, c. 25, the 
provision that is more restrictive of the smoking of tobacco prevails. Therefore, despite the 
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permissiveness of the City's by-law, the Smoke-Free Ontario Act provisions apply in the City of North 
Bay, and smoking is, in fact, prohibited on covered and partially covered restaurant and bar patios by 
virtue of the provincia/legislation. 

Not surprisingly, this inconsistency causes public confusion, discourages compliance with the provincial 
legislation, and restricts enforcement of smoke-free patios, as the provincial legislation may only be 
enforced by the Health Unit and not municipal by-law enforcement officers. Amendment of the 
Smoking By-Law to be consistent with the provincial legislation would solve these difficulties. 

In choosing to implement such an amendment to the by-law, the City of North Bay would be joining a 
number of other cities across Ontario and Canada which have implemented 1 00% smoke-free patio by
laws, including Thunder Bay, Woodstock, Kingston, Ottawa, Whistler, Vancouver, and Victoria. 

2. Effects of Second-Hand Smoke Outdoors 

There is significant scientific evidence indicating that smoking outdoors does not reduce the level of 
exposure to second-hand smoke, nor the amount of harm caused by the second-hand smoke. 

Attached as Schedule "B" to this Report to Council is a 2013 "Report on Smoke-Free Patios", submitted 
by Dr. Jim Chirico, Medical Officer of Health for the NBPSDHU. In his report, Dr. Chirico collates 
numerous scientific studies conducted between 2005 and 2011, which have reached this conclusion.1 

He also reports that medical and health authorities around the world agree that there is no safe level of 
exposure to second-hand smoke. 2 

Both hospitality workers and patrons of restaurants and bars are affected by second-hand smoke on 
outdoor patios. Hospitality workers, in particular, are at high risk of exposure. Dr. Chirico points to 
research which has found that "blood nicotine levels of bar employees were 50% higher in those who 
worked in bars with outdoor smoking areas compared to those who worked in bars with zero smoking".3 

Research has also shown that cigarette smoke has considerable negative impact on air quality in 
·outdoor patios and does not dissipate as quickly as many people think.4 

Therefore, to provide the greatest protection for hospitality workers, patrons, and vulnerable members 
of our population, including children, a 1 00% ban on smoking on restaurant and bar patios is 
recommended, whether covered, partially covered, or uncovered. 

In addition, a nine-metre no smoking buffer zone is recommended. This would provide workers and 
patrons with protection from second-hand smoke wafting into the area from patrons standing outside 
the patio or restaurant in order to smoke. It would also be consistent with the nine-metre no smoking 
perimeter around entranceways to municipal buildings and designated workplaces and apartment 
buildings that is currently provided by the City's Smoking By-Law. 

Some participants in both the online survey and. owner interviews suggested time-of-day and time-of
year restrictions on smoking. However, smoking curfews of this nature are not recommended, as they 
lend themselves to public uncertainty, thereby potentially decreasing compliance, and they provide only 
intermittent protection of hospitality workers and patrons. Therefore, this form of time-s.pecific 

1 "Report on Smoke-Free Patios", Schedule "B", at page 3. 
2 Ibid. 
31bid. 
4 Ibid. 

. 
1 
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amendment is not recommended. Rather, a simple ban on smoking on and around outdoor 
commercial patios is recommended for optimal protection of the public and for ease of compliance and 
enforcement. 

3. Community Consultation 

In order to assess community sentiment concerning the feasibility of smoke-free patios, the City and the 
Health Unit conducted community consultation to seek the public's input on the proposed amendments. 
This involved (a) a community-wide online survey, and (b) interviews with local restaurant and bar 
owners. 

(a) Online Survey: 

A total of 563 individuals participated in the online survey conducted in August and September of 2012. 
The survey results, entitled "North Bay Smoke Free Community Survey", are attached to this Report as 
Schedule "C". 

57% of respondents were in favour of smoke-free patios and, in addition, 58% were in favour of 
banning smoking within a nine-metre radius of patios. 

Participants were also invited to submit their comments in the survey, and there were a total of 231 
comments submitted. Not surprisingly, there were some common themes that arose in the 
submissions. 

Many of those who were in favour of smoke-free patios cited the negative health effects of second
hand smoke, and their concerns for the health of their families, themselves, and our community as a 
whole. A number of respondents were empathetic to the personal choice made by smokers, but 
indicated that smokers should not impose their personal choice on others by smoking in public places. 
Many respondents indicated that they did not enjoy eating their food with cigarette smoke wafting by, 
and that it ruined their enjoyment of their dinner and/or ruined their appetite entirely. And numerous 
participants expressed their concern that smoking should never be allowed where children might be 
present, primarily because of the negative health effects, but also because it is important to set an 
example of a healthy non-smoking lifestyle for our children. 

Among the comments submitted by opponents of smoke-free patios, there were also some repeated 
themes. Many respondents indicated their belief that outdoor restaurant patios were built to 
accommodate smokers in the first place when no-smoking laws were first introduced, so they were 
intended more for the benefit of smokers than non-smokers. It was frequently pointed out that non
smoking diners could make a choice to leave. Some individuals expressed their desire to quit smoking 
but that it is a difficult addiction to break, and they need some places to smoke. A number of 
respondents expressed their opinion that smoke-free patios would hurt local businesses economically. 
And many believed that, because restaurants and bars are private property, individual owners should 
have the right to make their own decisions about their establishments. 

(b) Interviews with Restaurant I Bar Owners: 

Ten local restaurant and bar owners agreed to participate in the interviews conducted by the Health 
Unit and City staff. This comprises the vast majority of those who would be affected by the proposed 
amendments. The results of these interviews are reported in Dr. Chirico's "Report on Smoke-Free 
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Patios"5
. 

Results were evenly split, with 50% of the interviewees opposed to any change to the existing by-law, 
and 50% in favour of smoke-free patios. Of those in favour, the majority were also in favour of 
establishing a nine-metre buffer zone. 

Of the owners who opposed the amendments, many indicated that there should be freedom of choice 
for both patrons and business owners, and there should be less intervention by government.6 

Conversely, the majority of owners who were in favour of smoke-free patios believed that government 
intervention was necessary. Many of these owners explained that, although they were in favour of 
providing smoke-free patios, they were not voluntarily doing so because they might lose a competitive 
edge with those businesses that continue to allow smoking. These owners support the by-law 
amendment as a way for them to move to a healthier smoke-free environment, while maintaining a level 
playing field for all local establishments? 

Some owners expressed concern about the proposed nine-metre smoke-free buffer zone where a patio 
is less than nine metres from a roadway. There was a belief that smoking customers would have to 
stand on the roadway in order to comply with the by-law. This is a common misconception that was 
also expressed by some of the participants in the online survey. 

in fact, the concern is unfounded. By virtue of section 115(3) of the Municipal Act, 2001, a municipal 
by-law regulating smoking does not apply to a highway. "Highway", as defined by the Municipal Act, 
2001 and interpreted by case law, includes city streets, roads, and sidewalks. Therefore, any ban on 
smoking created by our Smoking. By-Law would end at the road allowance. City and Health Unit staff 
educated these owners on the laws of jurisdiction and explained that a no-smoking ban would not apply 
to sidewalks.8 However, to end any public confusion on this issue, it is recommended that the Smoking 
By-Law be amended to clearly define the term "highway" in accordance with the foregoing, and to 
clearly indicate that it includes sidewalks as well. 

A common refrain from both sides of the debate was the need to respond to customer preferences. 
Owners both for and against the proposed amendments indicated that their position in supporting or 
opposing the amendments was based on customer demand.9 

Despite basing their position on how their customers feel, however, the majority of owners did not 
believe that the proposed by-law amendments would affect their business either positively or 
negatively.10 

4. Economic Impact of Smoke-Free Patios on Businesses 

As reported by Dr. Chirico, this is in fact substantiated by research: "Economic studies in Ontario and 
internationally show that smoke-free policies do not adversely affect aggregate sales or employment in 
bars and restaurants; in some cases these poliCies have had a positive impact."11 

5 Schedule "8", at pages 4- 7. 
6 "Report on Smoke-Free Patios", Schedule "B": at page 6. 
7 Ibid. 
81bid. at page 7. 
9 Ibid. at page 5. 
10 Ibid. at page 7. 
11 Ibid. at page 4. 
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Attached to this Report to Council, as Schedule "D", is a Ministry of Health fact sheet entitled "Smoke
Free Ontario Act as of May 31, 2006: Fact Sheet- Economic Impact of Smoke Free Policies". This is 
the document cited by Dr. Chirico, and it provides a critique of the relevant studies. Of particular 
interest is a study conducted by the Ontario Tobacco Research Unit on the economic impact of 
Ottawa's 100% ban on smoking in public places and workplaces, which came into effect in 2001. As 
noted by the Ministry of Health, "After accounting for trends, seasonal variations, and general economic 
conditions, the Ontario Tobacco Research Unit found no evidence that the smoke-free by-law 
adversely affected restaurant and bar sales." 

5. Enforcement 

(a} Enforcement of Smoke-Free Provisions: 

Currently in North Bay, the Health Unit enforces the smoke-free patio provisions of the Smoke-Free 
Ontario Act reactively, when it receives a complaint about smoking on a patio or when an enforcement 
officer observes an infraction. However, the provincial legislation is subject to enforcement only by the 
Health Unit, and not by municipal by-law enforcement officers. As a result, when municipal by-law 
enforcement officers receive a complaint about smoking on a patio, they are powerless to act, and can 
only refer the complainant to the Health Unit for follow up. 

As might be expected, the inconsistency between the provincial legislation and the City's by-iaw has 
caused public confusion as to where smoking is permitted in relation to patios, and' which provisions 
apply. 

Therefore, it is recommended that the City amend its Smoking By-law to be consistent with the 
provincial legislation in prohibiting smoking on outdoor restaurant and bar patios. Not only will this 
reduce public confusion and encourage compliance, but it will also assist in enforcement efforts. 
Municipal by-law enforcement officers would have authority to enforce the by-law, as would the Health 
Unit if it chose to do so. In addition, the Health Unit would continue to have authority to enforce the 
provincial legislation that is currently in place. 

(b) Number of Municipal By-Law Enforcement Officers Who Can Enforce the Smoking By-Law: 

The Smoking By-Law provides that an "inspector'' may conduct inspections of any public place or 
workplace for the purposes of determining compliance with the by-law. "Inspector" is defined as "any 
employee or class of employee of the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit authorized by the 
Medical Officer of Health to carry out an inspection under and to enforce the provisions of this by-law, 
or a person or class of person appointed by Council of the City as a by-law enforcement officer to 
enforce this by-law". Accordingly, this by-law requires specific appointment by Council before an officer 
has authority to enforce it. 

The only by-la'N enforcement officer who currently has authority to enforce the Smoking By-Law is the 
By-Law Enforcement Coordinator, Ron Melnyk, who has authority to enforce all City by-laws. 

The City also retains contract workers employed by Commissionaires-Ottawa as by-law enforcement 
officers (known as "Commissionaires"). There are currently three full-time Commissionaires and one 
retained on a seasonal part-time basis. These officers currently enforce parking and other by-laws in 
the City, such as the Parks and Dog By-Laws. Officer Melnyk advises that it would be helpful if these 
officers were also appointed to enforce the SIT'oking By-Law. He advises that he could adjust officer 
assignments to include hours for enforcement of the Smoking By-Law, without increasing hours or 
costs. 
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Therefore, in order augment enforcement of the Smoking By-Law, it is recommended that Council pass 
a Resolution appointing all Commissionaires who are contracted to the City by Commissionaires
Ottawa as by-law enforcement officers for the purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law. 

In addition, it should be noted that the previous version of the Smoking By-Law had been amended to 
provide that security staff at the North Bay Regional Health Centre (NBRHC) had authority to enforce 
the by-law on NBRHC property. When the current Smoking By-Law 2012-97 was drafted, this 
amendment was overlooked. Accordingly, it is recommended that Council pass a Resolution 
appointing security staff designated by the North Bay Regional Health Centre as agents of the City for 
the purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law on NBRHC property. 

OPTIONS ANALYSIS 

1. Smoke-Free Patios 

Option 1: 

Amend the by-law to prohibit smoking on all outdoor restaurant and bar patios, regardless of whether 
they are covered, partially covered, or uncovered, as well as within a nine-metre radius of such patios. 

Option 2: 

Amend the by-law to prohibit smoking on all outdoor restaurant and bar patios, regardless of whether 
they are covered, partially covered, or uncovered. 

Option 3: 

Take no action and uphold the current by-law. Smoking on outdoor restaurant and bar patios would 
continue to be prohibited by virtue of the provincial legislation, but will continue to be enforced only by 
the Health Unit, and will not be enforceable by municipal by-law enforcement officers. 

2. Clarification of "Highway" 

Option 1: 

Amend the by-law to define highway so that it is clear that a highway includes a street, road or 
sidewalk. 

Option 2: 

Take no action and uphold the current by-law. 
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3. Enforcement 

Option 1: 

Pass a Resolution appointing Commissionaires who are contracted to the City by Commissionaires
Ottawa as by-law enforcement officers for the purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law. 

Option 2: 

Pass a Resolution appointing security staff designated by the North Bay Regional Health Centre as 
inspectors for the purpose of enforcing the Smoking By-Law on NBRHC property. 

Option 3: 

Take no action. 

RECOMMENDED OPTIONS 

1. Smoke-Free Patios 

Option 1 is the recommended option. 

2. Clarification of "Highway" 

Option 1 is the recommended option. 

3. Enforcement 

Options 1 and 2 are the recommended options. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Christina A (Tina) Mar'phy 
Assistant City Solicitor I City Prosecutor 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

~~~-~-~-ec-kie ________ __ 

f)'· City Solicitor 

~').~~ 
Jer nox 
Chief Administrative Officer 
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Person designated for continuance: Tina Murphy, Assistant City Solicitor I City Prosecutor 

Schedules Attached: 

A. North Bay City Council Resolution 2011-556. 
B. Report on Smoke-Free Patios, by Dr. J. Chirico, Medical Officer of Health, North Bay Parry Sound 

District Health Unit. 
C. North Bay Smoke Free Community Survey (2012), Online Survey Results. 
D. Ontario Ministry of Health Promotion, "Smoke-Free Ontario Act as of May 31, 2006: Fact Sheet

Economic Impact of Smoke-Free Policies". Available online at: 
http://www.mhp.gov.on.ca/en/smoke-free/factsheets/Economic_lmpact-041505.pdf. 
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MEMO 

To: 

From: 

lan Kilgour 

Cathy Conrad 

Schedule "A" 

1 ntr::CEuVED I AUG 0 5 lUT1 

Council Se~cuiaJs 
·--.......,_,..........,_-.~ 

Subject: 

Date: 

Smoking Prohibition at Steve Omischl Sports Complex 

4 August 2011 

This is Resolution No. 2011-556, as amended, which was passed by Council at its Regular 
Meeting held Tuesday, August 2, 2011. 

Resolution No. 2011-556: 

"That 1) smoking be prohibited anywhere on the grounds of the Steve Omischl Sports 
Complex, including all fields, buildings, parking lots and all other passive 
recreational areas within the park boundaries; 

2) Parks By-Law No. 35-96 be amended accordingly; and 

3) staff be directed to undertake a review of smoking at all City facilities and 
commercial establishment patios in consultation with the North Bay Parry 
Sound District Health Unit and report to Council regarding their findings." 

Cathy Conrad, 
City Clerk. 

CMC/cjc 

Copy to: J.D. Knox 

W:\CLERK\RMS\C00\201 tiBYLAW\PARKSi0003 ·RES. 201 1-556.doc 



Schedule "8" 

Report on Smoke-Free Patios 

To: Tina Murphy, Assistant City Solicitor and Sharon Kitlar, Manager Recreation and Leisure Services 

From: Dr. J. Chirico, Medical Officer of Health 

Resource Staff: Brenda Marshall, Manager- Healthy Living and Reed Morrison, Community Health 

Promoter- Healthy Livin 

Subject: Amendment to smoking by-law 2012- 97 re: smoke-free patios 

Executive summary 

The City of North Bay has consistently demonstrated their leadership among Canadian municipalities in 

protecting their residents from the harms of environmental tobacco smoke (ETS). Since 2011, the North 

Bay Regional Health Centre (NBRHC) has been protected by a 100% smoke-free property by-law. 

Likewise, businesses and multi-unit dwellings have the opportunity to apply for smoke-free 

entranceways under the same by-law. Building on recommendations from the City of North Bay Council 

and the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit (NBPSDHU) Board of Health (BOHL this report 

summarizes the policy options, rationale, and feasibility of amending by-law 2012- 97 to include a 

smoking ban on all patios where food and drinks are consumed. The City of North Bay once again has 

the opportunity to demonstrate their leadership and commitment to the health of their residents by 

prohibiting smoking on all commercial establishment patios. 

Recommendation 

THAT city council amend by-law 2012...:. 97, being a by-law to regulate smoking in public places and 

workplaces, as follows: 

1. That Part 1"Definitions" section 1.10 "outdoor patio" be deleted and replaced with the 

following 

1.10 11outdoor patio" means any outdoor area, whether enclosed or not, as well as a 9 

metre zone from the perimeter of that area, that is adjacent to an establishment where 

food or beverages are sold and where food or beverages, or both, are consumed by the 

public; 

2. That Part 1"Definitions" section 1.13 "public place" be deleted and replaced with the following 

1.13 11public place" means any building, structure, vessel, vehicle or conveyance, or part 

thereof, whether covered by a roof or not, to which the public has access as of right or 

by invitation, expressed or implied, whether or not a fee is charged for entry, which 

1 
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includes outdoor patios as defined above, but does not include a street, road or 

highway; 

3. That Part 1 "Definitions" section 1.15 "workplace" be deleted and replaced with the following 

1.15 "workplace" means a building, structure, vessel, vehicle or conveyance or part 

thereof in which one or more employees work, including any other area utilized by 

employees, which includes outdoor patios as defined above, but does not include a 

street, road or highway. 

Introduction 

At the August 2, 2011 regular meeting, the City of North Bay Council directed municipal staff to work 

with the NBPSDHU to undertake a review of s.moking at all commercial establishment patios and to 

report to council regarding their findings. Similarly, at the September 28, 2011 regular meeting, the 

NBPSDHU Board of Health (BOH) passed a resolution which recommends that all municipalities within 

the NBPSDHU area develop and adopt a by-law that bans smoking: 

1) In all municipally-owned or operated outdoor recreation areas (e.g. parks, beaches, 

playgrounds, sports fields including spectator areas, etc.); 

2) At entrances and exits of all municipally owned or operated buildings or for the entire 

property; 

3) On, and within a 9 metre buffer zone of, all patios where food or drinks are sold. 

This report will provide policy options as well as the rationale, reasoning, and feasibility for by-law 2012 

- 97 to be amended as per the recommendations above. 

Discussion 

Issue 

In order to protect patrons and staff from the detrimental effects of environmental tobacco smoke 

(ETS), the Smoke-Free Ontario Act (SFOA) was amended in July 2009 to clarify a smoking prohibition on 

outdoor patios if any portion is covered or partially covered (please refer to appendix A for more 

information). Despite this protection, smoking continues to occur on uncovered restaurant or bar 

patios, either from original design or from owner renovations to avoid this legislation. Due to this 

loophole in legislation, hospitality staff and patrons of bars and restaurants continue to be exposed to 

ETS. A 100% smoke-free patio by-law, which prohibits smoking on all commercial patios, provides the 

best possible protection for children, customers, and hospitality staff. Additionally, smoke-free policies, 

such as prohibiting smoking on patios, do more than protect people from ETS. Smoke-free policies also 

encourage people to quit smoking 1' 
2
, make it easier for those who have already quit to remain smoke

free3, and protect kids from starting to smoke 4
'
5

• The evidence is clear that smoke-free patios will help 

make North Bay a healthier community. 

2 
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Public Health Considerations and Rationale 

• Second-hand smoke is as dangerous outdoors as it is indoors 

o Although some people believe that second-hand smoke is less hazardous outdoors, this 

is NOT supported by scientific evidence. Medical and health authorities around the 

world, such as the World Health Organization 6
, the Centres for Disease Control 7

, and 

the NBPSDHU agree that there is no safe level of exposure to second-hand smoke. 

Several studies have shown that second-hand smoke exposure is similar in both outdoor 

and indoor smoking areas and that second-hand smoke is as toxic outdoors as indoors s-

19. In other words, smoking outdoors does not reduce the level of exposure or the 

amount of harm caused by second-hand smoke. 

• Outdoor smoking areas are an unfair threat to workers' health 

o Hospitality workers are at a particularly high risk of exposure to second-hand smoke on 

patios. Repeated brief and intermittent exposure, such as that experienced by 

hospitality workers, is dangerous. Research has shown that, "in many cases, the effects 

of even brief (minutes to hours) passive smoking are nearly as large as those from 

chronic active smoking" 20
• For example, researchers have found that blood nicotine 

levels of bar employees were 50% higher in those who worked in bars with outdoor 

smoking areas compared to those who worked in bars with zero smoking 21
• Until the 

first smoke-free indoor laws were passed, hospitality workers were exposed to 

incredibly high levels of chemicals from tobacco smoke. These chemicals, such as 4-

aminobephenol, are so dangerous that NO level of exposure was permitted for any 

other category of worker. As long as smoking is permitted on patios, people who work 

in these environments will continue to be unfairly exposed. 100% smoke-free indoor 

and outdoor workplaces provide the best protection for hospitality workers and 

patrons. 

• Outdoor smoking areas are a threat to public health 

o Smoke from outdoor smoking areas drifts its way indoors, thereby exposing patrons and 

workers and placing them at risk 22
' 

23
• Even for workers and patrons who remain 

indoors, adequate protection is best provided by a 100% smoke-free indoor and 

outdoor workplace. 

• Smoking on patios creates poor air quality 

o While a common argument is that cigarette smoke can easily dissipate in open air and 

therefore has little effect on air quality, research has shown otherwise. Scientists in 

Waterloo, ON, conducted experiments on the effect of as few as eight cigarettes on a 

typical restaurant patio that had rio roof, walls, awnings, or umbrellas. Experiments 

were repeated 46 times in differe'nt wind conditions. They found in each test that when 

cigarettes are smoked, the quality of the air in the patio area falls considerably. 

Measurements of air pollutants, including those that cause cancer and heart disease, 

quadrupled in some cases 24
• 
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• Smoke-free patios will not result in decreased revenue 

o Fears of negative economic impact have been coupled with the introduction of each 

successive smoking restriction in bars and restaurants. However, these fears and 

arguments are unfounded as, "Economic studies in Ontario and internationally show 

that smoke-free policies do not adversely affect aggregate sales or employment in bars 

and restaurants; in some cases, these policies have had a positive impact."25 In 

accordance with the SFOA, any patio that is covered or partially covered by a roof or 

awning in North Bay is already smoke-free; 100% smoke-free patios will simply level the 

playing field. Additionally, over 75% of North Bay ~esidents do NOT smoke. Smoke-free 

patio policies will increase customer satisfaction for the vast majority of patrons. 

• Reducing smoking among hospitality workers is good for business 

o Restaurant and bar owners will appreciate the increase in productivity that follows from 

having a smoke-free workplace. Dozens of studies have shown that smoke-free 

workplaces increase the number of smokers who try to quit, increase the number who 

successfully quit, and decrease the number of cigarettes smoked by those who do not 

quit 26
-
28

• Additionally, helping staff to quit smoking improves their health and 

productivity while reducing sick days 29
• In fact, Canadian studies have shown that the 

total annual cost to employers for an employee who smokes is well over $3,000- due 

iarge!y to higher absenteeism, decreased productivity, and higher insurance 
• 30 prem1ums . 

• While North Bay will be a leader in North East Ontario, there is significant precedence for 

smoke-free patios in Canada Large city centres such as Vancouver, Ottawa, and Victoria have 

implemented 100% smoke-free patio by-laws. Furthermore, cities with demographics similar to 

North Bay, such as Thunder Bay, Woodstock, Kingston, and Whistler, also have 100% smoke-free 

patios. 

Public support and community consultation 

The NBPSDHU and the City of North Bay undertook extensive community consultations. This process 

included a community wide online survey as well key informant interviews with restaurant and bar 

owners. 

• Online survey 

o A survey created by the City of North Bay and the NBPSDHU was distributed on August 

17 2012 and sought to gain the opinion ofthe community at large. There were 563 

respondents in total 

o 57% of respondents were in favour of smoke-free patios 

o 58% of respondents were in favour of smoke-free patios with 9m buffer zones 

• Key informant interviews 

o Two staff members, one from the City of North Bay and one from the NBPSDHU, 

conducted interviews with restaurant and bar owners in order to record their opinions 
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and insights. Owners were provided a background of the topic and assurance that their 
comments would remain anonymous. In total, ten owners agreed to be interviewed. 

o 50% were against any changes to the existing by-law 
o 50% were in favour of amending the by-law to ensure outdoor eating and drinking areas 

would be smoke-free. A strong majority ofthose (80%) also agreed with the creation of 
a 9m smoke-free buffer zone. 

• After analyzing comments, several themes were brought forward by restaurant and bar owners; 

o Health concerns: There was near unanimous recognition of the negative health effects 
of smoking and environmental tobacco smoke. Owners who disagree with a smo~e-free 

patio by-law largely suggested that individuals were responsible for their own health 

and have the option to avoid smoke if they so wish. Quite the opposite, most owners 
who were in favour of a by-law suggested that the harm to patrons and staff caused by 

tobacco smoke provides ample reason to remove smoking from a patio. 

o Customer complaints; owners in favour of smoke-free patios were more likely to have 
received complaints from customers regarding smoking. Predictably, owners who were 

not in favour were far less likely to have received complaints. Several owners, both for 

and against, stated that many customers would not lodge a complaint even if they were 
unhappy with smoking occurring beside their table on a patio. Two owners discussed 
that tourists not accustomed with Canadian laws complained of our restrictive approach 

to smoking while another owner stated that they predict an increased number of 
complaints from their smoking clientele should their patio become smoke-free. In 
contrast, another owner claimed that the by-law will surely reduce the amount of 
complaints received from non-smoking customers. 

o Responsive to clientele: Nearly every owner, both for and against, claimed that their 
stance was in response to demand by their clientele. Many owners stated that the 

majority of their clientele was non-smoking, and therefore a smoke-free patio would 
cater to their preferences. Similarly, owners who estimated that a large percentage of 
their clientele smoke were less supportive of smoke-free patios. One owner brought 

forward that it is the right of a business owner to be responsive to their clientele and a 
by-law that restricts smoking would be an affront to this right and to the concept of a 
'free-market'. In contrast, a different owner suggested that restaurants are "in the 
business of taking care of customers. If you do not care about the wellbeing of your 
customers, then you are in the wrong business." 

o Employee rights: While not discussed by the majority of owners, one did state that it is 

the responsibility of the business owner to protect the rights and health of their staff. 
This owner did not feel that it is fair for the hospitality industry to force non-smokers to 
work in a smoking environment. Along this line, another owner commented that staff 

members who smoke were assigned duties involving cigarettes, such as clean-up or 
serving smoking tables. 

o Property damage and garbage: While the majority of owners claimed that property 

damage due to cigarettes was minimal, two did mention that it posed a serious problem 
for their business. One restaurant in particular has been forced to call the fire 
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department several times because of fires caused by cigarette butts. Nearly every 

owner, both for and against, did mention that cigarette butts represented a major 
source of litter on their patios and property. One owner proposed that the City might 
find that the number of cigarette butts on downtown sidewalks would increase if 

customers were no longer able to smoke on patios. Most owners in favour were 
hopeful that more cigarette receptacles would concentrate cigarette litter in one area. 

o Freedom of choice: This topic was brought forward most often by owners who were not 

in favour of smoke-free patios. This was framed iri two ways; the first being that 

customers should be allowed to smoke as the product in question is not illegal and it is a 

personal choice. Similarly,. most added that non-smokers have the right to move or to 

not choose a restaurant that allows smoking if they are concerned for their health. 

Owners not in favour of smoke-free patios also framed the issue in such a way that 
business owners should have the right to choose how they operate their business. 

o The role of government: With respect to government decisions affecting all owners, 

those in favour and those not in favour of smoke-free patios had vastly different 
opinions. Some owners not in favour suggested that less intervention by government 

with respect to smoking is better. Additionally, two owners claimed that government 

intervention was tantamount to discrimination. Conversely, most owners in favour of 

smoke-free patios concluded that government intentention was necessary. Many 
owners in favour discussed how they would not maketheir patio smoke-free without a 

by-law requiring the same of all North Bay patios. Most often, this was framed as 
'creating a level playing field' and as the only way to fairly introduce smoke-free patios 

without hurting individual businesses. 
o Respect for children I families: Many owners, both for and against, highlighted the need 

to keep environmental tobacco smoke away from you.ng children. Many owners 

claimed that it was difficult to see smoking occurring beside their young customers. 
o Existing policies that are more restrictive that current legislation: Several owners based 

restaurant-level policies on the need to protect non-smoking clientele and children. 

Many owners have either considered or already implemented policies on their patios 
such as no-smoking during peak meal times, having a smoking as well as a non-smoking 

patio, or creating a small smoking area on a patio that is further away from families. All 
restaurant owners mentioned that they had created policies requiring staff who smoke 

to do so away customers and eating areas. 

o Alternative policies: Some owners who were not in favour of smoke-free patios 

suggested that alternative policies were better suited to the.ir business and our northern 

climate. The first alternative policy was to allow smoking after a certain time of the day 

(in most cases this would be following their dinner rush). They claimed that this would 
allow most customers to enjoy their meals on a smoke-free patio without affecting their 
after dinner crowd. Several other owners stated that their patio served as a smoking 
area during the winter months, with little to no food or drink being consumed during 
that time. They suggested that a smoking ban during the summer months might be 

more relevant. However, this wa~ countered by another owner who claimed that an 
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outdoor smoking area, even where food and drink are not consumed, would not 

eliminate the amount of smoke wafting indoors. 

o Business outcomes: While the majority of owners did not believe that a smoke-free 

patio by-law would affect their business either positively or negatively, a small number 

of owners fell on either side of this opinion. Some of the opposing owners pointed to 

research that indicate smokers spend more on hospitality than non-smokers as well as 

suggesting that tourists who smoke will be less likely to visit and dine in North Bay. 

Some owners in support of a by-law anticipated increased business as customers who 

previously did not visit their restaurants would be more likely to do so if the patios were 

smoke-free. 

o Some difficulties of 9 m buffer zones: Several questions were raised with regards to a 9 

metre smoke-free buffer zone surrounding patios. The most commonly raised concern 

was that, in many cases, 9 m would place a customer who is smoking in the middle of 

the road or would overlap with another restaurant's 9 m buffer zone. City and Health 

Unit staff educated owners on laws of jurisdiction and reminded them that a no

smoking ban would effectively end at a road allowance. In other cases, some restaurant 

owners were concerned that this might increase the amount of customers leaving the 

premises without paying, however most of these concerns subsided when it was 

discussed that this does not happen during the winter months when customers who 

smoke must also do so outside. 

Policy Options 

1) Continue with no changes to by-law 

a. Continuing with status quo fails to adequately protect patrons and hospitality workers 

from environmental tobacco smoke 

2) Prohibit smoking on all outdoor eating and drinking areas at certain times of the day or year 

a. This option would allow for smoking on outdoor patios at certain times of the day (for 

example, after 10:00 pm) or year (for example, between the months of October and 

March). 

b. This option is exceedingly difficult for owners and hospitality staff to enforce as it 

creates large 'grey zones' where both patrons and staff may be unsure if the by-law 

applies 

c. This option also does not provide adequate protection from environmental tobacco 

smoke as it does not address smoke wafting indoors and staff may still be required to 

serve in smoking areas. 

d. These options were proposed by a small minority (two) of bar I restaurant owners. 

3) Prohibit smoking on ALL outdoor eating and drinking areas at all times of the day and year 

a. This option greatly enhances protection for children, patrons, and hospitality workers by 

prohibiting smoking within all defined outdoor eating and drinking areas. 

b. Easiest to enforce for hospitality staff, employers, and enforcement staff 
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c. The possibility for smoking directly beside the outdoor eating and drinking area, 

resulting in many ofthe same issues highlighted above. 

4) Smoke-free patios and a 9 m buffer around patios 

a. This option provides the highest level of protection for children, patrons, and hospitality 

workers by prohibiting smoking within the defined outdoor eating and drinking area, as 

well as a buffer zone surrounding it, to reduce the amount of drifting smoke and the 

possibility of smoking occurring directly beside the outdoor eating area. 

b. As this option provides the greatest protection from the harms caused by second-hand 

smoke and it is preferred by half of restaurant I bar owners, it is the recommendation 

of the NBPSDHU that the City of North Bay adopt this as by-law. 

Legal implication 

The recommendations made within this report require review by The City of North Bay Legal Services 

Department. There do not appear to be, however, any legal impediments to the implementation of 

these recommendations. Pursuant to Section 115{1) of the Municipal Act 2001, the City of North Bay 

has the statutory discretion to adopt a by-law that prohibits or regulates the smoking of tobacco in 

workplaces and public places. Furthermore, Subsection 115 {10) of the Municipal Act, 2001 provides 

that a municipal by" law that is more restrictive of smoking prevails over any conflicting provisions of the 

provincial Smoke-Free Ontario Act, 2006. Independent of this specific authority to regulate the smoking 

of tobacco, the City of North Bay also has the broad authority to enact by-laws in respect of the health, 

safety, and well-being of persons pursuant of paragraph 6 of Subsection 10(2) of the Municipal Act, 

2001. The one exclusion under Subsectionl15 (3) is that a by-law shall not apply to a highway, except 

that it may apply to public transportation vehicles and taxicabs on a highway. This exclusion limits the 

restriction on smoking within a 9m buffer zone of patios when the smoking takes place in a space that 

can be defined as a highway. 

Financial implications 

There are no anticipated significant costs associated with the implementation of these 

recommendations by the City of North Bay. Recent experiences with the implementation of 100% 

smoke-free patio by-laws elsewhere in Ontario, as well as experience with current smoke-free patio 

legislation, indicate that this type of by-law is generally self-enforcing, and thus actual enforcement 

activity and costs should be minimal. The costs of educating the public and business owners, producing 

new sign age and primary enforcement of the by-law will be minimal. 

Other considerations 

The adoption of a 100% smoke-free patio by-law is part of a comprehensive approach to tobacco control 

which includes initiatives in tobacco use prevention, cessation, and protection. This approach to 

eliminate commercial tobacco use requires commitment from a variety of stakeholders, including 

municipal and provincial governments, law enforcement agencies, social service organizations, and 

health organizations such as the NBPSDHU. The NBPSDHU is committed to this comprehensive 
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approach to tobacco control and supports it with strategic initiatives in tobacco use cessation, 

prevention, and protection. 

Initiatives by the City of North Bay to help control tobacco are well supported not only by the NBPSDHU, 

but by all other stakeholders involved in tobacco control. The NBPSDHU encourages City Council to view 

the adoption ofthis by-law not as an isolated action with a small benefit, but as part of a larger 

approach that will eliminate commercial tobacco from our society. 

Conclusion 

The combination of public concern, business support, and a myriad of health research supporting 100% 

smoke-free patios provides an excellent rationale for the Council of the City of North Bay to adopt the 

recommendations made in this report. It is also worth noting the important role that smoke-free patios 

play in the larger movement towards smoke-free outdoor spaces. It is critical that the City of North Bay 

deliver consistent messaging and rules for all outdoor spaces in order to create a tobacco-free culture. 

Supporting a 100% smoke-free patio by-law, along with other by-laws which prohibit smoking in outdoor 

spaces, will further cement the City of North Bay as a municipality that is wholeheartedly invested in the 

health and wellbeing of its residents. 
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North Bay Smoke Free Community Survey ~~survey Monkey 
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SMOKE FREE ONTARIO ACT as of May 31,2006: 

Fact Sheet- Economic Impact of Smoke~ Free 
Policies 
Ministry of Health Promotion Le ministere de la Promotion de Ia sante 

This fact sheet provides basic information only. It must not take the place of medical advice, diagnosis or treatment. Always talk 
·to a health care professional about any concerns you have, and before you make any changes to your diet, lifestyle or treatment. 

• Economic studies in Ontario and internationally 
show that smoke-free policies do not adversely 
affect aggregate sales or employment in 
restaurants and bars; in some cases these policies 
have had a positive impact. Initial impacts, if 
any, may be reversed over time. 

• In 2003, U.S. and Australian researchers 
conducted an international, comprehensive 
review of all 97 English-language published and 
unpublished studies claiming to assess the 
economic impact of smoke-free policies on sales 
and employment in the hospitality industry. 
Almost all of the studies that found a negative 
economic impact of smoke-free policies had 
been funded by the tobacco industry. In addition, 
these studies were more likely to have used a 
subjective outcome measure (e.g., bar owners' 
opinions) rather than an objective one (sales 
data), and the studies were less likely to have 
been peer-reviewed. All of the best-designed 
studies that were not funded by the tobacco 
industry found that smoke-free restaurant and 
bars laws had no negative impact on revenue or 
jobs.1 

Examples from other jurisdictions 

• The City of Ottawa implemented a 100 per cent 
smoke-free workplace and public places bylaw 
in 2001, with no designated smoking rooms. 
After accounting for trends, seasonal variations, 
and general economic conditions, the Ontario 
Tobacco Research Unit found no evidence that 
the smoke-free bylaw adversely affected 
restaurant and bar sales.2 

• New York City implemented smoke-free 
legislation in 2003. This law bans smoking in 
public places and workplaces, including bars and 
restaurants, and designated smoking rooms are 
not permitted. A one-year review by the city 
found that the bar and restaurant industry is 

thriving. Business tax receipts in restaurants and 
bars increased by 8.7 per cent compared to the 
same period the year before and employment 
increased by 2,800 jobs.3 

• A study in Massachusetts compared the meals 
tax data collected from restaurants that were in 
communities with highly restrictive smoking 
policies with restaurants in communities without 
such policies. Researchers looked at data from 
1992 to 1998. They found that there was no 
aggregate effect of smoke-free policies on 
businesses during this period.4 

• In July 2004, Massachusetts implemented a 
state-wide smoke-free workplace law. 
Designated smoking rooms are not permitted. An 
evaluation of the impact of this law was recently 
reported by the Harvard School of Public Health. 
Researchers found that patronage at restaurants 
and bars remained the same after the law came 
into force, as compared to before the law. 
Inflation-adjusted meals sales tax collections 
were unchanged with the implementation of the 
law (comparisons were made on a month-by
month basis with tax collections from the prior 
five years). Similarly, no changes were observed 
in alcoholic beverages excise tax coilections. 
Finally, no change was found in the number of 
workers employed in restaurants and bars.5 

®Ontario 
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#15 
City of North Bay 

Report to Council 

Report No: CSBU 2013-36 Date: March 13, 2013 

Originator: Sharon Kitlar, Manager Recreation and Leisure Services 

Subject: Smoke Free By-Law Amendment- Municipal Parks 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1. That the Parks By-Law No. 35-96 and Smoking By-Law 2012-97 be amended to prohibit 
smoking in Municipal parks (playgrounds, parks, sport fields, beaches and trails) and that 
special events hosted in Municipal parks also be designated as smoke free. 

2. That these amendments come into effect beginning June 1, 2013. 

BACKGROUND 

On August 2, 2011, Resolution No. 2011-556 was passed by Council. (See Schedule A) In addition to 
prohibiting smoking at the Steve Omischl Sports Complex, Council directed staff to undertake a review 
of smoking at all City facilities and commercial establishment patios in consultation with the North Bay 
Parry Sound District Health Unit (NBPSDHU) and report to Council regarding the review. 

In response to this request by Council, staff has worked with the Health Unit to conduct a review of 
smoking at: restaurant and bar patios; Municipal parks (parks, playgrounds, sport fields, beaches and 
trails); and special events. The Parks, Recreation and Leisure Services Department directed the review 
relating to City parks and the Legal Department directed the review relating to smoking on patios. A 
report pertaining to patios is simultaneously being presented to Council through Report CORP-2013-
005. 

Similarly, at the September 28, 2011 regular meeting of the NBPSDHU Board of Health (BOH) passed 
a resolution which recommends that all municipalities within the NBPSDHU area develop and adopt a 
by-law that bans smoking: 

1) In all municipally owned or operated outdoor recreation areas (e.g. parks, beaches, 
playgrounds, sports fields including spectator areas, etc.); 

2) At entrances and exits of all municipally owned or operated buildings or for the entire property; 
3) On, and within a 9 metre buffer zone of, all patios where food or drinks are sold. 

(See Schedule C, page 2) 

Support for Smoke Free Outdoor Spaces 

There is much evidence that supports the creation of smoke free outdoor spaces. Play, Live Be 
Tobacco Free, Appendix C (2011) a collaborative guide for developing tobacco-free sport and 
recreation policies and by-laws (See Schedule D); identifies six benefits of tobacco free sports and 
recreation which can be expanded to include outdoor spaces. These include: 
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1. Preventing youth from starting to smoke 
2. Protecting the environment 
3. Protecting children from second hand smoke 
4. Giving everyone a chance to perform at their best 
5. Creating a tobacco free culture 
6. Helping smokers quit 

Page 2 

As stated in the Health Unit's Report on Smoke Free Patios, (Schedule C), "second hand smoke is as 
dangerous outdoors as it is indoors". Studies have reflected that the harm and impact to health is the 
same from second hand smoke whether it is indoors or outdoors. 

Parks are places where people of all ages gather to partake in a variety of activities. Exposure to 
second hand smoke impacts their enjoyment as well as exposing them to the side effects of the smoke. 
Smoke free parks would protect everyone in parks from the exposure to second hand smoke including 
vulnerable populations such as children and those with health concerns such as asthma. This is further 
supported by the NBPSDHU Briefing Notes document. (See Schedule B, pages 3 and 4) 

Community Survey Process 

In order to assess community sentiment concerning the feasibility of smoke free parks, the City and the 
Nipissing Parry Sound District Health Unit undertook a community consultation process that included 
an online questionnaire; survey of sport field user organizations and a survey of event organizers for 
events that take place in municipal parks. The following is a summary of the results and comments 
from the surveys. (See Schedule E) 

Online Questionnaire 

A total of 563 responses were registered with the following percentages in support of smoke free park 
areas. 

Playgrounds 
Sport Fields 
Parks 
Beaches 
Trails 

87.2% 
76.1% 
64.3% 
63.3% 
60.4% 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

The following is an overview of the types of comments included with the survey responses: 

Those in support of smoke free parks: 

Don't want to smell or breathe in second hand smoke 
Second hand smoke kills 
People with asthma can't go places where people smoke 
I am forced to leave places when people are smoking 
Very difficult to enjoy places when there is smoke around 
People who do not smoke should not have to endure second hand smoke 
Smoking shouldn't be allowed in places where children go 
Enforcement is a concern, may need more resources 
Litter from cigarettes is disgusting; need to be removed from beach sand so kids can play 
Special events should be smoke free 
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If events are smoke free consider a designated smoking area 
Need to set an example of not smoking for children 

Those against smoke free parks: 

This is infringing on smoker rights 
Smoking is a legal right 
Stop harassment of smokers 
People who don't want to breathe in smoke can just leave 
Can't enforce this type of by-law so why implement 
Smoking is a hard addiction to break 
Banning doesn't cure the core issue. It's about personal decisions. 
Designated smoking areas suggested 
People should be able to smoke in open spaces 

Sport Group Users Survey 
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A survey was sent to groups who use municipal sport fields on a seasonal or regular basis. The 
majority of those who responded, indicated support for no smoking in parks (playgrounds, sport fields, 
beaches, trails and at special events). One suggestion included the designation of a smoking area at 
sport fields during adult play. 

At a meeting with sport field users in 2011, the matter of smoking at sport fields anywhere in the City 
was raised; there was unanimous support for a City wide ban of smoking in all parks. 

Special Event Organizers Survey 

A survey was sent to organizers of special events that occur in municipal parks. Those who responded 
indicated support for no smoking in (playgrounds, sport fields, beaches, trails and at special events. 
Comments included concern for the litter created by cigarette butts, concerns regarding exposure to 
second hand smoke and presenting nonsmoking role models for small children. 

Municipal events such as Summer in the Park, Canada Day and Families First were also surveyed. The 
response from representatives was mixed. While most supported smoke free events there were 
comments that indicated that if park events were to be smoke free then the ability to designate a 
smoking area should be considered. The committee members from Families First do not support 
smoke free events in outdoor areas. 

Other Municipalities with Smoke Free By-Laws 

There are a number of Ontario municipalities that have adopted by-laws pertaining to smoking. These 
include Barrie, Bonfield, Elliot Lake, Espanola, Huntsville, Ottawa, Kirkland Lake, Orillia, Parry Sound, 
Peterborough, and Sault Ste. Marie, Thunder Bay and Timmins. Most recently the City of Sudbury 
declared all parks and related facilities to be smoke free beginning May 1, 2013. Each of these 
municipalities has adopted by-laws that prohibit smoking in municipal parks. This includes areas such 
as playgrounds, sport fields, splash pads, outdoor rinks, picnic shelters and beaches. Some of the 
municipalities have implemented a buffer zone ranging from nine to fifteen metres while others simply 
ban smoking on municipal parkland similar to the by-law at Steve Omischl Sport Field Complex. At the 
Complex those who wish to smoke must do so off of the park property along the Lakeshore Drive road 
allowance. It would seem that an overall ban of smoking in parks provides clearer boundaries. In this 
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way, there is no confusion about where smoking is allowed which make compliance and enforcement 
easier. 

Exclusions to the by-law in some municipalities permit situations where the smoke or smoking is used 
in a stage production or theatrical performance or if the holding of lit tobacco is carried out for traditional 
Aboriginal cultural or spiritual purposes. 

Based on the comments received from special event organizers and the community with respect to 
special events on municipal parkland it was suggested that there be a process put in place whereby if 
event organizers wish to create a designated smoking area within their event they may apply to the 
municipality to do so. The municipality would have requirements regarding placement of this area, i.e. 
distance from activities, age of those who are allowed inside the area, how the area would be signed 
and monitored, etc. This is not being recommended by either the Health Unit nor this department. It 
would be difficult to enforce and or make the distinction of what constitutes a "special event". The 
banning of smoking from all municipal events and facilities would provide a clear and consistent policy 
that would not be subject to interpretation. 

Enforcement 

The issue of enforcement of the by-law was expressed throughout the survey responses. According to 
the Health Unit, research has found that proper education, signage and clear boundaries assist with 
compliance and enforcement issues are often over stated. (Schedule B, Briefing Notes, page 6). The 
municipality would be responsible for enforcement with the Health Unit providing consultation support 
as required. 

Awareness and Education 

To assist with enforcement and compliance as indicated above, a comprehensive education and 
awareness program should be implemented. Education and awareness tools could include: signage in 
park areas, media advertising, use of social media, communication to the groups and organizations that 
use our parks, and a statement in the terms of rental agreements. 

ANALYSIS I OPTIONS 

Option1: 

Approve all recommendations. This would mean that effective June 1, 2013, Municipal parks and 
events would become smoke free. Staff would proceed with the implementation of a thorough 
education and awareness process utilizing tools mentioned in the report. 

Option 2: 

Do nothing. This would mean that smoking would be continued to be allowed in municipal parks and at 
special events. 

Option 3: 

If Council is not satisfied with the recommendations as stated, Council can choose to amend the 
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recommendations based on their interests. Depending on the amendments staff would proceed with 
the detailing of the guidelines and the implementation of a thorough education and awareness process 
utilizing tools mentioned in the report or any other tasks that may come out of Council's recommended 
amendments. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION I FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

Option 1 is the recommended option. 

1. That the Parks By-Law No. 35-96 and Smoking By-Law 2012-97 be amended to prohibit 
smoking in municipal parks (playgrounds, parks, sport fields, beaches and trails) and that 
special events hosted in municipal parks and facilities also be designated as smoke free. 

2. That these amendments come into effect effective June 1, 2013. 

Costs associated with the approval of the Parks and Smoking By-Law amendments would be taken out 
of financial resources allocated through the 2013 budget process. 

Submitted by, 

v~~e~~Leisure Services 

I concur with this report and recommendations. 

azw~ 
Ian Kilgour { 
Dir o 
P tion and Leisure Services 

Pe irico 
Managing Director Community Services 

Knox 
hief Administrative Officer 
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From: 

lan Kilgour 

Cathy Conrad 

Schedule "A" 

l. RECEIVED 

I AUG 0 5 LUll 

Council Se£[_Cil_ariaJs --.... ___ .........~ 

Subject: 

Date: 

Smoking Prohibition at Steve Omischl Sports Complex 

4 August 2011 

This is Resolution No. 2011-556, as amended, which was passed by Council at its Regular 
Meeting held Tuesday, August 2, 2011. 

Resolution No. 201 1-556: 

"That 1) smoking be prohibited anywhere on the grounds of the Steve Omischl Sports 
Complex, including all fields, buildings, parking lots and all other passive 
recreational areas within the park boundaries; 

2) Parks By-Law No. 35-96 be amended accordingly; and 

3) staff be directed to undertake a review of smoking at all City facilities and 
commercial establishment patios in consultation with the North Bay Parry 
Sound District Health Unit and report to Council regarding their findings." 

Cathy Conrad, 
City Clerk. 

CMC/cjc 

Copy to: J.D. Knox 

W:\CLERK\RMS\C00\2011\BYLAW\PARKS\0003 ·RES. 2011·556.dac 



To: 

Prepared By: 

Reviewed By: 

Subject: 

Date: 

Schedule "B" 

BRIEFING NOTE 

Agenda Item 6.1 
Board of Health 

Septe~ber 28, 2011 

Board of Health, North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit 

Lydia Weiskopf-Tran, Community Health Promoter, Healthy Living Team 
Chris Bowes, Research and Policy Analyst, Research, Surveillance and 

Evaluation Unit 

Brenda Marshall, Program Manager, Healthy Living Team 
Monique Lugli, Executive Director, Community Services 

Dr. Jim Chirico, Medical Officer of Health/Executive Officer 

Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 

September 28, 2011 

D For Information D For Discussion 0 For a Decision 

·Issue: 

June 6, 2011 
Daryl Vaillancourt, as chair of the Board of Health, received a letter from a local restaurant 
owner expressing interest in amending the City of North Bay's current smoke-free by-law to 

include patios. 

June 22, 2011 
The Board of Health discussed correspondence received from a North Bay restaurant 

requesting the Board of Health consider recommending an amendment to current municipal 

smoke-free bylaw to include smoke-free patios. Dr. Chirico indicated evidence supports that 

second-hand smoke does pose a health risk. A briefing note regarding the public health 

concerns of second-hand smoke on public patios will be prepared for the next Board of Health 

meeting 

August 2, 2011 
From The Corporation of the City of North Bay's Regular Meeting of Council: 

Report from I. G. Kilgour dated July 27, 2011 regarding smoking prohibition at Steve Omischl 

Sports Complex {C00/2011/BYLAW/PARKS) recommended that: 
o Smoking be prohibited anywhere on the grounds of the Steve Omischl Sports 

Complex including all fields, buildings, parking lots and all other passive 

recreational areas within the park boundaries and the Parks By-Law No. 35-96 be 

amended to this effect; and 
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Schedule "B" (continued) 

Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: Septeml:ler 28, 2011 ' 

o Staff be directed to undertake a review of smoking at all City facilities in 
consultation with the Health Unit and report to Council regarding their findings. 

August 8, 2011 
Request from Dr. Chirico, MOH, for a Briefing Note on smoke-free outdoor spaces, including 
patios, beaches, parks, as well as sports and recreation facilities. 

Recommended Action: 

Be It Resolved, That the Board of Health for the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit 
recommends that all municipalities within the North Bay Parry Sound District develop and adopt 
a by-law banning smoking 
1} in all municipally-owned or operated outdoor recreation areas (e.g. parks, beaches, 

playgrounds, sports fields including specTator-areas, etc.); 
2} at entrances and exits of all municipally owned or operated building or for the entire 

property; 
3) on and within a 9 metre buffer zone ot all patios where food or drinks are sold, and 

Furthermore Be It Resolved1 That the by-law include a provision for business owners to apply to 
be included in the smoking prohibition for either a 9 metre set-back or for the entire property, 
and 

Furthermore: Be It Resolved, That the by-law allow special events and festivals to be designated 
as smoke-fre'e, and 

Furthermore Be It Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to member 
municipalities within the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit service area, the Minister of 
Health Promotion and Sport, Public Health Ontario (Health Promotion, Chronic Disease and 
Injury Prevention), Smoke-Free Ontario, the Minister of Health and Long-Term Care; Ontario 
Boards of Health, Ontario Medical Officers of Health, and the Association of Local Public Health 
Agencies. 

Current Facts: 
~ Tobacco & Health: 

For many years now, tobacco use has ranked as the number one preventable cause of 
morbidity and mortality in Ontario and Canada. According to the Smoke-Free Ontario Scientific 
Advisory Committee (SFO SAC} (2010), in 2002, 17% percent of deaths in Canada were a result 
of tobacco use (p. 13). Moreover: 
o "tobacco use is responsible for three times as many deaths as the combined total of 

alcohol, drugs, suicide, homicide, injuries sustained from car crashes, and AIDS" (SFO SAC, 
2010, p. 13). 

o 11tobacco is the only legal product that, when used as intended, kills half of its users 
prematurely" (Tobacco Strategy Advisory Group, 20101 p. 5). 
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Schedule "B" (continued) 

Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 

o "tobacco use costs the Ontario economy billions of dollars annually in health care and lost 
productivity costs. Reduced tobacco use will lead to better health, reduced demand on the 

health care system from tobacco-attributed diseases and less drain on productivity" {SFO 
SAC, 2010, p. 1). 

In the North Bay Parry Sound District: 
o Approximately one quarter {25.8%} of individuals aged 12 years and older reported 

smoking daily or occasionally compared to 20.2% in Ontario (NBPSDHU, 2010, p. i). 
o Approximately forty percent (40.6%) of 35 to 44 year olds reported smoking compared to 

24.1% in Ontario for the same group (NBPSDHU, 2010, p. i). 
o The age standardized incidence rates of lung cancer for both males and females combined 

was higher in 2006 (62.5 per 100,000 population) and significantly higher in 2007 (66.1 per 
100,000 population) compared to the rest ofthe province {52.2 per 100,000 population 
and 50.9 per 100,000 population, respectively; Cancer Care Ontario- SEER*Stat Releas~ 8-
OCRIS May 2010, released February 2011}. 

o Almost three quarters {71.8%) of current smokers planned on quitting in the next six 
months {NBPSDHU, 2010, p. ii). 

~ Second-Hand Smoke (SHS): 

There is no safe level of exposure to second-hand smoke {SHS). There are over 4,000 chemicals 
in SHS, with at least 50 of them known to cause cancer (The Lung Association, 2008). In 
addition to various cancers, there are many other diseases that are caused by SHS, such as 
heart disease, stroke, and non-malignant respiratory disease. In children, these diseases can 
include '1Sudden Infant Death Syndrome, fetal growth impairment (low birth-weight and small 
for gestational age), bronchitis, pneumonia and other lower respiratory tract infections, asthma 
exacerbation, middle ear disease, ... adverse impact on cognition and behaviour, decreased lung 
function, asthma induction, and exacerbation of cystic fibrosis (Physicians for a Smoke-Free 
Canada, 2001). Furthermore, 25% of the population has a health condition that can be 
aggravated by being exposed to SHS (The Lung Association, 2008). 

}> Smoke-Free Outdoor Space: 

The Smoke-Free Ontario Act (SFOA) currently protects individuals from second-hand smoke by 
prohibiting smoking in areas such as enclosed public spaces] workplaces, school properties, 
restaurant and bar patios (when they are either partially or completely covered by a roof) and in 
motor vehicles when children under the age of 16 are present. In addition to the SFOA, Section 
115 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25 {as amended), authorizes the Council of a local 
municipality to pass a by-law to prohibit or regulate the smoking of tobacco in public places and 
workplaces within the municipality. Furthermore, Section 12 of the Smoke-Free Ontario Act, S.O. 
1994, c. 10 (as amended) permits municipalities to enact smoking by-laws that are more 
restrictive than sections 9 and 10 of the Act, subject to subsection 13 (3). Consequently, 
municipalities can create by-laws for smoke-free outdoor spaces, which may include patios, 
beaches, parks, and sports and recreation facilities. It is important to note, however, that 
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Schedule "B" (continued) 

Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 ' · 

Section 115 of the Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25 (as amended) stipulates that the by-law 
will not apply to a highway which is defined in Section 26 of the same Act. 

There are existing misconceptions about the health effects of SHS in outdoor spaces. For 
example, many believe that the SHS will simply dissipate into the open air; however, this 
argument is not supported by scientific evidence. Physicians for a Smoke-Free Canada (2010) 
state that "when there is no wind, cigarette smoke will rise and then fall, and will saturate the 
local area with second-hand smoke; [and] when there is a breeze, cigarette smoke will spread in 
various directions, and will expose non-smokers down-wind" (p. 1). Furthermore, studies have 
concluded that concentrations of SHS can be simiiar in outdoor and indoor settings [Kiepeis NE, 
Ott WR, & Switzer, 2007; Repace J., 2008; Travers MJ, Higbee C, & Hyland A, 2007]. In addition 
to reducing exposure to SHS and improving air quality, legislated bans on smoke-free outdoor 
spaces have been found to have the following long-term outcomes: "reduced visibility of 
tobacco "pi'oaucts and use (less social exposure); ... less modeling;:·-rewer places and cues to 
smoke; ... substantial and equitable declines in tobacco use among youth and all adults; [and] 
improved health, reduced inequities due to tobacco, less health care for tobacco-related illness" 
(SFO-SAC, 2010, p. 203). 

The following section provides additional information for smoke-free patios and other 
outdoor recreation areas, such as beaches, parks, piaygrounds, sports and recreation fields. 

}'> Patios: 
Smoke-Free Ontario Act (Current Status): 
The Smoke-Free Ontario Act (2006) states that smoking on an outdoor patio of a restaurant or 
bar is prohibited "if any portion of a patio is covered or partially covered by a roof' (Ministry of 
Health Promotion and Sport, 2011). 

Ontario (Current Status): 
Ontario municipalities have the authority to pass by-laws that are more restrictive than the 
Smoke-Free Ontario Act {SFOA). In the Non-Smokers' Rights Association's most recent Scan of 
Bylaws, Ordinances and Legislation with Provisions that Exceed the Smoke-Free Ontario Act 
(Winter 2011 update), there were seven Ontario municipalities that prohibited smoking "on all 
patios regardless of whether they are covered by a roof or not" (p. 8). 

Canada (Current Status): 
In Canada, four provinces and one territory have legislation that is more restrictive than the 
SFOA with regards to smoking on or around patios. In Nova Scotia, the Smoke-Free Places Act, 

2006, prohibits smoking on outdoor patios, as well as within 4 metres of these areas. The 
Yukon Territory's Smoke-Free Places Act, 2006, is almost the same, except that smoking is 
prohibited within 5 metres of outdoor bar and restaurant patios. While less restrictive than the 
previous examples, Alberta's Smoke-Free Places (Tobacco Reduction) Act, 2007 and 
Newfoundland and Labrador's Smoke-Free Environment Act, 2005, prohibit smoking on patios. 
PEl's Smoke-Free Places Act, 2009, is similar; however, the legislation allows smoking during the 
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Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 

hours of 10 pm and 3 am. According to the NSRA (2011bL "PEl's new partial prohibition on 
patios represents a step forward but falls short of current SHS standards. A partial prohibition 
based on the time of day is open to abuse, potentially confusing for people, and does not 
adequately protect wait staff from SHS- unless there is no table service after 10 pm" (p. 15). 

Creating smoke-free patios with buffer zones not only protects patrons from SHS, but also the 
health of hospitality workers. A study by Mulcahy M., Evans, D.S., Hammond, S.K., Repace, J.L. 
& Byrne, M. {2005} that "measured the blood nicotine levels in non-smoking bar workers who 
were not otherwise exposed to second-hand smoke ... found that those who worked in bars 
with outdoor smoking areas had much higher blood nicotine levels, indicating that they had 
been exposed to much more second-hand smoke" {Physicians for a Smoke-Free Canada, 2010, 
p. 1). While some restaurant and bar owners have made an attempt to protect patrons from 
SHS by creating smoke-free areas on patios that allow smoking or by creating two separate 
patios; one with·and one without smoking,-this strategy does not protect workers -from-SHS;- -- =·, 

Air quality on outdoor patios is significantly affected by tobacco smoke. Richard Stanwick, Chief 
Medical Health Officer of the Vancouver Island Health Authority {2007) states that "with as few 
as three cigarettes being smoked, the air quality was very similar ... to that which used to be 
found in indoor premises with no restrictions on smoking" (as cited by Physicians for a Smoke
Free Canada, 2010, p. 2). The Ottawa Council on Smoking and Health {n.d.) did "testing [that] 
revealed that when tobacco smoke was present on outdoor patios, the levels of fine particulate 
matter were five to twenty times higher than measured background levels, with occasional 
peaks even greater than twenty times above background levels" {p. 1). Furthermore, SHS can 
drift not only to adjacent outdoor spaces, but also indoors via windows, doors and vents. 

}> Other Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces (e.g. parks, beaches, playgrounds, sports fields 

including spectator areas, etc): 

As discussed in previous sections, there are many reasons for, and much evidence supporting, 
the creation of smoke-free outdoor spaces. Play, Live Be ... Tobacco-Free (2011) identifies six 
benefits of tobacco-free sports and recreation, which can be extended to other outdoor spaces. 
These benefits are: "preventing youth from starting to use tobacco products; protecting the 
environment; protecting children from second-hand smoke, giving everyone a chance to 
perform at their best, creating a tobacco-free culture [and] helping smokers quit" {p. 41). 
Outdoor recreation areas are regularly frequented by children and according to Physicians for a 
Smoke-Free Canada (2010b} "most smokers and non-smokers agree, smoking and children do 
not mix- and it makes sense to have policies that can protect children from being exposed to 
tobacco smoke, cigarette butts and seeing adults smoke" (p. 1). 

);> Public Opinion: 
In 2009, the level of support among Ontario adults for banning smoking in parks and on 

beaches is 59%, a significant increase since 2007 when support was 47.8%. (Centre for 
Addiction and Mental Health Monitor 2011a and Centre for Addiction and Mental Health 
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Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 

2011b). A recent survey involving eight health units (Durham, Simcoe Muskoka, Halton, 

Toronto, Kingston, Lambton, Waterloo, and Oxford County) in 2008 found a strong level of 

support for by-laws establishing smoke-free public places. These results included 85.0% 
support for making public playgrounds smoke free, 80.4% support for making outdoor sports 

field smoke free, and over 70% support for making public beaches and patios smoke free (Rapid 

Risk Factor Surveillance System, 2011). 

);- Compliance With and Enforcement of Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces By-laws: 

The North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit has three part-time Tobacco Enforcement 
Officers {TEOs). The primary responsibility of the TEOs is to enforce the Smoke-Free Ontario Act 
(SFOA); however, they currently support a small number of municipalities with the enforcement 
of their smoke-free outdoor spaces by-laws. Nevertheless, with 31 municipalities in the North 
B~yP~I~ry.Souncn5i'stricfth"e TEOs do not h"avefthe capacitY to increase the number of by~laws··· '"., ...... . 
that they enforce. In addition, the Program Training and Consultation Centre (2010) found that 
the anticipated problems with compliance are overestimated and that proper education, 
signage and clear boundaries can increase compliance (p. 4). They state that "it is unlikely that 
active enforcement is the main deterrent for smoking in all smoke-free outdoor areas ... [but] it 
has been useful in locations where the other methods such as signage and education have not 
worked. With this in mind, it is our recommendation that the enfoicement falls within the 
realm of the municipalities and that the Health Unit will provide support and guidance by 
offering consultations as appropriate. 

);- Additionallnformation: 

In 2010, the Smoke-Free Ontario Scientific Advisory Committee prepared the document 
Evidence to Guide Action: Comprehensive Tobacco Control in Ontario, which is intended "to 
provide scientific advice and submit recommendations to the Ministry of Health Promotion and 
Sport {MHPS) to inform renewal of the provincial tobacco control strategy for 2010-2015" (p.l}. 
The goal of the recommendations put forward in this report is to "advance a comprehensive 
tobacco control strategy in Ontario which will lead to prevention and substantial reductions in 
tobacco use, reduced physical and social exposure to tobacco smoke, reduced tobacco-related 
health inequities across the province, and ultimately, elimination of tobacco-related illness and 
death in Ontario" (p.6). Recommendations that were made that are relevant to smoke-free 
outdoor policies are: 

Chapter 5: Prevention of Tobacco Use Among Youth and Young Adults 
Policy Enforcement 
[5.4] Develop, implement and enforce comprehensive tobacco control policies within and 
across settings (e.g., schools, colleges, universities and communities). 

Chapter 6: Protection from Tobacco Smoke and Social Exposure to Tobacco Use 
Smoke-free Policies 
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Briefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 

(6.1] Amend the Smoke-Free Ontario Act and Regulation to eliminate smoking of tobacco 
products and combustible water-pipe preparations in priority settings including: 

[a] Unenclosed restaurant and bar patios (including nine metres from the perimeter of 
the patio). 
[b) Not-for-profit multi-unit dwellings. 
[c] Selected outdoor public places such as doorways to public and commercial buildings 
(within 9 metresL transit shelters, provincially regulated parks and playgrounds, outdoor 
sports facilities, beaches, sidewalks and public events such as parades and outdoor 
entertainment venues. 

Media and Social Marketing 
[6.2] As part of a comprehensive tobacco control program, implement media and social 
marketing strategies that increase public awareness and knowledge of the health effects of 
exposure· to-second-hand smoke and social exposure· to tobacco use, and that influenceo.sodal·";·--~ · -··?" 

norms supportive of tobacco-free living. 

Financial Implications: 
Support the development and education of the tobacco-free by-laws. 
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Eriefing Note: Smoke-Free Outdoor Spaces 
Date: September 28, 2011 ' 
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Schedule "C" 

Report on Smoke-Free Patios 

To: Tina Murphy, Assistant City Solicitor and Sharon Kitlar, Manager Recreation and Leisure Services 

From: Dr. J. Chirico, Medical Officer of Health 

Resource Staff: Brenda Marshall, Manager- Healthy Living and Reed Morrison, Community Health 

Promoter- Healthy Living 

Subject: Amendment to smoking by-law 2012- 97 re: smoke-free patios 

Executhi"e summary 

The City of North Bay has consistently demonstrated their leadership among Canadian municipalities in 

protecting their residents from the harms of environmental tobacco smoke (ETS}. Since 2011, the North 

Bay Regional Health Centre (NBRHC} has been protected by a 100% smoke-free property by-law. 

Likewise, businesses and multi-unit dwellings have the opportunity to apply for smoke-free 

entranceways under the same by-lavv. Building on recommendations from the City of North Bay Council 

and the North Bay Parry Sound District Health Unit (NBPSDHU} Board of Health (BOH}, this report 

summarizes the policy options, rationale, and feasibility of amending by-law 2012-97 to include a 

smoking ban on all patios where food and drinks are consumed. The City of North Bay once again has 

the opportunity to demonstrate their leadership and commitment to the health of their residents by 

prohibiting smoking on all commercial establishment patios. 

Recommendation 

THAT city council amend by-law 2012-97, being a by-law to regulate smoking in public places and 

workplaces, as follows: 

1. That Part 1"Definitions" section 1.10 "outdoor patio" be deleted and replaced with the 

following 

1.10 "outdoor patio" means any outdoor area, whether enclosed or not, as well as a 9 

metre zone from the perimeter: of that area, that is adjacent to an establishment where 

food or beverages are sold and where food or beverages, or both, are consumed by the 

public; 

2. That Part 1"Definitions" section 1.13 "public place" be deleted and replaced with the following 

1.13 "public place" means any building, structure, vessel, vehicle or conveyance, or part 

thereat whether covered by a roof or not, to which the public has access as of right or 

by invitation, expressed or impiied, whether or not a fee is charged for entry, which 
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Schedule "C" (continued) 

includes outdoor patios as defined above, but does not include a street, road or 

highway; 

3. That Part 1"Definitions" section 1.15 "workplace" be deleted and replaced with the following 

1.15 "workplace" means a building, structure, vessel, vehicle or conveyance or part 

thereof in which one or more employees work, including any other area utilized by 

employees, which includes outdoor patios as defined above, but does not include a 

street, road or highway. 

Introduction 

At the August 2, 2011 regular meeting, the City of North Bay Council directed municipal staff to work 

with the NBPSDHU to ~ndertake a review of smoking at all commercial establishment patios and to 

report to council regarding their findings. Similarly, aftheSeptember 28, 2011 regular meeting, the 

NBPSDHU Board of Health {BOH) passed a resolution which recommends that all municipalities within 

the NBPSDHU area develop and adopt a by-law that bans smoking: 

1) In all municipally-owned or operated outdoor recreation areas (e.g. parks, beaches, 

playgrounds, sports fields including spectator areas, etc.); 

2) At entrances and exits of all municipally owned or operated buildings or for the entire 

property; 

3} On, and within a 9 metre buffer zone of, all patios where food or drinks are sold. 

This report will provide policy options as well as the rationale, reasoning, and feasibility for by-law 2012 

- 97 to be amended as per the recommendations above. 

Discussion 

Issue 

In order to protect patrons and staff from the detrimental effects of environmental tobacco smoke 

(ETS), the Smoke-Free Ontario Act (SFOA) was amended in July 2009 to clarify a smoking prohibition on 

outdoor patios if any portion is covered or partially covered (please refer to appendix A for more 

information). Despite this protection, smoking continues to occur on uncovered restaurant or bar 

patios, either from original design or from owner renovations to avoid this legislation. Due to this 

loophole in legislation, hospitality staff and patrons of bars and restaurants continue to be exposed to 

ETS. A 100% smoke-free patio by-law, which prohibits smoking on all commercial patios, provides the 

best possible protection for children, customers, and hospitality staff. Additionally, smoke-free policies, 

such as prohibiting smoking on patios, do more than protect people from ETS. Smoke-free policies also 

encourage people to quit smoking 1' 
2

, make it easier for those who have already quit to remain smoke

free3, and protect kids from starting to smoke 4'
5

• The evidence is clear that smoke-free patios will help 

make North Bay a healthier community. 
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Public Health Considerations and Rationale 

• Second-hand smoke is as dangerous outdoors as it is indoors 
o Although some people believe that second-hand smoke is less hazardous outdoors, this 

is NOT supported by scientific evidence. Medical and health authorities around the 
world, such as the World Health Organization 6

, the Centres for Disease Control 7
, and 

the NBPSDHU agree that there is no safe level of exposure to second-hand smoke. 
Several studies have shown that second-hand smoke exposure is similar in both outdoor 
and indoor smoking areas and that second-hand smoke is as toxic outdoors as indoors s-

19. In other words, smoking outdoors does not reduce the level of exposure or the 
amount of harm caused by second-hand smoke. 

· ·- - -· -, ··•-- Outdoor smoking areas are an unfair threat to workers' 'health -, . ~--· -

o Hospitality workers are at a particularly high risk of exposure to second-hand smoke on 
patios. Repeated brief and intermittent exposure, such as that experienced by 
hospitality workers, is dangerous. Research has shown that, "in many cases, the effects 

of even brief (minutes to hours) passive smoking are nearly as large as those from 
chronic active smoking" 20

• For example, researchers have found that blood nicotine 
levels of bar employees were 50% higher in those who worked in bars with outdoor 

smoking areas compared to those who worked in bars with zero smoking 21
• Until the 

first smoke-free indoor laws were passed, hospitality workers were exposed to 
incredibly high levels of chemicals from tobacco smoke. These chemicals, such as 4-
aminobephenol, are so dangerous that NO level of exposure was permitted for any 
other category of worker. As long as smoking is permitted on patios, people who work 
in these environments will continue to be unfairly exposed. 100% smoke-free indoor 

and outdoor workplaces provide the best protection for hospitality workers and 

patrons. 

• Outdoor smoking areas are a threat to public health 
o Smoke from outdoor smoking areas drifts its way indoors, thereby exposing patrons and 

workers and placing them at risk 22
'
23

• Even for workers and patrons who remain 

indoors, adequate protection is best provided by a 100% smoke-free indoor and 

outdoor workplace. 

• Smoking on patios creates poor air quality 

o While a common argument is that cigarette smoke can easily dissipate in open air and 

therefore has little effect on air quality, research has shown otherwise. Scientists in 
Waterloo, ON, conducted experiments on the effect of as few as eight cigarettes on a 

typical restaurant patio that had no roof, walls, awnings, or umbrellas. Experiments 

were repeated 46 times in different wind conditions. They found in each test that when 
cigarettes are smoked, the quality ofthe air in the patio area falls considerably. 
Measurements of air pollutants, including those that cause cancer and heart disease, 

quadrupled in some cases 24
• 
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• Smoke-free patios will not result in decreased revenue 

o Fears of negative economic impact have been coupled with the introduction of each 

successive smoking restriction in bars and restaurants. However, these fears and 

arguments are unfounded as, 11Economic studies in Ontario and internationally show 

that smoke-free policies do not adversely affect aggregate sales or employment in bars 

and restaurants; in some cases, these policies have had a positive impact." 25 In 

accordance with the SFOA, any patio that is covered or partially covered by a roof or 

awning in North Bay is already smoke-free; 100% smoke-free patios will simply level the 

playing field. Additionally, over 75% of North Bay residents do NOT smoke. Smoke-free 

patio policies will increase customer satisfaction for the vast majority of patrons. 

• Reducing smoking among hospitality workers is good for business 

o Restaurant and bar owners will appreciate the increase in productivity that follows from 

~ ... h;;1ving a smo~~-::.fr.e~ wqr~P~C:l~~-· Dozens of stu9i~~- ha.vJ~.,~hown that smo~~:-f:~~ 

workplaces increase the number of smokers who try to quit, increase the number who 

successfully quit, and decrease the number of cigarettes smoked by those who do not 

quit 26
-
28

• Additionally, helping staff to quit smoking improves theii health and 

productivity while reducing sick days 29
• In fact, Canadian studies have shown that the 

total annual cost to employers for an employee who smokes is well over $3,000- due 

largely to higher absenteeism, decreased productivity, and higher insurance 

premiums30
• 

• While North Bay will be a leader in North East Ontario, there is significant precedence for 

smoke-free patios in Canada Large city centres such as Vancouver, Ottawa, and Victoria have 

implemented 100% smoke-free patio by-laws. Furthermore, cities with demographics similar to 

North Bay, such as Thunder Bay, Woodstock, Kingston, and Whistler, also have 100% smoke-free 

patios. 

Public support and community consultation 

The NBPSDHU and the City of North Bay undertook extensive community consultations. This process 

included a community wide online survey as well key informant interviews with restaurant and bar 

owners. 

• Online survey 

o A survey created by the City of North Bay and the NBPSDHU was distributed on August 

17 2012 and sought to gain the opinion of the community at large. There were 563 

respondents in total 

o 57% of respondents were in favour of smoke-free patios 

o 58% of respondents were in favour of smoke-free patios with 9m buffer zones 

• Key informant interviews 

o Two staff members, one from the City of North Bay and one from the NBPSDHU, 

conducted interviews with restaurant and bar owners in order to record their opinions 
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and insights. Owners were provided a background ofthe topic and assurance that their 
comments would remain anonymous. In total, ten owners agreed to be interviewed. 

o 50% were against any changes to the existing by-law 
o 50% were in favour of amending the by-law to ensure outdoor eating and drinking areas 

would be smoke-free. A strong majority of those (80%) also agreed with the creation of 
a 9m smoke-free buffer zone. 

• After analyzing comments, several themes were brought forward by restaurant and bar owners; 
o Health concerns: There was near unanimous recognition of the negative health effects 

of smoking and environmental tobacco smoke. Owners who disagree with a smoke-free 

patio by-law largely suggested that individuals were responsible for their own health 
and have the option to avoid smoke if they so wish. Quite the opposite, most owners 

who were in favour of a by-law suggested that the harm to patrons and staff caused by 

toba~co.smoke provides.~m[Jie ~f:a_sq.n to remove smoking from,~ _patio. 
o Customer complaints; owners in favour of smoke-free patios were more likely to have 

received complaints from customers regarding smoking. Predictably, owners who were 

not in favour were far less likely to have received complaints. Several owners, both for 

and against, stated that many customers would not lodge a complaint even if they were 
unhappy with smoking occurring beside their table on a patio. Two owners discussed 
that tourists not accustomed with Canadian laws complained of our restrictive approach 

to smoking while another owner stated that they predict an increased number of 
complaints from their smoking clientele should their patio become smoke-free. In 
contrast, another owner claimed that the by-law will surely reduce the amount of 
complaints received from non-smoking customers. 

o Responsive to clientele: Nearly every owner, both for and against, claimed that their 

stance was in response to demand by their clientele. Many owners stated that the 
majority of their clientele was non·-smoking, and therefore a smoke-free patio would 

cater to their preferences. Similarly, owners who estimated that a large percentage of 
their clientele smoke were less supportive of smoke-free patios. One owner brought 

forward that it is the right of a business owner to be responsive to their clientele and a 
by-law that restricts smoking would be an affront to this right and to the concept of a 
'free-market'. In contrast, a different owner suggested that restaurants are 11in the 
business of taking care of customers. If you do not care about the wellbeing of your 

customers, then you are in the wrong business." 

o Employee rights: While not discussed by the majority of owners, one did state that it is 

the responsibility of the business owner to protect the rights and health of their staff. 

This owner did not feel that it is fair for the hospitality industry to force non-smokers to 
work in a smoking environment. Along this line, another owner commented that staff 

members who smoke were assigned duties involving cigarettes, such as clean-up or 
serving smoking tables. 

o Property damage and garbage: While the majority of owners claimed that property 

damage due to cigarettes was minimal, two did mention that it posed a serious problem 
for their business. One restaurant in particular has been forced to call the fire 
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department several times because of fires caused by cigarette butts. Nearly every 
owner, both for and against, did mention that cigarette butts represented a major 
source of litter on their patios and property. One owner proposed that the City might 
find that the number of cigarette butts on downtown sidewalks would increase if 
customers were no longer able to smoke on patios. Most owners in favour were 
hopeful that more cigarette receptacles would concentrate cigarette litter in one area. 

o Freedom ofchoice: This topic was brought forward most often by owners who were not 
in favour of smoke-free patios. This was framed in two ways; the first being that 

customers should be allowed to smoke as the product in question is not illegal and it is a 
personal choice. Similarly, most added that non-smokers have the right to move or to 

not choose a restaurant that allows smoking if they are concerned for their health. 

Owners not in favour of smoke-free patios also framed the issue in such a way that 

business owners should have the r.ight to choose how they operate thgjr P!Jsiness. 
o The role of government: With respect to government decisions affecting all owners, 

those in favour and those not in favour of smoke-free patios had vastly different 

opinions. Some owners not in favour suggested that less intervention by government 

with respect to smoking is better. Additionally, two owners claimed that government 
intervention was tantamount to discrimination. Conversely, most owners in favour of 

smoke-free patios concluded that government intervention was necessary. Many 

owners in favour discussed how they would not make their patio smoke-free without a 
by-law requiring the same of all North Bay patios. Most often, this was framed as 
'creating a level playing field' and as the only way to fairly introduce smoke-free patios 

without hurting individual businesses. 

o Respect for children I families: Many owners, both for and against, highlighted the need 
to keep environmental tobacco smoke away from young children. Many owners 

claimed that it was difficult to see smoking occurring beside their young customers. 

o Existing policies that are more restrictive that current legislation: Several owners based 
restaurant-level policies on the need to protect non-smoking clientele and children. 

Many owners have either considered or already implemented policies on their patios 

such as no-smoking during peak meal times, having a smoking as well as a non-smoking 
patio, or creating a small smoking area on a patio that is further away from families. All 

restaurant owners mentioned that they had created policies requiring staff who smoke 

to do so away customers and eating areas. 

o Alternative policies: Some owners who were not in favour of smoke-free patios 

suggested that alternative policies were better suited to their business and our northern 

climate. The first alternative policy was to allow smoking after a certain time of the day 

(in most cases this would be following their dinner rush). They claimed that this ~ould 
allow most customers to enjoy their meals on a smoke-free patio without affecting their 
after dinner crowd. Several other owners stated that their patio served as a smoking 
area duringthe winter months, with little to no food or drink being consumed during 
that time. They suggested that a smoking ban during the summer months might be 

more relevant. However, this was countered by another owner who claimed that an 
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outdoor smoking area, even where food and drink are not consumed, would not 
eliminate the amount of smoke wafting indoors. 

o Business outcomes: While the majority of owners did not believe that a smoke-free 
patio by-law would affect their business either positively or negatively, a small number 
of owners fell on either side of this opinion. Some of the opposing owners pointed to 
research that indicate smokers spend more on hospitality than non-smokers as well as 
suggesting that tourists who smoke will be less likely to visit and dine in North Bay. 
Some owners in support of a by-law anticipated increased business as customers who 
previously did not visit their restaurants would be more likely to do so if the patios were 

smoke-free. 

o Some difficulties of 9 m buffer zones: Several questions were raised with regards to a 9 
metre smoke-free buffer zone surrounding patios. The most commonly raised concern 

~··. ).~Jasthat, in many cases, 9 m would place a customer I,Nho is smoking in the mig,dle.of 
the road or would overlap with another restaurant's 9 m buffer zone. City and Health 

Unit staff educated owners on laws of jurisdiction and reminded them that a no
smoking ban would effectively end at a road allowance. In other cases, some restaurant 

owners were concerned that this might increase the amount of customers leaving the 
premises without paying, however most of these concerns subsided when it was 
discussed that this does not happen during the winter months when customers who 

smoke must also do so outside. 

Policy Options 

1) Continue with no changes to by-law 
a. Continuing with status quo fails to adequately protect patrons and hospitality workers 

from environmental tobacco smoke 

2) Prohibit smoking on all outdoor eating and drinking areas at certain times of the day or year 
a. This option would allow for smoking on outdoor patios at certain times of the day (for 

example, after 10:00 pm) or year (for example, between the months of October and 

March). 
b. This option is exceedingly difficult for owners and hospitality staff to enforce as it 

creates large 'grey zones' where both patrons and staff may be unsure if the by-law 

applies 
c. This option also does not provide adequate protection from environmental tobacco 

smoke as it does not address smoke wafting indoors and staff may still be required to 

serve in smoking areas. 
d. These options were proposed by a small minority (two) of bar I restaurant owners. 

3) Prohibit smoking on ALL outdoor eating and drinking areas at all times of the day and year 
a. This option greatly enhances protection for children, patrons, and hospitality workers by 

prohibiting smoking within all defined outdoor eating and drinking areas. 
b. Easiest to enforce for hospitality staff, employers, and enforcement staff 
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c. The possibility for smoking directly beside the outdoor eating and drinking area, 
resulting in many of the same issues highlighted above. 

4) Smoke-free patios and a 9 m buffer around patios 
a. This option provides the highest level of protection for children, patrons, and hospitality 

workers by prohibiting smoking within the defined outdoor eating and drinking area, as 
well as a buffer zone surrounding it, to reduce the amount of drifting smoke and the 
possibility of smoking occurring directly beside the outdoor eating area. 

b. As this option provides the greatest protection from the harms caused by second-hand 

smoke and it is preferred by half of restaurant/ bar owners, it is the recommendation 
of the NBPSDHU that the City of North Bay adopt this as by-law. 

Legal implication 

The recommendations made- within this report require review by The City of North Bay Legal Services .--.,:; -

Department. There do not appear to be, however, any legal impediments to the implementation of 

these recommendations. Pursuant to Section 115{1) of the Municipal Act 2001, the City of North Bay 
has the statutory discretion to adopt a by-law that prohibits or regulates the smoking oftobacco in 

workplaces and public places. Furthermore, Subsection 115 {10) of the Municipal Act, 2001 provides 
that a municipal by-law that is more restrictive of smoking prevails over any conflicting provisions of the 

provincial Smoke-Free Ontaiio Act 2006. Independent of this specific authority to regulate the smoking 

of tobacco, the City of North Bay also has the broad authority to enact by-laws in respect of the health, 
safety, and well-being of persons pursuant of paragraph 6 of Subsection 10{2) of the Municipal Act, 

2001. The one exclusion under Subsection115 {3) is that a by-law shall not apply to a highway, except 

that it may apply to public transportation vehicles and taxicabs on a highway. This exclusion limits the 

restriction on smoking within a 9m buffer zone of patios when the smoking takes place in a space that 

can be defined as a highway. 

Financial implications 

There are no anticipated significant costs associated with the implementation of these 

recommendations by the City of North Bay. Recent experiences with the implementation of 100% 
smoke-free patio by-laws elsewhere in Ontario, as well as experience with current smoke-free patio 

legislation, indicate that this type of by-law is generally self-enforcing, and thus actual enforcement 
activity and costs should be minimal. The costs of educating the public and business owners, producing 

new sign age and primary enforcement of the by-law will be minimal. 

Other considerations 

The adoption of a 100% smoke-free patio by-law is part of a comprehensive approach to tobacco control 

which includes initiatives in tobacco use prevention, cessation, and protection. This approach to 
eliminate commercial tobacco use requires commitment from a variety of stakeholders, including 
municipal and provincial governments, law enforcement agencies, social service organizations, and 

health organizations such as the NBPSDHU. The NBPSDHU is committed to this comprehensive 

8 



Schedule "C" (continued) 

approach to tobacco control and supports it with strategic initiatives in tobacco use cessation, 

prevention, and protection. 

Initiatives by the City of North Bay to help control tobacco are well supported not only by the NBPSDHU, 

but by all other stakeholders involved in tobacco control. The NBPSDHU encourages City Council to view 

the adoption of this by-law not as an isolated action with a small benefit, but as part of a larger 

approach that will eliminate commercial tobacco from our society. 

Conclusion 

The combination of public concern, business support, and a myriad of health research supporting 100% 

smoke-free patios provides an excellent rationale for the Council of the City of North Bay to adopt the 

recommendations made in this report. It is also worth noting the important role that smoke-free patios 

.. __ ,. _ ..... [JI~yJn. ~he largeLm~veJI~~.Ptiq_V'{~T9s s~?ke~~ree o~.~o:or sp_aces. It is criticalth.a! ~he ~ity ?f North Bay 

deliver consistent messaging and rules for all outdoor spaces in order to create a tobacco-free culture. 

Supporting a 100% smoke-free patio by-law, along with other by-laws which prohibit smoking in outdoor 

spaces, will further cement the City of North Bay as a municipality that is wholeheartedly invested in the 

health and wellbeing of its residents. 
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Schedule "D" 

i\ P P 1•:\J D LX C: FACT SJ-lEET 0_\l TO 13ACCO-FJ\EE 
SPOHT ;\:'JD HECH.I·=xno~\f 

Fact Sheet On Tobacco-free Sport And Recreation 

WHY IS TOBACCO-FREE SPORT AND RECREATION 

IMPORTANT? 

Sport and recreation organizations play an important role in the health 
and well-being of people of all ages. The use of tobacco products 
during sport and recreation events by the participants, volunteers, 
officials, coaches, leaders and spectators sends a mixed message 
about tobacco use to youth. 

Tobacco-free sport and recreatio.n sends a clear message that _:port_ 
and recreational activities and tobacco use do not mix. 

Tobacco-free Sport and Recreation means that all participants, 
volunteers, officials, coaches, leaders and spectators, do not smoke, 
snuff, dip or chew tobacco while participating in a sport or activity. 

The benefits of tobacco-free sport and recreation include: 

Preventing youth from starting to use tobacco products 
• Children and youth model their behaviour after the people they 

look up to -coaches, leaders, family and peers. 

Protecting the environment 
• Cigarette butts are a major source of litter in communities and on 

beaches. Cigarette butts take a long time to biodegrade depending 
on environmental factors such as temperature, rain, sunlight, etc. 

Protecting children from second-hand smoke 
• It is well accepted that there is no known safe level of exposure to 

second-hand smoke indoors. Recent research shows that under 
certain conditions, levels of tobacco-smoke outdoors (within one 
or two metres of a lit cigarette) can be as high as indoors, and that 
by-products of smoking (like second-hand smoke residue in fabrics 
and cushions) can also be harmful. Smoke-free by-laws provide 
community-wide protection for this vulnera,ble population. 

Giving everyone a chance to perform at their best 

• Tobacco use contradicts the health benefits gained by participating 
in sport and recreational activities. 

Creating a tobacco-free culture 

• It is important for youth to receive the same tobacco-free messages 
at their local sport or recreation activities as they experience at 
school and in the wider community. 

Helping smokers quit 
• Smoke-free environments offer fewer opportunities to use tobacco 

and remove visual cues to help smokers stay quit. Smokers' 
Helpline provides personalized support and a community of 
quitters at your fingertips. Call 1-877-513-5333 or click 
www.smokershelpline.ca today for help. 

A Guide for Developing Tobacco-free Sport and Recreation Policies and By-laws • www.playlivebetobaccofree.ca 41 
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North 'Bay Smoke Free Community Survey «t•)t Survey Monkey 

87.2% (489.) 12.8% (72) 

64.3% (359) 35.7% (199) 558 

76.1% (427) 23.9% (134) 561 

63.3% (353) 36.7% (205) 558 
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#16 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW-2013-038 DATE: March 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox. 
Manager, Finance & Administration 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6105RD Road Culvert 
Replacement and Rehabilitation Program (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Road Culvert Replacement and Rehabilitation Program to replace 
various rural road culverts for the Engineering, Environmental Services and 
Works Department, being 2013 Capital Budget Project #6105RD, in the amount 
of $165,000. 

BACKGROUND: 

This project provides for an on-going program of rural road culvert replacement 
and rehabilitation. 

The Road Culvert Replacement and Rehabilitation Program will be scheduled for 
Widdifield Station Road along the North River. 

This ongoing project is funded over ten years, 2013-2022. In the current 2013 
Capital Budget, Project #6105RD has $165,000 as a net debenture cost. 

A Scheduie to the proposed By-Law is submitted for consideration of City Council. 

Construction Costs 
Financing 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Debenture Cost 

' $157,143 
$6,207 
$1,650 

$165/000 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31 1 2013 and will be 
immediately initiated. The project is expected to be substantially completed by 
October 31 1 2013. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions 
are realized. As the capital project moves forward, any major variances to this 
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schedule will be communicated to Council via the semiannual Capital Status 
Reports or if required/ a Report to Council. 

ANALYSIS/ OPTIONS: 

Option 1: Proceed with the Authorizing By-Law 

That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the Rural Road 
Culvert Replacement and Rehabilitation Program in the amount of $165 1 000. 
This is option is recommended. 

Option 2: Cancel outright or reduce 

The Council has the option of canceling this project/ or reducing the expenditure 
limit. This would have the effect of creating a backlog of failed or failing culverts 
which has the potential to create higher costs and serious inconvenience or injury 
to the public and the environment. In addition 1 it would result in a significant 
decrease in the Road Construction Program if the culvert and drainage costs had 
to be absorbed in the Surfacing Project. This option is not recommended. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Road Culvert Replacement and Rehabilitation Program to replace 
various rural road culverts for the Engineering/ Environmental Services and 
Works Department/ being 2013 Capital Budget Project #6105RD 1 in the amount 
of $165 1000. 

Respectfully Submitted 1 

d 
Angela Cox 
Manager1 Finance & Administration 
Engineering/ Environmental Services 
and Works 

2 

Managing Director 
Engineering/ Environmental Services 
and Works 



We concur in this_ report and recommendation. 

Laura Bo son eault, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and 
Financial Reporting 

_;{
1Mar ret Karpenko, CMA . rv ~hief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Person designated for continuance: Joe Germano 
Attachments: Capital Budget Status Sheet 
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Project Number: 6105RD 

Title: ROAD CULVERT REPLACE/REHAB 2013 ON-GO 

Asset Type: INFRASTRUCTURE- Roads ' 
Division: Capital- Engineering, Environr'(lental & Works 

!Prroject Summary Budget Year: 2013 

Scenario Name: Main Ac~ive: Yes 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: I 

Project Type: I 

- -
Project Description I Project Comments I 
This project provides for aQ on-going program of rural road culvert replacement and 
rehabilitation. 

Scenario Description I Scenario Comments I ·-· 

Project Forecast I Project Detailed 2013 I -· Budget Year Total Eupense Total Revenue Difference GL Account Description Toi<OI Amount 

2013 165,000 165,000 0 Ellpense 

2014 170,000 170,000 0 3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 157,143 

2015 175,000 175,000 0 4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 6,207 

2016 180,000 180,000 0 7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 1,650 ---
2017 185,000 185,000 0 Total Eltpense: 165,000 

2018 191,000 191,000 0 Revenue 

2019 197,000 197,000 0 0461 TSF FRM REV FUND-PAYGO 165,000 
---·---·-

2020 203,000 203,000 0 Total Revenue: 155,000 

2021 209,000 209,000 0 

2022 215.000 215,000 0 

'1,890,000 1,890,000 0 
-

Related Projects I . Operating Budget Impact i 

[ Year Identified I Start Date I Useful Life Manager Completion Dale - J I O.ec~ 20'13 ISO YEARS ALAN KORELL 
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#17 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW-2013-039 DATE: March 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox. 
Manager, Finance & Administration 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6106RD Rural Road Rehabilitation 
Program (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Rural Road Rehabilitation Program for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Capital Budget 
Project #6106RD, in the amount of $600,000. 

BACKGROUND: 

This project provides for an on-going program of rural road rehabilitation which 
includes the reconstruction of rural roadways for both single surface treatment 
and cold recycled asphalt pavement treatment processes. 

Over the years we have implemented an effective program whereby the City's 
large stockpile of old asphalt pavement has been crushed and mixed With an 
asphalt emulsion and rejuvenating agent and then placed on the roadway through 
conventional asphalt pavers, but in a cold rather than hot state. The finished 
asphalt and its thickness are in the order of 75 mm after compaction. As part of 
this work, drainage improvements are undertaken as well as granular base and 
road widening as may be required. In addition, rock removal and sightline 
obstructions may also be undertaken as part of the reconstruction projects. 
Previously we utilized a double surface treatment process. If City Council 
approves this project, the single surface treatment will focus on Cedar Heights 
Road, Collins Drive, Wilson Road, Tower Drive, Daly's Road, Northmount Road, 
Feronia Road, Wild Cherry Lane, Progress Court to Wallace Road, Northshore 
Road, Peninsula Road and Carmichael Drive. 

Based upon our rural roadway length of 135 kilometers, we should be undertaking 
a program of approximately 10 kilometers per year in order to properly maintain 
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these roadways. Cfty Council has seen fit to maintain this level of funding and the 
overall improvement in the condition of the rural roadways is quite evident. 

The ongoing project is funded over ten years, 2013-2022. In this current 2013 
Capital Budget, Project #6106RD has $600,000 as a net debenture cost. 

A Schedule to the proposed By-Law is submitted for consideration of City Council. 

Construction Costs 
Financing 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Debenture Cost 

$571,429 
$22,571 

$6,000 
$600,000 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2013 and will be 
immediately initiated. Project is expected to be substantially completed by 
October 31, 2013. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions 
are realized. As the capital project moves forward any major variances to this 
schedule will be communicated to Council via the semiannual Capital Status 
Reports or if required, a Report to Council. 

ANALYSIS/OPTIONS: 

Option 1: Proceed with the Authorizing By-Law 

That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the Rural Road 
Rehabilitation Program in the amount of $600,000. This is option is 
recommended. 

Option 2: Cancel outright or reduce 

The Council has the option of canceling this project, or reducing the expenditure 
limit. This would create a backlog of deteriorating rural roadways, which has the 
potential to increase maintenance costs. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Rural Road Rehabilitation Program for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 Capital Budget 
Project #6106RD, in the amount of $600,000. 

2 



Respectfully Submitted, 

rA 
Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environm Services 
and Works 

Alan Korell 
Managing Director 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 

~ 
Director, Public Works 

We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura Bois~CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and 
Financial Reporting 

Person designated for continuance: Joe Germano 
Attachments: Capital Project Status Sheet 
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Pmject Summary 

Project Description I 
This project provides for an ongoing program of rural roadway reconstruction. 

Scenario Description I 

Project Forecast I 
Budget Year Total Expense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 600,000 600,000 0 

2014 562,000 562,000 0 

2015 579,000 579,000 0 

2016 596,000 596,000 0 

2017 614,000 614,000 0 

2018 632,000 632,000 0 

2019 651,000 651,000 0 

2020 671,000 671,000 0 

2021 691,000 691,000 0 

2022 712,000 712,000 0 

6,308,000 5,308,000 0 

Related Projects I 

Year Identified I Start Date juseful Life 

-~o13 __ 1 jS-10 YEARS 

Project Number: 6106RD 

Title: RURAL ROAD REHAB 2013 ON-·GO 

Asset Type: INFRJI.STRUCTURE- Roads 

Division: 

Budget Year: 

Capital- Engineering, Environmental & Works 

2013 

Scenario Name: Main 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 
Scenario Comments I 
Project Detailed 2013 I 

GL Account Description 

El<pense 

3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 

Revenue 

0283 Fed Gas Tall 

Operating Budget lmpaci I 

Manager 

ALAN KORELL 
---- --------~ 

Active: Yes 

Total Amount 

571,429 

22,571 

6,000 

Total Expense: 600,000 

600,000 

Total Revenue: 500,000 

l = Completion Date 

Dec31,2013 
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#18 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW-2013-035 DATE: March 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance and Administration 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6109RD Bridge Rehabilitation 
Project (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That 1) a Capital Expenditure By-Law be prepared for the CouncWs consideration 
to authorize the Bridge Rehabilitation Project for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 project 
#6109RD, in the amount of $109,000; and 

2) individual reports may be provided to Council with respec~ to the various 
components of this project. 

BACKGROUND: 

The City inspects half of all our bridges every year. The Bridge Inspection Analysis 
includes a list of fairly minor repairs which if done, will extend the useful life of 
these bridges. Therefore/ it is the intent of this project to start addressing these 
needs so that we can delay future major expenditures on our bridges and maintain 
service to the public. 

For 2013, we will be replacing guiderails on the Lakeshore Drive overp-ass and 
minor work on the Stanley Street Bridge to make it a pedestrian only access. 

The ongoing project is funded over ten years/ 2013-2022. In this current 2013 
Capital Budget/ Project #6109RD has $1091 000 as a net debenture costs. The total 
cost for the project is $1 1 2461 000. 

A Schedule to the proposed By-Law is submitted for Council's consideration. 

Construction Contract 
Financing costs 
Administration and Overheads 

Net Debenture Cost 

1 

$103/810 
$4/100 
$1,090 

$109/000 



The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2013 and will be 
immediately initiated. The project is expected to be substantially compfeted by 
October 31, 2013. 

This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions are 
realized. As the capital project moves forward, any major variances to this 
schedule will be communicated to Council via the semiannual Capital Status 
Reports or if required, a Report to Council. 

ANALYSIS/OPTIONS: 

Option 1 - Proceed with the Authorizing By-Law 

That Council proceeds with the authorizing by-law to approve the expenditure in 
the amount of $109,000 for the Bridge Rehabilitation Program. This option is 
recommended. 

Option 2 - Cancel outright or reduce 

The Council has the option of canceling this project, or reducing the expenditure 
limit. This may have a long term effect of larger capital expenditures being needed 
on bridges in the future. This option is not recommended. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

That 1) a Capita-l Expenditure By-Law be prepared for the Council's consideration 
to authorize the Bridge Rehabilitation Project for the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 project 
#6109RD, in the amount of $109,000; and 

2) individual reports may be provided to Council with respect to the various 
components of this project. 

Respectfully submitted, 

7 
Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 

2 

Alan Kore ·· 
Managing Director 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 



We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura Bois~ CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and 
Financial Reporting 

h f Mar'6aret Karpenko, CMA 
Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

~V~· 
J Knox 
Chief Administrative Officer 

Person designated for continuance: Alan Korell 
Attachments: Capital Budget Status Sheet 
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!Pmjec~ Summary 

Project Description I 
The bridge rehabilitation program provides annual funding to repair minor 
deficiencies In the City's bridges, pedestrian bridges and major culverts to capture 
additional life expectancy and maintain service to the public. There are currently 
more lhan 100 structures being maintained through this funding. 

Scenario Description ! 

Project Forecast I 
Budget Year Total Ellpense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 109,000 109,000 0 

2014 112,000 112,000 0 

2015 115,000 115,000 0 

2016 118,000 118,000 0 

2017 122,000 122,000 0 ·-2018 126,000 126,000 0 

2019 130,000 130,000 0 

2020 134,000 13.4,000 0 

2021 138,000 138,000 0 

2022 142,000 142,000 0 

1,246,000 1,246,000 0 

Related !Projects I 

Year Identified I Start Date I Useful Life 

2013 I J5-10 YEARS -----· ---------- ---- ----- ---------

Project Number: 6109RD 

Title: BRIDGE REHAB 2013 ON-GO 

Asset Type: INFRASTRUCTURE- Roads 

Division: 

Budget Year: 

Capital- Engineering, Environmental & Worl<s 

20113 

Scenario Name: Main 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 

Active: Yes 

Priorities are based on the bi-annual inspection of the bridges and on an as needed basis. 

Scenario Comments I 

Project Detailed 2013 I 
GL Account \Description Total Amount 

Expense 

3425 CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 103,810 

4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 4,100 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 1,090 --------Total Enpense: 109,000 

Revenue 

0461 TSF FRM REV FUND-PAVGO 109,000 

Total Revenue: "109,000 

Operating Budget Impact i 

t Completion Dill~e Manager 

ALAN KORELL Dec 31,2013 
-- ---- -------------- ---------- ---- ---
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#19 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

REPORT NO: EESW 2013-037 DATE: March 7, 2013 

ORIGINATOR: Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 

SUBJECT: 2013 Capital Budget Project- 6147RD Design Work- Next 
Year's Projects (On-going) 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Design Work for Next Year's Capital Works Projects for the 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department, being 2013 
Capital Budget Project #6147RD in the amount of $56,000. 

BACKGROUND: 

The on-going program funding for design works enables the Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department to conduct preliminary 
engineering work such as traffic studies, detailed surveys and conceptual 
designs. These works lay out the groundwork for future construction seasons. 

The conceptual design for the round-about at Pinewood Park Drive and various 
traffic studies are what is planned for 2013. 

The ongoing project is funded over ten years, 2013-2022. In this current 2013 
Capital Budget, Project #6147RD has $56,000 as a net debenture cost. 

A schedule to the proposed by-law is submitted for Council's consideration~ 

Engineering costs 
Financing costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Debentured Costs 

$53,333 
$2,107 

$560 

The capital project is estimated to be completed December 31, 2013 and will 
be immediately initiated. The project is expected to be substantially completed 
by October 31, 2013. 
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This implementation period is considered fair and reasonable if all assumptions 
are realized. As the capital project moves forward, any major variances to this 
schedule will be communicated to Council via the semi-annual Capital Status 
Reports or if required, a Report to Council. 

ANALYSIS/OPTIONS: 

Option 1 - Proceed with the Authorizing By-law 

The approval of this budget item allows City staff to plan and research 
construCtion prografns in advance. As well, it improves bh the estimating and 
forecasting of additional costs that might be overlooked without the 
background investigation being completed. This option is recommended. 

Option 2 - Cancel outright or reduce expenditure 

That Council cancels outright or reduces the expenditure for this project. 
Should Council not approve this project, it will affect the efficiency of future 
project completions, and the confidence in the estimated project completion 
costs. This option is not recommended. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION 

That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for Council's consideration to 
authorize the Design Work for Next Year's Capital Works Projects for the 
Engineering, Environmental Services and Works Department/ being 2013 · 1 

Capital Budget Project #6147RD in the amount of $56,000. 

Respectfully Submitted/ 

Angela Cox 
Manager, Finance & Administration 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 

2 

Alan Korell 
Managing Director 
Engineering, Environmental Services 
and Works 



We concur in this report and recommendation. 

Laura B~lt, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets and 
Financial Reporting 

cftt-· 
Chief Administrative Officer 

IM~arpenko, CMA 
Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Person designated for continuance: Alan Korell 
Attachments: Capital Budget Status Sheet 
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!Pmject Summai"y 

Project Description I 
This project provides for preliminary engineering work required to ena~le design 
and construction of projects planned for the following year. 

Scenario Description I .. ~· 

Project Forecast I 
Budget Year Total Enpense Total Revenue Difference 

2013 56,000 56,000 0 

2014 58,000 58,000 0 

2015 60,000 60,000 0 

2016 62,000 62,000 0 

2017 64,000 64,000 0 

2018 66,000 66,000 0 

2019 68,000 68,000 0 

2020 70,000 70,000 0 

2021 72.000 72,000 0 

2022 74.000 74,000 0 

650,000 650,000 0 

Related Projects I 

Year Identified J Start Date I Useful Life 

------~013~- J ... ----
IN! A_ 

Project Number: 6H7RD 

Title: 

Asset Type: 

DESIGN WORK NEXT YEAR'S PROJECTS 2013 ON-GO 

INFRASTRUCTURE- Roads 

Division: Capital- Engineering, Environmental & Works 

Budget Year: 2013 

Scenario Name: Main 

Budget Status: Finance Funding 

Regions: 

Project Type: 

Project Comments I 

Scenario Comments I 

Project Detailed 2013 I 
GL Account !Description 

Enpense 

3115 ENGINEERING FEES 

4005 INTERNAL INTEREST CHARGES 

7010 ADMINISTRATON & OVERHEAD 

Total El!pense: 

Revenue 

0461 TSF FRM REV FUND-PAYGO 

Total Revenue: 

Operating Budget Impact I 

Manager I ALAN KORELL 
------------------

Active: Yes 

Total Amount 

53,333 

2,107 

560 

56,000 

56,000 

56,000 

Co=~~~nD~e : 
Dec 31,2013 
------·---
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City of North Bay 
Report to Council 

#20 

Report No.: CORP 2013-33 Date: March 6, 2013 

Originator: Lorraine Rochefort 

Subject: 2013 Tax Capping Policy 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

That Council adopts the 2013 Tax Capping Policy recommendations as follows: 

That the 2013 capping program incorporate the following options: 

a) the capping percentage be 10% for all capped classes 
b) apply a 5% limit over prior year CVA tax, whichever is greater of a) or b) 
c) apply a minimum increase threshold of $250.00 to all capped classes 
d) exempt from capping; properties that were subject to CVA tax in 2012 
e) exempt from capping, properties that were capped in 2012 and would 

otherwise be subject to claw back in 2013 
f) exempt from capping, properties that were subject to claw back in 2012 

and would otherwise be subject to capping protection in 2013 
g) adopt a threshold tax level for new construction properties of 1 00% 

That the cost of providing the legislated caps on assessment related increases 
for individual properties in 2013 be funded as follows: 

a) for the commercial class, the cost be borne from within the class 
b) for any shortfall in the industrial and multi-residential classes, the cost to 

be funded 100% from the Tax Policy Development Reserve Fund 

BACKGROUND: 

The recommendations are the options Council has adopted since 2009. The 
Municipal Act requires that Tax Capping by-laws be passed annually.· 

The mandatory 5% capping program for Multi-Residential, Commercial & 
Industrial Classes was introduced by the Provincial Government in 2001. The 
program limited increases in taxes resulting from reassessment or class changes 
to 5% from the previous year's adjusted taxes. Municipal tax levy increases were 
in addition to the 5% limit mandated. This is now an ongoing program unless 
the Province amends the legislation. 
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As part of the 2004 Provincial Budget process, the government announced a 
series of reforms to Ontario's tax regime. Reforms introduced options which 
would give municipalities the opportunity to bring all classes of properties to 
Current Value Assessment (CVA) more quickly. This goal was adopted in our tax 
policy. (Outlined in Option 1) 

The 2008 Provincial Budget announced increased flexibility under the tax 
capping program. Beginning in 2009, municipalities have the option to 
·permanently exclude properties from the capping program once they reach their 
CVA tax destination. Under this new feature, a property that reaches CVA tax in 
one year can be excluded from the capping program the next year. (Outlined in 
Option 2) 

A second option available excludes properties that cross CVA taxes. For 
example, properties that were previously capped in 2012 and would be in a claw
back position in 2013 or vice versa would be excluded from the program. 

• For a property to go from capping protection in 2012 to a claw-back in 
2013, a decrease in assessment would be required. 

• For a property to go from a claw-back in 2012 to capping protection in 
2013, an increase in assessment would be required. 

The options may be put into place for any or all of the capped classes and can be 
changed annually. 

These options were adopted in 2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012 for all capped 
classes, therefore, any property subject to CVA tax or cross CVA tax in 2008, 
2009, 2010, 2011 and 2012 are no longer subject to either capping or claw-back 
adjustment. By using the options the capping program has been substantially 
reduced and we are very close to reaching our goal to bring all property classes 
to CV A tax as noted below: 

TAX CAPPPING PROGRAM COMPARISON 

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 OVERALL 
REDUCTION 

$636,325 $392,513 $263,987 $149,848 $60,797 $40,900 32,761 23,889 

$21,755 $7,722 $1,357 $984 $536 $335 $0 0 
$30,987 $8,439 $2,389 $0 $0 $0 $0 0 

For 2013, the commercial tax class has 11 capped properties totaling 
$23,889.00, compared to 155 capped properties and $636,325.00 in 2006. 
Industrial has gone from 18 capped properties in 2006 to being at CVA in 2012 
and the multi-residential from 17 capped properties in 2006 to all properties being 
at CVA commencing in 2009. 

-$636,301 

-$21,755 
-$30,987 
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There are options for funding the cost of providing the reductions for capped 
properties: 

1) Cost can all be borne within each class by limiting assessment related tax 
reductions that would otherwise benefit other properties (claw-backs). 

2) City can fund a portion of the cost for any class by including an allowance 
in the tax levy to be borne by all properties. 

3) City can fund a portion from the Tax Policy Development Reserve Fund. 
Balance as at December 31, 2012, $346,502.52. 

For 2001 to 2004 Council chose to fund the capping program from within the 
three classes of properties (Commercial, Multi-Residential and Industrial). 

For 2005 to 2012 the Commercial class was funded from within the class. The 
Multi-Residential and Industrial programs were funded 100% from the Tax Policy 
Development Reserve Fund. 

The purpose of this report is to establish the 2013 Capping Program. 

OPTIONS/ANALYSIS: 

Option #1 -to adopt options introduced in the 2004 budget as follows: 

• increase the capping percentage from 5% to 1 0% for all capped classes 
• apply a 5% limit over prior year annualized tax, whichever is greater of a) 

or b) 
• apply a minimum increase threshold of $250.00 to all capped classes 
e the cost of providing the legislated caps on assessment related increases 

for individual properties be funded as follows: 
o for the commercial class, the cost be borne from within the class 
o for the industrial and multi-residential classes, the cost to be funded 

100% from the Tax Policy Development Reserve Fund 

If the 2013 program included the above-noted parameters, the capping program 
would be as follows: 
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CAPPED PROPERTIES: 

TAX CLASS CAPPED 
PROPERTIES 

Commercial . 91 
Industrial 30 
Multi-Residential 24 

CLAW-BACK PROPERTIES: 

TAX CLASS CLAW-BACK 
PROPERTIES 

Commercial 416 
Industrial 0 
Multi-Residential 0 
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COSTS OF FUNDING OF 
CAPPING PROGRAM 

$ 98,932.00 Within the class 
$ 26,666.00 Tax Policy Reserve 
$ 65,873.00 Tax Policy Reserve 

% RETAINED BY %CLAW-BACK 
RATEPAYER KEPT BY CITY 

87.6% 12.4% 
100% 0.0% 
100% 0.0% 

The results show that in the commercial tax class, the program would be 
$98,932.00 and funded within the class, therefore, no other tax class would be 
absorbing any cost of the program. Ratepayers would continue to receive 
capping protection and we would claw-back 12.4% of the reductions to fund the 
program. Decreasing properties would realize 87.6% of their reduction. 

The industrial and multi-residential classes are at CV A. This option would bring a 
total ·of 54 properties back into the capping program with a total cost of 
$92,539.00 funded through the Tax Policy Development Reserve Fund. The caps 
cannot be funded through the class because there are no claw back properties to 
fund from. 

Option #2 -To adopt the 10%, 5%, $250, and to exclude properties from the 
capping program that were at CVA in 2012 and that cross CVA from 2012 to 
2013. 

Analysis shows the following: 

CAPPED PROPERTIES: 

CAPPED COSTS OF FUNDING OF 
TAX CLASS PROPERTIES CAPPING PROGRAM 

Commercial 11 $ 23,889.00 Within the class 
Industrial 0 $ 0.00 N/A- at CVA 
Multi-Residential 0 $ 0.00 N/A- at CVA 
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CLAW-BACK PROPERTIES: 

TAX CLASS CLAW-BACK 
PROPERTIES 

Commercial 228 
Industrial 0 
Multi-Residential 0 
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% RETAINED BY %CLAW-BACK 
RATEPAYER KEPT BY CITY 

91.8 8.2% 
100% 0.0% 
100% 0.0% 

By adopting these options, the commercial tax capping program is reduced by 
$8,872.00 from 2012 to 2013 and all but 11 properties would be at CV A. All 
properties in the multi-residential and industrial tax classes would be at CVA and 
would receive 100% of their reductions. This is Council's long-term goal. 

In the commercial tax class, the program is $23,889.00 and funded within the 
class, therefore, no other tax class would be absorbing any cost of the program. 
Ratepayers would continue to receive capping protection and we would claw
back 8.2% of the reductions to fund the program. Decreasing properties would 
realize 91.8% of theii reduction. 

Although this option definitely brings more properties to CVA tax, it comes at a 
cost to some ratepayers. By adopting the new options, the commercial capping 
program is reduced which means that taxes on properties that would have been 
capped will see increases. 

Fair and equitable taxation is our ultimate goal and that is achieved when all 
ratepayers pay CVA tax. Adopting these options brings us closer to our goal; 
therefore, Option #2 is the recommended option. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION: 

1) That Council adopts the 2013 Tax Policy recommendations as follows: 

That the 2013 capping program incorporate the following options: 

a) increase the capping percentage from 5% to 10% for all capped classes 
b) apply a 5% limit over prior year CVA tax, whichever is greater of a) or b) 
c) apply a minimum increase threshold of $250.00 to all capped classes 
d) exempt from capping, properties that were subject to CVA tax in 2012 
e) exempt from capping, properties that were capped in 2012 and would 

otherwise be subject to claw back in 2013 
f) exempt from capping, properties that were subject to claw back in 2012 and 

would otherwise be subject to capping protection in 2013 
g) adopt a threshold tax level for new construction properties of 100% 



CORP Report 2013-33 
March 6, 2013 Page 6 

That the cost of providing the legislated caps on assessment related increases 
for individual properties in 2013 be funded as follows: 

a) for the commercial class, the cost be borne from within the class 
b) for any shortfall in the industrial and multi-residential classes, the cost to be 

funded 100% from the Tax Policy Development Reserve Fund 

We concur in this report and recommendations. 

Chief Financial Officer/Treasurer 

Personnel designated for continuance: Manager of Revenues & Taxation 

W:\FINSER\1\Lorraine\tax policy\ASSESSMENT TAX POLICY REVIEW REPORTS ETC\2012\2013-33 - 2013 Tax 
Capping Policy Report.doc 



Report No: CORP 2013-30 

City of North Bay 
Report to Council 

Originator: Jennifer McDonald/Laura Boissonneault 

#21 

Date: March 13, 2013 

Subject: Capital Projects Status Report- December 31, 2012 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

1) That the Capital Projects Status Report - December 31, 2012 Report No. 
CORP 2013-30 be received; and, 

2) That the 27 projects listed on Appendix 'A' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated surplus balance of $184,906 be 
transferred as follows: $21,298 to the Completed Capital Works Reserve 
Fundi $259;123 to the Completed Water Capital Works Reserve Fund; and 
($95,515) from the Sanitary Sewer Reserve Fund as at December 31, 
2012; and, 

3) That the 4 projects listed on Appendix 'B' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated net deficit balance of ($9,658) 
be transferred to/from other open capital projects as noted on Appendix 'B' 
as at December 31, 2012. 

BACKGROUND: 

On February 24, 2010, City Council passed Resolution No. 2010-121 amending 
Resolution No. 2001-532, authorizing the Capital Projects Status Reports to be 
filed on a semi-annual basis as atJune 30th and December 31st of each year. 
Attached is the semi-annual Capital Projects Status Report as at December 31, 
2012. Each project has been reviewed in detail with the Site Authority and any 
comments are reflected at the bottom of each Capital Project Status Sheet. 

The Capital Works Reserve Fund balance is estimated to be $3,911,844 by the 
end of this reporting period is allocated as follows: 

• Completed General Capital Works Reserve Fund (#99537R), with a balance 
of $2,131,309 

• Completed Water Capital Reserve Fund (#99522R), with a balance of 
$1,437,332 

• Completed Sanitary Sewer Capital Reserve Fund (#99575R), with a balance 
of $343,203 



CORP 2013-30 
March 18, 2013 

ANALYSIS: 
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The Summary of 'Capital Projects Status Report' to December 31, 2012 is 
attached. The 96 'open' projects are summarized as follows: 

Funding completed - Column 'A' 
Outstanding funding Pre 2012 - Column 'D' 
Outstanding funding 2012 Approvals - Column 'E' 
Future funding - Column 'F' 
Other outstanding funding sources - Column 'G' 
Total projected funding - Column 'H' 

Expenditures incurred - Column 'B' 
Projected future expenditures 
Total projected expenditures - Column 'I' 
Projected Surplus I (Deficit) - Column 'J' 

$ 68,379,688 
324,000 

.10,894,293 
24,282,592 
18,104,004 

$ 121,984,577 

$ 52,956,563 
69,374,506 

$ 122,331,069 
($ 346,492) 

Column 'J' summarizes the projected final surplus or (deficit) for all open projects. 
Most open projects are expected to be completed on budget or with surplus funds 
available. The total current projected deficit for open projects is estimated to be 
($346,492). However this deficit is expected to be managed through realized 
surpluses and/or efficiencies within the active open projects. Upon completion of 
open projects, a request will be made for the actual surplus or (deficit) to be 
transferred to or (from) the capital project reserve(s). 

Appendix 'A' summarizes 27 projects that are now complete and can be closed as 
at December 31, 2012. In total, these projects are expected to provide for an 
estimated surplus of $184,906 and the recommendation is to transfer this 
projected balance as follows: 

• $21,298 to the Completed Capital Works Reserve Fund 
• $259,123 to the Completed Water Capital Reserve Fund 
o ($95,515) from the Completed Sanitary Sewer Capital Reserve Fund 

Appendix 'B' summarizes 4 projects that are recommended to be closed with 
balances transferred to other open projects as at December 31, 2012. These 
transfers represent authorizations for the same or similar on-going projects. The 
net balance accumulated from these projects is estimated to total ($9,658). 

The closure and transfer of the above noted projects is in accordance with the 
policy established and with Council Resolution #2001-532 and will simplify daily 
management of the growing number of open projects, for both the site authorities 
and the Financial Services Department. · 
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OPTIONS: 

Option #1 

Page 3 

1) That the Capital Projects Status Report- December 31, 2012 Report No. 
CORP 2013-30 be received; and, 

2) That the 27 projects listed on Appendix 'A' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated surplus balance of $184,906 be 
transferred as follows: $21,298 to the Completed Capital Works Reserve 
Fund, $259,123 to the Completed Water Capital Works Reserve Fund, and 
($95,515) from the Sanitary Sewer Reserve Fund as at December 31, 
2012; and, 

3) That the 4 projects listed on Appendix 'B' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated net deficit balance of ($9,658) 
be transferred to/from other open capital projects as noted on Appendix 'B' 
as at December 31, 2012. 

Option #2 
1) That the Capital Projects Status Report- December 31, 2012 Report No. 

CORP 2013-30 be received; and, 

2) That the 27 projects listed on Appendix 'A' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated surplus balance of $184,906 be 
used to fund similar 2012 capital projects at the discretion of the Chief 
Financial Officer; and, 

3) That the 4 projects listed on Appendix 'B' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated net deficit balance of ($9,658) 
be recovered from similar 2012 capital projects at the discretion of the Chief 
Financial Officer. 

RECOMMENDATIONS / FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

Tn Sllmmrtrv WP rtre rPCQmmPnrlinn th:::.t nnt-inn ~1 ba arcaptad """" foi'O'"''"' - -···· -·I ··- -· - IIIII -llltoootiii'::J ''""'"" ~ ........ "" •• TT .. "- """"-_ ~ U;;;J I YV.;:t. 

1) That the Capital Projects Status Report - December 31, 2012 Report No. 
CORP 2013-30 be received; and, 

2) That the 27 projects listed on Appendix 'A' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated surplus balance of $184,906 be 
transferred as follows: $21,298 to the Completed Capital Works Reserve 
Fund, $259,123 to the Completed Water Capital Works Reserve Fund, and 
($95,515) from the Sanitary Sewer Reserve Fund as at D~cember 31, 
2012; and, 

3) That the 4 projects listed on Appendix 'B' attached to Report No. CORP 
2013-30 be closed and that the estimated net deficit balance of ($9,658) 
be transferred to/from other open capital projects as noted on Appendix 'B' 
as at December 31, 2012. 
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Following the adoption in 2001 of the current capital project reporting 
requirements and expenditure controls, the majority of capital projects have been 
completed on or under budget. Subject to possible reallocations, final account 
adjustments and/or transfers out of the reserves to other capital projects via 
Council approval, reserve funds balances are projected to total $3,911,844 by the 
end of this reporting period. This total is deemed low but does allow the City 
some flexibility should additional funds be required for existing or emergency 
capital projects. Without reserve funds; emergencies, scope changes, additional 
needs, under-budgeted expenditures, legislated changes, and/or new requirements 
will need to be either deferred or funded by deferring other planned capital 
projects. 

The goal in the Reserve Fund Policy is to have reserves balances directly related to 
capital concerns, equal to 40°/o of the annual Capital Funding Policy Expenditure 
Limit. As of December 31, 2012, the balance of total reserves dollars directly 
related to capital concerns is approximately 26°/o of the 2012 Capital Funding 
Policy Expenditure Limit. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Jennifer McDonald, CMA 
Financial Reports Coordinator 

Laura Boisso eault, CGA 
Supervisor of Budgets & Financial 
Reporting 

I concur with this report and recommendations. 

d Mar~rpenko, CMA T Chief Financial Officer 

Personnel designated for continuance: 

~~-
Knox 

Chief Administrative Officer 

Financial Reports Coordinator 

Attachments: Summary of Capital Project Status Reports, Appendix A, Appendix B. 

Copy for: Senior Management Team 

X:Finserv/4.Reports to Council/Capital RTC/Capital StatusDecember2012 



CITY OF NORTH BAY- SUMMARY OF CAPITAL PROJECT STATUS REPORTS, As At December 31, 2012 



Current Activity FIUture Funding Sources Projected Overview 
Approved I Future 
Funding Funding 

2012 Authorit 

Projected I Projected 
Total Total 

Fund in 

-~--·· -·· --··~;:z_ . . - ---- ... ,....,.,-.. _, ...... -· 
I 2616RD McKEOWN AVE.GORMANVILLE 

$6,314,064 ($6,146,428) $167,636 $6,314,064 ($6,314,064) $0 TO ALGONQUIN 

2 2699GG ADMINISTRATIVE & OVERHEAD $2,542,451 ($2,353,31 9) $189,132 $2,542,451 ($2,542,451) $0 

3 
2803WS CEDAR HEIGHTS: PHASE 1 - $2,100,000 . ($2,213,079) ($113,079) $4,200,000 $5,800,000 $12,100,000 ($12,100,000) $0 ss BPS & MAIN 

• 2814WS 
WATER METER STRATEGY 

$2,537,685 ($256,472) $2,281,213 $4,604,652 $7,142,337 ($7,142,337) $0 
IMPLEMENTATION 

5 
2825RD- PEARCE/ AIRPORT TO FRANCIS 

$900,000 ($603,293) $296,707 $100,000 $1,000,000 ($1,000,000) $0 
ST TRAFFIC SIGNALS 

6 
2825WS PEARCE/ AIRPORT TO FRANCIS 

$750,000 ($425,533) $324,467 $750,000 ($750,000) $0 ss TRAFFIC SIGNALS 

7 2916GD LEACHATE MANAGEMENT-CELL 
$1,600,000 ($1,508,475) $91,525 $1,600,000 ($1,600,000) $0 

6 & 7-9 NEW METHANE WELLS 

8 
2919RD- PEARCE (FRANCIS-GREENHILL) $120,500 ($257,231) ($136,731) ' $1,579,500 $1,700,000 ($1,700,000) $0 
ST Phase II 

9 
2919WS PEARCE (FRANCIS-GREENHILL) $200,000 ($43,966) $156,034 $1,100,000 $1,300,000 ($1,300,000) $0 ss 

CHIPPEWA CREEK/AIRPORT 
o 2934ST HEIGHTS STORMWATER $100,000 ($114,670) ($14,670) $250,000 $250,000 $600,000 ($600,000) $0 

RETENTION 
I 2937WS ASSET MANAGEMENT 2009 $750,000 ($432,184) ss $317,816 $750,000 ($750,000) $0 

2 2960GG SYSTEM TECH PROGRAM 2009 $930,532 ($774,739) $155,793 $930,532 ($930,532) $0 

'3001RD 
LAKESHORE BRIDGE-LAVASE $330,000 ($322,291) $7,709 $1,936,667 $2,266,667 ($2,266,667) $0 
RIVER-STUDY & REPAIRS 

• 3002RD 
HAMMOND & STANLEY ST. $50,000 ($35,072) 
BRIDGES- EA AND REMOVAL 

$14,928 $200,000 $250,000 ($250,000) $0 

5 
3004RD- STREET RECON - MAIN/SEYMOUR $300,000 ($363,709) ($63,709) $136,203 $436,203 ($436,203) $0 
c:;T AT THF HT(.;HWAY - -



Current Activity Future Funding Sources Projected Overview 
Approved Approved Future Other Projected Projected Projected 

Completed Completed Current Funding Funding Funding Funding Total ;rota I Surplus/ 
Pro# Description Fundinq Expenditures Balance Pre-2012 2012 Authority Sources Fundinq Expenditures (Deficit) 

16 3005RD STREET RECON - JANE ST $180,000 ($103,458) $76,542 $180,000 ($180,000) $0 

17 
3005WS 
ss STREET RECON- JANE ST $180,000 ($79,821) $100,179 $180,000 ($180,000) $0 

18 
3008PK- NB HERITAGE PARKLAND 

$6,624,013 ($7,752,961) ($1,128,948) $775,987 $7,400,000 ($7, 752,961) ($352,961: RD-ST DEVELOPMENT & PARKING 
1• 3013SL STREET LIGHTING UPGRADES $2,421,296 ($2,322,669) $98,627 $2,421,296 ($2,421,296) $0 

20 ~~14WS DESIGN WORK ON-GOING 2010 $791,834 ($512,609) $279,225 $791,834 ($791,834) $0 

211~~~::> '::> CITY SHARE DEV COST 2010 $338,539 ($284,820) $53,719 $338,539 ($338,539) $0 

22 3027GG SYSTEM TECH PROGRAM 2010 $371,934 ($425,192) ($53,257) $191,000 $562,934 ($562,934) $0 

23 ~~27WS SYSTEM TECH PROGRAM 2010 $90,000 ($900) $89,100 $90,000 ($90,000) $0 

24 3061SS MAIN ST. (GORMANVILLE TO $100,000 ($8,227) $91,773 $5,000,000 $5,100,000 ($5,100,000) $0 MEMORIAL DR.) 

25 
3063WS SKI CLUB ROAD (LAKESIDE DR. TO $2,831,77S ($939,004) $1,892,771 $1,468,225 $4,300,000 ($4,300,000) $0 55 JOHNSTON RD.) 

26 3064WS WATERMAIN REPLACEMENT-
$200,000 ($113,214) $86,786 $200,000 ($200,000) $0 LAKESHORE DR. fPHASE I) 

27 3069WS 
DRINKING WATER QUALITY 

JrHANSENl 
$582,854 ($436,982) $145,872 $582,854 ($582,854) $0 

SS INFILTRATION REDUCTION/ 
28 3070SS FLOW MONITORING PROGRAM $600,000 ($513,040) $86,960 $600,000 ($600,000) $0 

(Phase I) 

zg 3102RD FACILITIES MANAGEMENT - $120,717 ($46,172) $74,545 $79,283 $200,000 ($200,000) $0 
ROADS 

10 
3104RD- FERGUSON ST. (MCINTYRE TO $600,000 ($477,665) $122,335 $1,200,000 $5,100,000 $6,900,000 ($6,900,000) $0 
ST CHIPPEWA) 

11 3104WS FERGUSON ST. (MCINTYRE TO $900,000 ($197,637) 
CHIPPEWA) 

$702,363 $2,500,000 $3,400,000 ($3,400,000) $0 

12 
3105RD- MAIN ST (SHERBROOKE TO 

$2,700,000 ($2,702,448) ($2,448) $2,700,000 ($2, 702,448) ($2,448), 
ST OVERPASS) 

3 
3105WS 
ss 

MAIN ST (SHERBROOKE TO 
OVERPASS). 

$2,145,580 ($1,880,976) $264,604 $2,145,580 ($2,145,580) $0 

4 3108GD 
LANDFILL SITE (MERRICK) -

$1,069,817 ($845,518) $224,299 $930,183 $3,000,000 $5,000,000 ($5,000,000) $0 
LEACHATE TREATMENT 
FIRE DEPARTMENT 

5 :h11FD REPLACEMENT OF EMERGENCY $120,000 ($70,602) $49,398 $120,000 ($120,000) $0 

GENERATOR 

6 3112AT 
AIRPORT - HANGAR 

$0 ($15,189) 
DEVELOPMENT - NET COST 

($15,189) $1,500,000 $1,500,000 ($1,500,000) $0 

7 3113GG 
CITY-WIDE RADIO SYSTEM 

$810,225 ($564,691) $245,534 $810,225 ($810,225) $0 
REPLACEMENT 

s 3114PR 
FACILITIES LONG-TERM NEEDS $109,863 ($106,391) $3,472 $9,957 $119,820 ($119,820) $0 
STUDY 

9 3116SS 
PREMIER PUMPING STATION $2,100,000 ($2,017,732) $82,268 $2,100,000 ($2,100,000) $0 
(SEWER BACK-UP PREVENTION) 

o3117SS 
SANITARY SEWER REHAB $600,000 ($175,654) $424,346 $600,000 ($600,000) $0 
PROGRAM 2011 

L ~~01RD- AIRPORT INDUSTRIAL LAND $2,641,584 ($2,441,983) $199,601 $158,416 $2,800,000 ($2,800,000) $0 
SERVICING 

! 3201WS AIRPORT INDUSTRIAL LAND $2,985,846 ($3,096,996) ($111,150) $168,948 $45,206 $3,200,000 ($3,200,000) $0 
c:;c:; C::FRVTrTN[.; --
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Current Activity, Future Funding Sources Projected Overview 

" Approved Approved Future Other Projected Projected Projected 
Completed Completed, Current Funding Funding Funding Funding Total Total Surplus/ 

Pro# DescriQI:ion Fundinq ExpenditureS' Balance Pre-2012 2012 Authority . Sources Funding Expenditures (Deficit) 
TRAFFIC SIGNALIZED 

'3203RD PEDESTRIAN CROSSINGS- $100,000 ($1,010) $98,990 $100,000 $200,000 ($200,000) $0 
VARIOUS LOCATIONS 

44' 4 3204PR SKATE PARK DEVELOPMENT $0 $0 $0 $100 000 $100 000 $200 000 ($200 000) $0 

's 3208WS 
WATERMAIN REPLACEMENT 

$200,000 ($8,336) $191,664 $200,000 ($200,000) $0 LAKESHORE 

,. 3215GG CORPORATE SECURITY STUDY $50,000 ($777) $49,223 $50,000 ($50,000) $0 

\7 3217SL MCKEOWN STREET LIGHTS _$40 000 $0 -' $40 000 $40 000 ($40 000) $0 

1s 3221RD ASSET MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
$200,000 ($127,653) $72,347 $200,000 ($200,000) $0 2012 

,. 3222PK INFORMATION CENTER 
$57,000 ($111,001) ($54,001) $239,506 $296,506 ($296,506) $0 PARKING LOT RECONSTRUCT 

5o 3300RD JOHN ST - (JOHN ST. BRIDGE) $565,000 ($414,381) $150,619 $3,000,000 $3,565,000 ($3 565,000) $0 
EXTENSION OF SANITARY 

51 3304RD SEWER TO PINEWOOD PARK $0 ($16,083) ($16,083) $0 ($16,083) ($16,083) 
DR. AREA 
EXTENSION OF SANITARY 

52 3304SS SEWER TO PINEWOOD PARK $2,158,333 ($239,090) $1,919,243 $3,841,667 $6,000,000 ($6,000,000) $0 
DR. AREA 

53 3402RD AIRPORT RD RESURFACING 
$750,000 ($938,526) ($188,526) $176,191 $573,809 $1,500,000 ($1,500,000) ' $0 

PROGRAM (O'BRIEN TO CARMICHAEL) 

;., 3602RD COLLEGE DR. - PATHWAY FROM $0 ($135,352) ($135,352) $133,333 $365,657 $498,990 ($498,990) $0 
HOSPITAL TO UNIVERSITY 

5s 6012RD DOWNTOWN ROADS 
$77,000 ($3,533) $73,467 $77,000 ($77,000) $0 

MAINTENANCE 2011 

s• 6027PR TRAIL & SUPPORTING HARD 
$165,000 ($55,036) $109,964 $165,000 ($165,000) $0 

SURFACES REHAB 2011 

S76034GG CITY HALL BUILDING REHAB 
$125,580 ($33,366) $92,214 $125,580 ($125,580) $0 

2011 

5s 6035GG SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 
$480,000 ($246,559) $233,441 $87,000 $567,000 ($567,000) $0 

PROGRAM 2011 

59 6035WS SYSTEMS TECHNOLOGY 
$47,000 ($963) $46,037 $46,000 $93,000 ($93,000) $0 

PROGRAM· 2011 

5o 6049RD CITY SHARE OF NEW 
$171,048 ($161,967) $9,081 $95,000 $266,048 ($266,048) $0 

DEVELOPMENT COSTS 2012 

·• 6049WS 
CITY SHARE OF NEW $254,554 ($36,818) $217,736 $254,554 ($254,554) $0 
DEVELOPMENT COSTS 2012 

·2 6050FL VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT 
$604,478 ($712,235) ($107,757) $850,000 $1,454,478 ($1,454,478) $0 

REPLACEMENT 2012 
6050WS VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT 

$1,417,338 ($316,106) $1,101,232 $1,417,338 ($1,417,338) $0 ,, 
ss REPLACEMENT 2012 

4 6053RD RESIDENTIAL STREET REHAB 
$249,610 ($177,793) $71,817 $249,610 ($249,610) $0 

2012 

5 
6053WS RESIDENTIAL STREET REHAB $266,000 ($204,436) $61,564 $266,000 ($266,000) $0 
ss 2012 

• 6057SL 
TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAL $432,509 ($340,163) $92,346 $432,509 ($432,509) $0 
UPGRADE 2012 

7 6058RD SIDEWALK REPLACEMENT $160,000 ($113,769) $46,231 $160,000 ($160,000) $0 
PROGRAM 2012 

a 6059RD BRIDGE REHAB 2012 $107,183 ($22 613) $84,570 $53,000 $160,183 ($160 183) $0 

• 6063FD 
FIRE VEHICLE & EQUIPMENT $763,886 ($113,672) $650,214 $763,886 ($763,886) $0 
REPLACEMENT 2012 

o 6065RF MEMORIAL GARDENS REHAB $90,000 ($86,070) $3,930 $2W,OOO $300,000 ($300,000) $0 
PROGRAM 2012 - --·-



#22 
City of North Bay 

Report to Council 

Report No: CAO 2013-03 Date: March 12, 2013 

Originator: Jerry Knox 
Chief Administrative Officer 

Subject: Request from Canadore College - New Student Residence 

File No: 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

1) That the City Council approve the request from Canadore College to exempt the 
proposed new 280 bed student residence from development charges; and 

2) That City Council further agree to rebate the municipal portion of property taxes 
provided the building continues to be used for college or university housing; and 

3) That the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to enter into an agreement with 
Canadore College and their private sector partner to waive the Development 
Charges and rebate the Municipal portion of the property taxes as contemplated in 
Report to Council CAO 2013-03. 

BACKGROUND 

Canadore College is a key stakeholder in providing post secondary educational 
opportunities in Northern Ontario and a significant contributor to North Bay's economy not 
only through providing the future skilled work force, but also through connection to local 
industry. 

Like other public sector organizations with limited financial funding, Canadore is exploring 
various alternatives involving the private sector to assist in constructing new facilities. 

In a letter dated March 11, 2013, Attachment A, Shawn Chorney VP Enrolment 
Management, Student Services and Marketing outlines Canadore's plan to explore the 
execution of an agreement to lease their existing apartment tower located at 15 College 
Drive, construct a new 280 bed residence at 19 College Drive and demolish some of their 
existing residence townhouses located on the main campus. This arrangement will permit 
Canadore to update and expand their residence capacity as well as facilitate possible 
future expansion of the College. Attachments B and C outline the proposed plan. 

The proposal is to have a private sector partner take over 15 College Drive, as well as 
construct the new residence on lands owned by Canadore College. At the expiration of a 
long-term lease agreement, the proposal will have ownership of the buildings revert to the 
College. 



Current policy exempts Canadore from development charges when constructing new , 
buildings if they are solely owned by the College. Similarly these buildings would not draw 
traditional property taxes if owned and operated exclusively by the College. Taxes for the 
College continue to be calculated on a "heads and beds" formula which is based on the 
number of enrolled full-time students. 

In Mr. Chorney's letter, Canadore is requested a similar arrangement provided for the 
recently constructed residence built on College Drive for both the transfer of the existing 
residence and new 280 facilities. Through Council Resolution# 2011-355, Attachment D, 
Council agreed to exempt the build from development charges as well as to rebate the 
municipal portion of property taxes provided the building continues to be used for college or 
university housing. 

ANALYSIS I OPTIONS 

Option 1 

Not to agree to the request of Canadore College. This option may result in the cancellation 
or delay of this project and is not recommended. 

Option 2 

Approve the request as submitted. 

Recommended Option I Financial Implications 

Option 2 is the recommended option. 

The request, as proposed, deals with fees that would not apply should the building be 
constructed and remain in the ownership of Canadore College. 

The proposed new residence will be integrated into the lower residence campus on lands 
owned by Can adore and will be outwardly no different than residence owned by the college 
or university. 

As for the existing residence owned by Canadore, there are no taxes currently being 
collected. 

Other municipal fees, including but not necessarily limited to building permit and site plan 
control fees, will be charged as they would normally apply to construction of a residence by 
the college. 

If Can adore were developing and owning the residence, the City would not collect taxes. 
Under a private operation and without any approved Council rebates, the City would 
receive approximately $562,200 in development charges for the new build and $292,000 in 
taxes for the new build as well as the facility proposed to be transferred. Council needs to 
be aware these numbers are rough estimates as the details of the construction and actual 
property assessments have not been completed. 



Should the request be denied, there is a risk the project does not proceed. Should the 
project go forward without these provisions the risk is that in the year the agreement 
ceases, the City would receive a substantial reduction in the assessment base and related 
reduction in revenue. Future budget years would be at risk due to the significant burden on 
the tax levy in the year the facility becomes tax exempt. Acceptance of the request would 
be factored into the annual budget process thereby reducing the impact to ratepayers. 

There are other financial benefits that are not quantifiable at this time. Increasing the 
number of student residence units available will enhance student recruitment efforts which 
in turn may positively influence the "heads and beds" payment in lieu of taxes. The 
transfer of the existing facility will provide financial capacity for the College to invest in 
further expansion of academic facilities. Also the proposed demolish of some of the 
townhouse residences will provide opportunities for future expansion at the main campus. 

This construction project will also provide opportunities for construction employment and 
sales to local builder supply businesses. 

In summary, this project will enhance the quality of student residences and will assist with 
mitigating a local housing shortage. 

In terms of financial impact, the request for relief from fees is appropriate in my opinion as 
this is revenue that would not otherwise be realized if the project did not proceed or was 
owned by Canadore College. 

Staff would not be recommending fee forgiveness if this was a private sector for profit 
project arms length from the college and constructed on privately-owned lands 

Respectfully submitted, 

~~~· 
~hr. - -.dK~o~t t' - --· c 1et A m1n1s ra 1ve Utt1cer 

Personnel designated for continuance: Cathy Conrad, City Clerk 

Copy: M. Karpenko 
P. Leckie 
C. Conrad 
P. Chirico 

(Attachments- 4) 



cl« canadore 
•c«college 

March 11, 2013 

City of North Bay 
c/o Jerry Knox 
200 Mcintyre Street East 
P.O. Box 360 
North Bay, ON P1B 8H8 

Dear Mayor McDonald and Council, 

I 

A~. A. 

RECEIVED 
CITY OF NORTH BAY 

!i.,JAR l 1 2013 
~·~~ 

ADMINISTRATION 

(c< tu..~.-' ~) 

Canadore College is proud of the progress that we have been making in evolving our on-campus student 
housing needs. In September 2012, we opened our new residence apartment complex in partnership with 
Campus living Centres (CLCL supported by the City of North Bay. 

Under this agreement, the City of North Bay has agreed to treat the property taxes at 17 College Drive as though 
the facility were owned by Canadore with the stipulation that the facility is used for its intended purposes
student housing. 

As indicated at the grand opening, the new facility was phase one of an overall strategy to update Canadore's 
student housing inventory with the ultimate goal of replacing, decommissioning and razing the original"green" 
townhouse complex. 

Canadore recently completed a request for proposals process that has consequently further defined the next 
steps in our housing strategy. These include: an expansion of our current public-private partnership with CLC 
through the construction of a third six-story, 280-bed apartment complex located immediately next to the most 
recent residence build at 17 College Drive. 

We have also secured Canadore College Board of Governors' approval to decommission and raze the original 
"green" townhouse development with this inventory to be offset by the new construction. Furthermore, we 
have also received approval to explore the execution of an agreement to lease the original apartment tower at 
15 College Drive to CLC for the same purposes as outlined at 17 College Drive- student housing. 

We respectfully request that Council endorse the expansion of the model to the new apartment building as 
outlined, as well as a commitment to continue the treatment of property taxes at 15 College Drive pending 
execution of the agreement. We are pleased with our progressive model and this proposed plan will continue to 
position Canadore as an economic development engine in our community while ensuring that we do our part to 
provide safe, affordable and modern student housing solutions. 

1 

P.O. Box 5001, North Bay, Ontario P1 B 8K9 •1-705-474-7600 • Fax: 1-705-474-2384 • www.canadorec.on.ca 



Thank you for your ongoing support during the first phase of this residence redevelopment. An innovative and 
shared approach benefits us all as we move forward with next steps. 

Sincerely, 

Shawn Chorney 
Vice-President, Enrolment Management, Student Services and Marketing 

2 
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INTER OFFICE 

MEMO 

To: 

From: 

David Linkie 

Cathy Conrad 

Council Secretariat 

Subject: Waiving of Development Charges and portion of Municipal Taxes for 
Canadore College New Student Residence 

Date: 17 May 2011 

This is Resolution No. 2011-355 which was passed by Council at its Regular Meeting held 
Monday, May 16, 2011. 

Resolution No. 2011-355: 

"That 1) City Council approve the request from Canadore College to exempt the 
proposed new six storey student residence from development charges; 

2) Council further agree to rebate the municipal portion of the property taxes 
provided the building continues to be used for college or university housing; and 

3) the Mayor and City Clerk be authorized to enter into an Agreement with 
Canadore College and Campus Living Centres to waive the development 
charges and rebate the municipal portion of the property taxes as contemplated 
in Report to Council CAO 2011-03." 

Please provide me with three (3) copies of the Agreement, signed and sealed by 
Canadore College and Campus Living Centres, to be presented to Council for 
execution. 

Cathy Conrad, 
City Clerk. 

CMC/cjc 

Copy to: M. Karpenko 
M.B. Burke 
P. Leckie 
J.D. Knox 

W:ICLERK\RMSIF2112011\DEVCHICANADORE\0002 ·RES. 2011-355.doc 



CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

Report No: CSBU 2013 - 44 

Originator: Peter Chirico 

Subject: Memorial Gardens and OHL Franchise Relocation 

RECOMMENDATION 

That: 

#23 

Date: March 14, 2013 

1) Council authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into agreements with Mr. 
Matthew DeJean, Architect, Norr Limited and Allen PMC, a division of K.J. Allen 
Investments Inc., Mr. Ken Allen, Project Manager for the renovations of Memorial 
Gardens. 

BACKGROUND 

Further to our Report to Council on February 4, 2013 and report dated January 28, 2013, 
we require supplemental approval to authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into 
agreements with both parties noted above. Prior report outlined terms of agreements and 
they are now completed with no changes to the previously identified project scope or cost. 

OPTIONS 

OPTION 1 : 

1) Council authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into agreements with Norr 
Architects Limited (Matthew DeJean, Architect), and Allen PMC, a division of K.J. 
Allen Investments Inc., (Mr. Ken Allen, Project Manager). 

Option 2: 

Do not proceed and cancel project. 



RECOMMENDED OPTION 

OPTION: 

1) Council authorize the Mayor and City Clerk to enter into agreements with Norr 
Architects Limited (Matthew Delean, Architect), and Allen PMC, a division of K.J. 
Allen Investments Inc., (Mr. Ken Allen, Project Manager). 

Peter Chirico 
Managing Director Community Services 

I concur with this report and recommendations. 

~K ~ .Leckie 
~Solicitor 

&zy 
Chief Administrative Officer 
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CITY OF NORTH BAY 

REPORT TO COUNCIL 

Report No: CSBU 2013 - 06 Date: January 28, 2013 

Originator: Peter Chirico 

Subject: Memorial Gardens and OHL Franchise Relocation 

RECOMMENDATION 

That: 

1) Council receives updqte on project status for information purposes only. 

2) That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of City Council to 
authorize the Memorial Gardens Rehabilitation and OHL · Franchise being 2013 
Community Services Capital Budget Project No. 6115RF, at a net debenture cost of 
$3,900,000. 

3) Council receive update on Architectural Services and Construction Management 

BACKGROUND 

Further to our Report to Council of October 25, 2012, we wish to provide an update on the 
progress to date and future milestones on project development of Memorial Gardens. 

We would confirm that the agreement between the City of North Bay and the Brampton Battalion 
Hockey Club Limited ("Battalion") has been finalized and executed by both parties. The agreement 
has been vetted by both parties' solicitors prior to execution and the agreement is complete. 

As pei our agreement with the Battalion and previously discussed with Council, Mr. Matthew 
Oelean, Principal of Norr Limited, Architects Engineers Planners of Toronto has been engaged in 
consultation with the Battalion, for architectural and engineering services related to the renovations 
at Memorial Gardens. The firm was agreecj upon by the "Battalion" and iri consultation with the City 
of North Bay, given their expertise, experience and ability to mobilize quickly. Under normal 
circumstances for a project undertaken by the City, \fl/e would follow a competitive procurement 
process however, given our agreement with the Battalion, the time frame, urgency and specialized 
architecture/engineering services required to complete this project within a short time frame, this 
firm as previously discussed, was engaged within our "Non Competitive Procurement" section of 
our bylaw, section 11.1. The fixed price contract with Norr Architects will be in the amount of 
$888,000.00 (excluding HST) and a copy of the agreement is available for council review with the 
Clerk's Department. 

In reviewing the contract with Norr, the Manager of Purchasing was consulted to verify costs for the 
service. In reviewing other projects of this size and magnitude, the Purchasing Manager has 
indicated that as a percentage of the project, normal costs would range between 5-12%. Based on 
the overall project of $12,000,000.00 this could have a range of $600,000.00 to $1 ,440,000.00. 
Given the fixed price nature of the contract and as a percentage equating to 7.4%, the price is 
considered reasonable and well within the parameters of this type of project. 



Rl3port to Council- CSBU 2013 - 06 
January 28, 2013 

Page 2 

As well, in consultation with the "Battalion" Mr. Ken Allen, of Venasse Construction Limited will act 
as our project Manager: Mr. Allen brings a wealth of construction experience in 
industrial/commercial development and will act as the City's eyes and ears on the ground. We 
expect that the engagement of Mr. Allen will assist in the day to day management of the project 
together with the tendering process for the General Contractor and the use of associated sub 
trades, which will be let after construction drawings are completed. These tenders are expected to 
start in February of 2013. Based on a construction period of approximately 10 months (Feb-Nov) 
the cost associated would be approximately $102,100.00 or .85%, which we consider fair and 
reasonable. 

The fee for both of these services will be contained within the budget previously detailed and 
capped at the $12,000,000.00 limit as previously detailed. Further reports will be filed to update. 

As per agreement with "Battalion", The City has committed up to $12,000.000.00 in capital for 
improvement and renovations to the aging Memorial Gardens. It is anticipated that construction 
will commence in March of 2013 and therefore the necessity to approve the expenditure by-law as 
outlined below: 

Memorial Gardens Rehabilitation Project $ 12,000,000. 
Fed Nor and NOHFC grants $ (2,000,0001 
Battalion 15 year loan $ (5,000,000.) 
Tempora_r-y Reserve Financing $ (1 ,100,000.} 
Current 2013 debenture cost (Capital Budget) - $ 300,000,. 
Future Net debenture costs 2014- 2022 ~ 3,600,000. 
TOTAL DEBENTURE (Capital Budget) $ 3,900,000. 

As previously discussed with Council, part of the funding formula was to utilize future capital 
allocation that was planned for over the next ten years. The net impact on the capital budget for 
this project will be the capital allocation planned in each year and as shown in our ten year capital 
forecast. There will be no new net dollars expensed and no projects that were previously 
scheduled cancelled or re-arranged due to this project. The funding of the total project of 
$12,000,000.00 outside of the grants and the Battalion loan will be via normal City cash flow and 
the temporary reserve funds previously identified. Repayment of this $5,000,000.00 will be from 
the $3,900,000.00 scheduled capital expenditures each year together with the sources identified 
from revenue sharing with Battalion for the $1,1 00,000.00. 

Although this report indicates a net debenture cost of $3,900,000.00, this is our standard wording 
for Capital Expenditure Bylaws and provides the option of debenturing if so required. This is not 
the case for this project and no funds will be debentured for this project. 

OPTIONS 

OPTION 1 : 

1) Council receives update on project status for information purposes only. 

2) That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of City Council to 
authorize the Memorial Gardens Rehabilitation and OHL Franchise being 2013 Community 
Services Capital BudgefProject No. 6115RF, at a net debenture cost of $3,900,000. 

3) Council receive update on Architectural Services and Construction Management 



R\~port to Council- CSBU 2013- 06 
January 28, 2013 

Option 2: 

Do not proceed and cancel project. 

RECOMMENDED OPTION 

OPTION: 

1) Council receives update on project status for information purposes only. 

Page 3 

---·--

2) That a Capital Expenditure By-law be prepared for the consideration of City Council to 
authorize the Memorial Gardens Rehabilitation and OHL Franchise being 2013 Community 
Services Capital Budget Project No. 6115RF, at a net debenture cost of 3,900,000. 

3) Council receiye updqte on Architectural Services and Construction Management 

Peter Cflir 
Managing Director Community Services 



f<eport to Council- CSBU 2013- 06 
January 28, 2013 

I concur with this report and recommendations. 

Paul Valenti 
Manager Purchasing 

_/. ~~rpenko 
/-·'chief Financial Officer 

~~;r_)_·~-~-~-·--------~----c:::>o. Knox 
Chief Administrative Officer 

Page 4 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-017 

BEING A BY-LAW TO CONFIRM PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE MEETING OF COUNCIL ON 

MARCH 4, 2013 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, R.S.O. 2001, Chapter 25, (the "Act") Section 5(1), 
provides that the powers of a municipal corporation shall be exercised by Council; 

AND WHEREAS Section 5 (3) of the Act provides a municipal power, including a 
municipality's capacity, rights, powers and privileges under section 9 of the Act, shall be 
exercised by by-law unless the municipality is specifically authorized to do otherwise 
and any of the matters shall be implemented by the exercise of the natural person 
powers; 

AND WHEREAS in many cases action which is taken or authorized to be taken by 
Council does not lend itself to the passage of an individual by-law; 

NOW THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the actions of the Council of The Corporation of the City of North Bay at its 

meeting held on March 4, 2013 in respect of each motion, resolution and other 

action passed and taken by the Council at its said Meeting is, except where the 

prior approval of the Ontario Municipal Board or other authority is by law 

required, hereby adopted, ratified and confirmed. 

2. 

3. 

That where no individual by-law has been passed with respect to the taking of 

any action authorized in or by the Council mentioned in Section 1 hereof or with 

respect to the exercise of any powers of the Council, then this by-law shall be 

deemed for all purposes to the by-law required for approving and authorizing the 

taking of any action authorized therein or thereby required for the exercise of any 

powers therein by Council. 

That the Mayor and the proper officers of The Corporation of the City of North 

Bay are hereby authorized and directed to do all things necessary to give effect 

to the said actions or to obtain approvals where required, and to execute all 

documents as may be necessary and directed to affix the corporate seal to all 

such documents as required. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND PASSED THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 
2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\C00\2013\BYLAVV\CONF!RM\FEBRUARY 19 MEETING.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-44 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE INTEGRATED 
SOFTWARE SOLUTION PROJECT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-125 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the 2013 Integrated Software Solution 
Project, being 2013 General Government Capital Budget Project No. 
3205GG, with a net debenture cost of $50,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $50,000.00 for the Integrated Software 
Solution Project for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

Contract 
Temporary Financing and Contingency 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$47,619.00 
2,381.00 

$50,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$50,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCHr 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\FINAN\3205GG\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-45 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
2013 CAPITOL CENTRE 
BUDGET ALLOCATION 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 326 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-126 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the 2013 Capitol Centre Budget 
Allocation, being 2013 Local Agencies, Boards and Commissions' Capital 
Budget Project No. 61350C, with a net debenture cost of $179,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $179,000.00 for the 2013 Capitol Centre 
Budget Allocation, for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

Capital Upgrades and Building Improvements 
Temporary Financing and Contingency 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$170,476.00 
8,524.00 

$179,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$179,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CLERK CITY CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\ClERK\RMS\FOS\2013\CAPCE\61350C\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-46 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
2013 NORTH BAY-MATTAWA CONSERVATION 
AUTHORITY CAPITAL BUDGET ALLOCATION 

WHEREAS the Municipal ACt1 2001 (S.O. 2001 1 c-25) 1 Section 326 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act1 2001 (S.O. 2001 1 c-25) 1 Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-127 at its Meeting held 
Monday/ March 4 1 20131 authorizing the 2013 North Bay-Mattawa 
Conservation Authority Capital Budget Allocation/ being 2013 Local Agencies/ 
Boards and Commissions Capital Project No. 6136CA1 with a net debenture 
cost of $5521 880.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $5521 880.00 for the 2013 North Bay-Mattawa 
Conservation Authority Capital Budget Allocation/ for the following be 
hereby authorized: 

2. 

Capital Works on Conservation Area Lands/Trails 
Water and Erosion Control/ Central Services 
Watershed Studies and DIA Regulations 
Temporary Financing and Contingency 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$526/552.00 
26,328.00 

$552/880.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$5521 880.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH 1 2013. 

(!_ READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH1 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH 1 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CLERK CITY CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\NBMCA\6136CA\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-47 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
2013 NORTH BAY POLICE SERVICES 

CAPITAL BUDGET ALLOCATION 

WHEREAS the Municipal Actr 2001 (S.O. 20011 c-25)1 Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Actr 2001 (S.O. 20011 c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-128 at its Meeting held 
Mondayr March 41 20131 authorizing the 2013 North Bay Police Services 
Capital Budget Allocation[ being 2013 Local Agenciesr Boards and 
Commissions Capital Budget Project No. 6137PD1 with a net debenture cost 
of $3471795.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $3471795.00 for the 2013 North Bay Police 
Services Capital Budget Allocationr for the following be hereby 
authorized: 

2. 

Vehicle Replacements 
LiveScan (Electronic Fingerprint Submission) 
Network Switches 
Tsunami Microwave Bridge 
Temporary Financing and Contingency 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$210,000.00 
711233.00 
30,000.00 
201000.00 
16,562.00 

$3471795.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$347J95.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. · 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH1 2013. 

LL READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCHI 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED 
THIS18TH DAY OF MARCHr 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\NBPS\6137PD\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-48 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
2013 NORTH BAY PUBLIC LIBRARY 

CAPITAL BUDGET ALLOCATION 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 326 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-129 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the 2013 North Bay Public Library 
Capital Budget Allocation, being 2013 Local Agencies, Boards and 
Commissions Capital Project No. 6138LB, with a net debenture cost of 
$260,400.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $260,400.00 for the 2013 North Bay Public 
Library Capital Budget Allocation, for the following be hereby 
authorized: 

2. 

Building Improvements 
Temporary Financing and Contingency 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$248,000.00 
12.400.00 

$260,400.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$260,400.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CLERK CITY CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\NBPL\6138LB\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-49 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
REPLACEMENT OF THE RETURN SLUDGE 

PUMPS AND CONTROLS AT THE SANITARY 
SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-130 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the replacement of the return sludge 
pumps and controls at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, 
Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer 
Capital Budget Project No. 3307SS, with a net debenture cost of $75,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $75,000.00 for the replacement of the return 
sludge pumps and controls at the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the following 
be hereby authorized: 

Construction Costs 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead Costs 
Net Amount to be Debentured 

$71,429.00 
2,821.00 

750.00 
$75,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/ or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $75,000.00 limited in 
this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05rl013\\NWTP\3307SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-50 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE WASTE 
WATER TREATMENT PLANT 

ELECTRICAL UPGRADES 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-131 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the electrical upgrades at the Waste Water 
Treatment Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3308SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $175,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $175,000.00 for the electrical upgrades at the 
Waste Water Treatment Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

3. 

Construction Costs 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead Costs 
Net Amount to be Debentured 

$166,667.00 
6,583.00 
1.750.00 

$175,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/ or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $175,000.00 limited 
in this by-law. 

Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\VVWTP\3308SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-51 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE REPAIR 
AND REPLACEMENT OF THE RAW 
SEWAGE PUMPING STATION AT 
THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (5.0. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-132 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the repair and replacement of the raw 
sewage pumping station at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, 
Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer 
Capital Budget Project No. 3309SS, with a net debenture cost of $225,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $225,000.00 for the repair and replacement of 
the raw sewage pumping station at the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the 
following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead Costs 
Net Amount to be Debentured 

$214,286.00 
8,464.00 
2,250.00 

$225,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/ or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $225,000.00 limited 
in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013WVWTP\3309SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-52 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
UPGRADE OF THE AERATION SYSTEM 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-133 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 20131 authorizing the upgrade of the aeration system at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No.3310SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $100,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $100,000.00 for the upgrade of the aeration system 
at the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$95,238.00 
3,762.00 
1,000.00 

$100,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $100,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\'MVTP\3310SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-53 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
UPGRADE OF THE METHANE GAS SYSTEM 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-134 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the upgrade of the methane gas system at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3311SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $75,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $75,000.00 for upgrade of the methane gas system at 
the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$71,429.00 
2,821.00 

750.00 

$75,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $75,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

[L READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\VVWTP\3311SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-54 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
MAJOR VALVE REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-135 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the replacement of various valves at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3313SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $30,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $30,000.00 for the replacement of various valves at 
the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$28,571.00 
1,129.00 

300.00 

$30,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $30,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W;\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\\AIINTP\3313SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-55 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE 
STRUCTURAL REPAIRS 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-136 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing structural repairs at the Sanitary Sewer Plant 
for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3314SS, with a net debenture cost of 
$50,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $50,000.00 for structural repairs at the Sanitary 
Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$47,619.00 
1,881.00 

500.00 

$50,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $50,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\IfoJINTP\3314SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-56 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
REPAIR AND REPLACEMENT OF FENCING, 
BRICK VENEER, LANDSCAPING UPGRADES 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-137 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the repair and replacement of fencing, brick 
veneer and landscaping upgrades at the Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, 
Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital 
Budget Project No. 3315SS, with a net debenture cost of $15,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $15,000.00 for the repair and replacement of fencing, 
brick veneer and to perform landscaping upgrades at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$14,286.00 
564.00 
150.00 

$15,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $15,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\\NWTP\3315SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-57 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE VEHICLE 
AND EQUIPMENT REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 

(ROADS AND TRAFFIC DIVISION) 

WHEREAS the MUnicipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-138 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the Vehicle and Equipment Replacement 
Program (Roads and Traffic Division), being 2013 Engineering, 
Environmental Services and Works Department Capital Budget Project No. 
6100FL, with a net debenture cost of $1,000,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $1,000,000.00 for the vehicle and equipment 
replacement program (Road and Traffic Division), for the following be 
hereby authorized: 

Roads and Traffic Maintenance Activities 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$ 952,381.00 
37,619.00 
10,000.00 

$1,000,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$1,000,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\ROADS\6100FL\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-58 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
BOILER ROOM UPGRADES 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (5.0. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-139 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the boiler room upgrades at the Sanitary Sewer 
Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water 
and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3316SS, with a net debenture cost of 
$100,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $100,000.00 for boiler room upgrades at the Sanitary 
Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$95,238.00 
3,762.00 
1,000.00 

$100,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $100,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten {10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

CL READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH DAY 
OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\VI/WTP\3316SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-59 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
INSTALLATION OF A BACKUP GENERATOR 

AT THE SANITARY SEWER PLANT 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes the 
Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-140 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the installation of a backup generator at the 
Sanitary Sewer Plant for the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 
2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 3317SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $550,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF 
NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $550,000.00 for the installation of a backup generator 
at the Sanitary Sewer Plant, for the following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Less Other Financing Sources 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$714,286.00 
28,214.00 

7,500.00 
($200,000.00) 

$550,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) and/ 
or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as aforesaid 
pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale of the 
debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the aggregate of such 
borrowings exceed the amount of $550,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be sealed 
with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and signed by the 
Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works be funded first from the water and sanitary sewer 
rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures to be issued to pay 
for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall bear 
interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be made payable 
within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all rateable property in the 
Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City of North Bay, to such an 
extent as the principal and interest payments are not recovered from the 
water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH DAY 
OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W;\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\'INITP\3317SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-60 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
SANITARY SEWER UPSIZE 

(GERTRUDE AND WHITNEY STREETS) 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-141 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the upsizing of the trunk sanitary sewers 
along Gertrude and Whitney Streets for the Engineering, Environmental & 
Works Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget 
Project No.3406SS, with a net debenture cost of $75,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $75,000.00 to authorize the upsizing of the trunk 
sanitary sewers along Gertrude and Whitney Streets, for the following be 
hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$71A29.00 
2,821.00 

750.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/ or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $75,000.00 limited in 
this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\FOS\2013\ROADS\3406SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-61 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
SANITARY SEWAGE PLANT 

REHABILITATION PROGRAM 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-142 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the Sanitary Sewage Plant Rehabilitation 
Program, the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 
Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No.4001SS, with a net 
debenture cost of $200,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $200,000.00 to authorize the Sanitary Sewage 
Plant Rehabilitation Program, for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

3. 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$190,476.00 
7,524.00 
2,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/ or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $200,000.00 limited 
in this by-law. 

Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\ClERK\RMS\F05\2013\Vv'WTP\4001SS\0002.doc 



\ 

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-62 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
DIGESTER AND GRIT REMOVAL 

ONGOING PROGRAM 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-143 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the Digester and Grit Removal Program, for 
the Engineering, Environmental & Works Department, being 2013 Water and 
Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No.6139SS, with a net debenture cost of 
$81,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $81,000.00 to authorize the Digester and Grit 
Removal Program, for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

3. 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$77,143.00 
3,047.00 

810.00 

$81,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $81,000.00 limited in 
this by-law. 

Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

C/:_ READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\ROADS\6139SS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-63 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
ONGOING IMPROVEMENTS AT THE 

SANITARY SEWAGE PLANT AND PUMP STATION 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act1 2001 (S.O. 2001 1 c-25) 1 Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act1 2001 (S.O. 2001 1 c-25) 1 Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-144 at its meeting held 
Monday/ March 41 2013 1 authorizing ongoing improvements at the Sanitary 
Sewage Plant and Pump Station/ the Engineering/ Environmental & Works 
Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project No. 
6140SS1 with a net debenture cost of $751 000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $751000.00 to authorize the ongoing 
improvements at the Sanitary Sewage Plant and Pump Station1 for the 
following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$71A29.00 
2/821.00 

750.00 

$75/000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $75 1000.00 limited in 
this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates1 and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay1 to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH 1 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH 1 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH1 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\ROADS\6140SS\0002.doc 



\ 

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-64 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
WATER AND SEWER REHABILITATION 

PROGRAM 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-145 at its meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the ongoing improvements in the Water 
and Sanitary Sewer Departments, the Engineering, Environmental & Works 
Department, being 2013 Water and Sanitary Sewer Capital Budget Project 
No.6142WS/SS, with a net debenture cost of $109,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $109,000.00 to authorize the ongoing 
improvements in the Water and Sanitary Sewer Departments, for the 
following be hereby authorized: 

Construction Contract (6142WS) 
Construction Contract (6142SS) 
Financing Costs 
Administration and Overhead 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$ 51,905.00 
51,905.00 

4,100.00 
1,090.00 

$109,000.00 

2. That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to borrow 
from time to time from any bank or person by way of promissory note(s) 
and/or temporary advances of money to meet the cost of work as 
aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending the issue and sale 
of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no event shall the 
aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of $109,000.00 limited 
in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the cost of the works shall be funded first from the water and 
sanitary sewer rates, and if required the balance be funded by debentures 
to be issued to pay for the cost of such work. 

5. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years and shall be a charge against all 
rateable property in the Urban Service Area of The Corporation of the City 
of North Bay, to such an extent as the principal and interest payments 
are not recovered from the water and sanitary sewer rates. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

Cf.__, READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 18TH 
DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\ROADS\6142WSSS\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-65 

A BY-LAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
CENTRAL CITY REHABILITATION PROGRAM 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-146 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the Central City Rehabilitation Program, 
being 2013 Community Services Capital Budget Project No. 6123PR , with a 
net debenture cost of $64,000.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $64,000.00 for the Central City Rehabilitation 
Program, for the following be hereby authorized: 

2. 

Central City Rehabilitation Costs 
Financing Costs 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$60,952.00 
3,048.00 

$64,000.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$64,000.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\PARKS\6123PR\0002.doc 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-66 

A BY-lAW TO AUTHORIZE THE 
NORTH BAY JACK GARLAND AIRPORT 

REGULAR REPAIRS AND MAINTENANCE 
PROGRAM 

WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 10 authorizes 
the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes therein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Municipal Act, 2001 (S.O. 2001, c-25), Section 401 
authorizes the Council to pass a by-law for the purposes herein stated; 

AND WHEREAS the Council passed Resolution 2013-147 at its Meeting held 
Monday, March 4, 2013, authorizing the North Bay Jack Garland Regular 
Repairs and Maintenance Program, being 2013 Community Services Capital 
Budget Project No. 6130AT, with a net debenture cost of $326,500.00; 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE 
CITY OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

1. That the expenditure of $326,500.00 for the North Bay Jack Garland 
Airport Regular Repairs and Maintenance Program, for the following be 
hereby authorized: 

2. 

*Replacement of Snow Dome Roof and Garage Roof 
Lighting Upgrades Apron and Taxiway 
Replacement of 1 ton Utility Vehicle with box 
Emergency Repairs 
Financing Costs 
Total Expenditures 
*Less ACAP Funding 

Net Amount to be Debentured 

$285,000.00 
100,000.00 
125,000.00 

25,000.00 
15,550.00 

$550,550.00 
($224,000.00) 

$326,550.00 

That the Treasurer of the City of North Bay is hereby authorized to 
borrow from time to time from any bank or person by way of 
promissory note(s) and/or temporary advances of money to meet the 
cost of work as aforesaid pending the completion thereof and pending 
the issue and sale of the debentures hereinafter referred to but in no 
event shall the aggregate of such borrowings exceed the amount of 
$326,550.00 limited in this by-law. 

3. Any promissory note(s) issued pursuant to paragraph 2 hereof shall be 
sealed with the seal of The Corporation of the City of North Bay and 
signed by the Mayor or Deputy Mayor and the Treasurer of the City of 
North Bay. 

4. That the debentures to be issued to pay for the cost of such work shall 
bear interest at such rate as the Council may determine and shall be 
made payable within ten (10) years. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

C1_ READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 

W:\CLERK\RMS\F05\2013\NBJGA\6130Al\0002.doc 



\ 

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF NORTH BAY 

BY-LAW NO. 2013-67 

A BY-LAW TO APPOINT A MUNICIPAL 
WEED INSPECTOR FOR 2013 

WHEREAS under Section 8(1) of the Weed Control Act, R.S.O. 1990, 
Chapter W.S, municipalities may by by-law appoint one or more persons as 
municipal weed inspectors; 

AND WHEREAS by Resolution No. 2013-148 passed by Council at its 
Regular Meeting held on the 4th day of March, 2013, Council authorized that· 
the Municipalityls Parks and Facilities Manager be appointed as the 
Municipal Weed Inspector for 2013. 

NOW THEREFORE THE COUNCIL OF THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY 
OF NORTH BAY HEREBY ENACTS AS FOLLOWS: 

L That the Parks and Facilities Manager for The Corporation of the City 

of North Bay be appointed as the Municipal Weed Inspector for 2013. 

2. This By-law comes into effect upon being passed. 

READ A FIRST TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A SECOND TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL THIS 18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

READ A THIRD TIME IN OPEN COUNCIL AND ENACTED AND PASSED THIS 
18TH DAY OF MARCH, 2013. 

MAYOR ALLAN McDONALD CITY CLERK CATHERINE CONRAD 
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