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Public Resolution to Move into Closed Session (6:00 P.M.)
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich convenes in closed session on Tuesday,
June 1, 2021 at 6:00 p.m. electronically in accordance with section 239 (2) of the
Municipal Act, 2001, for the purposes of considering the following subject matters:
a.

2.

advice that is subject to solicitor-client privilege, including communications
necessary for that purpose (Legal Opinion).

Resolution to Reconvene in Open Session (7:00 P.M.)
That Council reconvenes in open session.
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Disclosures of Pecuniary Interest
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Items to Come Forward from Closed Session
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Planning Public
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Presentations
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Delegations
7.1.

New Strategic Plan "Transform Waterloo Region"
7.1.1.

Delegates: Tova Davidson and Mary Jane Patterson, Climate Action

7.1.2.

Delegate: Sandra Bray, Assuring Protection for Tomorrow's
Environment

7.1.3.

Delegate: Bruce Taylor, Enviro-Stewards Inc.
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7.1.4.

Delegates: Kai Reimer-Watts and Stephanie Goertz, 50x30
Campaign
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7.1.5.

R07-2021: TransformWR: Waterloo Region Community Climate
Action Strategy
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Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, considering Report
R07-2021 respecting TransformWR: Waterloo Region Community
Climate Action Strategy:
1.

endorse the attached TransformWR strategy (Appendix A)
as the community climate change mitigation strategy for the
Township of Woolwich;

2.

direct staff across the organization to develop detailed plans
to implement the strategy for the Township of Woolwich.
This direction includes the implementation of actions in the
strategy subject to available funds and/or approved budget
and appropriate human resources;

3.

direct staff to work with local partners on implementation,
monitoring, and reporting progress on the goals outlined in
the strategy;

4.

advocate for provincial and federal support and action to
achieve the community transformations outlined in
TransformWR (Appendix A); and

5.

submit this report to the Federation of Canadian
Municipalities as the Township of Woolwich community
scope progress on the Partners for Climate Protection
Program Milestones 1-3 as renewed.
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Written Comments Submitted by B. Schumacher
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Written Comments Submitted by M. Morrice
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Written Comments Submitted by Food System Roundtable of
Waterloo Region
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7.2.

Delegate: Tova Davidson, Sustainable Waterloo Region: Annual Update

7.3.

Delegate: Nancy Lucier, Woolwich Seniors Association: Request for Support
during COVID-19
Recommendation:
WHEREAS the Woolwich Seniors Association (WSA) is a not-for-profit
independent community service that provides necessary supports and
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recreational activities for seniors in Woolwich Township;
WHEREAS the introduction of COVID-19 and subsequent provincial mitigation
measures significantly impacted the revenue of the WSA;
WHEREAS annual fees of up to $6,000 and programming user-fees up to
$24,000 were reduced to near zero impacting how the center will be able to
serve its members once programming resumes in person;
WHEREAS the WSA were the recipients of provincial grants for the purpose of
providing online programming and that programming was provided free-ofcharge to all seniors in our community and beyond;
WHEREAS more than 500 seniors participated in events hosted by the WSA
this past year;
WHEREAS the WSA pledged to support the creation of a driveway side
entrance at the Woolwich Memorial Centre up to $25,000 to be paid over 5
years, with more than $20,000 of the committed pledge has been paid to date;
WHEREAS the WSA is a tenant at the Woolwich Memorial Centre and a
funding partner with Woolwich Township through administering the annual
provincial grant and providing staff and facility services;
BE IT RESOLVED that Woolwich Township Council continue to support the
Woolwich Seniors Association in providing necessary supports to the WSA in
their support of seniors in the community;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that the Township utilize the municipal COVID-19
Relief Fund grant and that Council reimburse the WSA for lost annual
membership revenue up to $6,000;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that Council forgive up to $5,000 of the $25,000 the
centre pledged in the creation of a new driveway and side entrance and that
the funds be expensed from Council’s Fees and Charges Waiver account;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that once in-person programming resumes that the
Township will assume cleaning responsibilities of the centre in accordance with
applicable Public Health protocols;
AND BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that during the 2022 budget framework staff and
Council revisit the municipal funding arrangement between the WSA and the
municipality to provide funding to assist in operating the centre.
7.4.

A New Location for A Better Tent City
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Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, considering Report DS23-2021
respecting Communication Tower 128 Katherine Street South, indicate that it
has no objection with the proposal submitted by Forbes Bros / Xplornet
Communications to erect a 45-metre high wireless communication tower on
lands known as 128 Katherine Street South, which in the Township’s opinion
is compliant with the requirements of Industry Canada’s Radio
Communications and Broadcasting Antenna Systems protocol CPC-2-0-03
and that all obligations for public consultation for Township and the CPC have
been adequately addressed.
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IS21-2021: Purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street
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Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, consider Report IS21-2021,
respecting the sole source purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air
Street Sweeper complete with a dust filtration system:
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1.

exempt the purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air
Street Sweeper from the requirements of the Purchasing By-law;

2.

approve the purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air
Street Sweeper, complete with a dust filtration system, from the
Equipment Specialist Incorporated. at a total cost of $386,637.12
after H.S.T. rebate; and
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authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign the contract documents.
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Plan Approvals to Jeremy Vink, Manager of Planning in the absence of the
Director of Development Services;
AND FURTHER THAT Council delegate authority for the approval of two-year
maintenance agreements for above-ground and below-ground servicing to
Jared Puppe, Director of Infrastructure Services in the absence of the Director
of Development Services.
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Notice of Closed Meetings
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Notice of Motion

17.

Adjournment
That the meeting adjourns.

All decisions made at a Committee of the Whole Meeting are subject to ratification at
the following Council Meeting.

Due to COVID-19, members of the public are not able to attend this meeting inperson. This meeting is being live streamed to the Woolwich Township
YouTube account and a recording will be published following the meeting. Live
meetings will appear on the home page once the live stream has started which
may be shortly after the scheduled start time. If you don't see a live video,
please be patient and try reloading the page.
To submit comments or participate in the meeting or if you have any questions
about the content or outcome of this meeting, please contact the Council and
Committee Facilitator at 519-669-6004 or councilmeetings@woolwich.ca
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TransformWR:
Waterloo Region’s Transition to an
Equitable, Prosperous, Resilient
Low Carbon Community
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2
ABOUT CLIMATEACTIONWR

Coordinate
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Measure

Engage
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BACKCASTING

2050
Possible
futures
Strategies/Actions

3

Desirable
futures
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COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

4

5
EXPERT & TECHNICAL ENGAGEMENT
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Including:

•Universities and Colleges

•Engineers

•Association of Energy

•Architects

Engineers

•Technical Solution Providers

•External Community

•Utilities

Technical Groups

•Local Municipalities

•Community Technical Leaders

•External Municipalities
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SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS
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CALLS TO ACTION

Transform
the ways we
move

Transform
the ways we
relate
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Equitable,
Prosperous,
Resilient,
Low Carbon
Community

Transform
the ways we
produce,
consume,
and waste

Transform
the ways we
build &
operate our
spaces
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80BY50 TRAJECTORY

Figure: Trajectory to achieve an 80% GHG emissions reduction (from 2010 levels) by 2050
1. Inaction: Our population continues to grow as expected, but no further efforts are made to reduce our GHG emissions;
2. Industry Trends: Our population continues to grow as expected, and predicted industry trends help us reduce emissions per person over time;
3. 80by50: Our population continues to grow as expected, industry trends help us reduce emissions per person over time, and we make further
8

conscious changes to meet our 80by50 reduction target.
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE MOVE

Transformative Change #1: By 2050, most trips are taken using active
transportation, with the support of a robust public transit system.
Key Milestones:

9

Results

2030 2050

Fewer trips between homes and workplaces

10% 40%

Fewer discretionary trips

4%

18%

Shorter trips

2%

10%

Switch to lower energy trips

10% 80%
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE MOVE

Transformative Change #1: By 2050, most trips are taken using active
transportation, with the support of a robust public transit system.
What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Redesign, rebuild, and maintain our transportation system to
prioritize active transportation:
• Plan a network of active transit corridors.

•

Support people to walk, cycle, or roll, and build a culture of
active transportation and public transit ridership:
• Connect people to intercity, multimodal, and
emerging transportation solutions.
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE MOVE

Transformative Change #2: By 2050, remaining personal and commercial
vehicles are zero emissions vehicles.

Key Milestones:
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Results

2030

2050

Switch to zero-emission vehicles

50%

99%
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE MOVE

Transformative Change #2: By 2050, remaining personal and commercial
vehicles are zero emissions vehicles.

What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Switch commercial vehicles to zero emission vehicles:
• Plan to transition fleets to zero emission vehicles.
• Collaborate on region-wide electric vehicle strategy.

•

Build a network of charging/refuelling infrastructure:
• Provide electric vehicle charging stations in public
spaces.
• Require new residential parking spaces to be “EV-ready”.
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE BUILD & OPERATE OUR SPACES

Transformative Change #3: By 2050, businesses and homes no longer
use fossil fuels for space heating and cooling, and water heating.
Key Milestones:
Results

2030

2050

Buildings use electric heat pumps (or energy
efficient equivalent)

20%

85%

Buildings use energy efficient and low-carbon water
heaters

20%

85%

Reduction in fuel oil and propane use for home
heating

100%

100%
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE BUILD & OPERATE OUR SPACES

Transformative Change #3: By 2050, businesses and homes no longer
use fossil fuels for space heating and cooling, and water heating.

What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Decarbonize building heating and cooling, and water heating:
• Offer innovative loans for energy-related building upgrades.

•

Build new buildings to be, or transition to, net-zero carbon:
• Develop building standards to support zero-carbon
development.
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE PRODUCE, CONSUME, AND WASTE

Transformative Change #4: By 2050, Waterloo Region uses less, wastes
less, and no longer disposes of organic matter in landfills.

Key Milestones:
Results
Maintain the same level of methane
emissions from our landfills as we
had in 2010.

2030

2050

45,774
tCO2e

45,774
tCO2e

(tCO2e = tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent)
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE PRODUCE, CONSUME, AND WASTE

Transformative Change #4: By 2050, Waterloo Region uses less, wastes
less, and no longer disposes of organic matter in landfills.

What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Use less, and use it again:
• Implement community waste reduction and
circular economy campaigns.
• Reduce unnecessary building demolitions and
construction waste.
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE PRODUCE, CONSUME, AND WASTE

Transformative Change #5: By 2050, Waterloo Region has a thriving local
food system built on local farming, and food production and processing
that feeds much of our community.
Key Milestones:
Results
Maintain the same level of methane
emissions from livestock as we had in 2010

2030

213,559 213,559
tCO2e tCO2e

(tCO2e = tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalent)
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2050
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE PRODUCE, CONSUME, AND WASTE

Transformative Change #5: By 2050, Waterloo Region has a thriving local
food system built on local farming, and food production and processing
that feeds much of our community.
What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Protect agricultural land and the local agricultural system:
• Continue to develop and enforce robust land use
planning protections for prime agricultural land.

•

Support leadership in farming communities to plan and lead
GHG reduction efforts:
• Support the reduction of emissions from livestock,
and the development of methane capture and energy
production from manure.

•
18
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE RELATE

Transformative Change #6: By 2050, Waterloo Region has leveraged reducing
GHG emissions increase equity, prosperity, and resiliency for all

Key Milestones:
Results

2030

2050

Next steps: Establish metrics to measure
progress in reducing inequities, and
creating climate action solutions that
increase equity

TBD

TBD

Locally produce energy from carbon
neutral, renewable sources

4%

38%

19
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TRANSFORM THE WAYS WE RELATE

Transformative Change #6: By 2050, Waterloo Region has leveraged reducing
GHG emissions increase equity, prosperity, and resiliency for all

What is your municipality’s role in helping us get there?
•

Prioritize increasing equity throughout GHG reduction planning:
• Establish metrics to measure progress on increasing
equity through GHG reduction initiatives.

•

Ramp up local renewable energy generation:
• Collaborate on evaluating how to identify and protect
optimal areas for renewable energy generation.

•
20

Coordinate advocacy to senior levels of government.
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QUESTIONS?
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www.climateactionwr.ca

@ClimateActionWR

/ClimateActionWR

22

Affordable Climate Action
Woolwich Council June 1, 2021
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Agenda
Purpose:
• Demonstrate affordable paths to prevent and
adapt to climate change

Process:
• Affordable paths to Climate Neutral & Beyond
• Achilles Heel of Tendering

Payoff:
• Stewardship of taxes, Action on Climate Change,
Adaptation & smaller footprints
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Enviro-Stewards

• We cultivate resilient
businesses and
• improve lives in
extraordinary ways
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Improving lives:
• TEDx “Better than Charity”
Empowering social
ventures to sustainably
provide safe water in
their communities
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Climate Action WR
Goal 3: Low Carbon Business
• Maple leaf Foods (MLF) set targets to reduce
water, energy, and waste 50% by 2025
• Enviro-Stewards completed energy, water,
and pollution prevention assessments at 35
facilities
• 2019, Maple Leaf became the World’s First
Major Carbon Neutral Food Company
(while saving millions/yr in operating costs)

Carbon Zero Superbowl add 2020

Maple Leaf sponsored 35 Biofilters
including St. Paul’s nursery (above)
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A Practical Lucrative Path to
Become Climate Positive
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Climate Action WR
Goal 4 & 5: Food Waste
Prevention
• 1/3 of all food is presently wasted
• If it were a country, food loss would be the
3rd largest GHG emitter (after USA & China)
• $49 billion CDN in lost value

If Succeed in diverting even 100%
• 1/3 of all food will still be wasted
• If it were a country, food loss would remain the
3rd largest GHG emitter (after USA & China)
• >90% of 49 billion CDN in lost value
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Energy Reuse & Food Loss Prevention:
Process Integration (PI) Study:

• 3,233,000 kWh/yr
• 4,570,000 m3/yr of gas
• 123,000 m3 of water
$1,645,000/yr with 2-year payback

Food Loss Prevention Study

• $706,000/year food savings with
6-month payback (938 tonnes/yr of
food) and 4,000 tonnes/yr of GHG

INSURANCE INCENTIVES FOR FLOOD
RISK REDUCTION
9

"Water damage is now the leading cause of personal
property claims. Over the last 10 years, water losses
for personal property claims have doubled…”

Intact Financial Corporation, 2017
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Existing Rainwater Reuse System:

Enviro-Stewards Own House:
• 97% less outside air required
• 78% red’n in GHG/employee
• 0 L/yr tap water for living wall for 5 yrs
• With Blue Roof will save:
20% more energy
50% more water
Reduce peak flow during storm events

Enviro-Stewards Office

1.
2.

78% reduction/employee (with E2)
Offset twice remaining balance

31
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Enviro-Stewards Demonstration
Affordable Smart Blue Roof (ASBR)
• Replaced Roof (May 17 to May 28th, 2021):
- air temperature 30°C on May 21, 2021
• Lighter materials (saves 5lb/ft2)
• Thermal Savings

59.3 °C

40.3 °C

• R-value: 50% savings
• Colour: 55% savings
• Net 78% reduction!

25 °C
Note: a bucket of water on the roof May 21st measured 20°C (cooler than the
indoor temperature) which indicates evaporating water from the roof could
potentially reverse the direction of heat flow (provide AC) even on 30°C days!

Achilles Heel of Tendering:
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Lowest price = low quality, zero innovation & higher life cycle costs

https://bthechange.com/business-as-unusual-forging-a-new-model-while-protecting-the-earth-1d0aa1d0489d
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Q&A:

35

Bruce Taylor
btaylor@enviro-stewards.com
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Sent to all local councils in Waterloo region, May 29, 2021, on behalf of 50by30 Waterloo
Region, in support of the TransformWR Climate Action Strategy and increased climate
ambition
Dear local and regional councillors of Waterloo region,
We are writing as local residents based throughout Waterloo region and organizers of the
50by30WR campaign, with strong support for the TransformWR Climate Action Strategy going
before local councils soon for approval. We have also been speaking with councillors who are
keen to see an additional or strengthened motion in support of a near-term target of 50by30. It is
our strongest recommendation that approval of the TransformWR Climate Action Strategy must
also include an in principle commitment to meet the science-based target to reduce local
emissions 50% by 2030 to preserve a safe climate future (50by30, www.50by30wr.ca), with a
commitment to advocacy to higher levels of government to provide added resources and support
to help achieve this, as stated in the Strategy itself. We are very open to discussing the importance
of our region committing to 50by30 with each of you, including what this could mean. Further
resources are embedded below - please reach out directly to continue the conversation.
Needless to say, we are all deeply concerned about the impacts climate change is already having
on our region and world, and the far worse impacts expected to come without bold, science-based
action. The COVID-19 pandemic is already showing us the importance of implementing scienceand justice-based responses to crisis, at the scale and speed of action the moment demands.
Climate science makes it clear that swift, bold action must start now to protect our communities
from escalating climate disaster, and that means reaching 50by30 - as ClimateActionWR also
affirms in their recent article here: www.bit.ly/record-article. In the face of a worsening global
climate crisis, future prosperity and well-being for all in our region can only be secured through
implementing intelligent, bold climate action now, grounded in social justice.
The TransformWR Strategy is advocating for just such transformative action toward a clean
economy in our region, guided by clear principles of social equity and justice, which we applaud.
The 30by30 milestone discussed currently embodies many exciting actions ahead necessary to
achieve this reduction within our region and which we support, but for true climate safety and to
match today's global 'zeitgeist' of accelerating climate action, this still does not go far enough. We
wholeheartedly recommend that you approve the Strategy as soon as possible to get action
started AND adopt a motion aspiring to meet a science-based 50% emissions reduction target by
2030, in line with today's global moment. Approving both provides a clear "Yes, AND" as
complimentary tools to catalyze bold action forward.
We recognize the path to meet such a target will not be easy – but it is the path required by climate
science to secure the safe climate future that all our futures depend on. In Waterloo region, we are
leaders, not followers, and innovators, not laggards. We rise to what the moment demands.
Aspiring now to 50by30 will serve to catalyze the climate solutions urgently needed while
positioning Waterloo region on the leading edge of building the clean economy, with enormous
benefits to our local economy and communities.
To reach 50by30 we need to leverage local capacity and advocate to the federal and provincial
governments for their support – so the TransformWR Strategy encourages our local governments
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to advocate to higher levels of government for additional support to get the job done.
By passing a bold Climate Action Strategy and in principle commitment to 50by30 at this time,
Waterloo region will show the world we are ready to do our fair share to tackle climate change,
with solutions created right here in our communities. Over 700+ global cities have already
committed to do their fair share to reach 50by30 (www.bit.ly/C40-April2021). Even the carbonintensive United States has now committed to a 50-52% reduction by 2030 (www.bit.ly/US-50-30).
Waterloo region must take its place now on the leading edge of this global transition – it is the right
thing to do for us all, and the benefits to our region through taking bold action will be enormous.
Canadians like ourselves are deeply concerned about our climate future, and want bold climate
action. The National Climate Emergency Poll conducted in July 2019 showed that a significant
majority of Canadians are ready for a major transition to clean energy and a decisive move away
from fossil fuels (full poll here: www.bit.ly/CE-Poll).
This coming council meeting, we call on you to approve the TransformWR Climate Action Strategy,
and a motion to aspire to a 50% reduction in emissions by 2030. This is what our moment
requires, and we must rise to meet it. Thank you for your ongoing leadership and service in our
beautiful region. Let’s keep it beautiful with bold climate action!
Please reach out if you would like to continue the conversation and to express your
support. We are grateful for your service - together, we can and must create the transformative
solutions required to secure a safe climate future for all of us.
Sincerely,

The Organizers at 50by30 Waterloo Region
Abhilasha Dewan
Andres Fuentes Martinez
Barbara Schumacher
Kai Reimer-Watts
Laura Hamilton
Megan Ruttan
Scott Morton-Ninomiya
Stephanie Goertz
50by30waterlooregion@gmail.com
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2018 Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change: 1.5C Report
●

Key takeaway: Countries must cut
emissions in half by 2030 for a safe
climate future

50x30WR, a group of organizers operating on
the principle that speed is justice and
committing to that goal of 50% reductions
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50by30’s work in community
●

Hosted over a dozen diverse open community events,
convening visions + solutions for sustainable futures

●

Petition in support of 50by30 with nearly 2,000
signatures

●

3500+ emails sent to local councillors in support

●

Solidarity with and support for local climate + social
justice solutions, and climate champions

●

Co-organizers of local climate strikes, including that
brought out over 5,000 people in Waterloo in 2019

●

‘Community conveners’ for climate action + justice
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Call to action: Commit to 50by30
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Prevention is the
best medicine
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From 50by30 / BRIDGE
visioning exercise Fall 2020
- download the full visioning
outcomes report here:
www.50by30wr.ca/eventbridge-50x30
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How the Climate Has
Changed And Will Keep
Changing
Global CO2 levels are at 415ppm - far above
the recommended threshold of 350ppm
We are at approximately 1.3°C warming already highly dangerous. If we continue on
this trajectory, we’ll see 4°C global rise within
our children’s lives - destabilizing the climate
beyond recognition, and destabilizing societies.

We can decarbonize at a dramatic rate.
We are an innovation and
technological leader
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Change is happening
●

USA has set a goal of 50-52% reduction by 2030, net zero by 2050

●

Shell recently ordered to reduce emissions 45% by 2030

●

Over 700+ global cities have committed to do their
fair share to reach 50by30 (part of C40 Cities)

●

Vancouver City has committed to 50by30

●

Halifax has committed to a 75% reduction by 2030
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World has begun a profound transformation
both in terms of climate impacts and how societies will respond to them.

Speed is justice.
Every amount of carbon released matters
Every little bit of warming avoided reduces the risks
of irreversible climate impacts, lessens
devastation to vulnerable communities, reduces
harm to the natural world, and means a more
intact, safer planet for our children.
The carbon we release here in Waterloo Region
does matter.
Moral and ethical obligation to reach 50% by 2030
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‘Shoe Strike’ linking climate + social justice
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Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, considering Report R07-2021 respecting
TransformWR: Waterloo Region Community Climate Action Strategy:
1. endorse the attached TransformWR strategy (Appendix A) as the community
climate change mitigation strategy for the Township of Woolwich;
2. direct staff across the organization to develop detailed plans to implement the
strategy for the Township of Woolwich. This direction includes the implementation
of actions in the strategy subject to available funds and/or approved budget and
appropriate human resources;
3. direct staff to work with local partners on implementation, monitoring, and reporting
progress on the goals outlined in the strategy;
4. advocate for provincial and federal support and action to achieve the community
transformations outlined in TransformWR (Appendix A); and
5. submit this report to the Federation of Canadian Municipalities as the Township of
Woolwich community scope progress on the Partners for Climate Protection
Program Milestones 1-3 as renewed.
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Background:
In 2018, all eight regional municipal Councils approved the target to reduce Waterloo
Region’s community GHG emissions by 80% by the year 2050. Over the past two years,
staff representatives of the eight regional municipalities have worked together with Reep
Green Solutions and Sustainable Waterloo Region, through the ClimateActionWR
collaborative to produce a broad umbrella strategy called TransformWR. Under this
strategy, municipalities, businesses, organizations and households will work to transition
our community off of fossil fuels.
Based on extensive community and technical consultation and expertise, the strategy
was developed using a “backcasting” approach, identifying a community vision for
Waterloo Region as a low-carbon community in 2050, and working backward to identify
what is required to achieve this. The recommended 80by50 “technical pathway”
describes what we need to do to reduce our emissions, and how fast we need to do it.
Based on this technical pathway, the draft strategy identifies six Transformative Changes
that must be achieved to reduce emissions and achieve an equitable, prosperous,
resilient low-carbon community by 2050. Each transformative change is supported by
strategies and actions to achieve it.
Six Transformative Changes to be achieved by 2050:
1)
2)

Majority of travel is taken using active transportation, with the support of a robust
public transit system.
Remaining personal and commercial vehicles are zero emissions.

3)

Businesses and households no longer use fossil fuels for heating and cooling,
and water heating.

4)

Waterloo Region uses less, wastes less, and no longer disposes organic matter
in landfills.

5)

Waterloo Region has a thriving local food system built on local farming and food
processing that feeds much of our community.

6)

Waterloo Region has leveraged reducing GHG emissions to increase equity,
prosperity, and resiliency for all.

As an interim target, the strategy contains a 10-year plan for work to be completed in the
next decade to:
1) Reach an interim target of 30% by 2030
2) Lay the groundwork to substantially transform Waterloo Region by 2050.
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Bold and immediate action is needed to achieve GHG reductions, and to ensure that we
are doing everything we can locally to reduce GHG emissions and do our part in
achieving the Paris Agreement objectives. With increased support from other levels of
government, it may be possible to exceed this target.
Municipalities are key capacity holders in the transition to a low-carbon community, and
as a result, this strategy is intended to guide bold and immediate action by municipalities
across Waterloo Region over the next 30 years. The strategy expects the same bold and
immediate action from other organizations, businesses, and individuals, and identifies
ways to support them in this work. A summary of the actions that Woolwich Township is
responsible for as the lead, collaborating, supporting, and participating organization is
available in Appendix B.
Community consultation was a key component of the project throughout the strategy
development process. Approximately 1600 community members were engaged during
the strategy development process.
More recently, the draft TransformWR strategy was available for public consultation on
the EngageWR platform from March 10 to April 12, 2021. During this period, more than
3000 individuals visited the project page, and more than 500 downloaded the full strategy
document. The feedback survey was completed by 364 visitors. A summary of what was
received in this final consultation, and the changes made in response are included as
Appendix C.
Members of the ClimateActionWR collaborative team have facilitated consultation with
staff throughout their municipalities, and staff at all eight Municipalities are recommending
approval of the strategy by their councils.

Comments:
The TransformWR strategy sets out aggressive actions and timelines to meet the 2030
target of 30% reduction in greenhouse gas emissions. The strategy identifies 78 actions
required to reach that target. Rural areas in the region, including Woolwich, are identified
as the lead for 24 actions.
Implementing rural actions identified in the strategy will require funding as approved or
secured by the municipality in addition to anticipated financial support from higher levels
of government.
Achieving the strategic goals in a timely and effective manner requires the staff capacity
and expertise to implement and advise on the actions. Moving forward with the strategy,
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consideration for a partnership with Regional Townships to share in resources to achieve
best outcomes as well as benefit from efficiencies of scale may be required.

Interdepartmental Impacts:
All departments will be involved in a Climate Action Interdepartmental Committee to
develop a plan to implement the rural actions outlined in the TransformWR strategy. The
implementation plan would detail actions that could be accomplished with existing
township resources as well as identify resources that would be required to accomplish
the remaining actions. The Climate Action Interdepartmental Committee will also be
tasked with advocating for provincial and federal support and action to achieve the
community transformations outlined in TransformWR.
Each department will be asked to consider and include actions outlined in the
TransformWR strategy in their annual budgets for council approval.

Financial Impacts:
Implementing rural actions identified in the strategy will require funding as approved by
the municipality in addition to anticipated financial support from higher levels of
government.
Future consideration of the Regional Townships sharing resources to implement the
actions outlined in the strategy may demonstrate a need for additional funding.

Strategic Plan Impacts:
This project aligns with the following Focus Areas and Strategic Directions:
1-Long Range Transportation Planning
• Explore the need for Transportation Master Planning on a community by
community basis.
• Make transportation planning a priority when evaluating growth and development
plans.
• Together with the Region, evaluate the efficiency and effectiveness of the existing
transit system, potential expansions and connecting links to the over-all
transportation system.
• Advocate for provincial infrastructure projects that will improve the transportation
system and support economic development (e.g. completion of Highway 7 and
GO Transit Service in Breslau).
• Plan for alternative and active transportation systems and networks that allow
and support multimodal forms and connecting links between communities.
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2-Support Sustainability of the Natural Environment and Other Resources
• Evaluate the potential impacts and benefits of new green energy technology that
provides value added benefits to the local economy while not detracting from
quality of life.
• Preserve Agricultural Land.
3-Provide Exceptional Customer Service & Commit to Maintaining High Standards
for Municipal Service Delivery
• Examine opportunities for operational energy efficiencies and alternative energy
sources

Conclusion:
Staff recommend that Council endorse the TransformWR strategy, direct staff, through a
Climate Action Interdepartmental Committee, to develop plans to implement the strategy,
advocate for provincial and federal support and to work with local partners on
implementation, monitoring and reporting progress on the goals outlined in the strategy.

Attachments:
Appendix ‘A’ – TransformWR: Waterloo Region’s Transition to an Equitable, Prosperous,
Resilient, Low Carbon Community
Appendix ‘B’-Summary of Municipal Actions – Township of Woolwich
Appendix ‘C’- Final Community Consultation Results Summary
Appendix ‘D’- Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) about TransformWR
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APPENDIX A
TransformWR Climate Action Strategy
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Appendix B
Summary of Municipal Actions - Township of Woolwich
Within the TransformWR Strategy, there are a total of 78 action items outlined in the 10
Year Plan.
Of these 78 action items, the Township of Woolwich has responsibilities outlined in the
following ways:
● Lead organization for 24 action items
● Collaborating organization for 4 action items
● Supporting organization for 4 action items
● Participating organization for 14 action items
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The following table shows the specific action items associated with the Township of
Woolwich.

Lead Organization:

These organizations will take the lead on planning and implementing the action item,
gathering support, and identifying additional collaborators or supporters to drive progress.
They will also lead the identification and monitoring of success metrics through the
ClimateActionWR collaborative.
Note: Many action items name more than one Lead organization, and in most cases
where a municipality is identified, all Area Municipalities and often the Region of Waterloo
are also listed as Leads.

Action

Role

Action 1.1.1: Plan a network of major active transportation
corridors across cities and townships, that will provide highvolume priority travel for walking, cycling, and rolling to key
destinations across the region, as well as access to public transit. Lead
Action 1.1.2: Plan for and build neighbourhood connections to the
active transportation network.
Lead
Action 1.1.3: Implement further policies across the region to
prioritize active transportation in road and trail design and
reconstruction.

Lead

Action 1.1.4: Identify and implement policy and program
opportunities to de-incentivize driving.

Lead
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Role

Action 1.1.5: Design and maintain active transportation
infrastructure to ensure year-round access, safety, and comfort for
people of all abilities.
Lead
Action 1.2.4: Connect people to intercity, multimodal, and
emerging transportation solutions.

Lead

Action 1.3.1: Launch micro mobility systems (bike, e-bike and escooter-sharing systems) in Waterloo Region communities.

Lead

Action 1.3.4: Develop active transportation and transit programs
that target equity-deserving communities.

Lead

Action 1.5.1: Create “15 minute neighbourhoods” where people
can meet their daily needs by walking, cycling, or rolling.

Lead

Action 1.5.2: Implement design standards for new developments
to build for walking, cycling, and rolling to be the primary mode of
travel.

Lead

Action 2.1.2: Plan and begin to implement a transition to zero
emission vehicles for municipal fleets, working towards a goal of at
least half of municipal vehicles being zero emissions by 2030.
Lead
Action 2.2.2: Require all new residential parking spaces, and a
portion of new non-residential parking spaces, to be constructed
as "EV-ready".

Lead

Action 3.1.9: Offer innovative loans for energy-related residential
and commercial building upgrades.

Lead

Action 3.2.3: Develop region-wide building standards to encourage
and support zero-carbon development of all new buildings in the
region.
Lead
Action 3.2.4: Incorporate energy planning considerations into the
development application review process.

Lead

Action 3.2.7: Show leadership by building net-zero carbon in the
public sector.

Lead

Action 4.2.1: Implement community waste reduction and circular
economy campaigns.

Lead
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Action

Role

Action 4.2.4: Reduce unnecessary building demolitions and
construction waste.

Lead

Action 5.1.1: Continue to develop and enforce robust land use
planning protections for prime agricultural land.

Lead

Action 5.3.1: Support the reduction of GHG emissions from
livestock, and develop methane capture and energy production
from manure.

Lead

Action 6.1.1: Establish metrics to measure progress on increasing
Lead
equity through GHG reduction initiatives in our community.
Action 6.1.3: Fund a climate justice committee led by community
members from equity-seeking groups.

Lead

Action 6.1.5: Collaborate with Mennonite communities in the rural
townships to build customized energy transition support to meet
their unique needs.
Lead
Action 6.5.1: Bring community organizations and local government
together to collectively identify and communicate advocacy
priorities to multiple levels of government.
Lead

Collaborating Organization:

These organizations will work with the lead organization to drive progress toward the
goals/metrics, and contribute to the reporting process as relevant to their work.

Action

Role

Action 1.2.2: Ensure priority access for walking, cycling, and
rolling to transit stations and bus stops.

Collaboration

Action 1.3.3: Create community active transportation hubs to
provide customized support, education, training, and resources.

Collaboration

Action 2.1.1: Complete a region-wide electric vehicle strategy.

Collaboration

Action 3.1.10: Create a one-window service to support energyrelated upgrades for homes and businesses.

Collaboration
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Supporting Organization:

These organizations will provide support to the lead and collaborating organizations, on
an as- needed basis, to drive progress toward the metrics associated with the action
items.

Action

Role

Action 1.4.1 Increase the efficiency of commercial goods
movement.

Support

Action 2.1.5: Develop and implement an electric vehicle public
outreach and communication strategy for personal vehicles.

Support

Action 3.1.5: Identify and implement necessary supports to
transition anyone still using fuel oil, or propane for heating to other
fuel sources by 2025.
Support
Action 6.1.4: Provide specialized resources/support to
organizations on prioritizing equity while planning their transition.

Support

Participating Organization:

Being listed as a Participating Organization means your municipality will have a role in
conducting this work from the perspective of an organization, in the same way that other
organizations and businesses within the community are being asked to participate in
these action items.

Action

Role

Action 1.3.2: Expand and innovate on existing programming (e.g.
Travelwise) that supports employers and employees in making
active transportation and transit the easy and preferred choice for
Participant
commuting and business travel.
Action 1.3.5: Post-pandemic continued adoption of work from
home and flexible work schedules for reducing trips or shifting
trips to off-peak times.

Participant

Action 1.5.3: Site key community services, health facilities,
subsidized housing, etc., in central areas where they can be easily
accessed using the active transportation and public transit
systems.
Participant
Action 2.1.3: Plan and begin to implement the transition of
commercial vehicle fleets to zero emissions vehicles.

Participant
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Role

Action 2.2.1: Provide more public electric vehicle charging stations
in public spaces, commercial spaces and other places visited by
the public.
Participant
Action 3.1.2: Implement a public literacy campaign to explain and
promote the adoption of electric heat pumps for space and water
heating in residential and commercial buildings.

Participant

Action 3.1.3 Switch home and business heating and water heating
Participant
off of fossil fuels.
Action 3.1.6: Install renewable energy generation in business and
Participant
residential buildings.
Action 4.1.3: Support the use of compost/organics collection
programs for all commercial buildings.

Participant

Action: 5.4.2: Provide a variety of low GHG food options plantbased dining options in local restaurants, grocery stores, and
catered events.

Participant

Action 6.1.2: Incorporate education on sustainability justice and
equity into climate action planning.

Participant

Action 6.1.6: Build reciprocal relationships between Indigenous
groups and local municipalities and climate action organizations to
ensure GHG reduction work is done in equitable ways that respect
the land and traditions of Indigenous groups.
Participant
Action 6.1.8: Apply an equity lens to all the actions in this
transformation.

Participant

Action 6.3.4: Evaluate how to identify and protect optimal areas for
industrial-scale renewable energy generation.
Participant
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Appendix C: Final Community Consultation Results Summary
The draft TransformWR strategy was available for final public consultation from March
10th to April 12, 2021. This included:
● Discussions with key stakeholder groups (municipal staff, utilities, agricultural
sector, community groups, municipal sustainability committees, school board
representatives etc.);
● An Equity and Sustainability Justice review and focus group conducted by
compensated BIPOC Knowledge Holders; and
● Widespread public consultation using the EngageWR platform.
Information about the final EngageWR consultation on the climate action strategy was
provided through the following channels:
● An email to subscribers of the EngageWR page for the project;
● Social media posts from ClimateActionWR, partner non-profits, and municipalities;
● A joint news release from all eight municipalities issued through the Region’s
communications staff;
● Paid online advertising from ClimateActionWR;
● Direct requests to stakeholders and community groups to circulate the
engagement opportunity through their networks;
● Feature segments on 570 news, the Mike Farwell show, and the Business to
Business Radio Program.
The project’s EngageWR page showed the following participation during the final
consultation period:
● 3262 “Aware” participants (who viewed at least one page);
● 1058 “Informed” participants (who downloaded a document, visited multiple pages,
answered the survey, or viewed an image); and
● 364 “Engaged” participants (who answered the survey).
In the survey, participants were asked to provide their thoughts on:
● Which parts of the Vision are most important;
● Which of the 6 Transformative Changes would be most important to achieve, and
which would be most challenging;
● What types of actions are most important and most challenging to adopt;
● What supports are most important for respondents to be able to take action in their
lives; and
● Whether anything was missing from the strategy, or whether parts were unclear.
Responses generally showed considerable engagement with the substance of the
strategy. Overall, 66% of respondents indicated that the strategy provides what they need
to take action toward this low carbon future. Of the 33% who indicated it did not, most
provided thoughtful feedback that has been considered in final revisions to the strategy.
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A summary of what was heard in this final consultation, and the changes made in
response, are outlined in the following table:

What we heard
There are additional
opportunities to
highlight equity
considerations

Response and changes made
● Strengthened language in the ‘Principles’ to
emphasize the importance of prioritizing the needs
of equity-deserving groups in climate action work.
● Added a ‘Spotlight on Climate Justice’ series of
callout boxes throughout the strategy, to highlight
some of the equity considerations that need to go
into this work.
● Added 2 new action items to specifically address
equity concerns:
○ Action 6.1.2 Incorporate education on
sustainability justice and equity into climate
action planning
○ Action 6.1.7: Increase broadband internet
access
● Strengthened language in a number of sections to
ensure equity is a key focus of this strategy, such
as:
○ Including equity impacts as a metric in
resources;
○ Recognizing the importance of empowering
equity-seeking groups in climate action work;
○ Ensuring a lens of climate justice, antiracism, and decolonization informs
sustainability work;
○ Recognizing diverse outreach methods
needed in awareness campaigns, to serve
diverse populations of residents;
○ Respecting cultural traditions in actions
related to food choices; and
○ Recognizing Indigenous ways of
understanding food, and relationships with
food and the land.
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Response and changes made

Inconsistent language
is used to reflect that
the active
transportation and
transit systems must
be accessible for
people of all ages and
abilities

● Incorporated language around this in the ‘Vision’
statements.
● Strengthened language in the following areas, to
ensure a focus on accessibility and considerations
for people of all ages and abilities:
○ Strategy 1.1
○ Action 1.1.1
○ Action 1.1.5
○ Strategy 1.2
○ Action 1.5.2

Safety is an important
consideration in the
transportation system

● Added considerations of age in action items, which
helps address safety concerns (see above).
● Added specific references to highlight the
importance of safety in the following items:
○ Action 1.3.4
○ Strategy 1.1
○ Strategy 1.2

There are additional
opportunities to
recognise the
differences between
urban and rural areas

● Strengthened language in the ‘Principles’ to ensure
the differing needs between rural and urban settings
will be taken into consideration.
● Added clarifying language in the ‘Implementation’
section to address that implementation will look
different in different settings, and among the
different municipalities.

There are additional
opportunities to
highlight the unique
role of the Agriculture
sector

● Added example actions that farmers and those in
the agriculture industry can take, to the ‘Take
Action’ sections.
● Added information about the role of regenerative
land management in climate change mitigation.
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Response and changes made
● Strengthened language to communicate the
importance of provincial and federal support in
achieving and exceeding our goals.
● Added references to specific actions and policies
needed at provincial and federal levels to meet and
exceed our goals.

Additional groups
wanted to be identified
as potential
collaborators in the
Strategy

Added new potential collaborators to action items:

New actions/concepts
added as suggestions
from the community

New action items added:

●
●
●
●

CycleWR added to Action 1.3.3
Ekko and A Friendlier Company to Action 4.2.3
Architectural Conservancy Ontario to Action 4.2.4
KW Library of Things to Action 4.2.5

● Action 6.1.2: Incorporate education on sustainability
justice and equity into climate action planning.
● Action 6.1.7: Increase broadband internet access.
New concepts added:
● Added a callout box to highlight the role innovative
financing options can play in scaling up retrofits.
● Added a callout box on regenerative land
management.
● Added callout box on food sovereignty.

There is a need to
reduce emissions by
more than 30% by 2030

● Strengthened language indicating the need for bold
and immediate action in the short-term, to meet and
exceed our short-term target;
● Added further explanation on how this strategy
contributes to the Paris Agreement objectives.
● Added more references to the importance of
advocacy to other levels of government to meet and
exceed our local targets.
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Response and changes made
● Added callout boxes to explain additional technical
terminology.
● Added clarifying text to explain that air source heat
pumps are most common, and ground source heat
pumps can only be used where they will not disrupt
our groundwater.
● Added clarifying text to emphasize the importance
of increasing the energy efficiency of existing
buildings (in addition to new builds).
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Appendix D
Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) about TransformWR
TransformWR Strategy Development
Q: Who developed the TransformWR strategy?
The TransformWR strategy was developed through the ClimateActionWR collaborative.
Led by Reep Green Solutions and Sustainable Waterloo Region, and funded by the cities
and the Region, ClimateActionWR focuses on climate change mitigation (reducing GHG
emissions). To create our community’s long-term climate action plan, all four townships in
the region joined the collaborative, and funding was secured from the Federation of
Canadian Municipalities to support this project. Led by ClimateActionWR staff, the project
team included representatives from Reep Green Solutions, Sustainable Waterloo Region,
the cities, the townships, and the Region.
Q: Who is the TransformWR strategy for?
TransformWR is intended to guide decisions made by everyone in our community over
the next three decades: from municipalities and businesses to organizations and
households.
Q: How did community members help to build this strategy?
ClimateActionWR connected with over 1,600 community members to discuss what they
wanted the low-carbon future of Waterloo Region to look like, and their insights on how
we can get there. This directly informed Our Vision of 2050, and the Principles for
Designing a Low Carbon Future, which were key inputs into the development of the
technical pathway. For the results of this consultation, see the Community Engagement
Summary Report by Unless Design Partners. Most recently, the draft TransformWR
strategy was available for public consultation on the EngageWR platform from March
10th to April 12, 2021. The results of that consultation are summarized in Appendix B of
this report.
Q: Were technical experts involved in the creation of the TransformWR strategy?
Yes. Energy consultants from WalterFedy led the creation of the technical pathway. To
inform this process, technical consultation included workshops, surveys, and
conversations with over 100 technical experts, locally, nationally, and internationally,
including municipal leadership and staff.

Our Targets
Q: Why are 2010 levels the baseline for our targets?
Our first community GHG emissions inventory was based on 2010 data, and we have
used that as our baseline emissions, from which we compare our reduction efforts
against over time. 2010 data is the earliest community GHG data that we have available
for Waterloo Region.
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Q: Why 80% by 2050?
In 2018, the 80by50 target was endorsed by each municipal council across Waterloo
Region: the Region of Waterloo, the Cities of Cambridge, Kitchener, and Waterloo, and
the Townships of North Dumfries, Wellesley, Wilmot, and Woolwich. At that time, this
target was in keeping with some of the most ambitious targets being set by other
municipalities in Canada, and there was strong support in the community for the target.
Q: Don’t we need to be net-zero by 2050?
Since the 80by50 target was endorsed by municipalities in 2018, there has been growing
recognition that we must go faster and farther to complete our global energy transition by
mid-century. Our 80% target is based on local changes we can make to reduce
emissions, and is a minimum. We will take every opportunity we can to drive forward
more ambitious climate action where opportunities arise. By using caution in our
modelling, and building an ambitious plan based on it, we will be well positioned to
potentially achieve our 80% reduction target earlier, and set us on a path to exceed it.
Q: Why 30% by 2030?
While big changes need to happen quickly, it will take time to plan and do the work.
Based on these timelines, reducing our total emissions by 30% by the year 2030 is an
ambitious goal that will require immediate and significant action by everyone across our
community. Our model shows what local actions we need to take to reduce our emissions
by 30% by the year 2030. Based on population projections for Waterloo Region, this will
reduce emissions 49% per person by the year 2030.
Q: Why not 50% by 2030?
Ramping up local action will take time, making it unrealistic to electrify homes and
vehicles and change our travel patterns and transportation system fast enough to cut
emissions in half by 2030. The speed of change required for a 50% reduction by 2030 is
shown in Appendix B of the TransformWR strategy. This would require immediate and
significant financial support and regulatory requirements from federal and provincial
governments. Additionally, the emissions reductions that result from our local actions will
vary based on decisions made by senior levels of government, most notably the use of
natural gas in the electricity system. If the Government of Ontario eliminated natural gas
from the electricity system by 2030, the same local changes would reduce emissions by
about 40% instead of 30%, meaning any further local changes would have a bigger GHG
reduction impact. In short, this plan is built to maximize what we can do locally, so that
any changes at other levels that further reduce emissions will help us to exceed our local
targets.
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What’s in TransformWR?
Q: Why do many parts of the strategy focus on electrification?
To reduce emissions quickly and meet our 2030 target, we must expand the use of
existing available technologies. Electric options for home heating, cooling, water heating,
and vehicles are available today, and when used can immediately eliminate most of the
emissions associated with heating, and driving. Electric equipment is significantly more
efficient than equipment that burns fossil fuels, and to transition our energy off of fossil
fuels, we need to use less energy overall. Fuel switching to electricity can also enable
equipment to run on locally-generated renewable energy.
Q: Are carbon offsets part of our plan? Do carbon offsets help meet our target?
No, carbon offsets are not part of our pathway to 80by50. Carbon offsets are a reduction
in GHG emissions made in order to compensate for emissions made elsewhere. They
are sold to enable the purchaser to claim the GHG reductions as their own. While this is a
mechanism to reduce emissions, they do not address the root cause of our local
emissions.
Q: What about the growing population in the region?
Our GHG reduction targets are absolute targets. This means we are working to lower our
overall emissions based on our 2010 levels, even while our population and economic
activity grows. This makes our targets more challenging to achieve, compared to
‘intensity-based’ targets which are based on emissions per person.
Q: What is the purpose of the Carbon Budget section (Appendix D of strategy
document)?
When several municipalities in Waterloo Region declared a climate emergency or climate
crisis in 2019, there was considerable interest in carbon budgets. At the request of the
municipalities, the project’s technical consultants (WalterFedy) apply the carbon budget
methodology used by Edmonton and the C-40 cities to identify a total carbon budget
number for the Waterloo Region community as a whole. Information on this calculation is
included in an appendix in the strategy document, so that municipalities and others have
a common reference they can use as a starting point for any related work.
What’s Next?
Q: Is the TransformWR Strategy feasible?
Yes. TransformWR is focused on identifying ‘what’ needs to be done in order to do our
community’s part to address climate change.
Q: What needs to happen next?
The next step of this journey is implementation, for all municipalities, businesses,
organizations, and households. Detailed implementation plans must be developed and
resourced to make the changes outlined in the strategy.
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Q: How does this plan impact our community’s social and economic priorities?
This strategy aims to use GHG reductions to create a more equitable, prosperous,
resilient low-carbon community. Transforming our energy system will prepare Waterloo
Region to thrive in a low-carbon global economy in the coming decades. Redesigning our
transportation, buildings, waste, and food systems to use less energy are opportunities to
improve quality of life, especially for those who experience the most barriers in our
current, high-energy systems.
Q: How will progress be tracked?
The ClimateActionWR Collaborative will track GHG emissions on an annual basis, with
full GHG inventories completed no less than every 5 years. Key performance indicators
will also allow monitoring of progress on an ongoing basis.
Q: How will advocacy play a role in our success?
The success of our efforts will depend on policies from other levels of government, such
as decarbonizing Ontario’s electricity grid. Achieving our targets will require working with
local organizations and governments, as well as other municipalities across Ontario and
Canada
to have a coordinated voice in expressing our needs for climate action that supports
equity, prosperity, and resiliency.

Links:
Community Engagement Summary Report by Unless Design Partners:
https://www.engagewr.ca/11295/widgets/44228/documents/51501
Technical Pathway Report by WalterFedy:
https://www.engagewr.ca/11295/widgets/44228/documents/51619
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From: Barbara Schumacher
Sent: May 31, 2021 8:32 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: TransformWR

I am Barbara Schumacher a resident of Woolwich for over 40 years.
In the 1980’s like many others I understood that the earth was heating up and that burning
fossil fuels was contributing to the problem. I thought the predicted climate catastrophe
would happen thousands of years in the future.
Over the past two decades I noticed hotter summers, the snow banks no longer piled as high
as a house, farmers dealing with loss of crops due to drought and the range for the deer ticks
which transmit Lyme disease on a steady march northward.
So I started to research and became very alarmed.
I am a grandmother. What the scientists are telling us is that our children living right now will
experience the destruction wrought by society’s denial and delays in tackling the climate
emergency. I decided then to do everything in my power to raise awareness and to demand
that our elected officials at all levels of government take urgent action now.
I am here tonight to advocate for council to approve Transform WR and to implement the
actions to mitigate climate change impacts in Waterloo Region. I implore you to commit to
bolder ambition by accepting 50by30wr’s motion for actions to reduce carbon emissions 50%
by 2030. We owe a safe climate future to our children.
Let us not risk loss of biodiversity, forever degraded ecosystems, food insecurity and conflicts
created by masses of migrants fleeing unliveable climates.
We have the technical solutions and innovative spirit to make the necessary transformations.
What we need now is the courage to lead.
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From: Mike Morrice
Sent: June 1, 2021 11:35 AM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan
<PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; David Brenneman <dbrenneman@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Input on TransformWR (Item 7.1)
Good afternoon Mayor Shantz and members of Council,

I'm writing regarding the TransformWR climate action strategy that is on your agenda tonight.
For those of you I’ve not met before: my name is Mike Morrice, and I founded Sustainable Waterloo
Region almost 15 years ago. With Mary Jane Patterson and several others, I helped launch
ClimateActionWR in the years that followed, and a decade ago I was part of the team that brought to
Woolwich Council our community’s first climate plan.
While I’m not a constituent (I live in Kitchener, on block 2 of the Haldimand Tract), I’m writing as a
neighbour and fellow Waterloo Region resident, and I strongly encourage you to support this strategy. It is
an ambitious plan that reflects incredible work by a wide mix of community members and organizations.

TransformWR is the result of years of consultation and technical review. The community and city staff
have done their job well and prepared a plan rooted in local actions that, taken together, would transform
our community for the better.
As well, I join others in encouraging you to fully align the strategy with climate science, as called for by
scientists, Indigenous leaders and young people for decades: this includes, at minimum, a 50% by 2030
target.
As city staff rightly point out in their report, the Township will not be able to achieve this target on it’s own.
You will need stronger leadership from our provincial and federal governments to do so. Wisely, staff
have already included ongoing advocacy to both these levels of government as part of their
recommendation (item 4).
In adding a 50x30 target and approving the TransformWR strategy, you would not only be supporting the
incredible work the community has done, but showing the leadership we need of all elected officials
today: to be bold in setting targets that align with climate science, and committing to ongoing advocacy
and engagement with other levels of government to ensure that collectively, we do our fair share in
pursuit of a sustainable and equitable future.
Thanks for the opportunity to share this input with you, and to each of you for your continued commitment
to public service. Please feel free to reach out if you would like to discuss any of this further, I would be
happy to connect.
All my best,
Mike
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Dear Woolwich Council,
I am writing to you today regarding the TransformWR strategy and the need for a commitment to
a science-based 50% reduction in GHG emissions by 2030. Specifically, I am writing to you
about food and the ways that this pandemic and the climate pressures of today and tomorrow
threaten food security and are reasons why this strategy and 50 by 30 commitment are so
critically necessary.
The COVID-19 pandemic is disrupting rural and urban food systems worldwide, posing a
number of challenges for cities and local governments that are obliged to deal with rapid
changes in food availability, accessibility and affordability. The pandemic has exposed the
fragility of our globalized food systems and many families are experiencing food insecurity. 4.4
million people are food insecure today and this is expected to double. We are already seeing a
doubling (and in some cases tripling) of the use of foodbanks in our region. As poverty (income
and other) increases, access to low-cost, fresh, and minimally processed foods become
increasingly important to support the well-being of our population. During the past year, we have
seen that just-in-time food chains are vulnerable to disruptions. We need to build a better food
system, one that is more just and sustainable and resilient to the shocks of the future.
As noted in the TransformWR report, increasing locally produced food is critical to meeting
climate goals; shifting to local production that is equitably distributed is also critical to meeting
food justice and security goals. We are seeing a return to gardening and market-garden
production within our region’s urban areas, and this small-scale production is a key part of
building our resilience to social and ecological shocks. The TransformWR report lists the 5th
‘Transformative Change’ as the need to have a thriving local food system built on local farming,
and food production and processing that feeds much of our community by 2050. The report
states “A significant way to reduce emissions caused by the food we eat is to make more of our
food close to home. A locally-based food system is also more resilient, as we are less reliant on
supply chains from other parts of the world, and less vulnerable to changes or shocks in those
systems.”
We must urgently reduce our emissions to minimize the threats to food production both locally
and globally. Even with quick and dramatic action, climate models show that Canada’s
agricultural regions will likely see drier summers but increased winter and spring precipitation
with very intense rainfall events. Climate change is bringing new extremes, beyond anything we
are used to managing. Water supply and water management are fundamental to farming and so
we must do everything we can to protect our access to clean water, not only for farming but for
our residents. There have also been several correlations between climate change and crop
pests and disease, and the use of synthetic pesticides and fertilizers are not viable solutions
given the destructive impacts these have played in ecological degradation. Reducing emissions
today and as quickly as possible is the most important step we can take today.
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We now have a chance to build on the many innovations in sustainable agriculture and food
distribution.
Waterloo Region has been a long-time leader in the development and implementation of land
use planning protections for prime agricultural land. Although only mentioned briefly in the
TransformWR report, Waterloo Region food and agricultural land can play a key role in reducing
emissions. Mark Reusser, Vice President of the Ontario Federation of Agriculture, has stated
that agriculture and forestry are two of the top industries that can have a major impact on
carbon sequestering but they are often overlooked and undervalued. By growing food using
ecological methods, food production can regenerate air, water, soil and biodiversity, and
conserve healthy forests, wetlands and waterways. Waterloo Region agriculture and our food
system can be an innovator in developing solutions to help us reach 50by30.
But from my experience and from many I've talked with we need to do much more. Massive
amounts of land are still being lost and rezoned for other purposes that will make it unlikely this
land can ever be used as prime farmland again. According to the Ontario Federation of
Agriculture, farmland in Ontario is being lost at an astonishing rate of 175 acres a day over the
past 10 years. That’s five family farms each week. Given the changes expected with locked in
climate change, we simply cannot afford to lose any more land to new developments. Increasing
both rural and urban food production, in addition to encouraging agroecological methods that
support biodiversity and soil fertility, must be a priority to meet intersecting food security, climate,
and justice goals. In addition, further development of land in Waterloo region must be in
consultation with the Six Nations of the Grand River in line with the Haldimand tract agreement.
In conclusion, I strongly support the approval of the TransformWR strategy with a commitment
to the science-based goal of a 50% reduction of emissions by 2030. Furthermore, I have laid out
further measures to support a strong, vibrant food system that reflects critical intersecting
climate and justice goals. Building upon the bold leadership of Waterloo region in the past, this
future food system will require transformative action that embeds social, environmental, and
food justice (including the calls to action of the Truth and Reconciliation report) as top priorities.
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Sustainable Waterloo Region
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2020 was a year like
no other
With the Canadian onset of a global pandemic, the rise
of justice issues and movements like Black Lives Matter,
the major transformation of our communities and our
lives, 2020 brought to the forefront the issues that we
as Canadians, and global citizens, must pay attention to
and address.
And it was a year that clearly demonstrated just how
possible transformational change is — when we recognize
something as a clear, immediate, and existential threat to
our lives and our way of living.
Just before the COVID-19 virus arrived in Canada, climate change was
a major focus and priority for citizens and all levels of government.
Understandably, the focus changed for a short while as we all planned
and implemented ways to keep each other safe during this historic time.
Quickly though, the conversation returned to integrate the need for a
green recovery. It became clear that this is our opportunity to change
the way we work. Now that we have shifted our paradigms, “going back”
to the old ways of operating is returning to an unsustainable way of
working and living.

Our
Regional
Sustainability
Initiative shifted our third
milestone to include all the
UN Sustainable Development
Goals, going beyond
environmental
reporting.
We
hosted an
event with Future
Ancestors to talk about
race and sustainability in
Waterloo region specifically, to
help build the understanding
of how these issues
correlate.

At Sustainable Waterloo Region, we saw this shift, as well as the
deeper integration of the understanding of the intersectionality of
work in the environment sector. In our programs and in our community
engagement, this became central to the work that we do.
Reporting for 2020 has been a challenge. All the data is unusual, to
say the least. Our members and partners are operating differently. For
some, this has created great strides forward to reduce their material
impact in all areas, including operations, building emissions, and
transportation. For others, it created greater environmental challenges
such as increased waste and/or water use, more energy spent for fewer
employees in workplaces, and many others.
As you read this year’s report, we hope you recognize some of the ways
that 2020 is an anomaly, and at the same time, how it is a beacon for the
change we can accomplish, when we really need to. The work ahead
of us is critical. We are in a time when change can no longer wait. The
team, programs, projects, and board of SWR are focusing on the ways
we work to move our community forward, both step-wise and in giant
leaps and bounds.
We hope you enjoy this Year End Report. There are stories of inspiration,
of challenges, of mind-shifting changes. It is an honour and a privilege
to be able to work to build a more fully and truly sustainable Waterloo
region. Join us to create a better future and stronger economy together.
Now is the time, and we can do it – together.

Barry Colbert Ph.D.
Board Chair
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Tova Davidson

Executive Director

The
ClimateActionWR
team joined a justice
research project from Wilfrid
Laurier University to strive
to design a transition to an
equitable, prosperous,
resilient, low carbon
future.
We
are at the
System’s Change
Champions table of
Wellbeing Waterloo Region to
help envision the full integration of
the changes we need for people
and the environment, and drive
forward community-level
systemic change.
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Sustainable brand
recognition

Thank you from the SWR Team

A resilient business is a sustainable business
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Attract and retain
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Reduced
operational costs
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Make your business stronger

Community support programs
Get your organization plugged into the electric
vehicle movement.

Set voluntary reduction targets in greenhouse gas emissions,
water, or waste diversion and commit to sustainability. Get
customized coaching, training and professional development,
best practices, measurement tools and resources, while

chargewr@sustainablewr.ca

provide a customized approach to inspire action and support
transformation in organizations of every size and industry.

Creating the plan for 80% GHG reduction by 2050.

To learn more contact us at busdev@sustainablewr.ca

connect@climateactionwr.ca

MOT your employees
WILSupport

Taking a community approach to leading change
with research, innovation and programming.

KITC

tova@sustainblewr.ca

Get access to best practices, exciting promotions, exclusive
recognition, customized reporting and direct employee
passes, carpool matching, employee engagement events,

To learn more contact us at travelwise@regionofwaterloo.ca

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
250 copies of the 2020 Report were printed using
11 kg
of 100% post-consumer recycled paper.
It was also distributed digitally to reduce printed copies.

Join our network today and enjoy the benefits of membership!
519-603-2223

www.sustainablewaterlooregion.ca

420 Wes Graham Way, Suite 102

BY USING MORE SUSTAINABLE PAPER WE SAVED:
2 3 4 kg of GHG emissions | 54 51 litres of water | 42 23 kg of solid waste | 3 1 kilowatt hours
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Environmental impact estimates were made using the Environmental Paper Network Paper Calculator Version 4.0
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AWARD WINNERS
Award
Champion of the Year
A single person who has been

highly involved and supportive of

sustainability with SWR and in their
organization in 2020. Not specific

to any one program and preferably
to multiple programs/ projects.

SWR Partner of the Year
An organization that went above
and beyond in their support and
participation in 2020. This

organization is a key partner to

SWR in the work we have done in
one or many programs/projects.

Winner
Manuel Riemer (he/him)

Manuel has worked with SWR in various ways, including our ClimateActionWR team, culture
of sustainability project work, and the evolvGREEN collaborative working space. In his

own work and as a partner of SWR, Manuel has worked towards climate justice and applied
an equity lens to sustainability transformations and the cultural, behavioral, and personal

well-being elements of the creation of a low carbon future through his work. This partnership
has been a strong and thriving one for many years. Thank you so much Manuel!

Reep Green Solutions has been a partner of SWR’s right from the start. In 2020, the

partnership stepped it up a notch, working closely with the eight municipalities to develop

our 80by50 Community Climate Action Strategy - TransformWR. This work has meant many
hours of collaboration, sharing multiple sources of funding, co-managing a

staff and volunteer team, and relying on one another for all day-to-day operations and
strategic decision-making.

The partnership is stronger than ever, and there is no other organization or team that we

would have wanted to do this work and walk this journey towards an equitable, prosperous,
resilient, low carbon future with.

Sustainability
Breakthrough

The University of Waterloo worked tirelessly to coordinate across faculties and

organization that has overcome

their first public greenhouse gas emission reduction target. Congratulations to the

This award recognizes an

substantial barriers in their path
to sustainability.

Rookie of the Year
This award recognizes the

most active and accomplished
new member of the Regional
Sustainability Initiative.

Net-Zero

departments to collect an impressive amount of operational data and establish
University of Waterloo on this monumental breakthrough!

MTE has been a force to be reckoned with since joining the program in late 2019.

Throughout 2020 we saw this organization mobilize an impressive green team that managed
to maintain regular monthly meetings even throughout the pandemic. They have worked

tirelessly preparing their greenhouse gas inventory and are getting ready to announce
their first reduction target a little over a year after joining! Their dedication to prioritizing
sustainability has been an inspiration to us all!

This award recognizes a member

VeriForm has maintained an absolute net-zero inventory for the last six reporting years,

entire greenhouse gas emission

compared to 2006. VeriForm also goes above and beyond with reporting by including all

that has reduced and/or offset their
inventory and has successfully

maintained a zero inventory for one
or more reporting years.

with 75% reduction in GHG emissions and only 25% of their emissions being offset in 2020
Scope 3 emission sources, which are optional in our program framework. They continue to
be an inspirational organization, not only in our membership but in our community!

Early Adopter

This award recognizes a member
that embraces innovation by

AET has repeatedly demonstrated this by integrating of sustainability policies, retrofitting

sustainability initiatives and

purchasing green natural gas. AET also donates 1% to reforestation efforts on degraded

prioritizing investments in leading
technologies to further their

efforts towards achieving their
sustainability targets.

their office building for net-zero GHG operation, achieving B Corp Certification, and recently
land through AET's 1% For the Trees Program. Congratulations AET!
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Waterloo region
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Thank you from the SWR Team
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Sustainable Waterloo Region
2020 Report

Regional Sustainability
Initiative
The Regional Sustainability Initiative supports organizations in Waterloo Region
committed to improving the environmental sustainability of their operations.
Every organization’s sustainability journey is different; our milestones provide a
customized approach to inspire action and support transformation in members
of varying size and industry. We help our members understand their impact
while setting voluntary reduction targets in greenhouse gas emissions, waste
and water impacts, as well as increasing waste diversion.
Our network includes over 85 members, of which, our Pledging Partners have
committed to reducing 81,514 tonnes of GHG emissions over the next 10 years.

97%

of members anticipated their
with the Regional Sustainability
Initiative even given the

How the pandemic is shaping
how we support sustainability in
our region’s businesses
2020 brought unprecedented challenges to our
network, but it also highlighted our ability to adapt
and work together as a community, both locally
and globally.
As a country, Canada saw emissions drop by an
estimated 7% in April, however, with an expected
strong rebound in 2021, given that the majority
of these reductions stem from pandemic
adaptations and not intentional improvements to
the environmental sustainability of operations.
According to our Year-End Survey, over 50%
of our responding members closed or partially
their employees working remotely. With unique
varied from 2 to 8+ months with a gradual

71%

of members had an
option for employees
to work remotely prior

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 1

66%

of members adopted
a formal remote
working policy as a
result of

The shifting footprint due to Covid:
From commercial to residential
or water from 2019 to 2020. Most member’s operations
continue to generate emissions, waste, and water
impacts, but these source activities are outside of the
scopes of our program’s target framework because
they occur in residential homes of employees instead
of facilities we usually report on. Using data collected
in early April 2020, the Nature Climate Change journal
2
emissions across
69 countries and found that emissions from industrial
sectors declined by around 35%, while emissions from
residential buildings increased by 5% compared to
2019's daily emission data. The pandemic also created
disruptions to member’s data collection processes
resulting in only 76% of Pledging Partners submitting
their sustainability data this reporting period.
emission reductions resulted from situational factors
For these reasons, targets achieved in 2020 alone
will not be recognized as a target reached-unless the
reductions are maintained in a pre-or post-pandemic
year. It’s important to recognize, however, the continued
commitment to sustainability demonstrated by our
members. Their work builds their organizational
resilience and a sustainable future for our community
and beyond, and we could not be more proud of all they
accomplished in 2020.
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Sustainable Development Goal
Progress Tracking
The Sustainable Development Goal Action Manager (SDG AM) which launched as a new
program innovation in 2020, is offered to Milestone 3 - Reporting members in partnership
with B-Lab. This tool allows organizations to internally assess their operations against the
United Nations (UN) Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). The SDGs are a collection of
17 interconnected goals that act as a blueprint for bettering people and the planet by
2030 in the “decade of action”. The SDG AM is designed to help organizations set
goals and track progress toward the 17 SDGs, through 17 questionnaire modules.
Core Modules: The Regional Sustainability Initiative has identified goals 6, 7, 11,
12 and 13 as strongly aligned with SWR's work and focus on climate mitigation and
encourages members to prioritize completion of these modules and track progress
towards them on an ongoing basis.
Optional Modules: All other goals a member organization is tracking operational
performance against using the SDG AM. We are excited to be bringing an integrated
and more holistic approach to sustainability to our network.

SDG Reporting Members
Member
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Core Modules Completed

Optional Modules Completed
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Members

The Regional Sustainability Initiative organizes membership into a 4 Milestone framework:

Pledging
GOLD

SILVER

BRONZE

Greenhouse Gas

Brand Guide

Waste

Water

Other Targets

Reporting
their corporate operations, policies, and practices. This assessment enables organizations to measure,
compare and further integrate sustainability into their business.

64%

36%

19%

32%

21%

31%

Capacity Building
These organizations are building their internal capacity and developing an
integrated action plan.
PMS 5767C
PMS 469C

83%

8%

41%

13%

67%

Observing
These organizations are starting their sustainability journey which includes
understanding their environmental impact and building their internal capacity.

17%

29%

70%

22%

10%
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Sustainability is always a priority
Read on to learn how our members continued to prioritize sustainability, even amidst a global pandemic

Building back better in 2020
Many of our members were inspired to improve
sustainability practices in their operations and
‘build back better’. This is true of the program’s
newest members, Greenway-Chaplin Community
Centre and HIP Developments, who joined in the
middle of the pandemic; and especially true of The
Waterloo Region District School Board, City of
Kitchener, and the University of Waterloo, which
set new sustainability targets in 2020.

How the program evolved
Throughout 2020, the Regional Sustainability
Initiative continued to provide members with
resources and support along their sustainability
journey, with modifications to ensure remoteby-default delivery. Offerings such as waste
assessments, energy assessments, and the
Downtown Kitchener BIA waste diversion pilot had
to be suspended indefinitely, until we can reevaluate
safe and effective delivery of them. Memberexclusive events became online webinars. Member
employee engagement campaigns such as the
annual Carbon Cleanse were adapted to a hybrid
model allowing for challenges to be completed at
home or in a facility.
The program introduced new functionality to its
member collaboration site, MemberLink, including
a video library for on-demand event recordings,
member-to-member discussion forums, and a new
online delivery of “The Idea Book”. In November
2020, the program also saw the retirement of
E-Score, as we introduced Sustainable Development
Goal (SDG) Progress Tracking for our members in its
place. As 2020 marks the beginning of the decade
of action, SDG Progress Tracking will be a valuable
way for our members to track their businesses’
performance against the goals.
Our team’s ability to adapt program delivery for
pandemic working conditions wouldn’t have
been possible without our volunteers’ dedication.
The Idea Book is an incredible 100+ page PDF
resource maintained by volunteer Living Documents
Coordinators, Patricia and Nick, which now resides
in a searchable online format on MemberLink. A
special thanks also goes to our Data Management
volunteers Amira Musa and Manpreet Dhaliwal
for keeping our members informed and engaged
through their work on our member specific reports
and the leaderboard. Tasha-Leigh Gauthier has
volunteered with the program for over 10 years and
was critical to our ability to respond to the impacts
of the pandemic on our sustainability reporting and
target-setting methodologies.
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AET Group partnered with
Blue Water Energy for a solar
array project that included the
installation of a 15.45 kWh roofmounted and wall awning solar
photovoltaic system, a Tesla
Powerwall, and an EV charging
station powered by solar energy,
which supports their fleet of
hybrid plug-in vehicles. The
system generated 13,040 kWh
of energy, making the office a
net energy positive building and
reduced their carbon emissions
by 11,227lbs — equivalent to
planting 152.5 trees!

City of Kitchener promoted
environmental awareness
amongst employees through
social media campaigns
and their engagement
programs that included
direct engagement with
their fleet users regarding
sustainable driving and antiidling techniques, support
for reducing plastic use
and energy use at home.
Employees participated in the
annual Waste Reduction Week
in Canada, and the City hosted
an eco-friendly prize raffle for
Earth Day in partnership with
Reep Green Solutions.

Diva International continued
to offer sustainable education
for employees through their
#EcoDivas Slack channel
where they shared weekly
sustainability tips and webinars.
Employees participated in
ongoing eco-challenges,
such as our program’s Carbon
Cleanse and Plastic Free July,
while they also took action by
planting seedling kits in support
of the bee population and
holding waste management
initiatives in November.

Enviro-Stewards partnered
with Project Neutral to host
a green impact contest that
rewarded the employee with the
lowest environmental impact
and the employee who reduced
their environmental impact the
most with grand prizes.

MTE Consultants participated
in the Carbon Cleanse
competition this year and made
plans to implement an organics
collection upon return to their
office. Along with this, they
considered other initiatives,
such as EVs and property
improvements for their facility,
and hope to formalize a targeted
reduction plan in the future
as they began tracking their
carbon emissions.

The University of Waterloo
retained WalterFedy to conduct
a campus-wide energy audit of
all University buildings covering
more than 7 million square
feet of audited space. Their
engineering team developed
utility use profiles for all
campus buildings, conducted
a benchmarking exercise, and
identified energy conservation
measures for each facility. This
project identified over 900
energy savings opportunities,
which will be prioritized and
scheduled for implementation
toward their Shift: Neutral
climate action plan’s 2025
carbon target.

Toyota Boshoku Canada Inc.
undertook a large electrical
sub-metering project that
allowed them to determine
the amount of electricity used
in their facility and the exact
locations of usage. This project
has highlighted their key areas
of impact and has provided the
structure for the future on how
they can achieve the largest
energy reductions in a short
amount of time.

Township of Wellesley
increased tree cover within
the Township through the
Planting Roots program with
support from the Grand
River Conservation authority.
600 trees were available for
residential pick up each day for
a week to reduce the Township’s
overall carbon footprint.

Township of Wilmot
implemented an organic
collection at their Administration
Building with centralized waste
areas on each floor rather than
garbage cans at each desk,
reducing their waste generation.

Township of Woolwich performed
an extensive renovation of their
100-year-old facility, Conestogo
Operations Garage, that
entailed a new exterior cladding,
Energy Star certified door and
window replacements, new
overhead doors, and insulating
the entire facility. Retrofitting
aging infrastructure anticipates
significant reductions in GHG
emissions and their natural gas
consumption for heating purposes.

WalterFedy Inc. got technical
by using their in-house
commuter tracker to share
detailed graphs with their staff,
showing positive impacts of
reduced commuting this year.
This data helped them develop
recommendations for a Work
from Home policy, which will
allow their fi rm to maintain this
positive impact, even after
pandemic times.

Waterloo North Hydro
switched to 100% recycled
paper towels and changed
their dispensers’ style to
reduce waste production in
the offi ce. They also continued
their annual Eco-challenge
in a working from home
format, including fun events
such as meatless Mondays,
green thumb challenges, and
10-minute makeovers.

Waterloo Region District
School Board installed natural
gas-fired heat pumps at
Forest Hill PS. Heat pumps
are more efficient than
furnaces and emit lower levels
of harmful byproducts like
carbon dioxide which reduced
their energy consumption and
GHG emissions.

Waterloo Catholic District
School Board installed various
building upgrades on new
boilers, roofs, heat pumps,
controls, doors, and windows
and encouraged schools to
proceed with their sustainability
practices. Before the pandemic,
19 schools worked towards
an EcoSchools certification,
and 87% of their schools
participated in an organic waste
diversion program.

Wilfrid Laurier University
launched a Carbon Reduction
Roadmap for their campuses
that sets their long-term goals
over the next few decades.
The document maps out the
projects and actions required to
achieve Laurier’s GHG reduction
targets of 15% by 2022, 40% by
2030, and net-zero campuses
by 2050, respectively.
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Pledging Partners Progress Towards Sustainability Targets
Three Targets

Absolute Targets vs.
Intensity-Based Targets
GOLD

BRONZE

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET

WATER
REDUCTION TARGET

BY 2021

90 %
BY 2023

30 %

40 %

Current diversion:
72%

Absolute reduction to date:
176 m 3
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90

550

70

0

11
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16
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YEAR

18

19

20

0

21

13

14
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YEAR

17

18

19

BY 2025

Absolute targets aim to reduce an

450

organization’s total emissions or water
impacted by a targeted amount.

350
0

20

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

Our GHG Pledging Partners
commit to reducing their
environmental impact by setting
either absolute or intensitybased reduction targets:

15

16

17

18

19
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21

YEAR

22

23

24

25

Intensity-based targets aim to

WATER FOCUS AREAS

Air, Employee Commuting, Vehicle Business Travel, Waste

reduce emissions or water impacted
relative to a particular organization’s
operational growth factor or
performance indicator. Intensity metric
values could include reductions per:

Tap Water, Wastewater, Stormwater

KEY PROJECTS
LED Lighting

Green Wall

0
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12

13

14

15

16

YEAR

17
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19

BY 2023

BY 2025

Absolute reduction to date:
585m 3
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20
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15
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70

�%�
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BY 2020

0

20

15

80%

16

17

18

YEAR

19
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employees, or products produced.

80%

Waste Diversion targets are not
absolute or intensity-based, and this
does not apply to them.

10
5
0
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No Data

13

WATER
REDUCTION TARGET

�m 3�1000ft 2�

WASTE DIVERSION

(Tonnes CO2e /
1,000 customers)

GHG EMISSIONS

15

GOLD

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET

No Data

Current diversion:
91%

17

GOLD

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

20%

WATER IMPACT

Absolute reduction to date:
194 TONNES CO2e

BRONZE

No Data

Permeable Driveway

12

13

14

15

YEAR

16

17

18

19

Reading the graphs

20

WATER FOCUS AREAS

N/A

or exceeded their target when:

Tap Water

KEY PROJECTS
Minimized Waste Purchasing Policy

LEED Silver Building

Rainwater Recovery System

SILVER

GOLD

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�ABSOLUTE�

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET

BY 2019

BY 2027

BY 2020

BY 2023

85%

40 %

Absolute reduction to date:
440 TONNES CO2e

30

85

900

84

10

11

12

13

14

YEAR

15

16

17

18

19

17

18
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Green Bin Program

White Roof on Building

Virtual Business Meetings

Absolute reduction to date:
172 TONNES CO2e
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YEAR
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GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�ABSOLUTE�

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET
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Absolute reduction to date:
8,548 m 3

40%

60%

Absolute reduction to date:
1000 TONNES CO2e
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Tap Water, Wastewater, Stormwater

0
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YEAR
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* 2% of 2019 emissions are estimated

Air, Vehicle Business Travel, Waste, Water

KEY PROJECTS
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WATER IMPACT
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25%

Current diversion:
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120

KEY PROJECTS

Advanced Building-Automation

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 5

16

WATER
REDUCTION TARGET

80

Legend for Charts:
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14
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LED Lighting
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0
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Green Team
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Waste, Water
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60
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Air, Employee Commuting, Vehicle Business Travel, Waste

GHG EMISSIONS

300
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No Data

19

(Tonnes CO2e )

0

20

No Data

09
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0

55

No Data
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600

WASTE DIVERSION
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GHG EMISSIONS

1,200

WASTE DIVERSION

100
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84%

Current diversion:
90%

40

No Data

(Tonnes CO2e/ Relative license)

GOLD

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

Current diversion:
76%

20

Bar is below
target line
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60%

Absolute reduction to date:
�144 TONNES CO2e

WATER

Bar is above
target line

Bar is below
target line

Two Targets

GHG EMISSIONS

WASTE

GHGs

No Data

�%�

2

80

�m 3�

4

WATER IMPACT

8

WASTE DIVERSION

(Tonnes CO2e / FTE)

GHG EMISSIONS

Absolute reduction to date:
�24 TONNES CO2e

SILVER
GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

Base Year

Rainwater Harvesting

Progress

Implementing 5-Year Sustainability Action Plan

Centralized Waste

10 Year Target Bar

Annual Target Reduction Line

Solar Panels

EV for Fleet

Scale Break
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Two Target Cont'd

One Target
BRONZE

GOLD

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�ABSOLUTE�

WASTE
DIVERSION TARGET

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

BY 2029

BY 2026

35%

Absolute reduction to date:
0 TONNES CO2e
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Current diversion:
N�A
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(Tonnes CO2e / FTE)

40
20
0

N�A

�%�

0

N/A

20,000

GHG EMISSIONS

2.0
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LED Lighting at
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Water
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LED Lighting at Community Buildings

Organics Program
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Progress
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Legend for Charts:

BY 2026

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

Green Bin at
Community Centres

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

Solar Panels

Low Flow Toilets and Showers
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REDUCTION TARGET
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KEY PROJECTS

Pool Water
Heat Recovery
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Absolute reduction to date:
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AS OF DECEMBER 31ST, 2020
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BY 2021

15

New Photocopier

BRONZE

25%

14

20

KEY PROJECTS

EV Charging Station

240

19

20

Waste, Water

Swap & Share Event

13

19

150

(Tonnes CO2e)

1.5

KEY PROJECTS

12

18

Absolute reduction to date:
129 TONNES CO2e

GHG EMISSIONS

2.0

27

Absolute reduction to date:
117 TONNES CO2e

11

17

200

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

60

16

* <1% of 2019 emissions are estimated

LED Lighting

N/A

(Tonnes CO2e / FTE)

GHG EMISSIONS

LED Lighting

Naturalized Landscape

(Tonnes CO2e)

YEAR

23

15

YEAR

KEY PROJECTS

GHG EMISSIONS

22

RGET
�

(Tonnes CO2e)

Brand Guide

Absolute reduction to date:
568 TONNES CO2e

(Tonnes CO2e /1000FT2)

21

14

20%

GHG EMISSIONS
20

13

BY 2025

0.5

19

12

BY 2027

1.0

18

11

Air, Waste, Water

2.5

17

10

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�ABSOLUTE�

40%

New GHG Target Set

GHG EMISSIONS

0

26

BRONZE

KEY PROJECTS

(Tonnes CO2e / 1000 ft2)

25

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

Vehicle Business Travel

GHG EMISSIONS

24

BRONZE

2.5

0

23

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�INTENSITY�

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

ff

YEAR

22

100

SILVER

2.0

0

200

OPTIONAL SCOPE 3 SOURCES

Floating Head Technology

Documenting the 100+ Projects and Initiatives
VeriForm Has Completed

Absolute reduction to date:
192 TONNES CO2e

0

21

N/A

Air, Employee Commuting, Vehicle Business Travel, Waste, Water

Use of Smart Heating and
Cooling Programs

20

WASTE DIVERSION

0

0

BY 2020

No Data

50

(Tonnes CO2e/ 1,000 FT2�

(Tonnes CO2e)

150

GHG EMISSIONS

GHG EMISSIONS

200

2.0

(Tonnes CO2e)

250

40 %

Absolute reduction to date:
193 TONNES CO2e

GHG EMISSIONS

Absolute reduction to date:
261 TONNES CO2e

GHG
REDUCTION TARGET
�ABSOLUTE�

No Data

100%

SILVER

N/A

FOCUS AREAS
Green Building Policy

Annual Target Reduction Line

Mechanical Systems
Upgrades

Reusable Water
Bottle Challenge

Remove Plastic Water
Cups From Office Fountains

Scale Break
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2020 Carbon Cleanse Highlights
Ready, Set, Reduce!

Every year, we host Carbon Cleanse, a friendly competition that challenges employees
from our member organizations to reduce their environmental impact while testing
their knowledge about sustainability in their daily lives. Carbon Cleanse is usually a
month long competition with this year’s themes including energy, waste, and water.
became in-home involving pets and the whole family! 2020’s challenge brought
together 9 participating member organizations who went above and beyond with
their creative approach to the weekly challenges. We loved seeing their unique social
media mascots and the growing culture of sustainability that continues to drive our
community. Thank you to all that participated!

2020 Carbon Cleanse
Winners
1st Place

2nd Place
Gowling WLG charged into
Energy Week with their “Gowling
WLG Battery” mascot to remind
others of the importance of safe
electronic disposal and turned
down their thermostats to reduce
their energy consumption!

Quarry tracked their work waste in a
jar for Waste Week and took part in
a sports-themed Dress Down Friday
to take less time getting ready in the
morning and, in turn, conserve energy,
water, and waste (featuring their pets!).

MTE Consultants “stopped the drop”
during Water Week by checking their
taps at home for leaks and making
meatless meals to save on water.
Their green hard hat mascot, Vern
appeared in almost all their posts!

Conestoga College showed their
working-from-home setups
that featured desk plants, reusable
water bottles, and their cool
pineapple mascot!

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 8

3rd Place

GSP Group dressed down and stayed
connected over Zoom to celebrate Earth
Hour! Some took the meeting outdoors,
while others took advantage of natural lighting
to reduce their energy usage.
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SWR
supports
the growth of
organizations
in our community
to implement
sustainable
business
practices.

Organizations
in our region
have proven that
low carbon business
is possible – and
profitable.

JOIN
US today in
making
Waterloo region
the leader
in low carbon
economies!

Sustainability Programs

The Regional Sustainability Initiative
supports organizations in Waterloo
Region committed to improving
the environmental sustainability
of their operations. Every
organization’s sustainability journey
is different; our milestones provide
a customized approach to inspire
action and support transformation
in members of varying size and
industry. We help our members
understand their impact while
setting voluntary reduction targets
in greenhouse gas emissions,
waste and water impacts, as well as
increasing waste diversion.

ClimateActionWR is a collaboration
between local organizations and
community members focused on
reducing greenhouse gas
emissions. Led by Reep Green
Solutions and Sustainable
Waterloo Region, this program
coordinates the activities of the
Climate Action Plan. It establishes
cross-sector dialogue, facilitates
collaborative opportunities, and
monitors and measures progress
toward the achievement of our
community’s GHG emission
reduction target of 6% below
2010 levels by 2020. With the new
goal of reducing emissions by
80% by 2050, we are transitioning
towards implementing a longterm plan for a low carbon future.

The Cora Group's evolv1 is
Canada’s first net-positive energy,
zero carbon commercial office
building. Nestled within the David
Johnston Research + Technology
Park, this building was envisioned
in 2014 by Sustainable Waterloo
Region, The Cora Group, the David
Johnston Research + Technology
Park, and anchor tenant,
EY Canada. Completed in the fall
of 2018, evolv1 demonstrates
the viability of building design that
contributes to environmental wellbeing and the clean economy.

evolvGREEN is the region’s
foremost collaborative workspace
for entrepreneurs, researchers,
and clean economy supporters.
Located within evolv1, it is
a partnership between the
Accelerator Centre, Sustainable
Waterloo Region, the University
of Waterloo, and Wilfrid Laurier
University. At the forefront of
systems transformation, we offer
pioneering sustainability programs,
cutting-edge research, and the
commercialization of innovations
that drive the clean economy.

TravelWise provides sustainable
commuting solutions to employees
in Waterloo region with the ultimate
goal of reducing the number of
single-occupancy vehicles traveling
on our roads. In addition to offering
discounted Grand River Transit
(GRT) passes and an Emergency
Ride Home reimbursement program
to employees, TravelWise provides
an online carpool matching tool,
fun promotional events, and
customized commuting reports
to member organizations.

ChargeWR collaborates with
organizations in Waterloo region
to plan and implement activities
that increase the number of electric
vehicles (EVs) and charging stations
in the region. Having already
surpassed our goal of achieving
1000 EVs on the road by 2020
in 2018, the program continues
to promote the expansion of the
region's charging network as
well as showcase the growing
number of EV model options to
generate interest and support
for zero-emissions driving.

Sustainable Waterloo Region is part of a network of Green Economy Hubs across Canada supporting businesses to set and achieve sustainability
targets. Together, we’re demonstrating a more sustainable economy is possible.

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 1
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ClimateActionWR
ClimateActionWR is a collaboration between local organizations and community
members focused on reducing greenhouse gas emissions. Led by Reep
Green Solutions and Sustainable Waterloo Region, this program coordinates
the activities of the Climate Action Plan. It establishes cross-sector dialogue,
facilitates collaborative opportunities, and monitors and measures progress
toward the achievement of our community’s GHG emission reduction target
of 6% below 2010 levels by 2020. With the new goal of reducing emissions by
80% by 2050, we are transitioning towards implementing a long term plan for a
low carbon future.

Some of the work completed this year:
Community engagement initiative

2020 Highlights

1,600 community members across the region. Through events,
workshops, interviews, focus groups, and surveys, we heard from
members of our community about what they wanted the lowcarbon future of Waterloo region to look like, and their insights on
how we can get there.

Development of community climate
action strategy

Expert/subject-matter expert engagement initiatives

development of Waterloo region’s long-term
Community Climate Action Strategy.
Titled TransformWR, the strategy outlines
our community’s pathway to achieving an
80% greenhouse gas emission reduction by
2050, and our transition to an equitable,
prosperous, resilient, low carbon community.

Through workshops, surveys, and conversations with more than
100 technical experts, locally, nationally, and internationally,
we learned about the existing and emerging solutions and
technologies that could be leveraged to achieve our 80by50 goal
and vision for 2050.
Based on both the community and technical data and insights, followed
by cross-sector collaboration, the pathway to guide our transition to an
equitable, prosperous, and resilient low carbon community was developed.
This laid the framework for our long-term strategy to achieve our 80by50
target, and the short-term action items used to inform the 10-year plan.
The draft climate action strategy will be presented for final public review
and comment in early 2021, and finalized and presented to all eight regional
municipality councils in mid-2021.

80 x 50 Goal
| 4.6M

| 4.3M

|

1%
5%

19%
31%

5.2%
emission

1%
5%
18%

|

|

|
4 million

80%
emission

3 million

27%

This work
is made possible by the
generous support from the
Federation of Canadian Municipalities
Transition 2050 grant and the ongoing
support of
of Waterloo, the cities of
Cambridge, Kitchener, and Waterloo,
and the
Wellesley, Wilmot,
and Woolwich).

2 million
44%

2010
Transportation
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49%

1 million

2015
Workspaces/Schools

2050
Homes

Agriculture

0
Waste
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What our community shared about their vision for:

The future for Waterloo Region in 2050
Through extensive community engagement initiatives executed in partnership with local
agency Unless Design Partners, we asked community members what they envisioned the year
2050 to look like in Waterloo Region if we were to achieve our climate action targets.
From perspectives and ideas about day-to-day life and the systems surrounding the values
and stories that act as a foundation for these structures, several key themes emerged which
informed the development of the long-term community Climate Action Strategy (which will
be released in Spring 2021).

Thinking in layers and time horizons

We asked:
Imagine it’s 2050 — 30 years into
the future. We have reduced
our greenhouse gas emissions in
Waterloo region by 80%! What
does Waterloo Region look like
in the future?

We heard:
Our lifestyle will have changed:
•

Insights were organized into
four layers of analysis:

•

Lifestyle: How people describe the
situation. How it shows up in their dayto-day lives. The timescale of change
is continuous and initiated, and led by
citizens and governments.

•

Systemic: The structures, systems,
policies, and relationships that
underpin day-to-day life. Change
takes place over the years and is
initiated and led by partnerships,
networks, and collaborations.

•

Our systems will have changed:
•
•
•
•

Worldview: The culture, values, and
philosophical frameworks that frame
our systems. Change takes place over
decades and is initiated and led by
people and voluntary associations.

•

We value the collective, beyond its utility
to us.
We value interdependence and
reciprocity.

The stories we’ll tell of 2050:
•
•
•
•

how our community described the opportunities, obstacles,
and challenges that exist today and the approaches and
action that will facilitate the transition to the future.

Systems, structures, and policies are
responsive to emergent needs.
We have tools and technology that
facilitate living fully in new ways.
Our systems tilt toward sharing,
collaboration, and co-dependence.
We’ve intentionally optimized for
different outcomes.

Our worldview will have changed:
•

Myth/Metaphor: The archetypes,
stories, and gut-level responses that
shape our worldview. Change takes
place over generations and is initiated
and led by leaders and artists.

There will be evidence of the efficient
design of space and resources.
The divides between built and natural
infrastructure are dissolving.
Conceptions of health and wellbeing
have expanded beyond local and
individual.
Flourishing person-to-person
relationships stoke a strong sense
of community.

•
•

We’re active players, inseparable from
the ecology we’re in.
Community as a remedy. Individualism
as a malady.
We live in a world of plenty.
Our culture of innovation around climate
action becomes a model for other
communities. A badge we wear proudly.
Steward the earth so future generations
can live in abundance.
A rising tide lifts all boats.

Read the full-length Community Engagement Summary
climateactionwr.ca

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 3
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Events
ClimateActionWR hosted five capacity-building events
for our local municipalities and partner organizations,
to explore various climate action solutions/options that
could potentially be used locally to make progress on our
GHG reduction targets:
•
•
•
•
•

LIC Financing and Funding Opportunities
Energy Storage
Embodied Carbon
Carbon Budgeting
MEETS Coalition: the Metered Energy Efficiency
Transaction Structure

Projects
In 2020, we completed two pilot projects to address emissions
from our highest emitting sectors:

Transportation: research project on community
active transportation hubs
We conducted a research pilot project into the feasibility of
adding community active transportation hubs to increase
active travel mode share for utilitarian trips under 5 km in
the cities of Cambridge, Kitchener, and Waterloo. Active
transportation hubs are welcoming spaces where there
are supports and tools to help clients choose active
transportation to reach their destinations. The final report will
soon be available on the ClimateActionWR website.

Buildings: aerial thermal imaging heat loss project

What's ahead 2021?
ClimateActionWR’s focus for 2021 will be on
achieving approval of the long-term Community
Climate Action Strategy (80% greenhouse gas
reduction by 2050) from all eight municipal councils
in Waterloo region. Once approved, we will be
working hard to raise awareness of the strategy
across our entire community, and begin working
with local partners and collaborators on the
implementation of the 10 year plan.
We will also undertake our community’s next
greenhouse gas inventory, based on 2020 levels,
to measure success against our initial community
reduction target (6% GHG reduction by 2020,
based on 2010 levels). This short term reduction
target is an important first step toward our longterm ‘80by50’ goal, and that progress report will
be complete and shared with the community in
2021/2022.

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 4

This pilot project explored the potential for a new tool to
overcome the awareness barrier to investing in energyefficient building upgrades: aerial thermal imaging. With this
tool, homeowners and commercial building owners and/or
managers were given access to an aerial thermal image of
their building to compare its performance to others in the
community. The visual images and social comparison were
paired with targeted engagement campaigns and financial
incentives to promote ICI building and home-owners to invest
in energy audits/assessments and energy efficiency upgrades.

Stay
in touch with
ClimateActionWR via
our website, newsletters,
and social media, to learn
how you can contribute to
our community climate
action goals!

2021-05-19 2:55:16 PM

92

D1

Sustainable Waterloo Region
2020 Report

evolv1

A year away from evolv1
Like the other tenants of evolv1, The Accelerator Centre, Borealis AI, EY,
TextNow, University of Waterloo, and Wilfrid Laurier University, we have
been working remotely for the majority of the year. Some have even
made a permanent change to their working from home policies. But no
matter where we are working, we are connected through our Culture of
Sustainability program. We can do this because evolv1 is more than just a
physical space; it is a community of organizations striving to be leaders in
environmental sustainability. We are also able to amplify the impact of our
individual work through collaborative programs and projects that aim to
reduce environmental impact and improve well-being.

The Cora Group's evolv1 is Canada’s first net-positive
energy, zero carbon commercial office building. Nestled
within the David Johnston Research + Technology Park, this
building was envisioned in 2014 by Sustainable Waterloo
Region, The Cora Group, the David Johnston Research
+ Technology Park, and anchor tenant, EY Canada.
Completed in the fall of 2018, evolv1 demonstrates the
viability of building design that contributes to environmental
wellbeing and the clean economy.

ARRAY
SIZE

2019

In 2020, evolvGREEN started looking at ways to connect
to the local community to better understand their
sustainability issues. A framework for the Community
Sustainability Lab concept was explored and work
continues in 2021 so we may potentially bring this model to
community members in the future.

oin
g

buildings. To do this, the evolv1 building acts as a
‘living laboratory’ to understand how best to engage the
inhabitants of sustainable buildings in sustainable practices.
There are ways to nudge people towards more sustainable
habits, such as the physical design of the building, but there is
also a social aspect we’re looking at to encourage engagement
in all aspects of sustainability. The Culture of Sustainability
program is designed to do this for the evolv1 community, but
it is also meant to be co-created by the evolv1 community.

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 1

Source: David Johnston Research + Technology Park

Hosting
events that
can build sustainable
skills and community
connections like
cooking classes, group
meditation & social
events
Sharing
information to
support awareness
around how we can
make more sustainable
choices

This program
began as a research project to
collect empirical knowledge related to

building and increasing our awareness, knowledge,
and commitment to environmental sustainability
and impact reduction. We also aim to support
mental health and wellness in the
workplace.

This panoramic shot is of the
community space, connecting
evolv1 with the ION and
LRT station for the R+T Park

y
sb
i
th

we are d

Culture of Sustainability program

2020

112%

800,000
kWh

770 kWp

evolvGREEN is a collaborative workspace and centre for
sustainability that seeks to inspire change, lead innovative
research in sustainability, climate change and behaviour,
and accelerate commercialization of ground breaking
intellectual property.

SOLAR
OUTPUT

106%

evolvGREEN

TYPICAL
ANNUAL
ELECTRICITY
USE

Creating
resources to
support tenants so
they may better embed
sustainability in their
organizations

Sharing
data on building
energy use, waste
diversion, and commuting
behaviours, to celebrate
organizational and
community wins

The evolvGREEN
partnership includes
Accelerator Centre,
Sustainable Waterloo
Region, University of
Waterloo & Wilfrid
Laurier University:
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What is TravelWise?
TravelWise offers member organizations tools and services to help
employees find innovative and sustainable transportation options
that reduce the number of people driving alone on our roads. This is
important now more than ever, given that transportation accounts for
49% of greenhouse gas emissions in Waterloo Region.
TravelWise is a program of the Region of Waterloo and is delivered
through a partnership with Sustainable Waterloo Region.

WinterWise highlights
Sustainable commuting is ‘snow’ problem with
TravelWise. The month of February 2020 was dedicated
to celebrating sustainable winter commutes with our
WinterWise campaign. Commuters logged their trips
on GoTravelWise.ca for a chance to win a $100 Gift
Certificate to the BIA of their choice!
The campaign resulted in 2,145 sustainable trips logged

#WinterWiseWR

offsetting 2.1 tonnes of carbon dioxide. WinterWise
aims to help commuters transition throughout the
Work from home
16

Carpool

375

Walk
643

Transit

636

Bike
475

seasons, whether that’s adapting their commutes for
snow, ice, and slush or changing to another mode that is
still sustainable. Sustainable transportation is important
all-year-round, but especially in the winter! Why? Those
drive-alone trips have a bigger impact in the winter
as cold weather causes higher fuel consumption by
12–28%.
The campaign tied in with local initiatives to improve
winter commuting and national events like Winter Walk
and Bike to Work Days.

111 participants

15,015 km

Members

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 2

2,145 trips

$3,900 saved

2.1 tons in
C02 savings
As of December 31, 2020
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Worksite status during survey
6.9%

Completely closed
6.9%

17.2%

Fully open

10.3%

58.6%

Employee Travel Survey Results
4%

3%

1%

2%

8%

1%
3%

9%

4%

5%

34%

6%

53%

67%

Mode split — primary before Covid-19

alone

Car pool or

Mode split — primary during Covid-19

Work from
home

Transit

Walk or
run

A year of local leadership

Bike

How COVID-19 changed
commuting in the Region
of Waterloo
2020 saw many changes for each and every one of us. To
understand how these changes affected local commutes, we
engaged with TravelWise members through a survey and interviews
with workplace champions. We found that a majority of work sites
were at least partially closed due to COVID-19 (66%) and that a high
proportion of employees were working from home (53%). Over the
same time, we saw a 9% increase in people’s satisfaction with their
commute. The pandemic provided an opportunity to understand
how work-from-home can influence emissions reductions, traffic
congestion, and employee satisfaction.
However, it remains to be seen how this shift will play out long-term,
Many respondents indicated that they would likely shift back to
driving alone as they transition back to work sites in the near future.
Times of change are opportunities to form new habits, and the
TravelWise team is excited to support a sustainable transition back
to work in the near future. As part of that work, some great new ideas
for how to support employers and employees alike are being planned
as a result of the outreach to members and some program planning
between the TravelWise partners.

Satisfaction with mode of transportation
Before
28%

37%

Local mobility excellence
While people and organizations were adapting to the new normal
due to COVID-19, several of our local municipal governments came
together and stepped up to support active and public transportation.
From April 1 to May 31, Grand River Transit (GRT) waived all fares
for bus and LRT use. Over the past year, they have taken significant
steps to keep transit riders and operators safe — including installing
driver barriers, applying anti-microbial solutions on all vehicles, and
automatically opening doors. The year also saw reduced traffic
volumes on local roadways, and the Region worked with cities to
re-allocate road space to promote active transportation. Thirty
kilometers of temporary bike lanes were in place from early July until
the end of October and were used for approximately 1,700 cycling
trips per day — an increase of 41% on these roads!

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 3

8%

4%

During

TravelWise workplaces lead the way
This year, local workplaces needed to respond to the pandemic
in unanticipated and innovative ways. Many TravelWise members
were suddenly introduced to Work-from-Home programming and
excelled at making it as seamless as possible for their employees.
As the year went on, many members looked to improving active
transportation supports at their workplace to make active and
sustainable commutes the easy choice for their employees. This year
we recognize our entire TravelWise membership for their resilience,
innovation, and ongoing support for sustainable transportation!

23%

50%

24%

19%

4%
3%

Neutral

TravelWise employee benefits
•
•
•
•

GRT’s monthly adult pass)
Access to online carpool matching software
Emergency ride home reimbursement program
Promotions, events, and incentives to reward sustainable
transportation choices

TravelWise employer benefits
Promotions
•
• TravelWise-wide events
• Marketing materials for employee
engagement

Reporting
• Employee travel behaviour surveys
• Workplace assessment
• Program service uptake

Best Practices
• Resource guides
• Target setting and action plan assistance
• All-member workplace champion
meetings
Recognition
• Employer awards
• Brand exposure
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Charge WR

Electric vehicles in Waterloo region
3000
2,741

ChargeWR collaborates with organizations in Waterloo region
to plan and implement activities that increase the number
of electric vehicles (EVs) and charging stations in the region.
Having already surpassed our goal of achieving 1000 EVs
on the road by 2020 in 2018, the program continues to
promote the expansion of the region's charging network as
well as showcase the growing number of EV model options to
generate interest and support for zero-emissions driving.

2500
2,047

2000

1,478

1500

1000
559

The region
has nearly 200
Level 2 and 3
public charging
stations

Waterloo Region electric
vehicle strategy
In September 2020, in partnership
with Waterloo Region Community
Energy, ChargeWR began developing
an overview of existing electric vehicle
charging infrastructure and policy
across the Region of Waterloo. This
strategy aims to provide a policybased understanding of electric
vehicle charging infrastructure locally
to create a baseline for subsequent
plans and activities.

500

279
181
70
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00
2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

BUSINESS HAVE A KEY ROLE

Enabling employees
without home charging
options or with range
concerns to consider
an EV for their
personal vehicle

Reducing
commuting
costs for
employees

By investing in
EV charging at
your workplace,
you are:
Reducing your
organization’s
Scope 3
emissions

Promoting and
aligning values of
environment and
sustainability for
improved employee
engagement

Fleet conversion
Fleet conversion is a critical piece in reaching
workplace sustainability targets, and it may
soon become the industry standard. This means
that your organization would can support our
community’s climate action goals while adding
immense business value.

Benefits of investing in Fleet EVs:
•
•
•
•

SWR009_AnnualReport_2020_FA.indd 4

Reduce carbon footprint
Reduce fuel costs
Reduce ongoing maintenance

Increase employee attraction and retention

Where we go from here
stations are found throughout the region. Nearly half of these public
home and workplace chargers are also considered. The number of
EVs on our roads has also increased, over 1,500% from 2015 to 2020,
from 181 to 2,741. We easily surpassed our goal of achieving 1000
EVs on the road by 2020! This work continues, and in 2020 ChargeWR
began work on our newest initiative, in partnership with Waterloo
Region Community Energy, evaluating local electric vehicle charging
infrastructure and policy to better understand where we are and where
we need to go from here.
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Resolution to designate funds to assist the Woolwich
Seniors Association

WHEREAS the Woolwich Seniors Association (WSA) is a not-forprofit independent community service that provides necessary
supports and recreational activities for seniors in Woolwich
Township;
WHEREAS the introduction of COVID-19 and subsequent
provincial mitigation measures significantly impacted the revenue
of the WSA;
WHEREAS annual fees of up to $6,000 and programming userfees up to $24,000 were reduced to near zero impacting how the
center will be able to serve its members once programming
resumes in person;
WHEREAS the WSA were the recipients of provincial grants for
the purpose of providing online programming and that
programming was provided free-of-charge to all seniors in our
community and beyond;
WHEREAS more than 500 seniors participated in events hosted
by the WSA this past year;
WHEREAS the WSA pledged to support the creation of a
driveway side entrance at the Woolwich Memorial Centre up to
$25,000 to be paid over 5 years, with more than $20,000 of the
committed pledge has been paid to date;
WHEREAS the WSA is a tenant at the Woolwich Memorial Centre
and a funding partner with Woolwich Township through

115

administering the annual provincial grant and providing staff and
facility services;
BE IT RESOLVED that Woolwich Township Council continue to
support the Woolwich Seniors Association in providing necessary
supports to the WSA in their support of seniors in the community;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that the Township utilize the municipal
COVID-19 Relief Fund grant and that Council reimburse the WSA
for lost annual membership revenue up to $6,000;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that Council forgive up to $5,000 of the
$25,000 the centre pledged in the creation of a new driveway and
side entrance and that the funds be expensed from Council’s
Fees and Charges Waiver account;
BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that once in-person programming
resumes that the Township will assume cleaning responsibilities
of the centre in accordance with applicable Public Health
protocols;
AND BE IT ALSO RESOLVED that during the 2022 budget
framework staff and Council revisit the municipal funding
arrangement between the WSA and the municipality to provide
funding to assist in operating the centre.
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A Better Tent City Farm
Purpose
The following information is provided to support community leaders and neighbours on Spitzig
Road as they consider the future of A Better Tent City in Waterloo Region.

Context
There continue to be hundreds of homeless people in Waterloo Region, many of whom remain
unsheltered. A Better Tent City (ABTC) is a novel solution built in our community that provides a
home and a sense of belonging for a segment of this population.
ABTC has been operational for over one year and is planning to relocate, enhance and continue
to improve the services provided on site to support residents.
The ABTC leadership team continues to be actively engaged with municipal staff, elected
representatives, potential neighbours, and community leaders to identify potential opportunities
to continue and to enhance this community project.
It has not been an easy path to arrive at a sustainable vision for A Better Tent City, and the
actions, ideas, and plans outlined in this document are the result of ongoing prayer, reflection,
and collaboration.

Establishment of A Better Tent City
On April 15 2020, a broad cross-section of unsheltered people, service providers, community
members, Regional staff and concerned citizens gathered to discuss the potential of creating a
better tent city at Lot42. This resulted in the creation of a small self-organized community of
people built on respect for each other and for their shared home.
th

ABTC began as a low barrier/housing first approach to provide:
●
●

an opportunity to move unsheltered people from dangerous conditions on the streets into a
more safe and supportive community
protection from the environment, adequate access to hygiene and sanitation facilities, and
connection to services and healthcare on a path to stable housing

Positive Outcomes
As ABTC has grown over the last year, it has surpassed our original goals and it has
demonstrated significant positive outcomes in our first year of operations by:
●

changing residents’ lives for the better:
o as they keep themselves and their belongings safely indoors ABTC residents no
longer worry about frequent moves and the dangers inherent in living rough; they
have a home
o with access to a kitchen, whole, healthy food, and opportunities to contribute to
collaboratively prepared evening meals residents are healthier, have an increased
sense of well-being and belonging
▪ regular visits and support from community health and outreach workers
have further improved residents’ health and connection to broader
supports in the community
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o

o
o
o
o

an on-site addiction treatment program is now supporting over 30% of ABTC
residents to stabilize their lives enabling them to attend school and find and maintain
jobs
paying residents to complete tasks necessary to maintain the space has increased
dignity and self-worth and reduced theft in the community
creating a meaningful learning opportunity to document and continuously improve
encampments for the unsheltered in our region and across the country:
jurisdictions from across North America have reached out to learn from our
experiences
our advice and experience have supported comparable initiatives across Ontario and
as far away as Vancouver Island.

Lessons Learned
After a year of learning and building community and connections, the leadership team has
learned key lessons:
Wellness starts with housing, and goes hand in hand with connection, belonging, and
stability
Most residents have not had stability with respect to family, home, and shelter
Compassion and caring are critical for the development of healthy relationships
Positive relationships with regular onsite volunteers can be an important support on the
road to stability
Providing access to essential community services on site (health, housing, income
support) can improve both the uptake and efficacy of the service
Another good source of support for residents can be the residents themselves, and
nurturing a caring community is essential to strengthen that web of support
Rehabilitation benefits from unconditional love

●
●
●
●
●
●
●

Collective Leadership Team
ABTC is presently held by a committed collective that consists of:
●
●
●
●

Fr. Toby Collins, CR (Pastor, St. Mary’s Parish)
Stephanie and Joe Mancini (The Working Centre)
Jeff Willmer (retired CAO of the City of Kitchener)
Laura Hamilton and Aleksandra Petrovic (Social Development Centre WR)

The ABTC collective is responsible for overall direction of and responsibility for the project,
oversight of staffing, decision making about funding in collaboration with organization partners
and funding partners, promotion of the project, and fundraising in cooperation with
organizational partners. The collective also sets parameters and a framework for residents of
ABTC and ensures practices are consistent and cooperative.
By collaborating to support this project as a partnership we are building on what we have
already discerned to be the best use of all our gifts, organizational capacity and access to
community resources.
In the coming months, the Roman Catholic Diocese of Hamilton will incorporate ABTC as a
diocesan project operated by the leadership team mentioned above. Land will be provided by
the Diocese.
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The Residents of A Better Tent City
ABTC residents are men and women, all adults, and range in age from their late
twenties through to their sixties. Many have lived unsheltered or have been precariously housed
for years, some have lived rough for more than a decade before joining this community. Most
struggle with mental illness, trauma and drug addictions that preclude them from living
independently or accessing emergency shelters in our region. ABTC is home to those for whom
no other home has or could be provided. All our residents are seeking to stabilize their lives to:
o
o
o
o
o

improve their health
learn new ways as seeing themselves as lovable
re-establish their relationships with family and community (many are estranged from
their parents and from their children)
reclaim dignity by being a part of an affirming community
find hope and begin to imagine a different future

Residents contribute to this community by:
●
●
●
●
●

directing their “shelter allowance” portion of their government assistance to support
ABTC operations
cleaning the kitchen, shared spaces and washrooms
assisting with meal preparation
assisting with maintenance, gardening and construction projects
supporting one another

Next Steps in the Development of A Better Tent City
ABTC began to simply create a safe space and has evolved to create opportunities for recovery
and integration. We are now planning to build a unique residence that will not only continue to
assist the residents to stabilize with housing, health care, methadone treatment where
appropriate, and addictions counseling, but will also provide on-site work opportunities through
the development of agricultural projects that include community and market gardens and vertical
container food production.
As the Hamilton Diocese incorporates ABTC as a diocesan project we will utilize their land on
Spitzig Road. The shift to a diocesan project will mark ABTC’s shift to ABTC Farm: a
supportive agricultural/residential project predicated on positive relationships with each other
and with the land.
Initial development proposed for the summer of 2021 includes building an access lane, bringing
power into the site from the road, drilling a well, installing a septic system and building an
agricultural shed.
Once this infrastructure work is complete and the project is incorporated our goal is to establish
a community of approximately 30 to 40 residents (agricultural worker trainees) on this site and
begin to prepare the land for food production and to establish a vertical container gardening
system.
Learnings from the first year of operations will be applied to the structures that we establish to
strengthen this community and support life in their new home. Roles and responsibilities for
staff and residents will be clarified and we will increase the variety, number and impact of nonresidents in supportive roles on site. Specifically:

3
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●

An additional staff member will be hired to improve the availability of resources onsite to
support residents and volunteers.

●

Increases in the number and variety of community engagement initiatives ranging from
additional health and wellbeing visits from other service providers’ staff to more
brunches and dinners being prepared and served on site to gardening, food processing
and groundskeeping work will expand opportunities for residents to work alongside
community volunteers. We have observed the benefits of these positive relationships on
both individual residents and on the collective. Our goal is to have two to four volunteers
or community support workers on site each day between mid-morning and early
evening.

●

Expanding opportunities for residents’ work/training programs that support residents to
learn skills and earn pocket money as they maintain the space and assist with
construction.

●

Enhanced opportunities for recreational activities on site will also be created, we have
learned that music and art not only bring people together, they also enrich the positive
energy in shared spaces.

●

Residents’ “Commitment Agreement” will be updated to clarify and increase their
contribution and requirements to support the collective and to enhance security.

●

All visitors to the collective space will continue to be documented, the single lane
entrance to the Spitzig Rd. property will support enhanced security.

Other Key Considerations for A Better Tent City Farm
Programming
●

The Social Development Centre will continue to seek and secure funding to support
daily operations and to improve the lives of ABTC residents and will continue to
connect this project into the broader network of support for unsheltered and for
people experiencing food insecurity, and to observe and document learnings. The
SDC’s long standing research relationships with both universities will support
ongoing evaluative efforts related to this demonstration project.

●

The Working Centre’s experience and success in creating good work opportunities
through local food production will contribute to the success of this initiative.

●

The proposed agricultural development on site will dramatically increase the
productivity of the Diocese’s land.

●

The owners of GR365N growing systems have reached out to ABTC leadership to
offer their support in establishing a vertical growing system that would produce fresh
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greens for sale 365 days a year. A local family foundation has offered to help to
finance the establishment of this social enterprise on site at ABTC Farm..

Community support:
●

Regional staff are supportive of the leadership team and on side with the recognition
that such a facility is necessary.

●

ABTC has created opportunities to engage people across our region who seek to
give dignity back to those who they recognize have lost so much

●

approximately 40 regular volunteers support the collaborative cooking initiative to
prepare daily evening meals and weekend brunches
over 50 volunteers support the development and maintenance of the space and life
at ABTC
a variety of faith and community groups have shared their collective time and talents
to support and improve life at ABTC

●

the relocation and re-establishment of ABTC is being planned and managed by a
team of committed volunteers comprising project managers from the private sector,
Conestoga College, and local trades people. They are also actively supporting the
fundraising campaign to fund the move and secure in-kind donations of time,
services, and materials

Financial Sustainability
●

The backing of substantial financial and moral commitment from the Diocese of
Hamilton adds stability and longevity to this initiative.

●

The Community Foundation has funded the construction of portable shower and
laundry facilities and the first of the tiny homes

●

St Mary’s parish has raised funds to support the construction of 20 additional tiny
homes

●

The United Way has funded the establishment and operation of ABTC’s kitchen and
collaborative cooking project through the Community Kitchen Cooperative of KW

●

Canadian Municipal Association grant has been used to provide nominal
compensation to support two on-site coordinators

●

Kindred Credit Union has funded the work/training program that supports residents to
learn skills as they maintain the space and assist with construction

●

ABTC residents contribute to operating costs of the community by assigning the
shelter allowance portion of their government assistance
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●

Community financial donations by hundreds of local supporters and family
foundations totaling in excess of $160K has supported ongoing operations and the
construction of additional tiny homes

Being Good Neighbours
This site is ideal for us as it is well separated from residential neighbours. Further we
have taken the potential concerns of our neighbours into consideration as we develop
our site. ABTC residents are grateful for the opportunity to move as a community to this
land and fully understand the importance of maintaining positive relationships with their
new neighbours.
The yellow area below is a general outline of the location of the houses, washrooms,
kitchen/dining, and programming areas on the Spitzig Road property.

Our plans for this site demonstrate that we have made every effort to maintain the
greatest possible distance from our neighbours.
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●

Pedestrian and vehicular traffic flow in and out of our site
Our site planning includes intentional planning for foot traffic that avoids the
parking lot at Woodland Christian School and that avoids crossing the driveways
of other neighbours on Spitzig Road.

●

Vehicular traffic will be limited and include volunteers and staff, as well as weekly
food delivery and waste management, and emergency services vehicles that
may also access the site. There will be sufficient parking set aside on-site.

●

Sound and Visual Aesthetics
Our plan for the Spitzig Road site includes orientation of houses so that their
front doors face away from the road and towards the natural embankment in the
northwest corner of the property. This will result in only the backs of the colourful
houses being visible from the street and noise being dampened naturally.
The northwest corner of the property is also shielded from any direct sightlines to
Woodland Christian High School

●

Developing Relationship with Woodland Christian High School
Given the mission and challenges of our work at ABTC, we recognize natural
connections and opportunities for relationship building with Woodland while also
acknowledging the need to ensure ongoing confidence in the safety of
Woodland’s campus for students, staff, and visitors.
It is important to us that our role as neighbours is collaborative and based on
listening and understanding the needs of the school. We see the school as a key
stakeholder in our plans, and we hope that our relationship will develop so that
the board, administration, staff, and families of Woodland also feel that they are
key allies of ABTC. To develop these relationships, we plan to be open in our
communications and, just as we have adapted our programming based on
lessons learned at our current site, we will remain open to listening and learning
to ensure the viability of our program.

●

Beyond an open and listening administrative relationship, we hope that our
presence as neighbours will provide authentic opportunities for teachers and
students to make connections and become part of our ABTC community. For
example, our farming programs that will be integral to our programming for
residents at ABTC can also provide meaningful curriculum connections and
opportunities for students and teachers to build direct relationships with some of
our residents.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Melissa Borutski Freij
Sent: May 28, 2021 1:57 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposed to having Tent city moved to Breslau

May 28, 2021
To the Council Members of Woolwich:
I am writing to convey my utter shock at this proposition for the development of small houses
named ‘A better Tent city’ that would reside on Spitzig Rd. in Breslau.
First off, do you realize how far from EVERYTHING this is? There is no bus route, no grocery
store, no basic amenities. Not judging, but I can guess these people without homes, residing in
this current Lot42 housing situation, do not have cars.
I’d like to point you to this site - https://www.homelesshub.ca/abouthomelessness/topics/mental-health where it mentions people who are homeless and struggle
with mental health, need to be near community resources. This is literally isolating them in the
country essentially, providing them with more space – but more space to do what in? if they
currently have friends in the area, you’re isolating them from friends, family potentially, all
necessary healthcare is too far away.
How will they get to work? If they don’t have jobs, we’re not encouraging employment
opportunities since the proposed Spitzig Rd is near no businesses. Although maybe some are
proposed or will come later, but there is no place for them to gain employment in Breslau if
the proposed housing goes up here.
If they do have jobs, how are they getting there from Spitzig Rd.? again, do they all have cars if
they’re homeless and live in the current Lot42 area?
This page here - https://www.homelesshub.ca/solutions/priority-populations/ruralpopulations-northern-communities literally mentions how homeless people in rural areas lack
resources so they’re forced to move to urban areas to access services. You’re planning to do
the opposite!
As a mental health advocate, I believe that although a larger space is better, moving this
homeless community to a rural area, (away from all amenities and healthcare facilities, with
no buses or public transportation), is going 100% backwards to help them and their mental
health and overall situation.
This link here https://www.homelesshub.ca/solutions/priority-populations/rural-populationsnorthern-communities mentions how homeless people in rural areas lack resources, so
they’re forced to move to urban areas to access services. You, The Township of Woolwich and
Region of Waterloo are planning to do the opposite: moving this community from a place
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where public transportation was available, along with healthcare and resources, jobs and
education, to a piece of land 21 minutes away (by highway/car) with no basic needs unless
you have a car.
Our town of Breslau has a small local pharmacy and medical practice, but for more pressing
items, as some homeless people may face, they’d have drive at least 10 minutes to the urgent
care facility; a hospital is 18 minutes away driving; grocery stores are also 10 minutes away
driving - mental health issues aside, you need a car to get around if you're in our town. Breslau
has not enough resources to accommodate an additional set of people with who could have
challenging issues and require support ongoing.
This is clearly setting these people up for failure and these people will not grow or become
better if they are uprooted in a town that can't benefit them. It's setting them up to fail and if
they didn't have isolation issues/mental health concerns, being forced to move here would
bring that on.
Once the pandemic is over, there is not many daycares close by - literally there is a
convenience store, massage clinic, dentist, and a few pizza shops.
I also feel this was very secretively planned - not many of us in the community knew about it
until today.
I really feel Elmira is a better community for this as it has a main street with amenities and
counselling centers, as well as grocery stores, is walking distance to these places.
Downtown Kitchener, or Waterloo would also be better – I realize it’s a lack of space issue,
and Breslau has space, but that’s not a reason to plop a group of struggling individuals, that
rely on community amenities and resources and facilities, into a community further away, that
has none of its own community amenities and resources, is a blatant disservice and will set
them up for failure.
Like the rental units that went up in Breslau off Woolwich St., and like the Catholic school
squeezed in a small area off Trowbridge St, and the original public school was proposed to be
squeezed into the community centre greenspace, this is another example of not making good
decisions.
Regards,
Melissa Freij
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Additional Comments Received by Municipal Clerk

From: Melissa Borutski Freij
Sent: May 28, 2021 7:46 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Opposed to having Tent city moved to Breslau
I’d also like to add The following additional points to my statement
-while we chose to move to Breslau and we realized what we were
moving into, this is unfortunately something we would not want to live
near. This homeless house community is something that we would not
choose to live by - in any area - so this would be a deal breaker, in that
we’d move out of the region most likely
- If we moved to Kitchener near an already established homeless
neighbourhood,
that would be one thing but we moved to Breslau for the reasons before
this
- also on a good day we can’t get the police to come to the
neighbourhood for speeding for a car break-ins, theft, transient people
already in the neighbourhood, let alone if we had to call because of an
issue with this proposed tiny home proposal.
- I know someone in the neighbourhood who is assaulted at their home,
and the police took 30+ minutes To arrive after she called to arrive after
she called 911
Thanks
Melissa
Sent from my iPhone
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From: Bryan Blanchard
Sent: June 1, 2021 11:44 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: ABTC proposal
A Better Tent City has not made an appropriate attempt to reach out to the neighbouring
communities of Breslau. The way they are going about this is extremely shady and untruthful. They
have a track record of not respecting neighbors or the law when setting up these communities.
I have compassion for the residents of the proposed city and believe affordable housing is a
worthwhile solution to combat homelessness.
The reality of the situation is these communities come with a host of problems that need proper
infrastructure and services. Besides a willing owner of the property, nothing proposed by ABTC
tonight will change that fact that Breslau meets none of the requirements to handle this.
If this was to go ahead, you are risking the safety of all those involved in the tent city. Residents will
use the highway to get in and out of the city without any sidewalks or bike lanes. Needles will pollute
our trails and neighboring fields. It's ridiculously inappropriate to have this next to a high school and
family oriented community.
You can't isolate a vulnerable portion of the population and expect to figure out solutions on the fly.
The petition has has been up for four days and already has close to 2000 signatures - this a
considerable portion of the population of Breslau telling you that we don't want this here and that
should be respected. Let the residents who will have to deal with this make the decision.
Signed, Bryan Blanchard
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Written Submission Received in the Municipal Clerk’s Office Regarding ABTC Presentation
From: Leanne Predote
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:10 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Objection to move of better tent city to Woolwich

Good Morning,
I'm writing to express my objection to the move of a better tent city to Woolwich. I currently
reside in Breslau, on Maplecrest Drive, and the property in question in within site of our
house. It's incredibly disappointing that the proposed date for the move is June 20, and
residents have not been made aware of this. The consensus that I am hearing from residents
is a strong opposition to this move.
While I support the homeless community, I am not in support of this initiative or of this
community. It has been stated that this community is made up of individuals that struggle
with existing shelters due to the rules or have really severe mental conditions. This is not the
population we need situated directly adjacent to a family community, nonetheless next to a
school. This makes me fearful for the safety implications to my young children in the direct
area. Additionally, the site is not well suited. It does not have water, sewage or hydro. It is
not adjacent to retail, service, or any amenities, nor is it on a transit line to allow access to
these services. How are we expecting this population to obtain the services and amenities
required? There is nothing within walking distance, and even if there was hwy 7 does not
have sidewalks and creates a dangerous situation for residents and motorists. I'm not sure
how this was even considered as a feasible option to relocate the community to.
I strongly urge you to reconsider allowing this move to take place. It does not make sense for
the better tent city community or for the Breslau community.
Thanks,
Leanne
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Written Submission Received in the Municipal Clerk’s Office Regarding ABTC Presentation
From: Shawn Turner
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:15 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny Homes Community relocation project
Subject: Tiny Homes Community relocation project
To: <pmerlihan@woolwich.ca>, <sshantz@woolwich.ca>, <lshantz@woolwich.ca>,
<mmartin@woolwich.ca>, <fredekop@woolwich.ca>, <smcmillan@woolwich.ca>

Dear Woolwich Township Council,
I can understand the need to have a place for those who are not as fortunate as the rest of us are.
However, there are a few issues that myself and my fellow neighbours have.
Firstly, - there has been ZERO consultation with the people of Breslau who will be living directly
beside this encampment. As the council for our community, this needs to be discussed properly and
not behind closed doors. I know this sounds like work on your behalf, but it can't be done without
the community's involvement and input.
Secondly, - Why would you choose such a location in the first place? There is little to no resource for
them to use in that area. No hydro, no water, no grocery stores, public transportation or proper
sewage. The location doesn't work at all, and I am shocked that you even contemplated it to begin
with.
Thirdly, - Although the people in this project are hopefully looking to have some peace and are
working towards a better future, we all know firsthand that this is just not the case. With many
friends who are police officers, I can vouch for the fact that the Lot42 area was considered a war
zone of sorts. This activity will 100% creep into my subdivision located directly across the street. This
is not acceptable whatsoever.
You need to rethink your idea here and find a new location. It's not a proper solution and by doing so
you are only asking for heaps of trouble from the residents of Breslau.
I hope you treat my comments with respect. Respect for my family and my neighbours and make the
right decision to find a different location that won't impact my current lifestyle.
Thank you,
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Shawn Turner
Resident of Hopewell Heights, Breslau.

133

Written Submission Received in the Municipal Clerk’s Office Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Schneider Garland, Trena
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:16 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; redekop@woolwich.ca; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City in Breslau
Hi Val et al,
I am writing to you to express my opposition to the Better Tent City moving to Breslau. Breslau does
not have any of the amenities needed to support such a system. There are no grocery stores, bus
routes or even easy bike paths to Breslau. It makes no sense to set up a Tent City in Breslau for
people who depend on a bus route, bikes or walking to the necessities they need. Also, there is no
hydro or washroom facilities set up in the location the Tent City is proposed to go. Setting up a Tent
City beside a school is a horrible idea. This plan makes zero sense. Please make this known at the
next council meeting when this Tent City is supposed to be discussed.
Thanks,
Trena Schneider Garland
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Shirley & Curt Monk
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:18 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny Homes project
Good morning.
My name is Curt Monk, and I live in Breslau.
I would like to express extreme concern regarding the proposed tiny homes project on Spitzig Rd. I
am strongly opposed to 35-40 homeless people being housed in Breslau. We have young children
and value the safe neighborhood in which we live.
This is bad idea, and would be poorly placed. This is bad not only for Breslau, but also for the
homeless who need access to public transportation and support services.
Sincerely,
Curt Monk
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Peter Dasilva
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:35 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Objection to proposed lot42 settlement
Good morning
I am emailing to express my concern and lack of support for the proposed move of lot 42 to
Woolworth township off spitzig road.
This location is not appropriate due to the lack of resources required to support this community.
There is no near by public transportation, access to grocery, food establishments and other social
services. In addition, the location is inappropriate due to its proximity to a school. While we know
homelessness is an issue that society needs to address, young children and teens should not be
consistently exposed to the associated behaviours.
I am pushing for council to deny this request.
Peter Dasilva
Breslau resident
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From: Peter Dasilva
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:50 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Patrick
Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Objection to proposed lot42 settlement
Hi,
It has come to light that infrastructure work has already commenced on the property as of this
week. This includes hydro work and septic installations.
How are these approved by the township of this project is yet to be approved? These would require
coordination and permits with the township.
This sounds quite misleading if the township has been moving this forward in leu of community and
council approval. Or this group is looking into push forward and move ahead to force the townships
hand by having the move go ahead behind the scenes.   
I expect council and the mayor to support our rights as residents of Breslau not support this request
and ensure bylaws are inforced.
Peter Dasilva
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: John Heaton
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:50 AM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposed "better tent city" in Breslau.

Hello all.
I am writing as a very concerned resident of Breslau. I am concerned about the proposed tent
city for the Spitzig road location for so many reasons..
I have had the opportunity to visit the site at lot 42 where the current site is and I have to tell
you that I was horrified at the site of people actively using drugs in front of me and garbage
stacked nearly to the roofs of the huts. I saw this with my own eyes.
I would encourage anyone who is interested in having this site in Breslau visit the current site
to get a feel for how this is operating currently.
I understand that homelessness is an issue with little hopes of being resolved any time soon.
Its a well known fact that homelessness and addiction issues are closely tied together and with
that comes other issues such safety for those in the lifestyle, property crime and violence
within the community.
The people effected by homelessness need to be in an area that will support their other social
needs such as transportation, medical care, food resources and the ability to make/attend
appointments with community resources. Having a site that is in a rural area with none of the
above further alienates the individuals within the community by limiting their access to those
essential services.
There are no city busses, cabs would be expensive, there are no local grocery stores, there are
no close emergency rooms, no close community resources buildings in which many of these
individuals need access to regularly.
To have pedestrian foot traffic along Victoria St N back and forth into Kitchener is a huge
disaster waiting to happen. Its a very concerning safety risk for drivers and pedestrians.. There
are no sidewalks until you get to Centennial St!! People drive way too fast and are constantly
distracted along this stretch of highway and someone will get struck.. Even if the users of the
tent city are on their ebikes, its simply a stretch of highway that has a speed limit which is
greater then what those vehicles can travel and this is a safety issue in itself.... All of it is not
safe and a liability.
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Placing a site such as this in such close proximity to a high school is a frightening idea. We are
very aware of the pressures that present high school students and to introduce the availability
of illicit street drugs into their immediate environment will have horrible and long lasting
impacts. The folks that visit/use the tent cities are, by in large, involved in the drug subculture
and will make access to drugs to those students without question. I believe that the students
would be at increased risk for victimization as they are little more vulnerable than most
adults.... I know i sound cynical but please, the information of crime trends do not lie.
I encourage each and every one of you to drive through the current site on Ardelt St in
Kitchener and have a look for yourself at the reality of the situation. The idea is nice, but ask
yourself, would I want this near my home?
Breslau is a great, safe community as it sits now and we all look out for each other and
genuinely care about each other. I would hate to see it change by having people roam out
streets and back yards at night, checking our car door handles, going into our back yards
stealing our bicycles and other quick grab items that the community surrounding Lot 42 have
seen happen to them since the "Better tent city" has been in that location.
I oppose the proposed site location as it is not beneficial to the Breslau community or the
residents that would inhabit this tent city. It is simply not an ideal site for anyone.
It is too rural for them, its not safe for the school members, its not good for local residents and
businesses.
Please, I urge you to vote against this horrible idea and please visit the current Lot 42 site. Just
drive through, it is open to do so. Pay attention to the mounting goods (likely stolen bikes and
other perceived valuable items)piled high, take a walk into the common area in the building
and you will see that I am not exaggerating. Its something that needs to be seen and
understood before making a decision that impacts all of us that live here.
Thanks for reading.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: David Giacomazzi
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:56 AM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Lot 42 Tiny Homes Community to Breslau
Hello Woolwich Township Council,
Just to add to my email. You should be aware that there is a large portion of residents here
in Breslay that Oppose this proposal and dont feel their appropriate communication with the
community regarding this proposal. I am curious to know how this proposal made it this far
without any public notices. This is not a small initiative to bring into a small community with
very little infrastructure to support this proposal.
I oppose this proposal on the grounds that I have no background information into how this
will benefit our community as well as the Lot 42 Tiny Homes Community.
Thanks
David Giacomazzi
Breslau, ON
On Fri, May 28, 2021 at 11:21 AM David Giacomazzi wrote:
Hello Woolwich Township Council,
I understand that the Council has an agenda for this Tuesday which is not yet posted to
speak about the proposed move of the Lot 42 Tiny Homes community to Breslau.
I would love to understand what their proposal entails and hear the advantages of
bringing the Lot 42 Tiny Homes Community to Breslau for both the community and the
new occupants of the Lot 42 Tiny Homes.
How can the residents of Breslau get involved to provide their opinions on the proposal?
Thanks
David Giacomazzi
Dolman St. Breslau, Ont.
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Written Submission received by the Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: dave maurer
Sent: May 28, 2021 10:53 AM
To: sshantz@woolwich.ca <sshantz@woolwich.ca>; pmerlihan@woolwich.ca
<pmerlihan@woolwich.ca>; lshantz@woolwich.ca <lshantz@woolwich.ca>; mmartin@woolwich.ca
<mmartin@woolwich.ca>; fredekop@woolwich.ca <fredekop@woolwich.ca>;
smcmillan@woolwich.ca <smcmillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposition to Tiny Homes in Breslau

Hello,
I wanted to write to you all to notify you of my opposition to the Tiny Homes project moving
to Woolwich at the location on Spitzig Road. I believe everyone needs a place to call home but
locating this in a rural area absent of transit and services is irresponsible and not in the best
interest of the community of Breslau or the individuals who will reside here. Please provide
more information to the community of how the Region of Waterloo/Township of Woolwich
plan to support this project or reconsider the location.
Thank-you,
Dave, Resident of Breslau
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Written submission received by the Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Amanda Turner
Sent: May-28-21 11:48 AM
To: pmerlihan@woolwich.ca; sshantz@woolwich.ca; lshantz@woolwich.ca; mmartin@woolwich.ca;
fredekop@woolwich.ca; smcmillan@woolwich.ca
Subject: FW: Tiny Homes Community relocation project
To Whom it may concern,
As a concerned citizen of Woolwich community I am writing to you to express my objections to
having this Tiny homes community near our children.
We are a VERY family oriented community. We have small children that will be riding their bikes,
learning to explore our beautiful trails and ponds, and they WON’T be able to do that with the Tiny
homes here.
You are taking away our children’s childhood and safety by bringing this near our homes. We are still
in a pandemic, and all our kids have right now is to be outside, and now they won’t be safe to do
that anymore.
I let my oldest child walk to the corner pharmacy to purchase items to gain a sense of confidence
and independence in herself and she will no longer be able to do that.
I am urging you all to please make another decision to place this community near resources that will
actually HELP them and not cause more problems for everyone.
Thank you for your time
Amanda Turner
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Written submission received by the Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Marina Divkovic
Sent: May 28, 2021 12:13 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: CONCERNS about Lot 42 moving to Woolwich Township
Importance: High
Hello,
I am a resident of Breslau, Hopewell Heights/ Townsend area. We were just informed Today, that
residents of Lot 42 will be moving to a farm area on Spritzig Road. There is an article posted Today in
CBC outlining that Woolwich residents were asked about this and that nearby neighborhoods were
receptive of this. As a resident of Woolwich Township and many of my neighbors can confirm that
NO ONE was asked about this and neither were we informed of such plans.

We are extremely concerned about this move to Woolwich Township. Our quiet and safe
neighborhood will no longer be safe, and our residents will be in danger. Currently, our children play
safely on our streets, our parks and plazas are safe and very friendly. Bringing residents of Lot 42
will:
Increase crime rate in our neighborhood
Increase foot traffic in our ONLY plaza with potential garbage and needles everywhere. Our
children will be exposed to such scenes of drug addicts laying on the ground unconscious.
Increase break-ins and overall traffic through our quiet and safe streets.
In addition to the above, my husband is a taxi driver, who currently drives residents of Lot 42 to
appointments and consumption sites. I can tell you that the area that they were residing in has
increased in crime rates, garbage disposal as well as needles all over the place. Many taxi drivers
who drive these residents around the city say that “YOU DO NOT WANT THEM ANYWHERE NEAR A
RESIDENTIAL AREA”. The residents of Lot 42 will easily be able to access our plazas and streets to
hang out, consume drugs and potentially put our residents in danger.

Also, I am also very shocked that such decisions were planned right beside a high school, where kids
hang out and will also be exposed to this. This is very disappointing, and we are very distraught to
learn about this.
I hope that members of the council can understand Breslau residents and take our concerns very
seriously.
Link to the article:
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https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/kitchener-waterloo/kitchener-better-tent-city-plans-movewoolwich-township-1.6043218
Marina Divkovic
Resident of Breslau, Woolwich Township
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: andrea heaton
Sent: May 28, 2021 12:29 PM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposed to Tent City in Breslau

Hello,
I am writing as a very concerned resident of Breslau. I am concerned about the proposed
tent city for the Spitzig road location for many reasons..
I would encourage anyone who is interested in having this site in Breslau visit the current
site to get a feel for how this is operating currently.
I understand that homelessness is an issue with little hopes of being resolved any time soon.
Its a well known fact that homelessness and addiction issues are closely tied together and
with that comes other issues such as safety for those in the lifestyle, property crime and
violence within the community.

The people affected by homelessness need to be in an area that will support their other
social needs such as transportation, medical care, food resources and the ability to
make/attend appointments with community resources. Having a site that is in a rural area
with none of the above further alienates the individuals within the community by limiting
their access to those essential services. Having it next to a SCHOOL and so close to densely
populated residential area is INSANE.
There are no city busses, cabs would be expensive, there are no local grocery stores, there
are no close emergency rooms, no close community resources buildings in which many of
these individuals need access to regularly.
To have pedestrian foot traffic along Victoria St N back and forth into Kitchener is a huge
disaster waiting to happen.  

I encourage each and every one of you to drive through the current site on Ardelt St in
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Kitchener and have a look for yourself at the reality of the situation. The idea is nice, but
ask yourself, would I want this near my home?
Breslau is a great, safe community as it sits now and we all look out for each other and
genuinely care about each other. The decisions that are being made by this council are
not in this community's best interest...not in the slightest.
I oppose the proposed site location as it is not beneficial to the Breslau community OR
the residents that would inhabit this tent city. It is simply not an ideal site for anyone.
It is too rural for them, its not safe for the school members, its not good for local
residents and businesses.
Please, I urge you to vote against this horrible idea and please visit the current Lot 42 site.
Just drive through, it is open to do so. Its something that needs to be seen and
understood before making a decision that impacts all of us that live here.
Thank you,
Andrea Heaton
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Submission received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
-----Original Message----From: Michael N Nataly Kneebone
Sent: May 28, 2021 12:50 PM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; ishantz@woolwich.ca;
Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent city plans
Good morning members of city council/planning;
I write to you today in concern with the proposed tent city.
Let’s start by saying I completely sympathize with the position these people find themselves in. Everyone deserves a
safe, dry place to rest their head at night. In theory it’s a great idea, but the location has to be given more thought.
Lot42 is in an industrial area, very different from the proposed residential location. How are these people suppose
to travel for potential work? The closest services for mental health? Addiction counselling? Hwy 7 isn’t the best
place for people to be walking/riding bikes.
Are the residents screened for violent crimes, mental health issues and drug use? Are the residents employed? How
do they support themselves?
If one doesn’t have a source of income the next thing you know is we now have a more serious issue of break and
enters/violent crimes. Is Waterloo region police services prepared to patrol the area more often? Are we prepared to
be sending our VOLUNTEER fire services in for medical calls/overdoses?
Placement in a residential area with no transit, no grocery stores, no services for people at risk, this is a recipe for
disaster. This is a very dangerous proposition for the residents of Breslau.
I appreciate the opportunity to voice my concern for Breslau.
Michael
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Melanie Bryant
Sent: May 28, 2021 12:53 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Fwd: Spitzig Road Tiny Homes Community
Forwarding the email I sent to Council so my objection can be included in Tuesday’s meeting.
---------- Forwarded message --------From: Melanie Bryant
Date: Fri, May 28, 2021 at 9:14 AM
Subject: Spitzig Road Tiny Homes Community
To: fredekop@woolwich.ca <fredekop@woolwich.ca>, lshantz@woolwich.ca
<lshantz@woolwich.ca>, mmartin@woolwich.ca <mmartin@woolwich.ca>,
<pmerlihan@woolwich.ca>, smcmillan@woolwich.ca <smcmillan@woolwich.ca>,
sshantz@woolwich.ca <sshantz@woolwich.ca>

Hello,
I just learned about a group wanting to move the current Lot 42 tiny homes community to Spitzig
Road in Woolwich Township. The area they are looking at is directly beside the Woodland Christian
High School.
The group involved in this project has not provided any information in writing, the only notice given
was them going door to door to the few homes along Spitzig. Residents of Hopewell Heights have
not been made aware of this project. I understand that this group is presenting a proposal to council
on Tuesday June 1st and that the deadline for objections is today at noon. Since the Tuesday agenda
has not yet been posted, and only a handful of residents are even aware of this, it seems that there
isn’t a fair opportunity for people to oppose this.
While I support assisting the homeless community, I do not support this project. The location
selected, aside from being directly adjacent to a school, doesn’t have water, sewage, or hydro.
There are also a lack of amenities such as retail and LCBO (essential for people with alcohol
addiction), social services including mental health support, and transportation available.
If you review an article from the Catholic Register, they call out that there are severe mental health
issues and people that don’t do well with rules in the current tiny homes community.
“(Other shelter initiatives) provide a lot of services, but also a lot of requirements for its members,”
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said Stortz. “A lot of folks don’t do well with rules or have really severe mental health conditions or
clash too much with the system that operates those places. I know people who were restricted
from (other shelters) who right now live in a tiny home at lot 42, and they’re doing much better.”
https://www.catholicregister.org/item/32368-tiny-homes-project-houses-homeless

I urge council not to allow this project to proceed. The location selected presents more barriers than
benefits.
Sincerely,
Melanie Bryant
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
-----Original Message----From: Sheri Lorentz
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:44 AM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>;
Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City move to Breslau !!??
Hello Township of Woolwich,
I am writing on behalf of my family who lives in Breslau. We were just made aware of your plans to move the better
tent city to spitzig rd and Hwy. 7. This comes as a surprise as we have had no information, input or a surveys given
regarding this. And as tax payers I feel we should have a chance to speak on this. With the very large discussions
breslau residents are having right now on social media it is obvious NO ONE here is supportive of this !
While I do support assisting the homeless community, this project could not be more unsuitable for the location.
Once again I am baffled at the lack of common sense involved in the townships decisions. (Another gleaming one
being our new catholic school being built right near a chemical plant! With basically zero parking and zero play
space , built under capacity from the start)
The location selected for the new better tent city aside from being directly adjacent to a school, doesn’t have water,
sewage, or hydro. There is also a complete lack of any amenities such as retail, social services including mental
health support, groceries or food options, nor any transportation available. (ie.NO bus route! ?) People will need to
cross a busy highway to access even a small convenient store (approx a 20 min walk away) did it even occur to any
of you that these people will be walking targets on a dangerous corner of busy Hwy. 7 where there is NO sidewalk ,
NO crosswalk, NO lights.
PLEASE can any one of you explain the thought process behind this decision?
As a tax paying resident who voted I feel like I have the right to ask how this decision was made? What your list of
pros were for choosing this spot?
Very curious why Elmira was not a better consideration as you have many more amenities there?
Look forward to a response with this information.
Regards,
Sheri Lorentz (resident of Woolwich for past 45 yrs)
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Alison Gelata
Date: Fri, May 28, 2021 at 12:44 PM
Subject: Strongly oppose Tent City move to Breslau
To: <pmerlihan@woolwich.ca>, <sshantz@woolwich.ca>, <lshantz@woolwich.ca>,
<mmartin@woolwich.ca>, <fredekop@woolwich.ca>, <smcmillan@woolwich.ca>
Dear Council Members,
I write to you with grave concerns for my neighbourhood community and the residents of
Lot 42's Better Tent City which may potentially be transplanted in Breslau.
First and foremost, I completely oppose this project. I'm appalled by the lack of
transparency in the odd, and expedited, communication of this project. I understand the
short timeline to move Tent City residents, but this is not the solution. There is a clear
disregard for the families of Breslau and Tent City residents. I'll begin with my concerns that
bridge both critical stakeholder groups - homeowners in Breslau and the homeless
residents of Tent City.
The dramatic socio-economic diversity that this new project would impose on the Breslau
community as a whole would be awful for all involved. If the hope is to encourage
workplace integration, how will residents access job opportunities without options for
employment close by or transit? The closest neighbouring communities across Hwy 7 are
Hopewell Heights and Hopewell Crossing - both are communities of privilege with homes
now selling for upwards of $1.45 million. To transplant the complete 'have nots' across from
the 'have more than enoughs' poses concern and dangers that have been well documented
in studies that followed other similar projects. Breslau is a community of many who
previously owned homes in the city centres of Waterloo Region and opted for a safer, more
rural community, giving up close amenities in favour of the aforementioned. We are a
community with vehicles and are not dependent on transit. We are a community with
generally higher incomes, and can afford the option to shop online, have groceries
delivered, and access selected health care service providers because amenities are not
available. It's part of why many chose to move outside the city centre. Now, I'll share my
thoughts on safety.
Our community sidewalks, parks and trails are currently a safe space for our children.
Children are the largest demographic in our community. We have an extremely low
crime rate and as a result, also see less police presence (again this is well documented).
Do not put our children at risk, especially at a time when they're struggling to make sense
of their world in a pandemic. As a community, we are not on board with this project, and I
know my email is among many frustrated by the sudden announcement and clear disregard
of the facts.
In the CBC article shared early this morning, 'volunteer' Jeff Willmer, stated an
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extraordinary falsehood, "Willmer said most of the nearby neighbours have been receptive,
although some have expressed concerns." What evidence, statistics or sentiment
does Willmer have that demonstrates receptiveness of neighbours? I am present in every
single online forum for Breslau community discussion, and I can tell you there is a
statistically significant volume of outrage, concern and total opposition to this project. I have
scoured through for hours now trying to find one statement, question or remark that
supports this project. It appears the taxpaying public impacted by such a move has been
left in the dark with mere hours to actually voice our opinions and digest the news.
This is a knee jerk reaction to a problem that stems from Lot 42 ownership. Rather than
look for a real and permanent solution, the Township is failing the residents of both Breslau
and Tent City by creating a community culture of extreme socio-economic disproportion,
accessibility issues for homeless residents with significant evidence of addiction and mental
health crises, putting the safety of children (majority demographic) at risk, and forever
altering this community of taxpaying, hard-working citizens. If an apartment complex was
rejected from building on that land a few short years ago, a centre for the homeless is not
an appropriate fit either. Real solutions for homelessness, addiction and mental health don't
come from transplanting those in crisis outside the city centre and into a farmer's field
across from a Christian school and wealthy neighbour.
This is very clearly a bureaucratic transaction to which no public consultation was ever
deemed valuable. None of the parties directly impacted by this stand to benefit.
Sincerely,
Alison & Joe Gelata
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Jamie Muter
Sent: May 28, 2021 1:40 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent City -Breslau location
Good afternoon Val,
I’m writing to you with concern about the proposal for a tent city to be built in Breslau.
There are several concerns that I have as a member of the Breslau Community – this community is a
small area, filled with children and little else around it. Having a site such as this, placed where this
is no shopping or amenities around it, serves no purpose. Individuals who would reside at this
homeless community need support and rehabilitation. This is not likely going to be something they
will have easy access to in this location. There is very likely going to be a direct impact to us in our
community having them residing so close. With no busing that comes to this location, you are
forcing them to loiter within our housing community. I do not mean to sound insensitive at all – but
we purchased our home in this community for a reason. This area is a residential area and thus far,
a very safe one.
These individuals need a place that supports them on their path to rehabilitation and this location
doesn’t serve that for them at all. If you can’t support their rehabilitation properly, this becomes a
safety issue for the rest of us living here. Further, not everyone wants to be rehabilitated which is
just a reality that needs to be heavily considered when determining where the appropriate place is
to put this.
I also took the time to look at Lot 42 – the existing tent city in Kitchener (pictures shown below).
Looking at the graffiti and trash that you see in the seconds after you arrive, only further shows how
inappropriate this is to be placed next to a school, in the middle of a residential area!
I also find it ridiculous that this was not properly communicated to us so that we could have
appropriate time to have our voices heard.
Thank you and regards,
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Jamielee Muter
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Mike Charron
Sent: May 28, 2021 1:43 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Kitchener's Better Tent City plans move to Woolwich Township
Hello,
I learned of the plan to move this settlement to Woolwich through social media.
Can you please provide me more information on this plan. I don't recall seeing a formal communication
on it. Perhaps I missed it?
Has there been a community impact assessment completed for this? Given that proposed location is
adjacent to a school, has there been a security risk assessment completed?
Has the Woodlands school been contacted to ensure they are aware of this, and given an opportunity to
provide input?
This seems like a decision that will have a tremendous impact on the Breslau Community. Is there a plan
to engage that community so they can also also provide input?
Again, I was surprised to learn this through social media, and am scratching my head about locating this
adjacent to a school, where there is little infrastructure to support it.
Looking forward to any assessments you are using to guide your decisions on this matter.
Best regards,
Mike Charron
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk regarding ABTC Proposal
-----Original Message----From: noreply@woolwich.ca <noreply@woolwich.ca> On Behalf Of Pauline Adams
Sent: May 28, 2021 1:45 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent city in Woolwich
I am emailing with reference to the tent city being moved to Spitzid Road. I do support that an alternative spot needs
to happen. I do not agree with the move to be out in the country. How are people expected to access food and all the
amenities to survive? The new location should be where they can access all they need without difficulty. Why would
we make their life even more difficult?
------------------------------------Origin: https://www.woolwich.ca/Modules/contact/search.aspx?s=CW8SJWcjPlUshX1sqCpgEZqDAeQuAleQuAl
------------------------------------This email was sent to you by Pauline Adams through https://www.woolwich.ca.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Zrinka Luburic
Sent: May 28, 2021 1:58 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Protest Against Kitchener Bringing Better Tent City to Woolwich Township
Dear Val Hummel,
We are reaching out to you. This action to bring Kitchener’s Better City Community to Woolwich
Township is unacceptable and very concerning to the residents of our community. We have children.
Our children’s safety will compromised. Flooding the near and surrounding area with homeless
people will bring levels of crime to our neighbour hood which have never before been experienced,
this is unacceptable. This has to be stopped.
Please respond to this email and advise us in which way this could be stopped.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
-----Original Message----From: Mario RAKANOVIC
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:08 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Tent City in Woolwich
Hello Val,
I’m a Breslau resident and I just found out about the proposal for the Tent city to move to my neighbourhood. My
family and I firmly object this move. We are very concerned with the location and proximity to our home. We
moved here because of the values we believe in, safety, good schools, family oriented community and great
hardworking people.
Please do not allow this to happen. All my neighbours are of the same opinion! We are very scared and worried.
We do NOT want them here. The anxiety in the community is creeping up since we heard the news today.
We are the closest homes to the proposed tent city and these people have a history of criminal activity as well as
drug use. I can’t imagine how frightening it will be when people who are under influence of drugs to wander
through our streets and knock on our doors let alone break into our backyards and cause horror for my family. We
will be very vulnerable, my kids can’t go through this.
I plead to you not to allow this to happen!
Please advise if there is anything else I can do or if there is another member I should contact.
Thank you.
Mario Rakanovic
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Boris Kubura
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:38 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Tent City in Woolwich
HI Val,
I am a Breslau resident and have lived on La Salle Street since 2010. My parents just
bought a house on MapleCrest two days ago with the closing date on Aug 4th. They lived
in Guelph for over 22 years.
I have been asking and begging my parents to move to Breslau for years and years but my
mother was emotionally attached to her house and any on the market did not fit her at all.
This house came up and she loved it. send in the offer and it was accepted. my last 3
days were filled with Euphoria until this morning.
My wife, twin boy and twin girl (6 years old), and my parents oppose this Tent City move in
the strongest possible way.
We've moved to this location for friendly neighbours, great schools, hardworking honest
people and an amazing community.
This move will ruin it all. There are no two ways about it. DO not allow this to happen.
Tent city will be just outside on the farm and all the people will spill into our neighborhood
and the local stores, there is nothing else around. And how are you going to put these
troubled people with obvious alcohol and drug use right next to a Catholic High School.
Do NOt allow this to happen. All residents consider this move a disaster and it will ruin the
charm and tranquility woolwich township is famous for.
I beg of you, do not allow this to happen. The people do need help and I am for it, but not
on a farm, but rather in an urban setting where more help is available and police presence
increases when required.
Please think of all the children and hard working folks out here. It will crush all of us.
Regards,
Boris Kubura
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: robin leblanc
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:43 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Objection to the proposed 'A Better Tent City' Spitzig Road, Breslau
May 28, 2021
For the attention of The Council of the Township of Woolwich:
Mayor Sandy Shantz
Councillor Scott McMillan
Councillor Patrick Merlihan
Councillor Fred Redekop
Councillor Murray Martin
Councillor Larry Shantz
Director/Municipal Clerk Val Hummel  
RE: Proposed erection of 'A Better Tent City' dwelling on land at Spitzig Road, Breslau ON.
Dear Mayor, Councillors and Director/Municipal Clerk:
I write in connection with the above planning application. I wish to object strongly to the
development of the 'Better Tent City' tiny houses in this location of agricultural lands owned
by the Hamilton Catholic Diocese on Spitzig Road for the following reasons:
-As this is a Family neighborhood with a lot of young children, this poses a high risk to the
children because most occupants of the Tiny Homes struggle with mental illness, trauma and
addiction (alcohol and drugs) and therefore are extremely unpredictable and dangerous.
-there is no infrastructure to support (ie: sewer, water, kitchens, bathrooms etc)
-lack of social supports, such as mental health services at this location (Article from the Catholic
Register calls out that there are severe mental health issues and residents do not do well with
rules in the current Tiny house development)
-no access to public transit
-no access to amenities
-too close to the Highway 7 (no sidewalks and high speed highway) will cause potential safety
issues to vehicle traffic and pedestrians - many Tiny House residents use bicycles as their main
form of transportation
-not a proper fit as it is right next to the Woodland Christian High school (safety concerns for
children and adults)
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-Breslau is a family oriented town and it is a neighborhood with minimal police presence, this will
cause major disruption and safety issues to all residents and an increase in crime will result. It is
on record that the Waterloo Regional Police Service show an increasing number of calls to the
current 'Tent City' area since the spring of 2020, when the first residents moved in.
-potential decrease in residents' housing values in the community due to unsightly, unkempt
dwellings. Including graffiti all over the buildings as well as nearby properties and garbage strewn
and blowing about the place.

Regards,
Robin Le Blanc
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
-----Original Message----From: Mitchell Cameron
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:44 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny houses in Breslau
Hello,
Just sharing my opinion on the “Tiny houses” that plan to go in on Spitzig road here in Breslau.
My thinking is that there are no ammenities, bus, grocery stores and they are not even in walking distance to things
etc... also they’d be walking beside a highway to get to some of these places, that major highway being highway (7).
Lastly, they are very close to a nearby high school (Woodland Christian). It’s a very odd location to be thought of
for these houses for these reasons alone. I understand they need a place to live and such but I believe there are better
places then this to start up this project. This is just my opinion and I believe I share the same opinion as others as
well. Thank you.
Regards,
Mitchell Cameron
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Laura Kingston
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:47 PM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; smcmillian@woolwich.ca; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City plan to move to Woolwich
I am writing today to express my concerns with the news that a better tent city is moving to
woolwich. As a resident in Breslau I am upset by this news as this is not the right solution to move
the residents to the country when many of them rely on getting around by bike and foot. Highway 7
is not a safe road for these folks to be travelling on without a sidewalk. Thinking that setting up this
marginalized group with few supports in the middle of a field is the solution is sad. These people
have mental health issues and need the proper infrastructure to support their lifestyle and
mental health. Next to a school is just upsetting. The police have been called to lot 42
countless times. Why would we want this in the backyard of a school? There is talk that things are
being pushed through very quickly and this creates a lot of worry and apprehension that all things
were not given the proper considerations. Just because the land was donated does not make this the
right location for these homes. I know MANY residents of Breslau are unhappy and feel as though
talks have been sneaky and at the last minute we have been blindsided. I am greatly opposed to this
idea and hope that the thoughts of so many are considered. Please stop this plan and come to
another solution that makes more sense to all. Breslau deserves to be heard and no longer cast
aside. Do the right thing. You know in your hearts that this is a bad decision with consequences you
will be dealing with. Do you want the headaches and complaints that will come from this poor
decision for the years to come?
Laura Janzen
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Mladen Rakanovic
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:57 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposed Tent City
Hi Val,
I just found out about the proposal for the Tent city to move to my neighbourhood in Breslau. We
are very concerned with the location of this tent city. My family and I urge you to stop this.  
We moved to Breslau because of safety, good schools and being a family oriented community. My
wife and I are very concerned and worried for the safety of our kids. Please do not allow this to
happen. All my neighbours agree with us and are very concerned.
These people have a history of criminal activity , violence and drug use. We don't want random
people on drugs wondering through our backyards and breaking into our family homes. We are very
scared and worried. We don't want them here. The anxiety in the community has exploded since we
found out today.
This will turn into a big problem for the families in our community and our kids should not be going
through this.
Please, do not allow this tent city to move there. Find another home for them further away from our
safe family community.
Please let me know if there is anything else I can do to help stop this.
Thank you,
Mladen Rakanovic
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk Regarding ABTC Proposal
From: Shelley and Frank Heinrich
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:02 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City - Spitzig Road Breslau
Good afternoon,
As a resident of Belmeade Court in Breslau, I am writing each of you to strongly oppose the location of
the "Better Tent City - Lot 42" to the proposed location directly beside Woodland Christian High School on
Spitzig Road, Breslau in the Township of Woolwich.
First, it is rather disappointing to read of such an impact in a small community in social media and on
CBC news. I understand that the residents along Spitzig Road were notified in writing, however, the
subdivision located approximately 500 meters away was not.  
Reasons for Opposition:
- The location of this is directly beside a school. It is known and common knowledge that IV Drug Users
leave their used syringes in and around the current location.
- The rise in crime in and around the current location went up quite considerably when Lot 42 opened.
Rise in crime went up in and around hotels when people were housed there as well. (property thefts,
residential break-ins, business break-ins etc.)
However, these issues do not seem to come into consideration, so I will continue to outline the following:
- There is no public transportation and the residents move around primarily on bicycles. There have been
several serious collisions along Highway 7 - one fatal involving a cyclist in the past recent years. Victoria
Street is a high volume traffic area, with great delays (still no new highway 7). The traffic along this
stretch of road often travels higher than the posted speed limit. There are NO sidewalks and NO bicycle
lanes for safety. There will be no safe way to get to a local location to purchase food, water and no other
way to get to appointments unless they call for and take a cab/uber or rely on a friend with a car.
- There are no stores - whether it be a grocery store, clothing store or big box store for food and water.
The only close by store to purchase the basic necessities is an overpriced variety store in the main area
of Breslau.
- Lot 42 have access to washrooms to shower, use the facilities. There is nothing there for this purpose.
- For those who are drug dependant - there is no supervision there or even remotely close to a
Supervised Consumption Site. We cannot turn a blind eye to drug consumption and pretend it will not be
an issue. Unfortunately it is problem and it needs to be considered.
- Everyone has a right to safe place for shelter and lodging. However, this is not meant to be a way of
life. It is meant to be a stepping stone and not permanent. With no social agencies on hand, who will
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help this next step. And who is going to check this area to ensure a Tent City is not set up in the woods
in behind? Again, we cannot turn a blind eye and say this will not happen because it will. They are all
around in the wooded around Lot 42 and in the City.
- The residents will have no access to resources at all. This is setting them up for failure with no access
to social agencies.  
I am very disappointed that the Township tried to squeeze this in under the radar. This type of setting
requires monitoring, assistance, social assistance etc. It needs to be in the City where all of these things
are available and not just put into field where the land is free. It is absolutely ridiculous that there was no
consultation with the residents around this area that will be greatly impacted by this decision.
Shelley and Frank Heinrich
Breslau

166

Additional Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Shelley and Frank Heinrich
Sent: May 29, 2021 10:11 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: A Better Tent City - Spitzig Road Breslau
Good morning,
In order to be more informed, we read the proposal for this Better Tent City and it appears as though
there are plans to drill a well and lay a septic bed for the lot. This obviously means this is long term and
not short term.
That said - who is paying for this?
This Better Tent City is now a Township of Woolwich issue when both the CIty of Kitchener and City of
Waterloo have empty buildings that can be converted with less expensive. There is the former
Conestogo Rovers Building across from the Home Depot in Waterloo. It is in an industrial area with
better access to bus lines (it is on a bus line), it is close to affordable shopping such as a Walmart and
Dollarama. There is water to the building/ washrooms/ etc. It is close to social services as well.
The septic and well will cost a significant amount of money.  
Please add this to the agenda as a written submission
Thank you
Shelley Heinrich
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Supplemental additional information for comments already received.
From: Shelley and Frank Heinrich <fsheinrich@rogers.com>
Sent: May 29, 2021 3:08 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Heated debates amongst Breslau
Good afternoon,
Hopefully this will be the last time I will email for minutes to be added to the Agenda for Tuesday
evening.
Since this ABTC proposal has come to light, the verbal insults have escalated to a point where
neighbours are calling each other "cowards" for leaving a flyer on a porch. The flyer outines issues
surrounding the ABTC.  
This ABTC has caused an emotional divide amongst those for and against here in Breslau. At the end of
this proposal, whether it is a neigh or a yay, the damage is done with the crazy thoughts, hate and insults
posted on social media and the Breslau FB page.  
I just wanted to let those who are our leaders know how this is playing out.

Shelley Heinrich
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From: Shelley and Frank Heinrich
Sent: May 31, 2021 9:35 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: ABTC - For the Agenda - Police Response and EMS
Good morning,
I am sure you are getting swamped with emails. However can you please add the following for
consideration for tomorrow evening:  
Police Response:
Currently Breslau is policed by Central Division (Frederick Street) - We rarely see a police officer
proactively policing Breslau. Since we are not an Active Zone on it's own merit, we rely on a Kitchener
officer coming out to do a drive through in Breslau. With calls for service on the rise in the City and
staffing levels stretched to a bursting limit, we do not see an officer just driving though. It is usually a
response to something that has already occurred. Even then, we wait a considerable amount of time for
an officer to attend as they have to leave Kitchener to respond out here. This includes the ongoing
incidents such as fires, assaults, minors drinking under age and doing drugs at the gravel pit located
along Woolwich Street South in Breslau. This is a mess, a real problem, but there is nothing being done
about it either.
The ABTC location will be in the 3A (Elmira Division) zone where I am sure you know a Zone Officer has
many many miles to cover in a shift. There is simply just not enough officers in Elmira to cover the Crime
rate that will rise as a result of ABTC.  
EMS:
Although the Fire Dept in Breslau has a Bay for EMS to sit and staff this area, it is seldom there. We walk
our dog frequently around Beacon Point (where the hall is) and there is seldom an EMS vehicle there.
Paramedics are often times in the city dealing with the medical emergencies there.
EMERGENCIES:
Unfortunately, with ABTC comes the issues with unsupervised drug use, reactions to those drugs usages
such violence, overdoses etc. We do not have the resources out here now to deal with emergencies, let
alone put a new risk in place. The calls for service that will rise as a result of ABTC will wait for an
unacceptable amount of time while we wait for response. This includes calls for active thefts, Break ins,
overdoses etc. To say that police can and will step up their presence is a falsehood. It cannot happen
with the resources they have and the zone alignments that are currently followed.
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Thank you.
Shelley Heinrich
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May 28, 2021
Woolwich Township Council
24 Church Street West
P.O. Box 158
Elmira, Ontario N3B 2Z6

Dear Council Members,
I’m writing today in support of the necessary zoning or bylaw changes to
welcome A Better Tent City to Woolwich Township. As a resident of Woolwich, I
want to see all people accepted and have the opportunity to be part of our
growing community.
In your most recent strategic plan you identify several goals including, to
“Advocate for affordable housing development” and to “Continue to support
and promote volunteerism, and the traditional barn-builder community spirit.”
A Better Tent City is the epitome of a barn building initiative - where groups of
people come together to provide support for others. If you want to adhere to
these goals, then you must make the necessary changes to accommodate A
Better Tent City.
The narrative that people experiencing homelessness bring crime and safety
concerns with them is simply not true and quite unproductive. It further
marginalizes and excludes unhoused individuals, while further exacerbating
systemic problems that criminalize poverty.
As a resident, I fully welcome A Better Tent City, it’s residents, and the groups
that support them to our beautiful township. I ask that council make the
necessary changes to zoning and bylaw to accommodate their needs.

Thank you,

Karen Meissner
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Nayiri Minassian
Sent: May 29, 2021 8:43 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Kitchener Better tent community

Hello there,
My name is Nayiri Minassian and I am a resident of Breslau. It was recently brought to our attention
that the better tent community will be moving into or neighborhood. I along with most residents,
here in Breslau oppose this decision. There are numerous other locations that would be a better fit
for both them and us. They do not have public transportation out here and are quite a ways away
from everything and to place them beside a highschool? This was not planned out at all, I ask that
you reconsider.
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk
From: Kaytee Smart
Sent: May 29, 2021 9:02 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A better tent city
To whom this may concern,
I am a new resident of the Breslau community and I was thrilled to be moving here, however with
the news about a better tent city coming here, 4 min drive/21 min walk from my new home, this
leaves me feeling extremely uneasy.
I use to live near the hotels in Kitchener that homed a lot of these individuals and there was many
times they were seen using drugs on school properties during school hours and leave their drug
paraphernalia right there, which is one of the main reasons we moved out of that neighbourhood.
Much like many others I feel a better tent city should not be moved here for many reason. This is a
family community, with many children constantly playing outside and around the neighbourhood.
The types of crime proven by these individuals should not be brought into this community. On top of
the tremendous amount of drug use, there will be an increases in break and enter, theft/robbery
and vandalism due to these individuals. No one should not feel unsafe in their own homes or going
for walk, but most will. There is many trails and forest around here that they can easily target people
in without being seen by others, this is a very frightening feeling.
I hope the the City Council will do the right thing and stand up for your community and not allow this
to happen.
Thank you for your time,
Kaytee Smart
Breslau ON.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Boris
Sent: May 28, 2021 11:26 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better-tent project and much better "tents"
Hello Val,
Please review all possible options to relocate Better-tent community much farther from our Breslau
community; including possible donation option from Breslau households to move this better-tent
community elsewhere. Breslau families are concerned for their safety and their kids safety. Many
kids 12y old an up are biking around Breslau neighbors and paying around Braslau community. Even
younger kids are running, playing and walking around. One incident is good enough to damage
community safety and create concern for entire community.
We already have airport nearby, safety clean nearby; with this many families will look to move form
this area if you bring better-tent housing to this area. So please look to move this better-tent to new
location. Best vay to describe our feelings is to compare it how would you feel if this new community
is build across your house.
I am confident each household will donate $100 or more to relocate this new community and build
much better "tents" including infrastructure around.
Additional concerns are parks safety around Breslau; including trails and River areas. Many kids 16y
old and older are biking and playing around Breslau. Breslau is safe, clean and friendly community
built by hard working families. It is much better to invest in community improvement rather than
attempt to bring it down.
https://www.kitchenertoday.com/local-news/better-tent-city-eyeing-move-to-woolwich-3819129
Thank you for your understanding.
Regards,
Bori,

174

Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: Jeff Young
Sent: May 28, 2021 8:42 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better tent city in Breslau
I would like it be known and documented for the meeting on Tuesday that I am a resident of Breslau and strongly
oppose the move of better tent city to this area.
For starters, this is not the right location for the homeless people and is setting them up for failure. There are zero
amenities, transportation or services for them here. I read they can bike to bus stop? How does this work in the
winter? Not to mention this hwy is totally unsafe to bike all year round. No lights here. No sidewalks. These people
will be walking along this highway as targets.
And for the families that live here and and pay taxes we do not want this and feel there will be obvious issues that
come along with it. I’ve done my research on this.
I really hope the mayor can stand up for the people in her riding for once , instead of the neutral stance usually
taken. We expect all of council to support the people’s voice on this and say no to this proposal. We must be heard
and supported by council. Maybe Elmira would be better suited as you at least have a grocery store!
Regards,
Jeff Young

Sent from my iPhone
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Adam Stanley
Sent: May 28, 2021 8:37 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tuesday council meeting
Hello Ms. Hummel,
Please see my statement below regarding proposed location for a Better Tent City to be read at the
council meeting, providing there is time for this.
I recognize that supporting the vulnerable population is incredibly important and the Better Tent
City initiatives have provided much needed shelter for those who otherwise would be experiencing
homelessness. There are already many barriers for individuals needing to access services during the
COVID 19 pandemic, the proposed location will only further isolate and limit access to services for
those needing assistance most. Highway 7 can prove incredibly dangerous for those whose primary
form of transportation is by bicycle and on foot, along with the added dangers of the movement of
farm equipment in the area. There is little to no closley accessible basic amenities including
groceries, pharmaceutical and health care.
I appreciate your time in reading my concerns. Thank you, Adam.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Kristin Mueller
Sent: May 28, 2021 7:54 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent City in Woolwich
Hi,
I would like to voice my deepest concern for moving the tent city to Woolwich!
First of all, for the individuals who will be relocated.... they are going to be completely remote with
no access to public transportation. This creates isolation from basic essential services like groceries
and medical care. How would one someone without a car or public transit be able to access this.
My next concern is around the document A Better Tent City distributed which specifically calls out
that individuals have issues with drug addiction, mental illness, or trauma. Being isolated in a small
community where basic services are not offered is not the right approach and is unsafe for our
children who grow up in the area and enjoy the parks.
How are you going to ensure the safety of our residents, greater police presence, and medical care
for mentally ill and drug addicts/ overdoses?
Best Regards,
Kristin
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Scott Douglas
Sent: May 28, 2021 7:46 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent City - Breslau
Hello Val.
I wanted to express my concern over the proposed tent city being relocated to Spitzig Rd/Breslau.
I am disappointed that as a community we have not been surveyed and or consulted on this
proposal. Although I am in favour of supporting our less fortunate community members, I struggle to
understand the reasoning. As tax payers and donators, we have contributed to community support
systems that are strategically located within our cities in an effort to support those in need. Why
would moving this community into a rural area make sense in this case - especially when there is no
public transportation? This could be viewed by our community and those living within tent city as an
effort by council to put the project “out of sight” - marginalizing a group even further - contributing
to existing stereotypes.
Is it ok to assume that people will just walk into the city, along highway 7, or along the busy train
tracks? I would also like to remind council of a bicycle death in 2018 at highway 7 and Spitzig Rd
involving a less fortunate individual - it’s not like there are any bicycle lanes along highway 7.
https://www.google.ca/amp/s/globalnews.ca/news/4425564/highway-7-closed-breslau/amp/
I understand the intent to bring services/food to the tent city - but it should be noted that there are
no grocery stores/services locally - how would this assist those who are already struggling and are
experiencing a transient lifestyle - not having access the help they need?

Respectfully,
Scott Douglas

178

Revised Submission to Replace Original Submission
---------- Forwarded message --------From: A. Smt <
Date: Fri, May 28, 2021 at 7:32 PM
Subject: "Better Tent City"
To: <pmerlihan@woolwich.ca>, <sshantz@woolwich.ca>, <lshantz@woolwich.ca>,
<mmartin@woolwich.ca>, <fredekop@woolwich.ca>, <smcmillan@woolwich.ca>,
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>

Hello,

I would like to express my extreme concern and opposition to the report I just heard on tonight's
local news regarding a tent city becoming our new neighbours in Breslau.

Not only is the actual proposal distressing, but equally so, is the complete lack of communication
that has taken place for the residents who will be directly and significantly impacted by this!! Why
have residents always been notified or consulted on other land developments as part of the process,
yet in this particular case, which appears to be on a fast-track, residents have received no
consultation or notification?

I have visited the current tent city in Kitchener. I have seen the unsightly garbage piled up; the stark
reality of the addiction issues; and the evident lack of ownership or respect the residents have for
their property.

The residents of Breslau value the safety and security of their subdivision and frankly, this tent city
proposal will completely compromise this.

179

Tent cities unfortunately go hand in hand with drug use, theft and crime. I fear for my elderly parents
who I moved to Breslau for its quiet and safe community. I fear for the neighbourhood children who
are able to safely enjoy the park and greenspace, without having to worry about stepping on used
needles or broken bottles.

Tent cities should be in the city core where there is infrastructure, facilities, medical (including
methadone clinics and hospitals), transportation (bus routes and bike lanes), social services and job
opportunities nearby (internet, government unemployment offices) and where there are surrounding
areas (parks) to house the spill-out from the tent city. The only infrastructure, space or facilities in
the surrounding area of this proposed tent city site are (1) a highschool; (2) a small residential
subdivision; and (3) one tiny plaza. Given this, I fail to see any logic in deeming this a suitable site
for a community of homeless people!

If the goal is to assist the homeless community grow and thrive, as it should be, then they should be
provided a city location with the necessary supports nearby.

If the goal is to find somewhere for the homeless community to just be and to languish out in the
country, removed from all infrastructure, then there are many alternate plots of country fields that are
not directly adjacent to a school and a small residential subdivision!

One of my biggest concerns is that Woolwich Township offers bylaw services from 8am to 4pm
Monday to Friday. Will this be expanded to include evenings and weekends? Unfortunately, the
facts are that along with a tent city, come issues that will require law enforcement, and the issues
will not be limited to business hours. Breslau does NOT have suitable or appropriate patrol,
bylaw or law enforcement in place to support this.

I purchased my home in Breslau, and moved my elderly parents here because it is a safe community.
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I am strongly opposed to this proposal that will strip the community of this safety.

I request that you give serious thought to the logic behind this idea; to the impacts this will have on
our community; to your current residents' views on the issue; and to the future fallout that residents
and the Township will have from this; and do the right thing. Please do not approve this illogical,
rushed proposal.

Thank you,
A. Smart
Breslau resident
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Janine Voyer
Sent: May 29, 2021 9:57 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City in Breslau

Hi,
I am writing this email to oppose the proposal to move the Lot 42 tiny homes to Breslau.
Firstly, it is unacceptable to have this discussed at a town council meeting without giving the
residents in the area more time to prepare our side of the story before a decision was made.
Why do news articles (for example CBC) say that the Better Tent City "plans" to move to
Breslau? This has not been discussed with local residents at all. You can see from the backlash
that we are not happy and many do not agree with this proposal.
I am worried about the safety of my children. I realize that not all residents of tiny homes
have mental health issues or drug problems but I know that it would be bringing a significant
number of people with these issues in close proximity to the children in the area. My kids play
near the Breslau plaza. This would be the closest location to this tiny homes location where
residents could purchase food or items from the corner store. This is not ok. This is also not
safe for the students at the Christian high school. Just because the principal appears to be on
board, it doesn't mean that the parents of students who attend the school have agreed to
this.
Breslau does not have a homelessness problem. Do not move Kitchener's problem to
Woolwich. This will devalue the homes in our area.
This is also not a location that makes any sense to have this tiny homes location. It seems like
the only positive is that it might provide an area for growing a garden. What about the rest of
the year? There are no grocery stores, public transit, health resources, hydro/septic or areas
of potential employment anywhere near the proposed location. This is setting them up for
failure and the inability to help themselves.
Please reconsider the move of the Better Tent City to Breslau.
Janine Grant
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: Ashley Warne
Sent: May 28, 2021 7:29 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Not supportive of Tent City
Good evening Ms. Hummel,
I’m sending this email in response to the news that there is a proposal to move tent city to Breslau.
I’m a current resident of Breslau and I’m not supportive of this decision. This move should not happen. Moving
this homeless community to Breslau only creates increased risk for our current residents and neighbourhoods.
Although I’m sympathetic to the needs of our homeless who suffer from many issues including mental health and
drug addiction issues, this is not the answer.
Placing this high needs group of individuals in the country, far away from amenities that are available in the city, in
close proximity to isolated residential communities, will undoubtedly negatively impact us.
Thank you.
Ashley
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Denis Bell
Sent: May 29, 2021 11:20 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; fredekop@woodwich.ca; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposed better tent city - Questions for Tuesday's agenda
I would like to state that I am opposed to the informal settlement known as a better tent city
moving to Breslau.
I would appreciate having the email/responses to questions below put forward as part of the
discussion on Tuesday's agenda.
It is my position that the elected officials of this Township have a responsibility to the
current residents of this community to provide a safe and secure environment for families
and children to grow up in. Council should not willfully put its current residents' safety and
security at risk.
The reality of this situation is that this encampment will self admittedly be populated with
drug addicts and residents with mental health issues. This is a safety concern for the
community at large. This camp is not staffed 24/7 and there is no internal security in place.
Drug-induced psychosis unfortunately brings about violence and petty crime, this is a fact
and it is not pretty. I witness this every day I go to work in downtown Kitchener; the
screaming, property destruction and wandering through busy streets. There is a reason
why social services, hospitals and safe consumption sites are placed in downtown cores. I
understand that as a community we have a responsibility to help, I do not think that a farm
field beside a school and a residential community is the right answer.
If inner-city social communities or issues are going to be brought to the rural community,
then the Township has a responsibility to ensure provision of the same inner-city services
(ie. police, bylaw) to the rural community, rather than leaving residents with no security
options.
If Council sees this as a good fit for Woolwich I would suggest alternate sites are
considered. Elmira has amenities, security and a Police division. Breslau has none of
these. A few questions to consider:
1. What is the Township’s plan to provide and ensure safety and security to the
residents who have paid to move their families to this quiet, secure rural
community?
2. Will Woolwich liaise with WRPS for police presence and patrol in
Breslau (which we currently do not have) or will a Breslau police division be
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created similar to what exists in Elmira?
3. Will Woolwich make by-law available 24/7, including weekends, to its
current residents?
4. What social services will Woolwich offer this settlement (ie safe consumption
site, mental health supports, emergency and police services)?
5.

Will Woolwich construct safe pedestrian lanes on Highway 7?

6.

What emergency services will be provided when overdoses occur?

7. Will Woolwich be ensuring regular and frequent health and safety
inspections?
8. Will this affect the quality of life or the value of homes that Breslau residents
expected when building homes here for their families?
9. Will consultation with those who will be impacted by the decision (ie current
Breslau residents) take place as part of the process, prior to a decision being
made?
10. What is Woolwich’s long-term plan for affordable housing? I would hope that
leaving people in garden sheds in the middle of a farm field is not the final
answer. The responsibility rests with the Township to find sustainable housing for
this proposed settlement. What is the plan?
11. Is a farm field near busy highway 7 the best place for those in need?
12. Has council considered donating land closer to the core of Woolwich where
adequate supports exist (if the answer is no, please ask yourself and comment on
why not)?
Thank you in advance for your consideration of the above.
Denis Bell
Breslau homeowner
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: Lisa Thaler
Sent: May 29, 2021 11:15 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: ABTC proposal
Hello Val,
I am writing to you today to express my concern at the proposed location for the ABTC.
First off, I would like you to know that I support this initiative and endeavour. However, there are a few things that
concern me as a neighbour and a resident of The Municipality of Waterloo Region.
Neighbours were not notified of this proposal and the plans for all this to be done this summer. Why is that? We
found out from the media. Many of us are farmers and some people have crops planted on this proposed site already.
It’s quite unfortunate that we were not treated with respect and told ahead of time. In fact it is disheartening.
Secondly, it is my understanding that both cities of Kitchener and Waterloo had opportunities to house these people
with re-zoning of certain buildings. They chose to turn them away and say no. Is this where we are at~ we are
sending our most vulnerable out to a farmers field on the outskirts of town away from resources? I find it quite hard
to believe that there is not another location that would service these vulnerable people better. ( closer to amenities
for example) They talk about improving the health of these people ~ where do they walk to? There is NOTHING
around.
Thirdly, I know a lot of the sustainability talk has revolved around gardens and planting food. This is a wonderful
idea, however what happens when it’s not planting season? Has anyone been out here during the winter months? It
can be brutal~ what will the people do to keep themselves entertained? Nothing is within walking distance except
rural properties. This boredom will carry implications of its own.
I know the proposal mentions a partnership with Woodland Cristian High School, but as an educator and a parent
putting this beside a school is not the right choice. These are still children who do not need to see what a vulnerable
population sometimes brings to light as a reality.
Lastly, having lived in this Township for 21 years, I know that policing in rural areas has always been an issue. My
husband, now retired from WRPS, was always an advocate for more rural police but could only do so much with the
budget. With this tent city, there will be a need for more police. Where are these officers coming from?
I hope you take into consideration these and other concerns that people have mentioned in their emails and petitions
to you.
Please understand I support this endeavour fully but this proposal seems to have lofty goals at best.
Thank you for your time,
Lisa Thaler
Be well~ Lisa
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Nicole K
Sent: May 29, 2021 10:26 AM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan
<PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent settlement in the Spitzig field
Hi,
I've read the articles and news reports, which I was only aware of YESTERDAY regarding
the tent city and the presentation being made to Council 4 days later. Two of the reports
say that the neighbouring residents have been consulted and support this decision. As a
direct neighbouring resident, I'm asking how or when this "consultation" took place, as I
heard NOTHING about this proposal until CTV news made me aware of it. Had I been
consulted, I can assure you that I would not have been supportive.
I hope that the Township will not be hesitant to oppose a social and volunteer organization,
with the Catholic church's backing, because of how "it might look" to the media. But I think
that the Township's main priority and concern should be to support and protect its
residents! I truly hope that "considering" this proposal on Tuesday is not just a formality to
appease the residents, and that a decision has already been made, because consultation
with ALL of those impacted, should be part of the due process!
If the Township feels that doing a "good thing" and having a homeless community in a rural
field is necessary, why is Elmira, the core of Woolwich, not on the table???? This is where
the Township is located and where there are other amenities, that would help this
community. It seems to me that Elmira would be a much better fit for this type of project
then Breslau would be. Perhaps Woolwich should do a trial run for six months, in city hall
space, to observe and gather insight on how it goes before making this decision. Would the
Township, or any of our elected members be comfortable having this community in their
backyard ???
Providing homeless people with a field to grow vegetables and become a healthy selfsustaining commune sounds very utopic. It is not realistic with the realities of today.
We settled in Breslau because of its rural nature. If we wanted to live in a place where
homeless communities wander through our street, we would have purchased our home in
the city. This is forcing people who moved to a rural community to avoid these issues,
accept the issues that come along with bringing city core issues to their area.
It is not fair to the residents who purposely settled in a rural location and it starts a horrible
trend when rural communities start becoming the dumping ground for the inner city's
social issues!
Why is this going through Council so quickly, with no land research, feasibility studies, or
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wide consultation with those most impacted taking place? Lack of actual housing (not tents)
for a growing population is also a huge issue right now, so has the same level of
consideration been given to developing the agricultural land into somewhere a builder (eg.
Thomasfield) could build actual homes?
How will this new little city be adequately policed? Will there be onsite supports in the field
24/7? Is the Township going to arrange for police presence onsite? It will most definitely be
needed so I hope that a hefty budget for policing has been figured in this plan!
Will the Township ensure that property taxes decrease in tandem with the decrease in the
value of our homes?
I will be watching the meeting on Tuesday and trust that these questions will be addressed.
Nicole - Breslau taxpayer
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: Pat Stapleton
Sent: May 28, 2021 6:20 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny homes
Hi Val, my husband ,myself and neighbours strong disagree with the tiny homes going on our street. First off there
is no running water or electricity. Where do you except these people to go to the washroom ( in the Bush) ? The
closest grocery store is Ottawa and Lackner. They’ve only had these little home for a little while and look at all the
graffiti they have put on them. Have you seen the mess they have around their home? I don’t know if you are aware
about the homeless person that lived behind the school two years ago that was killed on Victoria Street going into
town. We have worked very hard to make our places look nice we don’t want our houses degraded. Because of
Covid I feel a lot of us can not be heard. I feel this is getting put through fast without our community having a
chance to voice our opinions. Thanking you in advance for giving this matter consideration. I would very much like
to be included in this meeting.
Thanks Pat
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Submission 1:
-----Original Message----From: D. Harvey
Sent: May 28, 2021 5:56 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent Move concerns
As a home owner in Breslau hopewell heights I have major concerns reading a CBC
article that plans to move tent city across the highway in woolwhixh. Also I’m furious
to be finding out that it may happen from the news with a meeting about it in less than
1 week.
As a homeowner here we already have
1 - very poor access to all public transportation
2 - taxis cost are high and definitely not suitable alternatives to having a car since
everything is a decent distance away
3 -food - every single grocery store is 10-15 minute car drive, we have one
convineince store that is a 10 minute walk to with extremely high food costs
4- walking anywhere is nearly impossible noting the close highways and high speeds
on the roads there that have resulted already in multiple severe accidents
5 - distance of emergency services as the police station is over 10 minutes away and
the fire station is not staffed at all times, and hospitals 20 minutes away .
It’s very frustrating being a resident in Breslau already and often feel our tax dollars
are all used to build up parks, arenas, public transit and services in Elmira. I take my
kids to the parks in Elmira bi-weekly because I know my tax dollars are going to the
building of their amenities like splash pads while Breslau is always lacking any
services and fun for our families here. This seems like now we are being left in the
dark once again.
To then read that it is being considered that a tent city would be more appropriate for
Breslau over Elmira or a location near maple grove where transit is already
established even though we have so many issues that I mentioned above that already
impact Breslau residents.
These services are so necessary for a homeless population that does not have
access to transportation or food easily. It really sounds like people are being dumped
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in the middle of nowhere where lack of services are already a big issue, and no
change coming in sight anytime soon. There isn't even any entertainment or hang out
areas here even for people in this area already to even use, other then walking
around our small individual subdivision neighbourhoods and using the playground
and a few trails that aren’t even connected anywhere.
We moved to Breslau to get out of the city and the crime rates to raise our children in
a very small and safe subdivision. We did this knowing a 10-20 min drive to
everything was okay because we always had access to multiple vehicles.
I also have many safety concerns for my neighbourhood that is full of young children
(with no where to go even except for a small park that is often full of 20-30 kids at any
time when we aren’t in a pandemic) and an increase in thefts that could occur with the
lack of emergency services nearby to even be of help. Hospital distance is already a
concern here where the closest hospital for emergency care is a 20 minute drive.
I would be shocked if we didn’t have an increase in foot traffic in our small closed in
subdivision across the highway of this proposed location where I would loose all
sense of safety in letting my 3 children play outside at all or even I would not feel
comfortable walking with the kids in my neighbourhood anymore.
As a resident, I strongly do not support the addition of these tent homes in Breslau. I
hope that you can see that this would be a major disservice to the homeless
population and would change Breslau very negatively.
Thanks for reading,
D Harvey
Submission 2:
-----Original Message----From: D. Harvey
Sent: May 31, 2021 6:54 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Comments to be added in concerns with tent city
I am writing as a concerned home owner in Breslau - Hopewell Heights subdivision to
the proposed tent city move. I strongly disagree with the move to this area.
First I have multiple concerns about the safety of the residents of tent city.
The proposal indicated that the residents have severe mental health issue and suffer
from addictions. I am extremely worried about residents being on the highway
whether on foot or bike and being hit by cars. The trauma associated for such
accidents would be extreme for both the residents and the drivers on the highway and
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not to mention the road closure that would then completely disconnect KW from
Guelph for hours. We have already had many severe accidents along the highway
there in Breslau and that is with almost zero pedestrian traffic at all currently. I can
assure you that all of us Breslau residents will not forget that in the last year that 2
high school kids were hit by a car at that exact location.
I also worry about their safety as I don’t see any mention of weather concerns.
Moving these tiny homes into a wide open country is a massive change in the
exposure to the elements and the risks of hypothermia would substantially be worse.
In the summer I can see residents working the land as the proposal mentions but
what are the expectations for the other 8 months of the year by having people living
out in wide open fields covered with blowing snow with maybe not even appropriate
winter gear on, and having to walk through deep snow with no where to go. Even
mental health disorders and opioid usage can put people at a greater risk of
hypothermia that would be much worse in the country. I understand the project goal is
to house them but think the organizers are underestimating the different weather
conditions in open county fields. Additionally the wind exposure is much higher in this
part of Breslau because of the higher altitude of Breslau over Kitchener, as evident by
every storm the entire community of Hopewell heights is littered with blown off
shingles and occasions of torn sidings hanging.
I’m not sure if these homes are equipped with these elements and heating but I would
also be very concerned of fire risks and again the risk with the addition of significant
winds.
I’m also concerned for the residents as there is no access to any entertainment at all
in breslau, no access to any jobs and no access to food suppliers. I read that they will
be provided with food, but they are not prisoners forced to stay on the land and I’d be
shocked if they didn’t want to leave the land to go buy even a bag of chips. This
would mean a 20-30 minute (one-way) walk across the hiway to the single
conscience store in Breslau with high food costs. Again not feasible in all weather
types. Across the highway there is also an expensive pizza place and Greek
restaurant also with higher then normal food costs. That is the full extent of food
options within an entire hour walk one way.
Additionally there are no sidewalks, no street lighting and car speeds from 70-100
along the highway and Spitzig.
Breslau is not an appropriate location at all for these residents and they are at too
great of risk for major safety concerns. Who would be responsible for ensuring their
safety or responsible for the consequences if people were to get hurt?
I admit I am concerned about the safety of my community also. Breslau is a small
town with many, many kids. I understand that 2/3 of Breslau is families. If we weren’t
in a pandemic I would Encourage you to visit our neighbourhood to see multiple kids
playing freely and Unsupervised in the streets, and at any given time 20-40 kids
playing at our single play structure in hopewell heights. If tent city were to move I
honestly would lose all sense of safety in my neighbourhood and would never let my
3 kids play outside anymore and would also likely not feel safe walking alone with my
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kids either. While that may sound extreme, within one year of me working downtown
Kitchener I was physically assaulted on 2 separate occasions by men on the street,
both while I was walking only one block Between the hours of 8am-10am. I strongly
feel that if tent city moved to Breslau that I would never feel safe in my own
neighbourhood or even house anymore.
I do hope in your review it would include an environmental survey of what life in
Breslau looks like. We moved out of the city for a small safe town with the awareness
that we always had access to multiple vehicles to go anywhere at any time. I feel that
allowing tent city to move to this region would eliminate the entire community sense of
being a small safe town.
Breslau has:
Zero public transportation options available.
The closest Tim Hortons is a 45 minute walk one way and there are no sidewalks or
lighting.
Taxi costs are high as there is few close amenities.
Walking and biking is unsafe along the hiway as mentioned above.
Few walking trails that lead to nowhere.
A single playground in hopewell heights and hopewell crossing.
No entertainment places - no restaurant, no bars and takeout options extremely
limited.
Emergency services access limited - closest hospitals are a 20 minute drive by car,
police station about 15 minutes away and a fire station that is close but not staffed at
all times.
It really feels like these residents would be pushed into the country in very unsafe
conditions and with no ability to live their lives to choose where to go for socializing,
entertainment or food alternatives even. And the safety concerns for a community
built for raising families would greatly be impacted.
It’s always been a frustration to be a resident of Woolwich living in Breslau to see
amenities being built up, our tax dollars and fundraising efforts all go to Elmira. I hope
that for once Breslau will be backed and for us to feel supported. I’d also like to point
out that there is a petition signed that reflects more than half of the adult population in
Breslau already and that should be strongly considered in the decision making
process.
As a resident, I strongly do not support the addition of these tent homes in Breslau. I
hope that you can see that this would be a major disservice to the homeless
population and would change Breslau very negatively. This move would put too many
people at risk on both sides and leave the majority of Breslau resident unhappy with
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the decision. I hope you can stand with us to support the residents of Breslau.
Thanks for reading
D Harvey
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: Leona Dejonge
Sent: May 28, 2021 10:03 AM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny Homes in Woolwich
Good morning
I am writing to let you know that I and my household are against the so called Tiny
Homes Community moving in Woolwich.
I saw the news when they were informed of the sale of Lot 42. Did anyone on council
see the mess of the community? There are no amenities close by for the community.
No running water or bathrooms.
It will quickly turn into a dump.
Does council really want that that close to a school?
Council needs to rethink this idea and maybe inform the residents before they find out
on social media about it.
Would anyone on council want to live by that? If so, then maybe move it to your
backyard. Not mine.
Leona
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: B. Augusto
Sent: May 28, 2021 5:13 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; fredkop@woolwich.ca; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better tent city in breslau
Good evening,
I have just been informed by my neighbours in Breslau that you plan to move the homeless camp known
as Lot 42 to Breslau. Thanks for the heads up to your local tax payers! I guess because none of you
actually live in Breslau this was an easy decision to make.
Did you even once consider the lack of support or amenities out here? I mean we don’t even have a bus
route, not that these residents rely public transportation, but still! I would really like to hear one positive
point you have for putting this camp out here besides “its not in YOUR backyard”, or by sticking them in
the middle of nowhere, washes your hands of them and helps you sleep at night by thinking you actually
did them good.
Let’s talk accessibility. No hydro, no running water. No drop in centers, doctors, food, mental health
supports anywhere remotely close, not even in walking distance. There are no street lights anywhere in
that area and no sidewalks for that matter. It’s also right down the street from a highway. We don’t even
have a fulltime fire station for emergencies. Let’s also through in that it’s right beside a high school! What
part of any of these points make you think that this is the perfect location for these people? I mean come
on, the closest LCBO is a 2 hour walk. And yes, I googled it!
Throw them in the middle of no where is just asking for problems. Increased crime, accidents, drug over
doses. Is this something you really want to throw upon local residents? I am all for helping these people,
but Breslau is not the solution!!
Breslau Resident, Brian Augusto
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Alysia Jantzi
Sent: May 28, 2021 4:35 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Fwd:
I am writing to you as a concerned citizen and Woolwich resident for the past 10 years+.
I understand the new proposed Better Tent City location is along Spitzig Road in Woolwich.
While having land and space seems like the ideal location for this, it is BESIDE and highschool
and other properties with young children including a curious child with Down syndrome .
Spitzig is not on any bus route or close to any essential amenities (grocery stores, pharmacy,
LCBO, even education). It doesn’t have any entertainment or things to do or even sidewalks to
walk along. The closest street with any sort of store or thing to do, is Victoria St, which is a
very busy and often dangerous spot for people walking or biking (as you know there has been
pedestrians being hit as well as cyclists resulting in death in the past just another one with kids
being his this year).

Mental Health and drug addictions are a real factor to consider with such a project being so
close to a school and neighboring children. I cringe at the thought of needles and drug
paraphernalia left along the roads or worse thrown into the yards of the houses across the
street from the site. Which by the way has a combine total of 10 children.
There are no clean streets or sidewalks that when something is left behind it is easily seen.
This is a major hazard that we all know is a very probable that it WILL happen in and on the
surrounding fields and properties.
One news article I read recently reported that police calls had increased to Lot 42 area since
Spring 2020 when the BTC project began. Police are not close in the proposed area and as you
know, firefighters are volunteer only. My sister still lives at the property which is across the
street, is she supposed to be the eyes and ears for the community and be the report to the
already overworked police that will now have to drive a significance amount outside the city to
address every complaint. This is not good use of our resources.
Safety is a big concern not only with the drug use but mental health. There is NOTHING around
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for them to do. Except maybe wander to neighbour where there are children. I am
actually scared for the safety of my sister and nieces. Mental health and drug use is real and
should be taken seriously and when police assistance isn’t close, it is unnerving. I am not
fearful of people in their situation but I am when you plop them in a field with nothing to do
and no where to go with issues like drugs and mental health.
I would also like to mention that I lived along Spitzig Rd with my family (3 families total) and we
were denied the ability to build an addition to keep our families together because the township
did not want the property appearing to be a triplex on agricultural land. After a year and a half
of trying to make our affordable housing work ( three families together) with the house as is,
we decided to split and move on to our separate ways. (After being together for 10 years:
before the house on spitzig we lived in 3 houses side by side in the Riverland subdivision, in
Breslau). It’s disheartening and upsetting that the same rules and standards don’t seem to
matter when basically a 40 unit plex is approved literally across the street when we couldn’t get
a triplex approved (and it wasn’t for income purposes, it was to raise our family and to keep
our families together while all sharing the cost making it more affordable). I do not mind due
process and change of rules but the double standard of this approval vs other that want to do
the same is terrible.
Thank you for taking the time to read through my concerns. Feel free to share at your council
meeting on June 1.
Thank you for taking the time to hear my concerns,
Alysia Jantzi
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Leanna Greer
Sent: May 28, 2021 4:35 PM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Concern for the BTC being moved to woolwich

Dear Town Council,
It has recently come to attention that the better tent city from Lot 42 will be relocated to Spitzig
road. I have major concerns about this as a resident of Breslau for many different reasons. In
understanding and being sympathetic to the individuals that live in the Better Tent City I do not feel
that this location can even come close to providing the support that these individuals need. There is
currently no infrastructure, transportation or even a grocery store within walking distance. I have no
idea how they could possibly provide the same or even similar resources that are being offered at
Lot 42 leaving most individuals to be walking down hwy 7 and crossing by foot where there is not
even a light. This intersection has already proven to be deadly on more than one occasion. I also find
the location being next to a high school to be very concerning and not well thought out. As the
presentation created by the BTC group themselves states that the individuals are ones who were
restricted from other shelters due to "most struggle with mental illness, trauma and drug
addictions." This does not seem like an appropriate environment to locate next to a high school.
There are really so many concerns with this that I am shocked it is even up for council approval. I
really hope that the woolwich town council will take this into deep consideration as I definitely do
not see this being a positive for not only our small community but the residents of BTC themselves;
who require far more resources than 5 acres of farm land can offer.
Thank you for your consideration
Leanna & Jordan Greer
Hopewell Heights, Breslau

199

Written submission received by Municipal Clerk
From: Ellyn Klea
Sent: May 29, 2021 12:02 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City
Hello,
I am emailing in respect to the recent news articles identifying the move of "A Better Tent City" to
Spitzig Road in Woolwich. I grew up in Kitchener but attended Breslau Public School and recently
moved into the new Thomasfield development. I would like to preface this email with
acknowledgement that there is a need for individuals experiencing homelessness to have housing. I
work in social services and have experience in community mental health and additions, as well as
within the criminal justice system. As much as I have seen the important need for housing, there is a
lot more to it. I understand there is a rush due to the need to move out of Lot 42 however moving
ABTC to Spitzig Road lacks a well thought out plan. Aside from housing, individuals need a host of
other amenities that are not currently being offered in the Breslau community. If I need groceries it
is a 13 minute drive. That is also the closest LCBO which can have impacts for individuals dependent
on alcohol. Working in downtown Kitchener with individuals experiencing homelessness, as well as
addiction, mental health issues, and significant trauma, I have seen the importance of being close to
certain services. I am glad that the Sanguen Van is mobile, however this is not a one stop shop for
this population. Many, if not all of these individuals are on some type of government assistance. This
requires regular meetings that take place in the downtown core. The safe consumption site is a huge
resource for this population and is also located there. Many of these individuals access the Ray of
Hope Community Centre and St. John's Kitchen for both food and health support. All of these
services would not be easily, or safely accessible from this location as there is no public transit and
you would need to use Highway 7 and Victoria Street to walk or bike which currently does not have
paths to Spitzig Road and is quite busy. Although I do share safety concerns of other residents of
Breslau, as well as potential impact to property values, I think the issues stated above should be at
the forefront. Although there appears to be a time constraint due to these individuals needing
somewhere to go this move would create further vulnerabilities for this population.
I hope that you consider these impacts when discussing these issues on Tuesday.
Thank you for your time.
Ellyn Klea
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Trevor McLarnon
Sent: May 28, 2021 4:32 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray
Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City Project Opposition

I have recently been made aware of a development plan for "A Better Tent City" in
Breslau close to the Catholic School area. While I am in agreement that we need to
help and support those who are in need and less fortunate I am not in agreement of
having shelters so close to our children’s schools and neighborhood. I am concerned
about substance abuse and crime in the area increasing as well as a higher potential
for conflicts. From what I am aware of there are high instances of mental illness
among those who are homeless. Additionally, there is little to no public transit out this
way or access to other amenities which could and likely will cause additional
problems and conflicts with the people currently living in this area.
I moved to this area so that my children could grow up in a safe area outside of the
city and I would be very concerned about having them playing by themselves in this
area with a shelter right there. I am sure there are plenty of other families that would
say the same if they had been made aware of this.
Please reconsider the location to somewhere more centralized within the city - this
would be better for all.
Regards
Trevor
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Teo Kukolj
Sent: May 28, 2021 4:12 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent city proposal
Good afternoon,
I’m a Breslau resident and I just found out about the proposal for the Tent city to move down the
streetfrom me. Literally!!!
My family and I firmly object this move. We are very concerned with the location and proximity to
our home. We moved here because of the values we believe in, safety, good schools, family oriented
community and great hardworking people.
Please do not allow this to happen. All my neighbours are of the same opinion!  
We are the closest homes to the proposed tent city and these people have a history of criminal
activity as well as drug use. I can’t imagine how frightening it will be when people who are under
influence of drugs to wander through our streets and knock on our doors let alone break into our
backyards and cause horror for my family. We will be very vulnerable, my kids can’t go through
this.
I plead to you not to allow this to happen!
Please advise if there is anything else I can do or if there is another member I should contact.
Thank you.
Teo Kukolj
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Karen Augusto
Sent: May 28, 2021 4:09 PM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Lot 42 in Breslau
To Whom it May Concern,
I am writing to you today to express my concern and displeasure with the news that you are moving
the tent city known as Lot 42 to a field on Spitzig Road in Breslau.
My husband and I have lived in Breslau for 10 years and have looked forward to raising our two
young girls in this small, safe community. We moved to Breslau to get away from the drugs and
crime the bigger cities have. After hearing of this new development today I am in absolute rage that
I am finding out about this from a news article on Facebook and not from the Township itself.
This email is not ment to be a “not in my backyard” argument. BUT Breslau is NOT the location for a
place like this. There is absolutely NO infrastructure or supports for these people for miles! There are
no bus routes. And yes, I understand many of them use bicycles for transportation, should I add that
there are also no sidewalks anywhere. No street lights either. This is an accident waiting to happen.
Lets throw in the intersection at HWY 7 and Spitzig Road, which is already a terrible corner for major
accidents. So lets put even more pressure on our Fire Station that is volunteer lead.
I’d also use the argument that there is no hydro, and running water out there but I have been told
that the Township already has plans to run Hydro lines, and dig out a well and septic for this plan.
ARE YOU KIDDING ME! This sounds like a done deal to me and not something you are just now
looking into.
How dare you stick these people, who are already the community’s most vulnerable out in a field
many miles from support. I am all for helping people in need but this is not the place. Have you seen
Lot 42? Garbage everywhere and littered with needles. Sure sounds like a great place to plop down
beside a High School. Kitchener doesn’t want them, so why not throw it out in Breslau so you can
wash your hands of them like you have the rest of your TAX PAYING RESIDENTS!!!!
You do not have my vote for this development and if you go ahead with this you have lost my vote in
the next election!
Karen Augusto
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: AnneMarie Luburic
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:43 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Concerns about Better Tent City’s Move to Woolwich
Dear Val Hummel,
The proposed area to move Better Tent City to the City of Woolwich is to say I am extremely
concerned about the safety of the Hopewell Heights community is an enormous understatement.
The residents of this community is occupied by a vast majority of families with young children. This is
not the ideal location to build a community for the homeless for the reasons that follow:
1) Many children in this community, majorly elementary school aged
2) Very near to schools in the area
3) No public transport for the residents, therefore encouraging them to wander through our
neighbour hoods most likely leading to vandalism and terror.
4) The new proposed community will bring crime rates that have never before been seen in this very
quite neighborhood.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: David Luburic
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:42 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Protest Against Better Tent City
Dear Val Hummel,
I am reaching out to you as an extremely worried and concerned citizen of Woolwich county. The
action to bring Kitchener’s Better City Community to our township of Woolwich, Ontario is
dangerous, it’s unacceptable, and highly concerning to the residents of our community. We all have
children. Our children’s safety is our first priority and must be held above all else, and in bringing the
Better Tent City to Woolwich it will frankly be more than compromised. The proposed plan is to put
a 2 hectare homeless camp by Spitzig road, that location is in the middle of nowhere, the homeless
will have no forms of transportation, the nearest stores and plazas are those of the Hopewell
Heights Community and the plaza in Breslau, the homeless will flood this area, and compromise our
safety on all levels. The residents of Breslau fear a drastic increase in the number of break ins and
damages to property. Furthermore, I will no longer feel safe walking or going on runs in my own
neighborhood, I will no longer be able to walk at night without having to be concerned for my safety.
The news of the homeless encampment moving to Woolwich is extremely concerning for me and my
family, since learning about it, it has frankly put a great deal of stress on my entire family and has
become a mental burden. I do not want to have to fear being raped or robbed at night time while
going for a walk. I cannot through words or emails truly and properly express how distressful this is
for me and my family. Flooding the near and surrounding area with homeless people will bring levels
of crime to our neighbourhood which have never before been experienced before, I am more than
distraught, this must be stopped and blocked from proceeding by all human means possible.
I no longer feel safe sleeping in my own home at night time. Because of the Better Tent City I have
lost all peace of mind.
Best regards,
David Turalija
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Anazarina
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:37 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: BRESLAU RESIDENT OPOSING THE BETTER TENT CITY IN WOOLWICH
To the Woolwich Council,
I write to show my profound opposition to moving the 30-40 homeless residents to Woolwich. The
proposed land is NEXT to a high school where many underage kids will be attending school. To be
within close distance of alcoholics and drug addicts is far from acceptable. I don't understand how a
plan like this can even be considered. Without there being anything else within walking or biking
distance from the land proposed, these residents will mostly be wandering around the school
grounds and the Breslau community that is nearby. There will surely be an increase in crime and
theft and possibly unsanitary conditions around the community ( used needles, broken glass, etc).
The Breslau Community was NEVER informed of these plans and most residents are in clear
opposition.
I am sure a lot of these homeless residents are looking forward to improving their current situation.
Placing them in a field in the middle of nowhere is not going to help that cause. They need to be in
close proximity to clinics, hospitals, convenience stores, grocery stores, support, and entertainment.
They will not find any of those in the land that is being proposed.
Approving this will not ONLY show the Council has no consideration for the well being of the
students attending Woodland High School and the Breslau residents, but ALSO that the Council is
not looking for a successful recovery for the homeless residents.
Anazarina Willows
Norwich Rd, Breslau  
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Daniel Marquez
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:35 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray
Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City Project Opposition

Dear Val Hummel,
It has been brought to my attention that a development is being planned for A Better Tent City, in
Woolwich township to accommodate people who are unsheltered. While I support assisting the
homeless community, I do not support this project in this location.
As I do understand the importance of these residents to have the opportunity to re-establish
themselves and have the possibility to improve their life situation, I do not feel this is the community
area suitable for this project.
The proposed location, being across from a school, is very concerning to me as it may impede on the
children's safety and well being should any interactions transpire. As well as the danger of any litter
of substances.
In addition, I am a parent and resident in the area living at Shields St, and also as an Registered Early
Childhood Educator (RECE) and Home Childcare provider, with the Region of Waterloo Home Child
Care, I am worried that in my outings with the children in my care I would have to have greater
caution in the community as to ensure the children's well being is sustained. It makes me fearful to
have to deal with any safety issues that may arise in my excursions with the children in my care as
well as my own children.
Supporting my concerns, please find for your review, an article from the Catholic Register, they
report there are severe mental health issues and people that don't do well with rules in the current
tiny homes community.
"(Other Shelter Initiatives) provide a lot of services, but also a lot of requirements for its members,"
said Stortz. "A lot of folks don't do well with rules or have really severe mental health conditions or
clash too much with the system that operates these places. I know people who were restricted from
(other shelters) who right now live in a tiny home at a lot 42, and they're doing much better."
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https://www.catholicregister.org/item/32368-tiny-homes-project-houses-homeless?
fbclid=IwAR35IVcBf9RB4TxggTx1nIiu6ExAjaJODwyoTg29iONKgqe3V5YTD5YWcl4
To take into consideration the needs of ABTC residents it would require them to have access to
groceries and different amenities they would need. This proposed location is limited to have
convenient access for these residents to obtain the resources they need to maintain their daily life.
I strongly suggest reconsidering this proposed development and find a community that would better
be able to sustain ABTC residents and better accommodate their needs that would also ensure the
safety of the existing community.
Thank you for your time and consideration on this matter.
Kind Regards,
Daniel Marquez
Breslau resident.
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Katina Kavadas
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:22 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray
Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Better Tent City Project Opposition
Dear Val Hummel,
It has been brought to my attention that a development is being planned for A Better Tent City, in
Woolwich township to accommodate people who are unsheltered. While I support assisting the
homeless community, I do not support this project in this location.
As I do understand the importance of these residents to have the opportunity to re-establish
themselves and have the possibility to improve their life situation, I do not feel this is the community
area suitable for this project.
The proposed location, being across from a school, is very concerning to me as it may impede on the
children's safety and well being should any interactions transpire. As well as the danger of any litter
of substances.
In addition, I am a parent and resident in the area living at Shields St, and also as an Registered Early
Childhood Educator (RECE) and Home Childcare provider, with the Region of Waterloo Home Child
Care, I am worried that in my outings with the children in my care I would have to have greater
caution in the community as to ensure the children's well being is sustained. It makes me fearful to
have to deal with any safety issues that may arise in my excursions with the children in my care as
well as my own children.
Supporting my concerns, please find for your review, an article from the Catholic Register, they
report there are severe mental health issues and people that don't do well with rules in the current
tiny homes community.
"(Other Shelter Initiatives) provide a lot of services, but also a lot of requirements for its members,"
said Stortz. "A lot of folks don't do well with rules or have really severe mental health conditions or
clash too much with the system that operates these places. I know people who were restricted from
(other shelters) who right now live in a tiny home at a lot 42, and they're doing much better."
https://www.catholicregister.org/item/32368-tiny-homes-project-houses-homeless?
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fbclid=IwAR35IVcBf9RB4TxggTx1nIiu6ExAjaJODwyoTg29iONKgqe3V5YTD5YWcl4
To take into consideration the needs of ABTC residents it would require them to have access to
groceries and different amenities they would need. This proposed location is limited to have
convenient access for these residents to obtain the resources they need to maintain their daily life.
I strongly suggest reconsidering this proposed development and find a community that would better
be able to sustain ABTC residents and better accommodate their needs that would also ensure the
safety of the existing community.
Thank you for your time and consideration on this matter.
Kind Regards,
Katina Kavadas, RECE
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Written Submission Received by Municipal Clerk
From: Janice Hall
Sent: May 29, 2021 4:31 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City
Hello: I read the K/W Record today about the plan being presented to Woolwich Council about
where the city wants to place this living area for the homeless. While I can appreciate that this is a
pressing issue for this group of people (even though it has been known about for some considerable
time) in my opinion this is a TERRIBLE IDEA for all concerned both the residents of such a plan and
the home owners that have spent large amounts of money to buy beautiful homes in the subdivision
off of Fountain Street.
The article in the paper said that "they are hoping to start some 'farming' for these people which
they can tend to' really - does anyone think that this will work? Also this group of people are used to
being in an urban area - not stuck in the middle of a field away from everything including bus service,
restaurants, a store for some shopping, etc. The article also said that they are only 'a bicycle ride
away from a city bus line' again how many of the homeless do you suppose own a bicycle? They
would not be able to use them in the winter and would only feel MORE stranded than they may have
on Lot 42.
Now to the residents of the subdivision who are very concerned that this whole ill-advised plan was
sprung on them just a few days before the city hoped to force it through! I have children and
grandchildren who live in this subdivision, which is a beautiful, quiet safe place for the children who
can play outside of their homes without worry of danger - which unfortunately will not be the case if
these problem individuals are moved to only a short distance away with the inherent problems that
come with them - mental illness, drug use, violence, etc which we are all aware that exists at Lot 42.
While I know that time is of the essence as they must be moved from Lot 42 but the city has known
since last summer that this was coming up??
I feel that this is a very ill-advised plan and should NOT BE APPROVED.
Sincerely
Janice Hall
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From: Annette Blake
Sent: May 29, 2021 4:19 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>;
ishantz@woolwich.ca
Subject: FW: [EXT] Spitzig and Victoria

Dear Sandy Shantz and Woolwich town council
  I am a Realtor in Waterloo Region for the past 40 years I live about 3 kilometers away from the
proposed tent city   and just want to say the corner of Spitzig and Victoria str is not the spot for a
tent city for many reasons, Breslau has no amenities- no grocery store , limited pharmacy , no
transportation into the city , no sanitation, no water, no heating , future rodent population ,
unlight road, there are 2 take out restaurants in Breslau to reach them the homeless people would
have to cross a 4 lane highway, with a curve right at Spitzig. We all know in Woolwich the number
of deer hit on the road now it could be a pedestrian, as was last year where a homeless man was hit
on his bike and killed, Hiway 7 is a death trap at that point regardless as the 4 lanes turn into 2 and
cars race to be first then , the increasing coyote population displaced with all the new construction
, with the winter snowfall   these huts will not with stand. We have snow drifts that require a
tractor . What about ambulances getting thru . If it is a concern in mobile home parks is it not an
issue here? Lets be concerned firstly for the inhabitants health concerns, access to those who
require naloxone kits, fire hazards , some of the inhabitants are mentally ill and need assistance
and based on the moving the homeless to the Radisson Hotel in Kitchener and in Waterloo to the
Waterloo Motor Inn the surrounding area crime rate increased , public disorder, needles, excess
garbage , theft ,drugs . Even setting a fire . Building a tent city in the country is not the answer to
our homeless situation . Building a proper facility and staffing it could be a solution to be discussed
. Increased policing and limited amount of policing resources can go towards a tent city and the
issues it brings . It is not the place for assisting the homeless. A centrally located building that is
centrally heated with running water and toilets and accessibility to grocery stores and necessities is
the answer not huts in the middle of field with nothing is NOT THE ANSWER ! By the time all the
proper septic , heating, electrical would be installed a building could be purchased to humanly treat
these people. Finding out about this issue on the news with no input from the surrounding
neighbour and trying to expediate this thru -- REALLY Council ???   How about a grocery store ?
   Quote from City of Kitchener website under comments ==There's a massive tent city behind the
old Schneider's factory along the tracks. There are tons of needles and garbage scattered about,
they also have 2 very unfriendly bullmastiffs on tiny leashes that look like they're going to break.
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There's been a slew of break ins and change being stolen from cars in the immediate area, our
garage was broken into and all my father's duct tape and gorilla tape was stolen along with my
airsoft gear which I mentioned in a previous post. I've contacted the city and the police and nothing
has been done regarding it so this is just a PSA, be careful if you live in the mill st, Borden Ottawa
area, lock everything and spread the message!
Warm Personal Regards
Annette Blake
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From: KELLY MILLER
Sent: May 29, 2021 4:16 PM
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry
Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; smcmillian@woolwich.ca; Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Support of the move of ABTC to Woolwich

Good day,
I am in support of the move of ABTC to Woolwich.  
It seems a lot of those opposing have not read the plan where many of the concerns
are addressed.  
I agree it may not be the perfect location but in the absence of other alternatives, I am
happy to offer my support. I would be happy to volunteer and include my son to teach
him to share his humanity, compassion, empathy and respect for all human kind. It
seems many have forgotten these qualities.
Thank You

214

From: M Erak
Sent: May 29, 2021 3:45 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tent city
Hello,
I would like you to fight the relocation of Tent City to our neighbourhood for several reasons. We are hard
working taxpayers that choose this area to raise our kids and grandkids in a safe enviroment.Also this is
to close to highschool ,which could put those students at risk.Those tent residents come with mental
health problems,drug addicts (needle use and improper disposal) criminal past.
Also this is not good for the homeless because it is not pedestrian/bike friendly HWY 7,no public transit
etc...
Thank you,
M Erak
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From: cjtremeer cjtremeer
Sent: May 29, 2021 2:57 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposed to A Better Tent City Relocation to Breslau

To Woolwich Township Council,
As a resident of Breslau for almost 17 years I, like many residents, have serious concerns and
oppose the A Better Tent City relocation. I don't see this as a case of 'Not In My Backyard'
but more a case of let's not create more problems than we are solving. I agree with other
concerned residents about the lack of infrastructure and resources to support these folks.
Future plans for grocery, medical, bus, mental health supports are all well and good but they
don't help these people now. We don't need to be part of creating a bigger problem with a lack
of support for a vulnerable and at-risk population.
I was very concerned to read the May 28, 2021 CBC article, 'Kitchener's Better Tent City
Plans to Move to Woolwich Township' where Jeff Willmer is quoted as saying that "the
project will move to a nearly 22-hectare farm property just off Spitzig Road and north of
Highway 7." Where is the logic, public consultation and impact assessment? This makes it
sound like it's a done deal and they will be moving here by the end of June! I certainly hope
this is a print error and Mr. Willmer was misquoted.
It has been identified that a significant number of the BTCF residents are currently accepting
treatment for addiction and mental health challenges and I'm sure there are others that either
aren't willing to accept treatment yet or haven't been able to get into programs due to a longterm lack of mental health funding and resources. This is VERY concerning given the
exponential growth of families with small children currently residing in the village of Breslau.
It's very admirable that the Diocese of Hamilton and the St. Mary's Parish in downtown
Kitchener want to help but wanting to help and actually being set up for success are two very
different things. The success of a project of this scope requires long term plans, lengthy and
meaningful discussions with all stakeholders and ALL the required resources to be put in place
right from the start.
The ABTC document has many great dreams outlined but very few concrete plans to actually
break the cycle of addiction. The document speaks a lot about providing the basic necessities
of food, water and shelter and creating opportunities for agricultural work practices. What's
missing are the specifics on HOW are the proponents going to support the VERY serious
mental health and addiction challenges these residents face and help them make and maintain
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lasting change. The document mentions hiring 'an additional staff member to improve the
availability of resources onsite to support residents and volunteers'. One staff member or even
a couple will not be able to provide the necessary treatment resources to this vulnerable
community.
The proposed financial stability the Diocese of Hamilton is offering is not an 'in-the-groundand-ready-to-treat' addiction and mental health treatment facility. It takes a LOT of skilled
resources and time to help a person to break the cycle of addiction. This is a very significant
omission from the ABTC document and one that puts the safety of Breslau residents and the
students of Woodland Christian Highschool at significant risk. Much of the planning and
dreams outlined do not take into account the incredible amount of resources, expertise and
effort required to get a person to treatment and then continue their lifetime on-going support.
Many of us chose to live in what was a small peaceful village to get away from the hustle and
bustle of city living and have a safe, community minded place to raise our families. Breslau
has already changed so much in the last 10 years that it's no longer the small peaceful village
that I moved my family into almost 17 years ago. We have already seen recent increases in
break-ins and vandalism and which have coincided with the exponential residential growth.
There is currently very minimal police presence in our village. Adding a vulnerable population
with unique needs will not improve either current residents or BTCF residents' lives because
there are not the necessary resources and facilities here.
There is a very serious lack of infrastructure, treatment facilities and resources to support this
vulnerable and at risk community. I understand that water, hydro and septic could be made to
happen relatively quickly and easily but that's just the bare minimum required and not at all
what they actually need to be successful. There is no public transportation, no grocery store or
full-time medical / emergency or mental health services in Breslau, let alone within walking
distance of the proposed site. How do you break the cycles of homelessness and addiction
when you can't provide the services required to fight these incredibly challenging problems.
Riding a bike down highway 7 / Victoria St or Fountain St is just waiting for a disaster to
happen.
The residential growth in Breslau over the past 10 years is out of control and there are not
even enough services in the village to properly support the current residents. We have no full
time medical practitioners, nowhere near enough capacity in our current schools, no grocery
store and even in pre-covid days limited recreational opportunities and emergency services.
I sincerely hope that all the required processes, including fair, open and equitable public
consultation are followed to the letter and this proposal is not fast tracked or granted any
temporary exceptions due to the crisis created from the sale of ABTC's current location. That
crisis DOES NOT need to become Breslau's problem. This 'proposal' and the extremely
specialized supports they require are NOT part of the Townships Official or Long Term Plans
and SIGNIFICANT consideration MUST be given to the wishes of the large and growing
population of taxpayers and voters in Breslau.
This is harsh but why should Breslau and the Township of Woolwich have to service KW's
growing homeless and addiction problem? It starts with 40 people but 22 hectares of land is a
lot of land for 40 people. What happens in the future if you start by allowing 40 people, how
many would be permitted in the future? It's a slippery slope because the challenges of
homelessness, addiction and mental health are very serious and unfortunately growing rapidly,
even more so as a result of the pandemic.
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I am concerned about the stress and limits that would be put on the existing emergency
services that service Breslau. Our rapidly growing village is currently serviced by a volunteer
fire department. Regional EMS are already underfunded and stretched way too thin.
Response times in our rural area are regularly not meeting the provincial guidelines. That's
already putting lives at risk and will only get worse as the probability for emergency calls to
ABTC is a reality and the Breslau population continues to grow.
You have received a very clear response from Breslau residents in the form of letters and the
incredible number of signatures and comments on a recently created change.org petition.
What you likely have not seen are the HUGE number (several hundreds of comments) of
posts on our numerous local Breslau Facebook groups that oppose this relocation. It's very
clear what the wishes of the majority of taxpayers and voters in Breslau want. Thank you for
reading my concerns and I sincerely hope you take residents feedback into significant
consideration when responding to this matter.
Sincerely,
Jennifer Tremeer
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From: Roma Uniat
Sent: May 29, 2021 1:42 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City Relocation
Hello Members of Woolwich Council,
My name is Roma Uniat and I am concerned about the movement of A better tent city
(ABTC) to Woolwich township.
Concern: for community, for homeless, for school.
https://www.cbc.ca/radio/thecurrent/the-current-for-feb-18-2021-1.5918168/for-thehomeless-kitchener-s-better-tent-city-offers-alternative-to-typical-shelters-1.5918844
I have concerns about the purpose and supports for a better tent city, for the location in
Woolwich, and for the long term effects for the area.
First, the short term housing and affordable housing for those facing homelessness is an
ongoing issue. ABTC was created as a result of the pandemic with the generosity of the
previous owner of Lot 42. With the sale of Lot 42, and the new owners not willing to keep it
there, they are forced to move. The people living in a better tent city need supports, from
social workers, need mental health support, they have drug and alcohol addictions, and they
require amenities nearby to even have the possibility of getting this support from others.
Next, moving ABTC to a location where there are no amenities or infrastructure is clearly
not a well thought out decision. Woolwich has no bus, grocery, or other necessities. Living
on a plot of farmland means there is no infrastructure, such as hydro, water, sewage, waste
collection. There are no safe and accessible places to walk, such as a sidewalk, to get into
town where these amenities exist. Especially since walking or biking along Hwy 7 is unsafe
in good weather conditions. Just north of Hwy 7 on Spitzig Road is not a place where I
believe it makes any sense to relocate. The only benefit of this location is that it is far from
residential areas. This location does not make resources in the city accessible to those living
there. It means this infrastructure needs to be added.
Finally I am concerned about the impact of having this shelter in Breslau, and so close to
Woodland Christian High School. My concerns are that the stakeholders of the school were
given limited notice to decide if or how ABTC could be incorporated into the school
community. ABTC should not be relying on a high school or its members for support.
After reading the plans for ABTC in Breslau, I understand the positives of this shelter
experiment. For the sake of the experiment in housing, there should be limits, timelines, ect
put in place to help keep the safety of all Breslau residences in mind. For example, well
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water and sewage sanitation for the health of ABTC residences. Regular cleaning of
litter/damage created near ABTC. "Good Neighbour" guidelines put in place. None of these
measures, or others, are included in that document, nor does it include how the site will be
maintained.
I understand the constraints of needing to vacate from lot 42. A generous offer to use the
farmland has been given, so it seems to be using this "some place is better than no place"
reasoning and building well water and sewage to meet the very basic need of the residents
of ABTC. This is a rushed plan and I believe more thorough consideration needs to be had
before letting this agenda item pass.
In conclusion, this is the wrong long term location for ABTC, and is only being considered
because it has been given access to farmland space. It does not consider the needs of the
people accessing resources in the city, and makes it more difficult for volunteers to reach
them for support.
Thank you for reading,
Roma Uniat
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From: C. Grignon
Sent: May 29, 2021 1:33 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject:
Hello,
We just moved to Breslau and I'm completely apposed of you allowing a 'tent city' to be built in this
community.
It's already bad enough there is no grocery or amenities here and as far as I know, no plans on
building any (please correct me if I'm wrong).
Now you're allowing homeless people, are you going to fork out more money for police support?
And I'm very curious how the township can allow this without telling the people of the community or
is that you can go and do whatever you want without telling the community?
And why is it that the township can spend this money for a ongoing tent city for homeless but will
not spend my tax paying money on building retail or community recreation services.
C Grignon
Breslau
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From: Jim and Ai Seguin
Sent: May 29, 2021 12:53 PM
To: Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Against Tent city lot 42 moving to woolwich
We are family resident in Hopewell in Breslau and we found out about the proposal of tent city
potentially moving to woolwich. We would like to express our concerns in regards to this matter.
First concern would be you being the mayor and counselor, you never notified Breslau community of
drastic change to the families of this community. You must known for sometime now especially that
lot 42 will have to vacate by June 20th, 2021.
Second concern is what have you done as our mayor and counselor to ensure the safety and well
being of this family community.
Have you two take any consideration of what that tent city does to value of homes that we spent
thousands of dollars on maintaining of up keep of our homes to raise the value of over million dollar
homes? Last home that sold on maple crest went for 1.4 million and you are putting risk in great
jeopardy of our homes. Currently we live in one of the safest and friendliest community and we are
proud of it.
Thirdly we understand that homeless people need place to live and not all homeless people are
criminals, drug dealers or thieves however they will come to the tent city and mix in with good
people of the tent city. In the housing projects, I understand what goes on when desperate times call
for desperate measures. In the housing project there are all amenities which include water, hydro
and transportation etc. and still more criminals, drug dealers and thrives come and no way of
stopping them.
At tent city could be move in to Brealau, there are no amenity so homeless people will have no
infrastructure they need to support their lifestyle. The closest grocery store is food-basics which is 6k
away with no forms of transportation. Nearest bus stop is 4 km away which stops at 6pm of their
service. Also there is no side walk created for people to walk or bike without getting hit by vehicle on
highway 7.
Is this not creating worst environment for them and only allowing to live in the tent without water or
electricity.
Fourthly for the above statement, certain individuals would have no choice but to wondering to our
neighborhood which only 500 meter away to find amenities and take whatever they see fit. We have
beautiful forestry and trails which drugs and alcohol are the main locations for these type of activity.
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At night when our family are out walking will be possibly and most likely interrupted by certain
individuals that they think we have more than they do and we have to call police and more than we
have ever had to do in 9 years of residency in Brealau.
We have three different schools and community center and beautiful parks. That is a large possibility
that you are putting our children at huge risk. One will be needles and packages possibly containing
drugs laying in our parks and school grounds. Secondly our children play safely on the streets and
parks up until sun goes down now but in the future we will have to bring our children in before dusk
to ensure their safety and lock all doors, making sure security cameras are working. This life style
will be putting us in the prison from the fear of some of the bad people from the tent city.
As a community that values family, safety and great environment for our children to grow up to can
be potentially ruined by this poor decision.
And we will fight this along with our community to the end.
Thank you and please respond on what your thoughts and what you are doing as mayor and
counselor.
Thank you,
Jim & Ai Seguin
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From: rachel jantzi
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:17 PM
To: pmerlihan@wollwich.ca; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop
<FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposed 'Better Tent City' location
Good afternoon,
I am writing to you as a concerned citizen and former Woolwich resident.
I understand the new proposed Better Tent City location is along Spitzig Road in Woolwich. While
having land and space seems like the ideal location for this, it is BESIDE and highschool and other
properties with young children. Spitzig is not on any bus route or close to any essential amenities
(grocery stores, pharmacy, LCBO, even education). It is along Victoria St, which is a very busy and
often dangerous spot for people walking or biking. In addition, there is no infrastructure to support
such a project. This is not supporting the Better Tent City Community.
Mental Health and drug addictions are a real factor to consider with such a project being so close to
a school.
One news article I read recently reported that police calls had increased to Lot 42 area since Spring
2020 when the BTC project began. Police are not close in the proposed area and as you know,
firefighters are volunteer only.
I would also like to mention that I lived along Spitzig Rd with my family (3 families total) and we were
denied the ability to build an addition to keep our families together because the township did not
want the property appearing to be a triplex. We ended up moving to Kitchener.
Thank you for taking the time to read through my concerns. Feel free to share at your council
meeting on June 1.

Rachel Jantzi
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From: Katie Eatemadzadeh
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:17 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Oppose Tent City move
Hello,
I recently heard from my neighbours here in Breslau that the Tent City is or possibly is moving from
Lot 42 to Woolwich. Plans to move the tent city to Spitzig Rd. I currently back onto hiway 7, very
close to Spitzig Road and am not happy about this.
There are no resources out this way for this type of community living within Tent City. There are
plans for the hiway to be moved within that area and I don’t think it’s safe for the high school
students or staff to be so close. Also with the hiway being so close, I don’t think it’s safe for the
residence of the Tent City, nor are there bus routes or anything available for them out here. Planning
to move them to farm land? Are you kidding me!
I definitely oppose this decision and wonder why it wasn’t brought to anyone’s attention who is
living in Breslau, close to the vicinity about our opinion on this.
I appreciate your time and consideration.
Katie Eatemadzadeh
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From: J
Sent: May 28, 2021 3:14 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject:
Good day I'm Jason laferriere living in Hopewell Heights in Breslau Ontario (I DO NOT)want tent city
near my home what so ever I don't think anyone else does

226

From: Craig Leblanc
Sent: May 28, 2021 2:47 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Objection to the proposed 'A Better Tent City' Spitzig Road, Breslau
May 28, 2021
For the attention of The Council of the Township of Woolwich:
Mayor Sandy Shantz
Councillor Scott McMillan
Councillor Patrick Merlihan
Councillor Fred Redekop
Councillor Murray Martin
Councillor Larry Shantz
Director/Municipal Clerk Val Hummel  
RE: Proposed erection of 'A Better Tent City' dwelling on land at Spitzig Road, Breslau ON.
Dear Mayor, Councillors and Director/Municipal Clerk:
I write in connection with the above planning application.
I wish to object strongly to the development of the 'Better Tent City' tiny houses in this
location of agricultural lands owned by the Hamilton Catholic Diocese on Spitzig Road for
the following reasons:
-As this is a Family neighborhood with a lot of young children, this poses a high risk
to the children because most occupants of the Tiny Homes struggle with mental
illness, trauma and addiction (alcohol and drugs) and therefore are extremely
unpredictable and dangerous.
-there is no infrastructure to support (ie: sewer, water, kitchens, bathrooms etc)
-lack of social supports, such as mental health services at this location (Article from
the Catholic Register calls out that there are severe mental health issues and
residents do not do well with rules in the current Tiny house development)
-no access to public transit
-no access to amenities
-too close to the Highway 7 (no sidewalks and high speed highway) will cause
potential safety issues to vehicle traffic and pedestrians - many Tiny House residents
use bicycles as their main form of transportation
-not a proper fit as it is right next to the Woodland Christian High school (safety
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concerns for children and adults)
-Breslau is a family oriented town and it is a neighborhood with minimal police
presence, this will cause major disruption and safety issues to all residents and an
increase in crime will result. It is on record that the Waterloo Regional Police Service
show an increasing number of calls to the current 'Tent City' area since the spring of
2020, when the first residents moved in.
-potential decrease in residents' housing values in the community due to unsightly,
unkempt dwellings. Including graffiti all over the buildings as well as nearby
properties and garbage strewn and blowing about the place.
Regards,
Craig Le Blanc
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk
-----Original Message----From: T Fthenos
Sent: May 31, 2021 10:10 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A Better Tent City
Dear Val,
First and foremost, I’d like to thank you and the other members of council who have I’m sure been bombarded with
phone calls and emails since news of ABTC’s proposal was made known to most residents of Breslau this past
week.
I’ve spent a lot of time this weekend analyzing and thinking and trying to convince that this concept/project is a
positive one for the community of Breslau and its residents. However, it is simply not one that I am able to do.
Although there has been only very short time and not really be able to dive deep and research the cause and effects
that this proposal and its impact could have on the community, by just scratching the surface and looking at many of
the impacts- both good and bad, it is impossible to see how placing ABTC on Spitzig Road could be a positive thing
for both the residents of ABTC and Breslau.
Of course there are the major concerns of how will they have direct and constant access to the supports needed, such
as transportation, food supplies, social services, etc. While I realize that the plan is to bring these supports to the
community, it obviously will not be at all times when these residents will need or even want. Placing them on
highway 7 with no access to public transportation, on a busy highway/road that is not safe for biking; far away from
any grocery, food banks, healthcare, and emergency services simply is not doing three any favour in trying to help
them gain independence and stability. What about the individuals who happen to not be officially a part of the
ABTC community but access their resources and do live in very close proximity to the current facility? It is known
that there are also many other homeless individuals who remain in close proximity to ABTC but are not a part of the
program. Will they also follow suit and begin to take up residence close by in our community forests or trails?
Which in turn can lead to a whole new set of issues. What about the correlation of emergency calls and increased
police presence in the current area of lot 42 since the establishment of ABTC? What happens when the need for
emergency services increases? We rely hugely on our volunteer emergency services, are we prepared to put the
additional strain on those services? These are just a few of the many questions and concerns that have arisen in the
little time we’ve had to process this.
We all know that what ABTC is doing is really a great thing for the homeless community, and in theory their idea
seems like it could be a good one. However, the key word here is could- and the Breslau site just simply is not the
place for this program to be.
Thank you for taking the time to read my email.
Sincerely,
Tara Fthenos
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Written submission received by Municipal Clerk
From: Rebecca Stanley
Sent: May 30, 2021 8:25 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Homeless Encampment on Spitzig Rd
To Clerk Val Hummel, Mayor Sandy Shantz and Councillor Larry Shantz,
I would like to express my sincere concern and disappointment that a homeless encampment is
being considered in Woolwich Township.
I am currently a resident of the City of Guelph and have purchased a home in Breslau which I will be
moving into in September of this year. I chose to move to Breslau after some extensive research in
what I thought would be the safest, and most peaceful community in the area. I was willing to pay a
lot of money that I work extremely hard for, for a home in Breslau based on these factors. Having
known that it was possible a homeless camp could be moving in down the road, I would have
reconsidered. Thinking that I have found a safe place to lay down roots and start a family with my
spouse is being jeopardized by considering this as an option.
While living and working in Guelph, I have been personally impacted by the homeless community in
a negative way. For example, they have been responsible for thefts from vehicles on my street and
have left used needles behind near areas where children play. This area is directly across from the
local high school. Children are impressionable and will be witness to people who suffer with mental
health issues, addiction issues and these school aged children will be witness to the unbecoming
behaviour that comes along with this.
I can appreciate and sympathize with the fact that homeless people need access to shelter and
resources. By plotting sheds in the middle of a farmer’s field with no access to a bus route or other
community resources and support services within walking distance, you would be making an
irresponsible decision. There will be no motivation to go out and seek employment because there is
no access to employment in the area that doesn’t require a method of transportation.
For those of them who use drugs, with no safe injection site nearby, their only option will be to use
at their sheds making it more likely overdoses will occur, it is possible that these could be fatal. How
about the many deaths each year that occur from pedestrian traffic on Hwy 7? Are you willing to
take the risk of increasing that statistic?
It is a fact, not a stereotype that crime rates spike within a short radius around homeless shelters. I
will now be enduring an increased cost to install a security system and cameras on my house. Will
this extra expense be covered by the Township?
When the homeless community trespasses onto other farmers fields in the area while they are busy
working endlessly to do incredibly important work, will the Waterloo Regional Police Service be
increasing patrols, or have cruisers stationed in the area and able to respond to these calls for
service that will without a doubt be generated from having this encampment here?
This is a rushed and irrational option to move the homeless community to Woolwich Township.
They should stay within city limits of Kitchener, Waterloo or Cambridge where they have access to
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resources and services required for the homeless to begin to no longer be homeless.
I realize I am only one voice but I can assure you that I echo the sentiment of many others
I've personally spoken to in regards to this possibility. By letting this occur you would be losing my
trust and the trust of the majority of the residents of Breslau and Woolwich Township. Please do not
allow this to happen and listen to the strong feedback provided by the current and future residents
of the area. The cons far outweigh the pros.
Respectfully,
Rebecca Stanley
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From: T Olheiser
Sent: May 31, 2021 11:36 AM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: New Tent City in Woolwich
Hi Director Val, Mayor Sandy, and Councilor Larry,
Two weeks ago, my partner and I moved from Dixon street in Kitchener (rockway area) to Breslau
and I feel that we may have an interesting perspective on the New Tent City relocation to Woolwich.
We have experienced living in an area that has had two of these programs introduced to it. I also
personally visited the New Tent City at Lot 42 on two occasions, hoping to speak with Nadine.
When the programs moved to the ymca and lot 42 we noticed a significant change in our
community, here are some examples of what we saw happen:
A noticeable presence of persons appearing to be heavily under the influence of narcotics.
Whether it was during morning runs or evening walks, we were stopped multiple times from
these persons asking for directions to/from getting to the working center, lot 42, ymca. They
were not very pleasant.
There was an explosion/fire of a tent on the side of the expressway less than 100 metres from
our backyard.
Increase of police presence due to increase in calls to the area
Theft and damage to property in the area. Personal experience with this, someone went
around our house, entered the backyard, broke into the shed at the back of our property and
stole a valuable bicycle along with yard equipment.
Most recently, the vandalism done to the rockway gardens
When I spoke with the supervisor at the YMCA, he fully admitted that they "were not being good
neighbors" but there was no followup action taken, nothing changed and there was no
improvement.
The impression I had on the two occasions I visited Lot 42, it seemed that the Better Tent City
program was just a free spot to live and eat take-out food.
I have read through the proposal document and feel it should include:
Further detail on the lessons learned over the past year at Lot 42.
Facts and research supporting the success rates of the program.
Research conducted on community perspectives from rockway/surrounding area, and
breslau.
Research results from the current residences of Better Tent City showing perspectives on the
move.
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Any secondary research done from similar situations. Such as Lutherwood on Benjamin Road how have they incorporated and worked with their local community, and practices they find
work to 'be good neighbors:"
A clear definition of the resident's program requirements, goals and outcome criteria.
Included detail on the "residents commitment agreement"
Processes and procedures for if there are incidences that arise
Detailed site plan
This proposal is an opportunity to educate the woolwich community and it falls short on that. It
generalizes and points to a plan without truly defining it.
I feel that this project could be successful here, but there needs to be a stronger plan for both
incorporating into the community and for the residents of New Tent City. Plans backed by strong
data that clearly define all aspects.
This proposal should also be collaborative and be coming from all community stakeholders, not just
mention them. I also believe there are other community stakeholders, like the grand river
conservation authority, local home builders and local business owners who could be involved.
As it stands now, the current proposal and plan is not strong enough to have faith in a positive
impact to the woolwich community.
Thank you for your time, I truly appreciate it,
T. Olheiser

233

From: Janet Knechtel
Sent: May 31, 2021 11:41 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca> Subject: Letter for
Council
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From: Bonnie Bryant
Sent: May 30, 2021 3:26 PM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Scott
McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz
<LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin <MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposition to Tent City
Madam Mayor, Council and Staff
I am opposed to the proposed tent city in Woolwich.
ABTC residents are men and women, all adults, and range in age from their late twenties through to
their sixties. Many have lived unsheltered or have been precariously housed for years, some have
lived rough for more than a decade before joining this community. Most struggle with mental
illness, trauma, and drug addictions that preclude them from living independently or accessing
emergency shelters in our region. ABTC is home to those for whom no other home has or could be
provide.
This community of people do not belong in the country where they do not have access to
transportation or the amenities that they would require.
Putting in a community of this type next door to a school and family neighbourhood is totally
inappropriate.
Rules are in place for a reason, and this group like any other needs to follow them. Check the
zoning, and official plan before deciding to do this.   They would see that this is not allowed in the
area. Trying to sneak in only causes hard feelings and upsets residents. They need to find an
appropriate site. Below is a quote from the Catholic Register. Why are they advocating breaking the
rules?
The tiny homes project is one of several initiatives in the Kitchener region helping the
homeless during COVID-19, including the temporary repurposing of hotel rooms. Doyle, a
local industrialist who owns several large event spaces in the area — and is described by
Stortz as a “rule breaker” in the best of terms — has been instrumental in getting the tiny
homes project off the ground.
“He’s someone who says let’s do the right thing first and let the bureaucrats figure out
how to, how to legalize it afterwards,” said Stortz. “

Who will be paying the cost associated with this type of project? Will it be the taxpayers of
Woolwich? It is unfair that a Kitchener problem now is becoming a Woolwich problem.
Police have commented that crime in the area of Lot 42 has increased. Police are not welcome in
the existing Lot 42 community because there are a lot of stolen goods on the property and residents
don’t want Police identifying those goods.   Should local residents have to deal with these issues?
Residents and taxpayers of Woolwich deserve better.
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Regards
Bonnie Bryant
Maryhill
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From: Lindsey F
Sent: May 30, 2021 3:35 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Opposed to a better tent city
I would like to submit my comments to the council to be heard at the June first meeting. I am a
resident of Spitzig rd and I strongly oppose the moving of A better tent city to Spitzig rd. They act
like they already have the approval to do so as they are required to be gone from the current
location by June 20 and have arranged to have everything moved to this location prior to any
approval .
They stated in the proposal that they would want strong community connects yet they failed to
inform the residents around the area. The information provided to me by the mayor says they want
to have 30-40 residences the numbers do not add up they currently have 50 with 40 of them coming
to the new location but St Mary’s church is providing an addition 20 tiny houses that would be 60.
This isn’t a good location for ABTC not only does it not have an amenities close by but it is very close
to a school and residences . The tent city tenants do not have vehicles and would be on foot , bike
or e-bike. The increased Pedestrian traffic is not only a huge safety concern for the pedestrians but
the drivers as well. The area has a lot of large farm equipment on the road. These are not the best
of conditions in the warm summer months but what about the winter blowing snow and low
visibility and icy conditions. It is also not an ideal area for them to be pushing around shopping carts
bikes and e bikes with trailers on the back. No public transit long walks to the closest convenient
store and even farther to a grocery store. It would be difficult for them to not only apply but obtain
employment from this location. Any appointments they would be required to get to Ontario works
office , doctors appointments it be extremely hard for them to get to from this location. A taxi from
this location is expensive as well. This location is not separate from residential neighbours and will be
easily seen and would be a huge eyesore with all the junk and shopping carts around. If you have
a look at the current location when it hasn’t been cleaned up for the media to come by it’s full of
garage and debris and drug paraphernalia as well as a bunch of shopping carts bikes and bike parts.
The residences have no shame about doing drugs where ever they see fit. They do not take pride in
the current location. The garbage and drug paraphernalia are a huge problem for the live stock and
crops as well as the children and families . This area is a lot different than the current location they
do not hide the fact that theft around A better tent city Is a huge issue and they attempt to find a
solution but that solution doesn’t work. Paying them to do tasks around the tent city gives them
more money but does not curb the break ins and thefts and pillaging It’s one thing stealing a
shopping carts and bikes but it’s another thing all together stealing parts of expensive farm
equipment and from live stock and barns. ABTC deserves a better location than to be isolated out in
woolwich.
They are using fancy percentages to make numbers look good about the number of people in rehab
programs. Noise will also be a huge problem with ABTC tenants that yell and scream Throughout the
day about nothing. They don’t include any of the numbers for the increased police calls to the area
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as well as break- ins and thefts as well as Drug over doses
This is not the place for ABTC they deserve a better location that is closer to supports family and
friends they need.
Thank you
Lindsey ferguson
-Have a wonderful day !
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From: Cameron Beaumont
Sent: May 30, 2021 3:17 PM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>
Cc: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposed Tent City On Spitzig Road

To Mayor Sandy Shantz and Councillor Larry Shantz,
I am writing to you today to express my thoughts and concerns about the idea of having a
homeless encampment located in Woolwich township. I do not support this decision and it
will have damaging effects not only to the homeless but to our community as well.
These vulnerable people who are suffering from mental health issues or drug use need access
to facilities nearby to help support them. They will not get that here. They will have no
methods of transportation other than walking or riding a bike and with no public transit it is
going to be a disaster waiting to happen when they wander into traffic on Highway 7. It does
not make sense in the slightest to have them in a rural area with no water, no hydro, no septic
and no help. What happens if there is an over dose? Response time for emergency services (
EMS/Fire ) in a rural area is going to take longer than it would in the City to be able to provide
help. This will not be helping them; it is going to cause them more harm being isolated in a
rural area. The proposed plan states that the land will be used to garden and for food
production, however, when winter hits what are they supposed to do then?
I have recently purchased a home in Breslau because I thought it was going to be a nice safe
spot to raise a family and this is giving me second thoughts. I moved from the City of Guelph
because I have dealt with homeless encampments and the problems they bring. I can say with
confidence and experience that crime in the immediate area is absolutely going to rise. There
will be car thefts, break and enters, drug use, drug trafficking, over doses. The proposal says it
will be built for 40 people? You can bet there are going to be a lot more people there when
their friends realize they have a new place to stay and a new area to rummage through at
night. I have dealt with this before; I have lived with the anxiety of coming home not knowing
if my car or home will be broken into and sleepless nights worrying about my family's safety. I
do not wish it upon anyone. Will the Township provide compensation for residents requiring
new security systems?
This proposed plan is literally right next to a school. I am almost at a loss for words when I
think of this and how it could even be considered. What happens when people from tent city
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go on school grounds? What about the inevitable situation when students find exposed
discarded needles? What happens when the students are exposed to witnessing drug use or
overdoses or mental health crisis? Is there a plan to educate them and keep them safe? There
is going to have to be an increase in police presence or security in the area. How are the kids
going to feel about this? The fact that impressionable children are so close to this and have a
potential to interact with these people makes me sick to my stomach. How anyone would
want to have that on their conscious is beyond comprehension.
If this plan moves forward it is going to bring with it a long list negative effects to not only our
community but the homeless people involved as well. I feel like this plan was rushed through
as myself and others had to find out through local news that this even existed. No one in the
area was notified about this.
I am pleading with you, please do not go forward with this.
(I would like this to go on record)
Sincerely,
Cameron Beaumont
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From: Art Eby
Sent: May 30, 2021 4:12 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: new site forlot 42

For Woolwich Council. I am concerned that the site chosen for this community is not suitable
in winter. It is exposed to the north and sheltered from the sun during the winter by the bush.
This is ideal for the summer except for the mosquitos. People walking to transportation would
have to face the wind on Spitzig road while returning home. Most of these people have lived
in town where it is considerably more sheltered. A location with a southern exposure would be
a much better choice. Art Eby
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From: Schade
Sent: May 30, 2021 7:45 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Letter of Support for ABTC Proposal
Hello Mayor Shantz & Council Members,
I would like to begin by saying that I am in favour of the proposal to relocate A Better Tent City to
the farmland property on Spitzig Road in our township.
I am disheartened by the mentality of “not in our backyard” that I am witnessing from our
neighbours on our Breslau Community pages on Facebook and the flyer left on my porch. I have
spent the majority of my career working with the most marginalized people in our region, both in
the non-profit social service sector, and through my ministry work. Each person is exactly that, a
person worthy of dignity, respect, and love. Each person has a story. Any single one of us can be
one step away from homelessness - loss of a spouse, loss of a job, loss of a home, illness, a mental
health crisis, addiction..I would have thought that if this pandemic had taught us anything, it would
have been to have a heart of compassion for others. It is shameful to read that some people place
more importance of the value of their property, than the value of human life.
If our neighbours had taken the time to read the proposal thoroughly, they would see that ABTC
community will have full access to amenities such as hydro, water, and other basic needs, GRT is in
the process of considering on demand bus service in Breslau, and there is an amazing outreach
support program that brings mobile services to the residents of ABTC such as substance use
treatment, counselling, and mental health supports.
Working the land in a rural area will not only provide for practical needs, it will teach valuable work
skills to the people of this community, in addition to giving them a sense of ownership,
responsibility, value and pride.
I fully support ABTC in my neighbourhood and am willing to provide support to this community in
whatever way I can. I have raised my daughters to have a heart of kindness, and compassion for
others, and as a family, we serve in a variety of ways to support others in need. While talking to my
15 year old daughter today about ABTC’s proposal, the negative reaction of our community, and my
advocacy for those who often do not have a voice, my daughter commented, “I am proud to call you
my Mom.” I can only hope that our neighbours have open minds and open hearts to listen to the
upcoming proposal and truly understand the needs of our friends of ABTC, and rather than push
them out of our neighbourhood, step up and ask how we, as a community, can support them and
help to transform lives.
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Thank-you for taking the time to read my expression of support.
Cheryl Schade
"For we live by faith, not by sight." 2 Cor. 5:7
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-----Original Message----From: J. Horvath
Sent: May 31, 2021 11:46 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Homeless relocation
Good morning,
I am writing to you today on the relocation of the homeless community to breslau. I am all for helping people but
this is a bad idea. Your taking people 10+ km from the amenities they would/could use (for their mental health
clinics, hospitals, grocery stores, etc). Your putting them in a community that has no grocery store, no medical
services, no public transportation, not even within walking distance to their amenities they would use. Ask hospital
staff how often they see these people because they harmed themselves or they just need medical attention. So what’s
going to happen to them? How are they going to call for help? It’s at least 10 km from any hospital from breslau.
Please considered this information. They will be in a field. What if they overdose and end up on a farmers field and
they don’t see while they are on the tractor.   It’s almost like you want them to do survivor. How do they call for
help? How do you access help (mental health clinics, addiction clinics)? How will these people get food? My
closest grocery store is 6km away. Your denying them the basic human rights. I hope they would have access to
water. Have you considered this information?
Then there is the safety of kids. Your putting people with drug addition and mental health next to a high school. The
homeless community might not be within walking distance to hospitals or clinics they may need to access. But they
will have access to trails/streets that kids use to walk to and from school. Elementary aged kids walk independently
home or to school. These kids will see drug needles and potentially overdosed people along their walk. I hope that is
the worst thing that can happen.   People keep saying that crime rate will go up properties will get damaged. But you
know what, properties can get fixed. Children are not replaceable.
Please consider this information before you approve this relocation. Your affecting a lot of people.
Thank you
J Horvath
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From: Amy
Sent: May 30, 2021 11:14 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Scott
McMillan <SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Sandy Shantz
<SShantz@woolwich.ca>
Cc: kevin.devos@ontario.ca; KRedman@regionofwaterloo.ca; mike.harris@pc.ola.org;
planning@grandriver.ca; theywood@grandriver.ca
Subject: A Better Tent City - Proposal in Breslau
Dear Mayor Shantz and Members of Woolwich Council,
I would like this communication included in the Committee of the Whole Agenda Addendum.
I am writing to you today with regard to the ‘A Better Tent City Farm’ proposal at Spitzig Road in
Breslau.
I have several concerns regarding this proposal which include the following:
Grand River Conservation Authority: This land is a regulated area by the Grand River
Conservation Authority under Ontario Regulation 150/06. This land is also directly adjacent to a
tributary of Hopewell Creek and a provincially significant wetland. It is a provincial policy that
development and site alteration shall not be permitted on adjacent lands to a provincially
significant wetland, unless it can be demonstrated there will be no negative impact. I would like
councillors to question ‘A Better Tent City Farm’ on how they will build and maintain required
infrastructure that will have no negative impact on this provincially significant wetland.
Region Official Plan - Countryside Line: This proposed location for ‘A Better Tent City’ is
outside of the Countryside Line identified in the Regional Official Plan. The Countryside Line is
drawn just shy of this property to the south, near Woodland Christian High School. I would like
councillors to question how the addition of dozens of new unconventional residential units meets
the policies of the Region of Waterloo Official Plan related to new residential growth outside the
Countryside Line.
Church owned land exempt from property taxes: While tenants of ‘A Better Tent City’ are
expected to pay rent, staff admitted in publications that most residents do not contribute
financially. Their proposal includes primarily donation-based revenue, which may not be
sustainable long-term for the type of costs this development will accumulate. While farming food
is a wonderful ideal, the reality is the growing season is short and already well underway and
they will need a real solution for food. According to the Assessment Act and the land being
owned by a religious organization, it is unlikely that they are subject to property taxes. It is
unclear how property taxes, if any, collected from this site will cover or subsidize the cost of
various public services. It would be more appropriate for ‘A Better Tent City’ to occupy
municipally/publicly owned or land donated by a for-profit private property owner (like their
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current location), whereby there would be some form of financial subsidy via property taxes.
Future Highway 7: There is a protected right-of-way for the MTO’s new Highway 7 alignment
less than 650 metres from the proposed tent city site. The environmental assessment for the
new Highway 7 has been approved as well as preliminary design work. A new underpass is
proposed for the highway and Spitzig Road. This includes the construction of a bridge.
Construction for this necessary project will be complex and disruptive for everyone in the area.
Having a community living in essentially sheds so close to this construction will pose a great risk
and add yet another transportation barrier.
Crime: On average, our video security system captures at least one person a week attempting
to enter vehicles overnight. We are far removed from where Waterloo Regional Police regularly
patrol and we do not have 24/7 bylaw services. Further, Breslau is limited to a volunteer Fire
station. It is an expected consequence that this community will bring petty crime with them, as
they have at their current location at Lot 42. There is little capacity to monitor and enforce this
area with the crime ‘A Better Tent City’ will bring with them.
Transportation: Breslau is an island. There are no pedestrian or cyclist access routes across
the Grand River. All residents without a licence are completely dependent on someone to
transport them everywhere, which does not include public transit as this does not exist in our
community. Human nature will inevitably lead these people to nearby urban areas or simply
across the highway. This highway is built to MTO standards and is largely under their
jurisdiction. There is not a day where we do not hear screeching, horns, and emergency
services vehicles from our home. Demand on this road will increase as COVID restrictions ease
and new residential, commercial, and employment development continues. Adding pedestrians
and cyclists to the equation is dangerous.
I am disappointed in the way this has been communicated with area residents of Breslau. To find this
out less than a week prior to the Committee of the Whole meeting was not transparent. Jeff Willmer is
a former Kitchener and Cambridge Chief Administrative Officer and should be well versed in the optics
of community engagement. While his voluntary involvement in this project is admirable, the way he has
handled communications based on his expert knowledge of municipal governance is frustrating.
Thank you for your consideration of my concerns,
Amy Van Aarsen
of Breslau, Woolwich Township, Ontario

249

Dear Council,
Thank you for providing the opportunity for the residents of Breslau to learn more
about the proposed A Better Tent City (ABTC) Farm and voice their support or
concerns. Over this past weekend, I have read countless posts on social media
citing concern for “our backyard” that seem to have no basis in fact and are
completely lacking in empathy and compassion.
I want to make it known that my family and I fully support this move to Breslau.
We would be happy to support the project with donations, volunteer time, and/or
buying products that are grown on the farm. After reading the proposal and other
articles, I am convinced that this project provides valuable life experiences for all
parties involved. Rather than embrace the barriers that my fellow neighbours have
brought up, I would rather help brainstorm solutions. Ultimately, improvements
that are made to our town to facilitate the success of the people living at the ABTC
Farm would benefit us all.
For example, many residents have cited that the intersection of Spitzig and
Victoria is dangerous and the scene of many accidents. What are ways to make
this intersection safer? Could there be a traffic study done here to see if it’s a
suitable location for a light, roundabout, or speed reduction? There are also no
sidewalks that connect us to Kitchener. How could we make this walk safer for all
residents of Breslau?
Another barrier people have spoken about is lack of transportation - how will the
residents of ABTC get into the city? Breslau has been advocating for public
transportation for many years. Combining a safer Victoria Street with access to
public transportation (whether on-demand or scheduled routes) seems like a
logical fix that will benefit everyone.
In addition to these barriers, many residents have spoken about concerns of drug
use, theft, proximity to a school, garbage or esthetic appeal, and property value. It
seems as if many of my neighbours envision people being dropped off on this
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farmland and left to their own devices. This is simply not the case. In addition to
the proposed support from a business that will help establish the farming
operation, this community already has on-site services in place for healthcare,
addiction, housing, and income support. As you can see, these concerns are
baseless, shine bright with privilege, and lack regard for the unsheltered as people
first.
Let’s now try to humanize a few of these concerns. If people are concerned about
theft, let’s take a step back and examine why people might steal. Do residents
need an opportunity to earn money? Are there resources that are hard to find? Is
it the lifestyle they needed for survival while they were unsheltered and living on
the street? If people are concerned about drugs, let’s take that step back and
examine the various reasons for which people use drugs. Are there mental health
issues? Is there trauma in their past? Do they have an addiction? How can we help
the newly sheltered be successful? Again, rather than point out barriers and
problems, let’s see the humanity in people and identify solutions or ways to tear
these barriers down.
In conclusion, people become unsheltered for many reasons. Assuming that all
unsheltered people are drug addicts or criminals is a dangerous and unfair
stereotype. One of the residents and leaders of ABTC turned her former business
into a homeless shelter and was then evicted. She did not do drugs or commit
crimes; she did the right thing and lost everything. If the pandemic has taught us
nothing else, let it teach us that people need kindness, grace, and compassion
when they are most vulnerable, not the judgement of people with power and
privilege. Breslau, we are better than this. In the time you have lived here, surely
many of you have reached out to help a neighbour in need. Rather than push
ABTC away, let’s come together as the wonderful community we all boast about to
welcome these new residents and find ways to tear their barriers to success
down.
Sincerely,
Nicole Ronald
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-----Original Message----From: Joseph Fittante
Sent: May 31, 2021 2:58 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: ABTC Farm Proposal
I oppose the ABTC Farm motion as it stands. There is very little room for change. The motion that was foisted upon
us moves all existing residents to a rural area en masse. I would consider supporting a modified motion that takes
neighbours’ concerns in consideration.
As a neighbour, I would consider supporting a temporary lane, temporary building, temporary power supply and
temporary sanitation and water.
The present proposal is permanent withe little potential change made for the future. There is no Plan B with this
motion.
Gradation is necessary. Reduce initial numbers of residents to allow for adjustments and neighbourhood feedback.
Thirty fo forty residents moving in at once is an invitation for disaster.
An initial smaller scale has more of a chance of success. A neighbourhood advisory committee needs to be part of
any productive future for ABTC Farm.The present ABTC Farm proposal has not dealt with existing neighbours’
input and concerns.
Joe Fittante
Spitzig Road
Breslau, Ontario.
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From: Amy Amay
Sent: May 29, 2021 7:35 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Stop the Move of A Better Tent City to Woolwich
Dear Sandy Shantz,
The proposed relocation of ABTC to Spitzig Rd, North of Highway 7, is very disturbing. To begin, the
ABTC is to move directly next to a school and family oriented community.
This move will bring nothing other than terror, vandalism, destruction and crime that has never
before been seen in this family oriented community.
It will no longer be safe for our children to play outside or to go on a walk. There are no nearby
resources other than two plazas centred amongst family homes, which will be where the ABTC
homeless residents will loiter. It is guaranteed that there will be high rates of break-ins and theft as
these individuals are alcoholics and drug addicts that will go to any lengths necessary to support
their lifestyle. They do not need to be put on farm land in the middle of nowhere, with no resources
and form of transportation, located directly beside a school and family residences. How will they buy
food and bring it to themselves? It is impossible that they will be self sufficient based on their
addictive habits. They have no means of bettering themselves and improving their lives as they have
no opportunities here. The move to Spitzig Rd will do absolutely nothing other than enable them to
continue their way of life.
I am completely and utterly distraught at how the city has decided to handle this, especially without
consulting nearby residents as this will forever impact their safety and lives. Our lives as we know it
will change forever.
The move of ABTC is not beneficial for its residents, nor for the residents of the family oriented
communities of Breslau. It will only lead to the terror of the Breslau Community and greatly affect
the mental health of its residents. It has already caused great psychological distress on myself, my
family and my neighbours to say the least. I can no longer sleep at night knowing that soon I will not
be safe in my own home.
This is not beneficial to the residents of ‘A Better Tent City’, nor the residents of the family
communities of Breslau. This is only further enabling their lifestyle and encouraging them to
terrorize and break into nearby family homes.
I am greatly upset and disheartened with how the city does not care about the health and safety of
its residents. The mental health of Breslau residents has already deteriorated and will only continue
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to increasingly do so, as the safety of our families will be comprised.
The move of ABTC residents to the family oriented community of Breslau will only lead to:
-Increased crime rates that have never been seen before
-Break-ins in family homes
-Public defecation
-Litter composed of used needles and toiletries
-Soliciting of sexual services
-Sexual assault of children and residents of Breslau
The move of ‘A Better Tent City’ will lead to the complete destruction of Breslau.
Best regards,
Amy Turalija
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From: The Siddorns
Sent: May 31, 2021 7:24 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Relocation of Tent City
Good Morning,
We are writing to voice our concerns over the proposal to move Kitchener's Tent City to Woolwich.
Although the proposal has some good points, we feel that the location proposed is not right.
There are no resources here for them to access. No grocery store, mental/health care services, no
running water or hydro at the proposed site, zero public transportation. Extra foot traffic and bicycle
traffic along highway 7 is just not safe.
Once they have left the property, the first place they are going to stop will be the plaza in Breslau at
the corner of Fountain St and Hwy 7. My kids and many other kids in the community hang out there
and use the amenities there. This is first and foremost our biggest concern, due to the fact that many
of the tent city residents are struggling with mental health issues, drug addictions etc.
The residents of tent city need to have access to the proper amenities that support their lifestyle and
placing them outside the city with no access to public transportation is just setting them up for failure
and putting a safe community filled with children at risk.
Thank you.
Elizabeth and Allan Siddorn
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Dear Mayor S. Shantz and Councillor L Shantz
As our elected representatives we would like you to know our feelings on the
proposed relocation of the tent city for homeless people to Breslau next to
Woodland Christian School. We recognize the need for a safe, secure home for all
people. This concept for housing homeless people is a good one and requires our
support. The ideology of this concept is not in dispute. The proposed location is
what we are taking issue with.
The location off Hwy 7 and Spitzig road is in a pastoral, rural setting but is very
remote from the many conveniences and services that are available within an
urban setting. We are very uncomfortable about locating beside a school, in
spite of proposed supervision. We have lived in Maryhill for 50 years and raised 3
children in that time.  Without our own transportation, life out here would have
been impossible. The people living in this proposed village do not have the means
to own a car. A public transportation system for them to use does not exist. To
expect that they can use Hwy 7 to get to public transportation is unrealistic. Hwy
7 has very high traffic volume and the thought of biking/walking on that road is
terrifying at the best of times. There are no sidewalks or cross walks. It is most
unsafe. The access to supports for the variety of problems that have lead these
people to these circumstances is critical to their success.There is no safe injection
site for those dealing with drug addictions. Police and ambulance response times
are longer here than in the city. Our firemen are first response; but these are part
time positions not full time employees.
We feel that a further search for a location for this village is needed.
We hope you take our concerns into account while making your decision on this
matter.
Mary and Paul Kraemer
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Dear Ms.Shantz,
I don't know if this email is going to be read but I guess I have to have faith in our elected
officials.
I have been a resident of Maryhill for 42 years and although we love our little village, I for
one am not alone in feeling that we have always been the neglected little corner of
Woolwich township. We don't make much of a fuss when speeders through our village are
ignored, when our roads such as Notre Dame become so poorly maintained that cars are
being damaged or when requests for consideration to cancel the gravel pit seem to fall on
deaf ears.
However it has now come to the attention of our community that we are being asked to
solve a problem that clearly belongs to Kitchener/Waterloo and not Woolwich Township. I
am sure you are aware that there is a proposal coming to council on Tuesday, June 1st to
relocate a number of homeless individuals from Kitchener to a farmer's field near Woodland
Christian School. This sounds so preposterous that I can hardly believe it is even under
discussion.
I worked for Habitat for Humanity for five years and saw how meaningful it was for a family
to finally have the opportunity to live in a home of their own. Living in a field with no nearby
amenities, infrastructure like proper sanitation and public transit does not even come close
to what it would mean to an individual to have a proper place to live. This is not the solution
for these people.
Surely we can find a better solution than moving a tent city to this location. I know the
worries people have about safety, violence, drugs, property values etc but my main concern
is that this is beyond demeaning to these individuals and we must do better.
Please consider denying this proposal and force Kitchener/Waterloo to solve this problem in
a more humane and permanent way.
I guess the only way I will know if you have read this email is if you respond to my
concerns.
Thank you
Jan Neilson
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From: BARBARA SMART
Sent: May 29, 2021 8:34 PM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Woolwich Proposal for Homeless Relocation

Hello Mayor Shantz,
I oppose this idea very strongly.
Our community does not have the amenities or security/police presence that would be
needed for the proposed relocation of the tent city. The traffic is very busy along this
stretch of road and it would pose a danger to drivers at night and people walking
along the highway due to lack of sidewalks. It does not seem to me to be a good fit for
this in my opinion. Having a location beside a high school, when it is known that there
will be drug use is just asking for trouble for our children attending that school.
I strongly hope that the Township takes residents' views into account before allowing
this to proceed. I am disappointed to have heard of this on the local news, rather then
through any communication from the Township - it feels somewhat disingenuous and
very rushed.
I agree to my opinion being shared at next week's council meeting as required.
B. Smart
Hopewell Heights
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-------- Original message -------From: M Bowman
Date: 2021-05-31 3:39 p.m. (GMT-05:00)
To: Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: A better tent city
Hello Councillor Merlihan, I wanted to message you regarding the proposed location for the Better
Tent City. I am in support of this location. I have spoken with a number of people involved in this
work, and from what I understand, this location offers a variety of benefits and supports that work
well for these residents. I also understand that there has been some resistance to this proposed
location by some Woolwich residents. I can't say that I am surprised as this resistance is likely no
matter which location is proposed. I suspect there is likely no one location that will work perfectly
for every one. So I am writing you today to ask you to vote in support of some of our Region's more
vulnerable population. I struggle to hear resistance from those who have safe and secure housing,
denying the same to others in our community. I know the organizers behind A Better Tent City
welcome working with anyone, including elected officials, to make this a space that works well for
our entire community. Thank you.
------------------------------------Origin: https://www.woolwich.ca/en/township-services/Mayor-and-Council.aspx
-------------------------------------

259

May 31, 2021

Opposed to Tent City relocating to Woolwich Township
Council Members,
I fully oppose the proposal to relocate Tent City to the agricultural fields located on Spitzig Road in
Breslau. I do not disagree that the most vulnerable people in our community need the support from the
community, but moving them to Woolwich Township is not the answer. The area that you have
identified as a potential home for Tent City is not equipped with water or hydro. The people living there
will not have transportation or foot access to any of the amenities they will need to make them
successful in life. Having a high school and local neighborhood so close in proximity to the proposed
location for Tent City, is only another valid concern for opposing the relocation to Woolwich Township.
Thank you for your consideration in this matter and I urge you to reject the proposal.

Allison Silva
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From: T. Graff
Subject: Re: tiny homes coming to spitzig road?
Date: May 31, 2021 at 10:53:05 AM EDT
To: Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>

Hi Larry,
Can you please make aware the past actions of organizers to everyone who votes
on this at council.
They have repeatedly broken laws to further themselves. They were allowed by
organizer to stay illegally in corner store on water st kitchener. That caused a lot
of problems in the area. It was often in the news (jan2020) They had lots of notice
told to stop and ended up evicted. Not easily either by sherriff and wrps. Then
location broken into damaged after. They moved from there over to lot42
illegally against city laws etc. Not until the city had its hands tied did they make a
1 yr agreement. They have no respect for our laws and due process. They have
also lied to us neighbors they came door to door to see. They say one thing and
then we see the paperwork online from them. Point is we can not even trust the
organizers words before they even start and that is proven.
Thanks T. Graff
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From: D. Greydanus
Sent: May 31, 2021 6:17 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject:
My children attend Woodland High School. The idea of a tent city of know drug addicts and persons
who suffer from mental illness scares me. I think it is wrong to put this group of people next to a
high school exposing teenagers to drugs and sex trade. Would this settlement be allowed next to a
public or Catholic school. Why are my children less important then other teens.

262

From: K. Gadke
Sent: June 1, 2021 12:30 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Written Submission for ABTC Proposal
My name is Kathy Gadke and I am a resident of Breslau opposed to the new ABTC proposal.
As a frontline healthcare provider my awareness of the gaps in the mental health and addiction
supports in our surrounding communities is heightened. Programs like ABTC are steps in the right
direction, but if they aren't implemented in a thoughtful and well resourced manner they will not
close those gaps, but just serve to make people feel like progress is being made.
My opposition isn't to the ABTC program, but to the proposed location. This location is lacking
access to basic amenities, public transportation, and medical facilities.
Let me start with transportation. I've heard several arguments that many ABTC residents own
bicycles and could cycle to the nearest bus stop. To suggest this is a safe alternative to access public
transportation is outrageous. A quick internet search revealed that 40% of collisions involving
cyclists occured while cycling on a roadway (Region of Waterloo 2018 Collision Report). I've lived in
Breslau for 9 years and can recall several reports of accidents and even casualties involving cyclists
on that stretch of highway; yes it's a highway, especially in that area. We are expecting people with
no other option to risk their lives to get to a doctor or a grocery store on a daily basis.
Second, medical facilities. All surrounding hospitals are an average 16 minute car ride from the
proposed location; a 40-60 minute bike ride in case you were curious. We cannot shy away from the
fact the the residents of ABTC are among our more vulnerable and may require medical care on a
more regular and urgent basis.
Woolwich Township, including Breslau, is a thriving and growing suburban community. We are
packed with young families, schools and residential developments, but we lack any of the resources
needed to help those relying on ABTC to get back on their feet. We don't have a food bank, acute
mental health supports, addiction support programs or even a grocery store nearby. This proposed
location for ABTC gives off an "out of sight, out of mind" vibe. This doesn't seem like the best
approach to supporting a vulnerable population that needs to be seen and heard in order to be
helped.
Thank you.
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From: Kurtis Gadke
Sent: June 1, 2021 12:07 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Written submission regarding ABTC site proposal
My name is Kurtis Gadke and I am a resident of Woolwich Township opposed to the new ABTC
proposal.
I have seen firsthand the effect of having a homeless shelter near a high school when I attended St.
Mary’s Catholic High School in downtown Kitchener from 1997-2001. Being interrupted, harassed, or
solicited as we were going between campuses was an everyday occurrence and often during classes
we had to stop to deal with residents of the shelter if the classroom was on a ground floor with
windows. The only things mitigating the situation then were constant police presence and the many
volunteers who helped provide services to the residents.
There are no police on patrol near the new location.
How will the volunteers get to the proposed location with no reasonable way to walk or bike there?
At St. Mary’s most of the volunteers were residents of downtown Kitchener who were able to help
due to their close proximity.
I have much experience dealing with residents of the Cambridge Shelter Corporation (aka ‘The
Bridges’) who have overdosed, started a fire to keep warm, or set up a camp in the bushes around
the city. The Bridges has 64 beds last time I checked.
One fire station and one ambulance have almost all their calls to the Bridges 24/7, not including the
many calls for their residents who disperse all over the city. Police are constantly present at and near
The Bridges.
Who is responsible for needle cleanup for the new shelter? The many trails around the river will be
quickly littered with drug camps during these warmer months and will be expensive to clean up. It
will be almost impossible to get all the syringes.
Lastly, who will respond to the many inevitable pedestrian and bicycle collisions on Hwy 7? As these
residents head back into Kitchener, hopefully toward the nearest Consumption and Treatment
Services site on Duke St. they will need to travel nearly 2 hours on foot.
This site is not right for the homeless.

Please let me know what to do next if this is the wrong procedure/format.
Thanks in advance for your help.
Kurtis Gadke
Concerned Woolwich Resident

265

From: T. Duldhardt
Sent: May 31, 2021 11:11 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Cc: sshantz <sshantz@regionofwaterloo.ca>
Subject: A better tent city

Dear Woolwich Council,
There has been tremendous response following the announcement of the presentation to
council from the ABTC. I have lived in the Hopewell Heights subdivision since 2009. I also
teach at St. John's-Kilmarnock School in Breslau and have since 2001. I am quite dismayed at
how quickly those in the Breslau community have been to judge the proposal put forth from
ABTC.
I find it shocking that a group of people feel they have a right to decide what is best for the
residents of the tent city and what they need and do not need with respect to housing. I have
read the comments on Facebook in the Breslau Community Group and received the flyer at
my front door advising me to sign a petition and share my objections with council. In my
opinion, fear and exclusivity are behind these words and actions.
I believe that as a taxpayer in Woolwich, I have the right to a voice in my vote for council. I
believe that once elected, our council will take the time to objectively consider each matter
that is brought before them. I hope that council will make decisions based on the evidence
presented. I hope that council will be open-minded in hearing the facts and not swayed by peer
pressure and fear mongering.
I believe that the residents of ABTC and those who work with these community members
know best what they need in terms of support and resources as they seek to relocate their
community. I have not lived their life, so to suggest that I know why a site on Spitzig may or
may not be suitable for them is wrong. Have we not learned from past and present history that
one group of people is ill-equipped to make decisions on behalf of another?
I do not propose to know how council should respond to the presentation by ABTC. I do hope
that they will proceed courageously to hear the facts and make a decision that they feel will
best support this marginalized community. This may or may not involve the property on
Spitzig, but I hope that the decision will not be made out of fear. Whether it be the fear of the
ABTC community themselves, the fear instilled by neighbouring individuals, or the fear of
reprisal from a community of intolerant electorates...I hope that the council will listen openmindedly and decide impartially, as we have entrusted them to do.
Thank you for your service to our community.
Tracey Duldhardt

266

From: Rachel Ellerman
Sent: May 31, 2021 10:40 PM
To: Sandy Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Valrie Hummel
<vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Tiny Homes Community - Relocation to Breslau
Good evening Mayor Shantz and Woolwich Council,
I am writing to voice my concern and opposition to the Tiny Homes Community proposed on Spitzig
Road in Breslau and wish for my correspondence to be included as a written submission for record.
While in principle I support the concept of the Tiny Home Community and the positive work they
have accomplished through the previous location at Lot 42, I think relocating this community to rural
Breslau is a mistake. As you are aware, Breslau lacks the amenities such as access to food, clothing
and transportation linkages which are critical to support the Tiny Homes Community. The residents
of this community require access to public services and programming typically located in urban
cores. Sending these residents to a rural community disconnects them from the very services they
need to improve.
I have reviewed the information material provided by the Tiny Homes organizers in advance of their
presentation to council on June 1 and have found that some very important planning and technical
information has been overlooked.
The lands proposed to support this community are located in an area currently zoned for agricultural
activities and do not have the services required to support residential use. The Tiny Homes
Community Organizers have indicated that the lands on Spitzig Road will have hydro, and private
water/wastewater amenities provided to support the residents, however, has there been any study
into the impact of these services? Installing a septic bed large enough to support this community
directly adjacent to farm land will have implications.
Further, the approvals necessary to rezone the lands residential and construct the private water and
wastewater are not obtained overnight, these will take months to receive approval. However, the
Tiny Homes organizers have indicated that the residents will be moved to Spitzig Road at the end of
June, how will this timeframe be met? Is there an interim condition for the management of
water/wastewater and hydro needs on site? Typically this would be achieved via trucking water to
the area, providing temporary toilets in the form of port-o-potty’s and generators for power. Have
these approvals and interim costs been taken into consideration? It appears they have not.
I ask that Woolwich Council vote to oppose the proposal to relocate the Tiny Homes Community to
Breslau.

267

Rachel Ellerman
Breslau
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From: veronica baccus
Sent: May 31, 2021 10:35 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: Proposal to move tent city to Breslau
To whom it may concern,

My name is Veronica Baccus and I have been a resident of Breslau for almost 4 years. Prior to
moving here, my husband and I researched and learned the area for months in preparation to
buy our forever home here. We have 2 young children ages 8 and 10 and the 4 of us love living
in Breslau. We love that we don't see city buses passing through constantly. We love that we
can go out for walks and bike rides and feel safe in our community. As parents, my husband
and I love that we feel comfortable enough to allow our children to play outside on their own.
We love all of these things but we also paid for these things. As I'm sure you are aware, homes
/ property in Breslau are at a premium but we were more than willing to pay that in order to
feel safe and happy.
The proposal of tent city setting up tiny homes in Breslau would change things very much.
With a community of homeless people with drug addictions and mental health issues (stated in the
proposal) potentially moving into town, the current residents of Breslau will no longer be able to feel
safe in our own communities. The majority of the current residents have young children. This
proposed location is both too close to a highschool where the safety of students and staff would be
compromised with unstable/ unpredictable people in such close proximity as well as the danger of
potential drugs/ drug paraphernalia around and also walking/ biking distance from Hopewell heights
where young families live. That is not safe! Also, Hopewell heights has a small strip with restaurants
and a few small businesses. Will there be a greater police presence in the area to deter theft /
panhandling/ loitering? Breslau has been experiencing an increase in vehicle break- ins over the last
12-24 months and we already have a hard enough time getting a police presence here for that.

This is a poor choice of location for multiple reasons.
The lack of necessities for the homeless in a field is not conducive to a comfortable residence for
them. They are not being set up to succeed or better their lives here. While they are walking/biking
distance to our homes where our safety would be compromised, they would be too far logistically
for job interviews/ entertainment/ to see family with no bus route. This would make mental health
issues even worse for these people as they would be 'stuck' on the property. Breslau residents have
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chosen to live here, in part, because we enjoy not having city busses constantly driving through. We
would like it to stay that way.
If they do try to leave, the close proximity to the highway is a major concern for the homeless and
drivers alike as in order to leave the feild, they will need to access the highway by foot or bicycle.
That highway is used very much like the 401 and would be highly dangerous.
The hospital is also a long way away and with drug addictions and mental health issues, this seems
like a recipe for disaster. How quick will emergency services be able to get to these people in case of
an overdose or suicide attempt?
This 'plan' seems very much like Kitchener is trying to hide and seclude the homeless community
from view and they are just being thrown in Breslau. It does not seem to be well thought out at all
and would not be enriching the lives of the homeless community.
With the majority of the funds accumulated by the township from residents of Breslau going to
repairs and amenities in Elmira, perhaps they could find property in Elmira for these people. If they
really intend on having the homeless farming to earn wages to accommodate them in the tiny
homes, surely Elmira has more agricultural land to tend to than we do here.
In the interest of the homeless community as well as the Breslau residents, a new location is a must.
We do not want this.
Sincerely,
Veronica Baccus
Breslau resident
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From: Beisan Zubi >
Sent: June 1, 2021 8:11 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: ABTC Proposal
My name is Beisan Zubi and I am the NDP Candidate in Kitchener Centre, where A Better Tent City
currently sits on the southern border, and a former candidate for Waterloo Regional Council, where I
stood as an advocate for affordable housing and innovative public policies.
I can't speak strongly enough for the need for us as an entire region to come together and see how
we all play a part in addressing and transforming harmful systems all around us, and recognizing how
they're connected. A Better Tent City intersects where a lot of us feel uncomfortable going,
addressing the truths of chronic homelessness and poverty, and all the health and social and
economic barriers that come from being in that position, but it's not an 'urban' or 'rural' issue, a
Kitchener or Woolwich issue-- it's a human beings issue. It's about how all of us come together to
place the most vulnerable people at the core of our decision-making process and go from there-- we
do this by listening to them, centering their voices and needs, coming together as a community to
create care and support around them so that all of us can enjoy the benefits of our collective
success-- this is the simplest formula for a stronger community, that we are only as strong as our
most vulnerable members.
I hope when we as a community discuss this and all other housing issues that come up often that we
remember one very important fact: housing is a human right, and we must protect it like all other
rights. It is a crisis for all of us to take part in fixing, and projects like ABTC are a unicorn in a very
complex issue: a clear win that provides so much opportunity and security to vulnerable people.
Let's keep reframing the discussion.

Beisan Zubi (she/her)
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-----Original Message----From: S. Monk
Sent: May 31, 2021 7:28 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Proposal in Breslau
Good evening,
I am a resident of Breslau, and I would like to express concern regarding the proposed homeless community (tiny
houses/tent city).
The reason I moved to Woolwich, specifically Breslau, was to raise my family in a safe, family friendly community.
I am sure you can appreciate that.
I am very concerned about the proposal to relocate homeless people to Breslau. I think it is a bad idea for Breslau
and the homeless. It is bad for Breslau, because there will be increased risks associated with a homeless community,
including crime and disease. I am very sympathetic towards the challenges of the homeless, but the reality is that
these challenges include mental illness and disease. With nowhere else to go, I would expect crime and public health
issues to increase. Furthermore, to propose this during a pandemic seems preposterous.
The fact that these individuals have these challenges means that they require support and services. Breslau does not
offer these services. Breslau does not even have a bus line. It is not a community equipped to support the homeless.
Thank you for your time, and I hope to hear from you.
Thank you,
Shirley Monk
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From: P. Graff
Sent: May 31, 2021 8:37 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: tent city
I oppose the moving of tent city to wolfish farmland and close to a high school
I am sure the principal did not ask the parents if they would be OK with this
There are no services there for them and the winter would be just awful for them as they would be
stuck out there. Even if someone would come and drive them into town in the winter this is not a for
sure solution as you cannot count of drivers for this purpose
The tent city would be close to houses and families and with the new housing coming toward wolfish
on Victoria street this would not be a good idea. They say farmland but there is housing close by
I realize that the man who started the tent city has passed away but it should not be up to the city or
township to be responsible for the tent city
They need a place closer to the city
Someplace that is safe to bike not on highway 7 with their busy traffic. How could this even be safe
for them
The tent city is also a dump. That is a choice that is made by the people who live there as they could
certainly clean up after themselves and keep their place much neater
This is my opinion and thought I just needed to share it and oppose the tent city in your city
Mrs graff
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From: David Hopkins
Sent: May 31, 2021 8:38 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Written Submission for June 1 2020 Council Meeting
Dear Members of Woolwich Council,
I am writing in support of the A Better Tent City project and the planned relocation to property in
Breslau. This community at Lot 42 provides accessible, low-barrier housing to people who have very
limited sheltering options.
Our existing housing sector is systematically excluding a growing proportion of our population by
increasing rents and purchase prices beyond what people with limited income can afford. According
to data from Statistics Canada the mean rent for a 1-bedroom apartment in Waterloo Region is
$1084[1]. This figure is partly dampened due to rent control in existing leases; for people attempting
to rent apartments today the market cost is much higher. Total monthly income for single Ontario
Works recipients is only $733[2], leaving a $351 monthly deficit before any other costs such as food.
Local waiting lists for affordable housing are more than 7 years[3]. This problem is getting worse as
rents increase, social assistance and wages stagnate, and minimal affordable housing is being built.
Our emergency shelter presents similar problems to people without housing. Our shelters are
staffed by incredible, caring people but certainly have challenges with violence, theft, overcrowding,
and many other problems. Many people do not feel safe in shelters, and for some they are not
available as an option due to mental health, addiction, or other issues. This leaves people with no
indoor shelter options. Encampments can provide some relative safety and community but have
many other challenges with safety issues, frequent relocation, and access to services and supports. A
Better Tent City fills a gap in our broken system. It is a safe community. It is a place where people
without alternatives can be cared for and make steps towards their own health, well-being, and
housing. As described there is food, healthcare compassionate volunteers, and many other supports.
I personally live in Kitchener very near to Lot 42 where A Better Tent City is currently hosted.
Similarly to many of the concerned Woolwich residents writing in, I also have children and
appreciate living in a safe community. Myself and my family have seen no negative impacts from this
community. As included in the report to council the organizers have identified several risks and
opportunities for this move. They have clearly considered how to manage the impact to the
community. I’m sure they would be happy to engage further with the community on how to
integrate these vulnerable people into Woolwich. One of the most helpful things that Woolwich
Residents could do to help mitigate the effects of homelessness would be to advocate for the
creation of more permanent affordable housing.
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Please support A Better Tent City in any way possible in their work to support the vulnerable people
of Waterloo Region. Please do not participate in the exclusion of our community members from
housing, healthcare, and social support.
Sincerely,
David Hopkins
[1] https://www150.statcan.gc.ca/t1/tbl1/en/tv.action?

pid=3410013301&pickMembers%5B0%5D=1.92&pickMembers%5B1%5D=3.2&cubeTimeFrame.star
tYear=2020&cubeTimeFrame.endYear=2020&referencePeriods=20200101%2C20200101
[2] http://incomesecurity.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Oct-2020-OW-and-ODSP-rates-and-

OCB-EN_-1.pdf

[3] https://www.waterloo.ca/en/government/resources/Documents/Cityadministration/Housing-

Need-and-Demand-Analysis.pdf Page 40
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From: Becky Verdun
Sent: May 31, 2021 10:28 PM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>; Patrick Merlihan <PMerlihan@woolwich.ca>; Sandy
Shantz <SShantz@woolwich.ca>; Larry Shantz <LShantz@woolwich.ca>; Murray Martin
<MMartin@woolwich.ca>; Fred Redekop <FRedekop@woolwich.ca>; Scott McMillan
<SMcMillan@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Support for A Better Tent City
Dear members of Woolwich Council,
I am writing today in support of the proposed relocation of “A Better Tent City” (ABTC) to Breslau.
Please include this in the official record.
The ABTC community has provided shelter, safety, and a sense of belonging to some of our most
vulnerable and marginalized neighbours. Many people who haven't felt safe or comfortable in the
Region's emergency shelter system for a variety of reasons are doing much better in ABTC, and have
found it to be a place of hope, healing, and real community, and perhaps their first real home in
decades [1] [2].
I know many people are concerned about safety for their families, but I believe this concern is
misplaced. I currently live near downtown Kitchener, very close to several facilities for people who
are experiencing challenges with mental health and addictions, mere blocks from the Supervised
Consumption Site and St. John’s Kitchen, and my family and I do not experience any negative
repercussions. In my neighbourhood, children play freely, ride their bikes and leave them on their
lawns, walk to the corner-store, and all the other activities that some Breslau residents are
concerned will not be possible if ABTC moves to their community.
Along with many Breslau residents, I have some questions about the lack of amenities and
transportation in the proposed location, but I also know that the leaders, residents, partners, and
funders of ABTC are some of the most creative, resourceful, and dedicated people in our Region! If
they think that this is a viable project and can be done, and have chosen this location with careful
thought, I trust that they know what they are doing and they should be given the chance to see what
will come to fruition. All our fellow citizens should have the right to move to the location of their
choosing. It is clear from their report to council that they have identified many risks and
opportunities for this proposal, and are committed to working with the community to manage
these.
Finally, when it comes to the issue of homelessness and affordable housing, we can all agree that
this is a huge issue in the Waterloo Region. Local waitlists for affordable housing are over 7 years.
Housing prices in the Region continue to increase, while social assistance rates remain static and are
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nowhere near sufficient (a single person on Ontario Works receives only $733 monthly [3] - none of
us could live on that!) It is imperative that all of us in the Waterloo Region work to make this a better
community for all of our neighbours. I believe that our advocacy should be directed to calling on
regional, provincial, and federal governments to allocate more funding and create more permanent
affordable housing as well as robust mental health and addictions services.
I ask you to support A Better Tent City in their proposal, so that our most vulnerable neighbours can
live in a safe place of their choosing.
Thank you,
Becky Verdun
[1] https://www.catholicregister.org/item/32368-tiny-homes-project-houses-homeless
[2] https://www.kwcf.ca/news/abtc
[3] http://incomesecurity.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/10/Oct-2020-OW-and-ODSP-rates-andOCB-EN_-1.pdf
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From: Shelby Standring
Sent: June 1, 2021 9:33 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: Re: FW: [EXT] A Better tent city
Hi there,
Thank you for the chance to provide my feedback and experience with ABTC. I have been preparing
meals for delivery to ABTC sporadically for the past year. I have even had the opportunity to cook
onsite once before. I can say first hand that the work ABTC is doing is so amazing. The staff and
volunteer team are so loving and gracious to the residents while holding them accountable to be
contributing members of society. I can see the good that place is doing. Providing a warm, welcome
home for these people. Showing them love in the form of food, friendship, safety. It is
immeasurable. Everyone needs a hand in this world we're living in. I am proud to be part of a team
helping these individuals.
I haven't been close enough to the residents to say I have seen firsthand change but I do not doubt
for a moment that they are in a better place, making progress each day because they have a place to
call home and a community to support them.
It pains me to think that they may be homeless once again. With that, I would appeal to the
township to provide grace and mercy to these people. Who are just like you and I but have possibly
just been dealt a tougher hand. Please let them find home in your township and give them a hand.
Thank you,
Shelby
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June 2, 2021
To the members of the Woolwich Township Council: Re: the proposal for A Better Tent City
Farm.
Good morning!
My name is Brenda (McKee) Luscott. I grew up in Elmira and presently live in St. Jacobs, having
lived in Woolwich Township most of my life. My father and his twin brother were the founders
of McKee Bros. Ltd., an Elmira company that manufactured and sold farm equipment back in
the 1940s, 50s and 60s. and at one time employed as many as 200 people from Elmira and the
surrounding area.
My family, as well as myself, have always been committed to supporting Woolwich Township
Council's endeavours to serve their constituents in the most inclusive way possible. Hence, my
interest in this proposed project to shelter the homeless. I am also interested from a personal
perspective, because I am the mother of a formerly homeless son, who sadly passed away 4
years ago. My hope is that his story will help put to rest some of the fears that some residents
have expressed about this project.
My son, Colin, was born and raised in Elmira. He was always a bright, articulate and creative
boy, but certainly had his share of struggles growing up. An illness at 10 months stunted his
growth, and because of his small stature, he was babied by the girls and often bullied by the
boys at his public school. This had a profound impact on his self image. Then, at the tender age
of eight, he lost his beloved dad to a heart attack. Too young to understand how to deal with
his pain and grief, he buried it deep within himself for more than two decades. In his thirties,
Colin was also formally diagnosed with bi-polar disorder (formerly known as manic depression),
something that I had suspected for many years.
Colin began exhibiting some disturbing behaviours in his mid teens, no doubt precipitated by
unresolved grief and depression. He started drinking and very soon alcohol took over his life.
Despite his struggles, though, he graduated from highschool and went on to earn two college
diplomas, making the Dean's honour list both times! (Proud mom moments, for sure!) After
college, he landed a good job in his field, married his sweetheart of several years, and fathered
two beautiful children.
For a time, life was good in Colin's household, but sadly, it didn't stay that way for very long.
The stresses of work and family eventually became too much for him to handle and he started
drinking again. From that point on, his life quickly began to unravel. He lost his job, and
soonafter, his wife took the kids and left him. Naturally, he was devastated! Was this his
wakeup call to finally get the help he needed? I hoped so, because I had already made the
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difficult choice of "letting go and letting God". Fighting his battles for him over the years had
taken a huge toll on my own mental health. I just couldn't do it anymore.
Not surprising, it wasn't long before Colin ended up on the streets, living rough, as it were. We
had very little contact during those three long, agonizing years, until one day, a mutual friend
arranged for him to meet me for coffee. It turned out to be a major turning point in our
relationship.
Why am I telling you all of this? Well, for one thing, I hope that my son's story helps you see
that homeless people do not necessarily fit the stereotypes.This was my son, my only child,
whom I loved with all my heart, not some "lazy drug addict" panhandling on the streets, as
many would choose to believe. People come to homelessness for a whole variety of reasons. It
is not right to paint them all with the same brush! Most of them are just people down on their
luck, who now find themselves living in precarious circumstances. And with the current
pandemic, I am afraid there will be a lot more who will end up just a paycheck away from
homelessness. It could happen to any one of us at some point in our lives.
Secondly, I wanted all of you to know that when we finally reconnected, my son was a changed
person. He had a renewed sense of purpose for his life, his self esteem had never been higher,
and he was doing really good work in the community on behalf of his homeless friends.
From his lived experience, Colin had learned first hand that most street people are kind,
generous and supportive human beings who, for a whole range of unfortunate circumstances,
have ended up with no place to live. Their stories are often heartbreaking, many having
suffered rejection, abuse and violence from a very early age. He realised that he had been one
of the lucky ones, having grown up in a caring environment.
Another thing the street had taught him was that without considering oneself to be worthy,
without having supportive people in one's corner, or a sense of purpose for one's life, it is next
to impossible for positive change to happen. To tell the homeless that they should just "pull
themselves up by their bootstraps" is another derogatory phrase assigned to the homeless.
Until you truly understand what happened that put them on the streets in the first place, you
would be best to not make assumptions or pass judgement.
Thanks to the social supports available in our region, Colin was eventually able to find stable
housing, and finally got the help he needed to begin turning his life around. As his mom, I will
be forever indebted to the people who saw his potential and drew him into the fold; people like
Joe and Stephanie Mancini, Michael Brown, Lynn McCauley, and the many other social workers
and counsellors who helped him along the way. With their encouragement, he was able to
continue his good work during the seven years he lived at SHOW (a supportive housing
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apartment building in Waterloo), a project similar in many respects to the one being proposed
tonight.
As a frequent visitor at SHOW, I can tell you that the folks living there are not to be feared.
Though sceptical at first, they made me feel very much at home in their community. I felt very
safe there.The staff, as well, were incredibly supportive of both my son and I, especially during
his lengthy illness and death.
At the outset, people living in the neighbourhood near the SHOW building were worried about
the impact of this population living on their doorstep, but their concerns were soon put to rest.
SHOW turned out to be a very good neighbour, as well as a friendly and welcoming community.
Would I endorse the Better Tent City farm initiative? In a heartbeat! Would I do the same if it
were being built in my own back yard. Absolutely! The people in charge of this project have
spent their lives helping to get people off the streets and back on a good path.Their collective
experience in this work is phenomenal! Having carefully read the proposal, it is obvious that the
committee have thoroughly addressed most, if not all, the possible issues that might arise
Knowing the expertise and compassion behind this project, I believe that it will do everything
the organizers hope for and more. I also believe that it will enrich the neighbourhood, rather
than detract from it in any way. Without knowing the stories of homeless people in our midst,
there is little understanding. Without understanding, there is only fear and mistrust. It doesn't
have to be that way! Like my son, these people deserve a fresh start in life, and with the benefit
of a caring community, many like him will have a chance to find purpose and fulfillment as they
move forward in their lives.
I know that this is a rather lengthy submission, but I do hope it will resonate with enough of you
that you will consider sharing at least some of my story with those who oppose this
development. It may help to alleviate some of their concerns. I will be watching the live stream
tonight, and hope that the meeting goes well. Thanks very much for letting me speak to this
proposal.
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At Better Tent City

My name is Carolyn Israel and I live with my husband Howard on Spitzig Road in
Breslau. We moved here from the city, 21 years ago.
Until less than 1 year ago many or all of us had never heard of “A Better Tent
City!” So what is it, I asked myself. In order to best consider this proposal from
the Collective Leadership Team, I felt I had to do some research. I had to see for
myself what ABTC actually was and talk to the residents that we were so quick to
“think we know.” My husband and I took a drive to the current location on Ardelt
Ave. Upon arriving we saw at least 6 rows of 6 tiny colourful homes and may
people going about their business in an around their houses. (Later we
discovered there were 50 homes)
I was fortunate to meet Nadine Green, the site co-ordinator who lives on site in
her own tiny home. When I introduced myself and explained the reason for my
visit, she welcomed me to take a tour of the property and introduced me to
several residents and there dogs. A few tenants opened their doors for me to see
inside their tiny home – very proud of it.
There is a trailer for laundry and showers, a store for necessities, and a large
common area for dinning and socializing. In the back of the common area, in a
garage type space there are 5 or 6 tents set up with people living in them, waiting
for a home to become available or built for them. Until then they say they are
safe, out of the cold of the outdoors and I quote “it is better than living under a
bridge.”
When I asked each one I met, how they felt about a move to Breslau, their
answers were each a bit different and some surprising. Here they are1. If it means I get my own house, I’ll go.
2. Anything is better than being on the street.
3. We will make it work.
4. Should be good.
5. Well, I don’t drive, so I am a bit concerned about that.
6. I just heard about a move to Breslau today, so I have to think about it.
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Each resident had a story to tell, a look in their eyes and an expression on their
face that was like no other. Their needs ae high: some are served, some not.
So do I think that the move to Breslau is wise for this community?
It is because I saw the ABTC location and appearance and because I was able to
chat with the residents and see some of their needs and because I could put some
names to face that I say this.
We can do better for them. Breslau is not the place for this establishment. It is
unfair and irresponsible to put 50 people in the middle of a large field, away from
all the amenities that they are used to and need to survive. It is unkind to keep
them from groceries, coffee shops, pharmacies etc. It is wrong t keep them from
their families who don’t drive and cannot make it to Breslau to visit with them.
It is unsafe for them to walk on dark gravel roads with no sidewalks or walk down
a 4 lane highway just to get out to socialize or visit loved ones. How can we
rehabilitate them, if they can’t get to a job interview much less a job?
I encourage each of you to “take a drive” to Ardelt Ave. and meet these people.
They are trying to make a better life for themselves. We owe it to them to help
out.
Waterloo Region, don’t take the “free land option” just because it is. You can do
better for this community and you must.
They deserve it.
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From: Michelle Mortensen
Sent: June 1, 2021 11:07 AM
To: Valrie Hummel <vhummel@woolwich.ca>
Subject: ABTC-Written submission
Hello,
My name is Michelle Mortensen, I have been an active volunteer at ABTC currently located at
LOT42. In the past year, there have been many positive changes in the residents and I wanted to
take a moment to share some of the ways that I have been impacted as well.
In the beginning, it took a while to build trust, many of the residents of ABTC were used to people
abandoning them and not providing the support they promised. It is easy to take an interest in
someone until they disappoint. The path to healing takes time. With consistent visits, conversations
and heart to heart chats, the life I once lived has changed significantly for the better. I have been
providing Sunday dinners with other volunteers funded by multiple community supporters including
my place of employment. At those dinners, I bring my scissors and clippers to provide them with a
fresh haircut. They love when we have the time together to chat without interruption. Alongside me
is a great team of volunteers including my husband, children and their friends. The impact it has had
on all of us is life changing. Hearts have softened. My teenagers now think of ways to better the
lives of those they have met and connected with. Whether it is finding neat skateboard grip tape for
one or fun stickers for another. When donations come in, they automatically know who would like to
receive it.
A few of the residents have been hired to do yard clean up at my home on a weekly basis, one is
anxious to start doing my housecleaning next week once my renovations are completed. They
interact with my neighbours and one man who is a boxing champion even took time to show my 6
year old nephew how to throw the perfect jab as he is keen on learning how to box. It was the
highlight of my nephew’s day.
With support of a local business, we were able to ensure that the residents have brand new glasses
and current eye exams on file. This resulted in one of the residents to be scheduled for surgery as
her eyesight had deteriorated from not being able to schedule appointments prior to being at ABTC.
Additionally, myself and another volunteer take a night of the week to deliver over 60 meals to those
sleeping rough or temporarily housed in hotels. Many of the ABTC residents have loved coming
along as they feel compelled to give back and help those who are in a tougher place.
I am not afraid, residents at ABTC are not to be feared. They have soft hearts that have been
broken throughout their lives and are looking for a way to better themselves with the support and
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love of those who refuse to quit on them. I am available to them for many needs, many volunteers
are happy to assist in any way to ensure this is a successful transition.
If it weren’t for the time spent getting to know each one of these residents, I would not know the
great impact of compassion and kindness that can turn around someone’s life in the short span of a
year. Even those who slept through multiple winters in the elements. Security and safety, the love of
their chosen family and support of volunteers makes such a difference.
Hearing one of the residents say “thank you for doing what you said you would” really hit home. SO
many empty promises are made and very little follow through. My heart is full.
Thank you for your time,

Michelle Mortensen
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I would like to make a few comments/concerns regarding the tent city project potentially moving
to Spitzig Rd in Woolwich Township. I own farmland next to this proposed location
- it seems like the City of Kitchener is encouraging the Township of Woolwich to approve this
project ASAP due to the fact that the tent city has to be moved from its current location
-this site proposed on Spitzig Rd is a productive agriculture zoned field which has already been
planted into a soybean crop for 2021. There is a current land lease agreement for 2021.
-if this project was to be approved how would the residents of the tent city react to manure and
pesticide applications happening on our property within very close proximity to this proposed
location?
-has ABTC thought of significant rainfall events as to how much of an issue this might be with
mud and problems with flooding? We have witnessed pools of water in the proposed location
-this type of project needs to have transportation and other services (grocery store, emergency
response) in close proximity- this location does not provide that
-the ABTC claims the residents of this facility could ride their bicycle (spring/summer/fall) from
Spitzig rd to HWY 7 then proceed approx 2 kilometres to get to the nearest bus stop. How
about the winter months? Hwy 7 is an extremely busy 4 lane highway so there would be safety
risks encouraging people to do so
-Spitzig Rd is not a good location for this project so hopefully the ABTC can find a more
suitable location. If council is in favour of this proposal maybe Elmira would be a more suitable
location for this project?
Thanks for listening to my comments and concerns
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Recipient:

Mayor Sandy Shantz of the Township of Woolwich

Letter:

Greetings,
Stop Woolwich tent city proposal
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Signatures
Name

Location

Date

Kristina Markovinovic

Canada

2021-05-29

Kristina Markovinovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Joshua Freiburger

Canada

2021-05-29

Cheryl Shushack

Moncton, Canada

2021-05-29

Ilse Wyszomierska

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amanda Turner

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Margaret Sousa

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Enida Selimovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristen Massel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Horsfall

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasmina Cabric

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Veronica Baccus

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Whitehead

Norwich, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarolta Laferriere

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Khaalid Baccus

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melvid Cabric

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Freij

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sabrina Warren

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mark Van Eykeren

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alex Valee

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Mitchell Camerom

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Ostofe

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracy Camacho

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Jaime Hopkins

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Cody Southern

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrew Robinson

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Julie Robinson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jamie Muter

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Scott Douglas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katina Kavadas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nicolas Freij

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lindsay Kolb

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sabrina Karley

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy Van Aarsen

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sara Borutski

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Merle Shoemaker

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Thomas Hartman

Bridgeport, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brandon Karley

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kyle Kraemer

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shawn Turner

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Tamara Poechman

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Marina Divkovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Matt Lamarche

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrei Burean

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Charles Zeidler

Brelsau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rone Rattana

Embro, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jason Laferriere

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jessica Hamblin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Derek Janzen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mladenka Erak

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Patricia Cox

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Jenn Idzik

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeffrey Pereira

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maynard Lanting

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Steve Deveaux

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Ivan Divkovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eryn Koncir

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nayiri Minassian

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ivanka Vukovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Allison Reardon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristi Hadzic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Annie Minassian

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Dave Maurer

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sladana Vlaco-Mrsic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Date

Kimberly Culkin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rada Divkovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ralph Banjari

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Lara Momejian

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Fraser

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Zoran Divkovic

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eline Sward

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Daisy Uppal

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Leon M

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristen Bast

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Allyson Dasilva

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Richelle Kruisselbrink

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Janzen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melanie Bryant

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Greg Kempel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristen Baskerville

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Paula Bijowski

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Laurie Weyers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nizama Hodzic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Spencer Thompson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Kirby

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Kihut

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Melanie Shantz

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shane Chisholm

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David Giacomazzi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Marie-Eve Paiement

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Fred Higgins

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherry Kihut

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Aleksandra Pejic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Juli Oitment

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Joanna Anisko

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maria Maurer

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michelle Allen

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Jason Wiles

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sheryl Gohl

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeff Myers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

António Homes

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maja Drempetic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Gilbert

Woolwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ryan Schuett

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Donny Bijowski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

James Sommerville

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tyler Nevius

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katie Eatemadzadeh

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Leah Chanthalavongsaa

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Smart

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lindsay Stewart

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Julie Martin

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Krista Douglas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jon Fraser

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ana Willows

BRESLAU, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Leanne Predote

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Leona Gimbel

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Steph DEttorre

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Veronika Anisko

Uxbridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracy Brown

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Anna Enerio

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Florian Seger

Pittsford, New York, US

2021-05-29

karen kron

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrew Gobran

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nicole Beach

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sonya Lyon

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dave Shantz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nicholas Willows

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Grant Crowe

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Bryn Tiplady

Victoria, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Jessica Ferreira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeff Carruthers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Keith Day

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Fines

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mary Egredzija

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Donna Hartman

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alicia Hucsko

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kelsey McDonald

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ashley Colquhoun

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Peter Ferreira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nora Lyon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Susan Baker

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rose Giacomazzi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Justyna Horvath

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristina McLean

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Olivia Anisko

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Nathan Hucsko

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Magda Grundy

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Leanne Stodulka

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

David Stodulka

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Robert Carter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasdeep Kaur

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Date

Oshin Channi

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-29

Dave Tidd

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ray McLaughlin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shelley Heinrich

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Linda Goebel

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy Koebel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Beth Dupuis

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Colquhoun

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

dilvir kaur

kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eric Cressman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Wales

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Kirsten Chicorli

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mansimran Bansal

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shannon Maxwell

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

George Vasileas

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Burns

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Natalie Tidd

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tasos Pelavas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sylvia Tataris

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

anca seger

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Beach

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

AJ Lacsamana

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Kate Kelly

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maria Hamilton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mariah Carere

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Pang kou Cha

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gary Watson

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lori Colquhoun

Vaughan, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Taline Tashjian

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Debbie McGirr

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Jordan Greer

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sonia Hosseinzadeh

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Leanna Greer

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sandy O'Connor

Burlington, Canada

2021-05-29

Wayne Colquhoun

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kall Tsogkas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasminka Zivanovic

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Allison Arnold

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Carmin Lakhanpal

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Craig Leblanc

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Navid Eatemadzadeh

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dawn Peace

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nello Tsogkas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

M Smith

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29
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Gary Good

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Allan Arnold

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Roma Uniat

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Danielle Weiler

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amanda Kaster

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Heather Haggett

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Fthenos

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Emily Comenov

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Miyee Heu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ruth Switzer

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

John Mesina

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

George Papakostas

Bresleau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dave Kalbﬂeisch

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Mary lynn Reinhart

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Dianne Markovinovic

Puslinch, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

amanda murphy

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Austin Gaboury

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jins Johnson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vesna Zivkovic

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Lavinia K

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Denis Bell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Crystal Bhatia

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29
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Location

Date

Bojana Rakanovic

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Diane Oude Voshaar

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sandra Klincov

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Holly Mills

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mario Rakanovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mladen Rakanovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Caitlin McDole

Burford, Canada

2021-05-29

Janet Koleszar

Spanish, Canada

2021-05-29

Krinoulla Andronikou

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Cheryl Sunglao

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rajna Marilovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sydney Steinman

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michelle Fritz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gina Makrydakis

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Amber Ninaber

Ariss, Canada

2021-05-29

Simon T

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jovana Savic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Elisabete Pereira

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Milan Zivkovic

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Victor Cutler

Godfrey, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathleen Poulin

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Balazs Igli

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Vanja Jokic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Corey Poechman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eric Weltz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ljiljana Todorovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathryn Fedy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mark da Silva

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Boris Kubura

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Hekler

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephanie Day

Woolwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Payam Bahreyni

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michelle Radman

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Ashley Igli

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lily Mayring

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Abby Jantzi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Derek Purdy

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Tanya Watchorn

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Heidi Wagner

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Coupland

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tobias Mayring

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Raquel Freitas

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathryn Doorten

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Wylie

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29
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Jason Fedy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathy Neale

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-29

Megan Carter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rajat Malik

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Zdravka Novakovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Gurinder Singh

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Anthony Mesina

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vukosav Govedarica

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rita Sterbik

BRESLAU, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura McMillan

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Leidy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brenden Pomeroy

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aneta Cameron

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Kasunic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

AB

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Tremeer

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

adumitroaie anca

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Steve Zettell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Clinton Houston-McMillan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Constantin Adumitroaie

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Subin Baby

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Paula Francisco

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29
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Zeljka Toman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Karmen Wright

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gregory Will

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Slobodan Simić

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mike Fthenos

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Claudia Dragan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dagmar Kraft

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David McQuinn

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-29

Hailey McGill

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michelle Rumsby

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Rhonda Ramsay

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Fries

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Bojan Divkovic

Oranjestad, Aruba

2021-05-29

Mem Lee

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tyler Tinney

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherry Kibbler

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aimee Deriu

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katia Vasileas

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Lynn C

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tim Walpole

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Emerick Hekler

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Maria Pru6

BRES6, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Judy Powers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Giommi

Blind River, Canada

2021-05-29

Jason Huynh

Etobicoke, Canada

2021-05-29

Adrijana Hasanbasic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Adis Hasanbasic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mengyan Sun

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sandy Royce

Canada

2021-05-29

Janine Grant

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Catalin miron Bostan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracy LENNON

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Glenn Tavares

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Liz Lima

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amanda Lacsamana

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jaya Sumanth Yelamanchili

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Plein

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Niwayan Astiti

Denpasar, Indonesia

2021-05-29

Sonya Chik

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gail Puskarich

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Thaler

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Brian Chicorli

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Keim

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Christopher Grant

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Steph Schlupp

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Alice Seetarram

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Gavin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rachel Ellerman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Angela Vandenberg

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Wendy Noble

Brantford, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Support the Gravel Pit

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristen McDonald

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

PETER MCCAULEY

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Daniel Kaster

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Skanes

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Cortney Custodio Selas

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Natalie Green

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

RYAN Jantzi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aditya Monga

Surrey, Canada

2021-05-29

Leanne McCauley

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Heidi Valee

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Aaron Watchorn

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ljiljana Kubura

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Travis Bauman

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sanela Beganovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jacqueline Gori

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

303
Name

Location

Date

Kaitlyn Houghton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeremy Kuehn

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Meghann Hicks

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Adam Rocke

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kyle Hicks

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathy Planinac

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Souch

London, Canada

2021-05-29

Peter Wagner

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kenneth J Smart

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Holly Embro

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Heaton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kurtis Gadke

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Cynthia Collison

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Krista MacKay

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Cindy Michaelides

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Britt Mclean

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Stapleton

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Megan Carr

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherri Benki

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tom Wenhardt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lou Custodio

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Merissa Goodchild

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Jen Stewart

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Ruth Waters

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gian Flores

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Martha Wallace

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Matthew Weber

Windsor, Canada

2021-05-29

Zoltan Kihut

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Karen Augusto

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Katy Lopez

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amber Deadman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brad Malcolm

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracy Montin-Prior

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Linda Ziegler

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Peers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Christine Drexler

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

David Cowburn

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Henry Lanting

Dunnville, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rod Moran

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lyndsay Chevalier

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tammy Seifried

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nathan Kugler

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brenda Hanna

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Peter Burt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Mack Shantz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

steve lajoie

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Kirk Lyon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Una Adamcic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Matt Moffatt

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Kerri Burt

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Scott Love

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Shannon Keim

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mike Charron

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Chevalier

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Irving

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ellen Collins

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Adelle Pratt

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Evelyn Catton

Wyoming, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Robin Buzit

Brantford, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Kneebone

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Todd Graff

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Sciberras

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sean Synnott

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Farah Fatemizadeh

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nataly Kneebone

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Reta May

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29
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Ryan Paumier

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nancy George

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Steve Darling

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Adam

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vicky Trendell-Taylor

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Scott Rattana

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Martin

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Wraight

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alaf S

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Robin Le Blanc

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Loralee Somerton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ai Seguin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shannon L'Heureux

Waterloo, ont, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Pascoe

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeanine Schaefer

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nancy Volk

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tyra-Lee Cabeldu

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aron Wajid

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mike Wallace

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jarrett Curtis

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Holly Guistini

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Georgia Rodenburg

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29
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Mary Van Dinther

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Paul & Geraldine DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Rajinder Singh

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bill Southern

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lindsey Maddick

Wiarton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Donna Southern

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kaytee smart

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Ashley Warne

Goderich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katie Janower

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Monica Muller

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sasha Byrd

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

James Houghton

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Greg Baker

Maberly, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shaun Pascoe

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Debbie Domitrovic

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brendan Parry

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathy Maddick

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephanie Krist

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dianne DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

terry Ferguson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Shelley Parker

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29
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jonathan camacho

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gavin DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Lori (Laronde)

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tiffany Pitt

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Julie DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Sebastien Schaller

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Hansen DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Kevin Maddick

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Curt Monk

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sydney Norenberg

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Janet ODonnell

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Zrinka Turalija

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

George DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Cynthia Collison

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

simona Catana

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Lori Pitcher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Caroline Dona

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dalibor Rakanovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Oana Adam

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jacob Burt

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Samuel Irving

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasmine Vuckovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Kate Deveaux

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jerry Liesemer

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Igor Kubura

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Zoran Erak

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jay Misheal

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Van Dyke

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

John Louis Mesina

Hamilton, Canada

2021-05-29

Brad Payne

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Romulus Pop

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brittany Broll

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Suzan Sabouhiyan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David Pereira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Matt Embro

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jodie Mesojedec

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Richelle Lanting

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bonnie Bryant

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Linda Thompson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Anju. Karovalia

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Rebecca Sauve

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Colette Eston

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Suesanne Polzin

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Martin Elliott

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Charlene and Lloyd Durrer

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Ruth Lippert

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alysia Jantzi

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Massel

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Katie Friesen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

owen Kalbﬂeisch

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea De Jager-Jackson

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-29

Brittany Kron

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

sheri Lorentz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Linda Brown

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Christina Pereira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

AF

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Stoneman

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Peter Rodenburg

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gail Harrison

Hanover, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nischala Kamadi

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Therese Oldﬁeld

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

C Derosier

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Megan Kocher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Niksa Bijelic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Hawkes

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Philip Resendes

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Michael Gower

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Wendy Nyp

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Katherine Brunning

Collingwood, Canada

2021-05-29

Lauren Smith-Paumier

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Vanessa Stapleton

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Grignon

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Sheri Collins

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeannette Kron

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lety Arizpe

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aldene Waud

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

John Ledlow

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Deborah Emerson

Kitchener, Ontario, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lauren MacDonell

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Wendy Villeneuve

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Elizabeth Siddorn

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rachel Goldsworthy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Elizabeth Jackson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Evan Higgins

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Debbie Busko

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mark Mackenzie

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Travis Stone

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Logan Baskerville

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Lindsey Ferguson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

James Stapleton

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Cindy Goerzen

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Bounleuth Keonakhone

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tom May

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chira Maokhamphiou

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eﬃe Turner

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ciro Gucciardi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Radenka Damjanovic

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Natasa Krkeljas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Milenko Krkeljas

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jonathan Amorim

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Milana Erak

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

cherie funk

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Selina Amorim

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

kathy egerdeen leidy

Branchton, Canada

2021-05-29

Nevena Strbac

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Palubiski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ivan Stojakovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jean Gaskell

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Joel Carriere

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katarina B

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Lisa Kadoura

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aleksandra Gajic

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasmina MacKendrick

Hamilton, Canada

2021-05-29

Cindy Dennis

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Nilla Dutrisac

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Helena Dackovic

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

John Koleszar

Spanish, Canada

2021-05-29

Justin Garibaldi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alison Gelata

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Radenka Stojakovic

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tamara Milotic

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vera Seric Vera

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nemanja Strbac

Kitchener, Alberta, Canada

2021-05-29

Leeon Vilaysaeng

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Randall Oleski

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sebastian Paolini

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bojana Slat

Stoney Creek, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alexander Baychoo-leidy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Joe Markovinovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Rob Thomson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Gedses

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Pay Taylor

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Sara Duncan

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Nick Makrydakis

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Doug Palubiski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bill Bignell

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Anne Geddes

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Houghton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephen Jenkins

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrew Vnuk

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Agnes Gronek

Bresla, Canada

2021-05-29

Monica Lima

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Tammy Gervais

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Diana Fernholm

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Igor Markovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

jason koehler

breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Zeljko Coric

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Anita Flanjak

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephanie Pereira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Agata Vandermeersch

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tamara Djokovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mark Rose

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Suzanne Hyatt

Maple, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nathan Goodchild

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Darrell Ziegler

Ripley, Canada

2021-05-29

Brandon Brown

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Keith Clingo

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Bullock

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Christine DeSousa

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Olivia Quigley

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Jack DeSousa

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Paul Edwards

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lucy Kozlowska

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melanie Ferreira

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

James Dreher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rosemary Van Roose

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jake Ariss

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Jovana Manojlovic

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Agnieszka Zuber

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephanie Sommerville

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Joe Gelata

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Venessa Pann

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

ShandyLee Raymond

Brantford, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melanie Mader

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bee Caskenette

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Clingo

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Julie Kobe

Hamilton, Canada

2021-05-29

Jon Mitchelle

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Robert Kobe

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Allan Boznar

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amanda Ferraro

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

mark gibson

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Jessica Robertson

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Steve Fernholm

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Joseph Cruz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Monica Suljovic

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

EJ cruz

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Vanessa Cruz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Scott Reid

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Garry Levy

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Catey Fischer

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jamie Dudgeon

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Hayden

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sharon Bettridge

Bloomingdale, Canada

2021-05-29

David Pipe

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Cory Belanger

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David Fiore

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kyal Aitken

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29
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Amanda Boznar

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mat Dejaegher

Woolwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maria Neves

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aneeqa Malik

Vaughan, Canada

2021-05-29

Digna Cruz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Drew WINSTANLEY

Woolwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Goran Gagic

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jill Beeksma

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Tricia Duckett

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Steve Kuntz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Heather Kivell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Carrie Grudnik

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ken Schmidt

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rohan Parmanand

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Zehr

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Wes Alkin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Alkin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Randy J Koehler

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Blair Seward

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lessley Alkin

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Castle

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Carol Blaskavitch

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29
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Jean Mccall

Bloomingdale, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rick Kivell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jean Lanting

Chilliwack, Canada

2021-05-29

Wanda Wilson

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Kinga A

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Mike Miller

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alli Sharman

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Diana Gavris

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Srdjan Pejic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

jeff toralba

Woodbridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dom Fortin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Josh Jeske

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brooke Parker

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Maxwell

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Joanne LeGal

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Jake Tsetsekas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Caroline Rose

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Rachelle Mayvaian

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-29

alyssa Hackett

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nic Serra

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ivan Lopez

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

William Hackett

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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dana huber

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Elizabeth Stansell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ben Howard

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Denise Buhrow

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andy Anderson

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Bonnie Rogers

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bryan Blanchard

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tim Mayvaian

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Debbie Greydanus

Gowanstown, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Holly Misheal

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Courtney Blanchard

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ryan Turney

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vernon Belmore

Embro, Canada

2021-05-29

krystina gabi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracey Warne

Oakville, Canada

2021-05-29

Emily M

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

wes gabi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bruce Cameron

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Susan Cameron

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lynne Coyne

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aaron Lukasik

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeff Maeck

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Jessica Pann

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katie Leidy-Glasnovic

Petawawa, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Isabela Siudylo

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Pat Stapleton

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrea Sweet

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Matt Perrin

Canada

2021-05-29

Shereen Misheal

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Israel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David Porr

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Raﬃna Knechtel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lois Binnendyk

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Christine Keachie

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

tony lembo

kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Elma Ceric

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Irma Saenvoravong

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Tanev

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura MacDonald

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vilaphong Saenvoravong

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

David Turalija

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Darling DeLeon

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Dupuis

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rebecca Grant

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Henk Grootendorst

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

monika bielecka

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-29

dave singleton

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Zorin Gavra

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Estera Gavra

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kelly Diamond

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rebecca Gavra

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Ribera

London, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tyler Durst

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chrystal Fischer

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Jordyn Graff

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lori Ginter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dario Dutrisac

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Terri-Ann Kuntz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lisa Dutrisac

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vaughan Woolley

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Marc DeRochie

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Barb Lima

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sue Ann Champion

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Wayne Henhoeffer

Walkerton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brenda Jennex

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Eleanor Krynycky

St Catharines, Canada

2021-05-29
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Loukas Aresti

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy O'Donoghue

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Elza Skrijelj

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stephanie Martinell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Debbie Schneider

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Deanna Ottmann

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

John Heaton

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ellyn Klea

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Grace Charron

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lily Charron

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Krista Sheehan

Halifax, Nova Scotia, Canada

2021-05-29

Brianna Cameron

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Yvonne Mast

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

emma singleton

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Riad Misheal

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tony Bridges

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Candice Shaw

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Colleen Herosian

Winnipeg, Canada

2021-05-29

Nicole Clarkson

Burlington, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Janice Drexler

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Penny Norkett

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherri Dillon

Walkerton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Alex VanRoon

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Michael Reid

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Zarene Paz

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dougie Clarkson

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy Waddell

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sam Power

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dianna Pestritu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeremy Pugh

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Teja Rankin

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Zachary Caringi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Heather Gaebler

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy Knechtel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Becca Wilson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gagan Gill

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Julie Odysseos

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Linda Toralba

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Donna McLaughlin McLaughlin

Milton, Canada

2021-05-29

Thuan Nguyen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Corry Lowden

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-29

Ana-Lia Pestritu

Canada

2021-05-29

Dreyden Lippert

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Julie Lavigne

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29
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Yvonne Kolpean

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rita PROULX

Fergus, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Carol. Cressman

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jing mu Deng-Bertrand

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Marcin Arcichowski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amy Parker

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Roy Henhoeffer

Canada

2021-05-29

George Silva

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Katheen Gardiner

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Madison Lavigne

Wellesley, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristan Bohl

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jaclyn Sawkins

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ashley Voisin

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Sheila Lang

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ryan Voisin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Amii Pereira

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kristen Tukums

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Prokopowicz

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Shawn Resendes

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Adrijana Borovnica

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Josh Dasilva

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tanya Vlahovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Farhan Ali

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathryn DiMaggio

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Bohl

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jeanette Jeandron

Hamilton, Canada

2021-05-29

Ehsan Rahmanian

Concord, Canada

2021-05-29

Debby Mendonca

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa Marsaw

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Ian Boam

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherri Shantz

West Montrose, Canada

2021-05-29

Andrew Schalm

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Jennifer Bell

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jose Saleiro

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Merlin Martin

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dianah Warrington

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brad Warne

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

maurizzio Lodato

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stella Lodato

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Naf Kulafofski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vesna Cutanec

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Peter Dasilva

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Chris Oblitas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Asmait Yohanes

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

326
Name

Location

Date

Chantal Lebel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dave & Peggy Merritt

New Dundee, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Simon Habte

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Darryl Henhoeffer

Kincardine, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

C Oblitas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Robbie Ranks

Milton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Manisha Patel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Paul Pitcher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rosario Maza

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Carlos Oblitas

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

James Ostiguy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Altenburg

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Carla MacKintosh

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Meet Patel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Janet Knechtel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Blair Seward

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Hiba Kassab

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jaden Atienza

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Munish Munish

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Alanna Metzger

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jared DeVoogd-zegarra

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Som Thammasouk

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Jeff Day

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Monica Metzger

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sue Taylor

Bloomingdale, Canada

2021-05-29

Jason Banton

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Dan C

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kelly Schlosser

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Jelena Horvath

Milton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura So

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Glenn Knechtel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bea Mus

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Vito Elez

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Lorne Adams

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jasmin Bains

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

RISHABJOT SINGH

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

Lyndsey Dicks

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tim Knechtel

Limehouse, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Josie Gyamfuah

Woodstock, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kayla Marania

Hamilton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jason Guan

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Helen Li

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathy Dietrich

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Greg Shantz

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29
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Arijana Kukolj

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aman mehmi

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Ben Kadwell

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sandra Cortes

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Teo Kukolj

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Karen Dietrich

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Moustafa Elsharkawy

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Dean Mader

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Maryanne Szuck

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tony R

Canada

2021-05-29

Rashmi Rashmi

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

ME

Canada

2021-05-29

Deepkiran Kaur

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nathalie Bourgoin

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Fred Quesada

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

chris mcmillan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Marko Kasunic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kathy Weir

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kei Ganaha

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Adam Utley

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Hana Dawi

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stewart Weir

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Ruthann Stroeder

Lions Head, Canada

2021-05-29

Nikolina Baltic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Moustafa Elsharkawy

Canada

2021-05-29

Shawn M

Canada

2021-05-29

Kim Ball

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Monica Kaur

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Adela Brharry

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Jodi Liese

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Marium Farhan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Trish Gemmell-Gibson

Canada

2021-05-29

E Martin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Somya Rawal

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tara Olheiser

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

J. Alexander Black

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sanda Pasca

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Crystal Slater

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Quinn Zavitz

Flesherton, Canada

2021-05-29

Harjot Sidhu

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-29

Joseph Greenwald

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sinan Hodzic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Stacie Resendes

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Joann Sura

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Annemarie Turalija

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Nicole wilczewski

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Daniela Silva

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kevin Green

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Radu Ratiu

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Levon Najarian

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Alice Najjar

waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Austin Jose

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sarah Vogel

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

jon mojse

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Brayden Rex

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Rocio Vizcarra

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Ancila Shaju

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dorothy Martin

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

Andre Selas

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tracy Dietrich

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

Karolen Najjar

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Donna Jeske

Kincardine, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Sherri Warman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Bamidele Mapayi

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gary Highﬁeld

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Melissa A

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29
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Paul Kraemer

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Anca Mihaila

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Kay Auiler

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Tamara Kljaic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Aiya Trimm

Canada

2021-05-29

Patty Wilson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Courtney Beyers

Canada

2021-05-29

Holly Holmes

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Debra Jenkins

Mount Albert, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Joan Haid

New Hamburg, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Laura Beckstrom

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Jelena Sekulic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Dean Chevalier

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Gurkirat Khatra

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

Kendra Holliday-Bryant

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

Sergiu Ratiu

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

Christa Wilson

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

Dan Mcgee

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Charlie Delﬁn

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Toni Young

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Niki A

Listowel, Canada

2021-05-30

Alyson Deveaux

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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K Smart

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Annette Williams

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

linda kuepfer

markdale, Canada

2021-05-30

Brian Kendall

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ken Williams

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Emilija Mikic

BRESLAU, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Linda Stout

Independence, Missouri, US

2021-05-30

Mackenzie Perkin

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Quay Su

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Karin Dekker

Jasper, Canada

2021-05-30

Michel Bertrand

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Ian McGill

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Teodora Mikic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jacqueline H

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kimberley Adams

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Howard Israel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kim Clarkson

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Vlasta Azzopardi

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Mary Algar

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Vatche Najarian

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Amanda Dieringer

Chesley, Canada

2021-05-30

Willem Den besten

Port Dover, Canada

2021-05-30
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marilyn schoenfeld

kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Amy Parent

Burlington, Canada

2021-05-30

dayna russell

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Margaret McCready

Fort Erie, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Trish and Val Medeiros

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Leigh Anne Wilson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Neill Morton

Milton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Aleena S

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Marjorie VDerBorghg

Hanover, Canada

2021-05-30

Sydney Deveaux

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Mary Minassian

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rachel P

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rosemary Pentland

Canada

2021-05-30

Ljiljana Mitrovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ursula Rukscinski

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sonya Willsher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Barbara Smart

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Joan Curtin

Baden, Canada

2021-05-30

Chris Culkin

Canada

2021-05-30

Paula Rex

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kaspar Tch

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Carolyn Wilson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Bobbijo Stephenson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Veronica Lall

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Robyn Cunningham

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mary Schmalz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mason Carr

Fredericton, Canada

2021-05-30

John P

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Andrea Stewart

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Robert W

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ryan Mccartney

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ethan Howard

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mei Schade

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Robert Bremner

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jason Compisano

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

lawrence drost

North Wales, Pennsylvania, US

2021-05-30

Eugenia Pentland

Goderich, Canada

2021-05-30

L Graham

Canada

2021-05-30

Ana Igli

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

alison haelzle

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Michelle Petit

London, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Pamela Longworth

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

Mandy Manson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Cory Longworth

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Melanie Romulus

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kathy Hendrick

Crediton, Canada

2021-05-30

Denise Harvey

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Khaja Ahmed

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Carol Witzke

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Kyle Do

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Alexander Craig

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jamie Kerr

Listowel, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Dave Smith

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Karam Singh

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-30

KARL WITZKE

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Virginia Boivin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Cameron Beaumont

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Marcela Tanca

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Brent Dettweiler

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Yilmaz Ertan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Liz Houghton

Kelowna, Canada

2021-05-30

Elizabeth Vandekrol

Norwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

PAT GRAFF

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Olivia Anderson

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Mark Gentile

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jason Beal

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Christine Votruba

Canada

2021-05-30

Sonya Mitts

Trenton, Canada

2021-05-30

Chantel Cordon-Pulmones

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Radek Votruba

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Anjana Patel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

chris strong

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Josh Schel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ramona Beasley

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Opy Yemi

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-30

Chrissy McKenty

Mirabel, Canada

2021-05-30

Daniel Eckhardt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sandra Jardine

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Amitoj Badh

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jane Crawford

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-30

Kelly Briscoe

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

ZP

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

danielle steven

Lucknow, Canada

2021-05-30

Julia Poelstra

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-30

Justine Griﬃths

New Glasgow, Canada

2021-05-30

Birgit Keim

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Emily Hough

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-30

Lily Cook

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Richard L.

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Olivi Jennex

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lynne Bowen

Breslau ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Nancy Shantz

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-30

Harteek Mand

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lee Mcmillan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sean & Debbie Hiller

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Colin Webster

Nanaimo, Canada

2021-05-30

Wayne Wilkie

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lindsay Hooper

Lynden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Yvette Perin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Pierson W

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Christine Dietrich

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jason DiSapio

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Amanda Montag

Hanover, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rebecca Stanley

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

melissa beamish

Calgary, Canada

2021-05-30

Rachel Hoch

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Barsam sh

Port Moody, Canada

2021-05-30

Susan Pickles

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Elizabeth Polai

Ayr, Canada

2021-05-30

Paul Oudshoorn

Kincardine, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

338
Name

Location

Date

Meghan Woods

Arthur, Canada

2021-05-30

Jeral Anderson-Pearce

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-30

Fred Koskamp

Mitchell, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lucas Kaehler

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Christopher Obroy

Woolwich Township, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

David Reid

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Vincent Harris

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jeremy Hergott

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Luis Machado

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

John Bairos

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

Shawn Backle

Bloomingdale, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Matt Witney

Puslinch, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Karen George

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Karsten Zimmermann

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Adam Clark

Stratford, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Coralee Hirtzel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jeffery Young

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Brett Jager

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

henry peters

Port Burwell, Canada

2021-05-30

Bill & Donna Wilson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Manju Morwin

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kayla Jager

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30
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Robert Krech

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Curtis Schuiling

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

Marie Rmon

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Karen Perreault

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Hasmukh Patel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kyla Brown

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ryan Johnston

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Edyta Harris

Bloomingdale, Canada

2021-05-30

Hrutvik Patel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Hedda Hoogendoorn

Appiin, Canada

2021-05-30

Brian Anderson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Avinash singh Tomar

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Philip TRINIDAD

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Marion MacDonald

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

MATIJA JANAKOVIC

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Karen Robertson

Leamington, Canada

2021-05-30

Matt Lecourt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Victoria Lecourt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Varun Adams

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Narayan Iyengar

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Morwin George

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Natasha Lobo

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-30
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Alana Sims

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Gordana Popovic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sandy MacGillivary

Strathroy, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Todd Ferringo

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-30

Katja Dutchyshen

Regina, Canada

2021-05-30

Phu Truong

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Chirag Mehta

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Amanda Pepping

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Paul Robillard

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Amer Kadoura

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rodrigo Hernandez

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jordana Gamble

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Nicole Do

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Hetal Mehta

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Terry Lee

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Derek Gardner

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sima Dhami

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

adam stanley

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Dushyant Rao

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rachel Green

Windsor, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ryan Gamble

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Gayathri Vemuri

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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kumud jani

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-30

Karina Davis

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lindsay Otten

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Conor Gough

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Dana SCHUILING

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Diane Andross

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-30

Jason Dennis

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Carletta Davis

Etobicoke, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jessica Docker

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Ryan Shepherd

breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Liam McNabb

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Cheryl Bretz

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jessica Angers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Victoria Whalen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Emily Danciu

Woolwich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kris Rutherford

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-30

Katy Cournoyer

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Bibi Juman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Deborah Franklin

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Renee Tobin

Sunderland, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kim Strassburger

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Ashley Nunes

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Katerina Papazotos

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kenneth Franklin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

George Papazotos

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Nishant Patel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Edna MacLean

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Hayden Deveaux

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Nimesh Shah

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Quy Truong

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Tracey Stumpf

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Darren Greenough

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Vishal Patel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Matthew Kraehling

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kelly Bartley

Kitchener, Quebec, Canada

2021-05-30

frank morrison

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Carolyn Stanley

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Michael Sichewski

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Crystal Villeneuve

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Riz Velji

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Joanna Johnson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Farzin Velji

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Diane Beitz

BRESLAU, Canada

2021-05-30

Jennifer Purdy

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Monika Langdon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sophia Mesina

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Jordan Karley

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rita Lieto

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Genelle Champ

Moose Jaw, Canada

2021-05-30

Stefan Vanciu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jessie Zhou

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Glen Morris

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

David Morris

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Winfred Powers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

James Mcguire

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Maria Tulpan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rob Lall

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Zeta Lall

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Marriann Hilker

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Joanne Machado

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

John Schultheiss

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Mike Romagnoli

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Eddie Tiwari

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-30

Vas Y

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Andrea Baez

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

James Steeds

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Jamie Cartwr

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Elizabeth Conron

Barrie, Canada

2021-05-30

Kristen Medencevic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Munilall Johnny

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-30

Allison S

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jessica Lowey

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Zakiya Khan

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-30

Sean Murphy

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jason Boutili

breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Michelle Yantha

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Andrew Coutu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Denis Belanger

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mirjana Bajic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Raffe Kachichian

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rouzalin Kachichian

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Shawn Kraik

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Henry Walcarius

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Chris Pendlebury

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Amy Paquette

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-30

Kim Kane

Woodstock, Canada

2021-05-30

Valon Osdautaj

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Sheila Schwartz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Adam Kinghorn

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Andrew Deveaux

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Lauren Knapton

Ayr, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Cathy Schlupp

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Della Karn

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Kathleen Reid

London, Canada

2021-05-30

Darlene Ancich

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

Joanne Klausnitzer

Marhyill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Janine Schryer

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

B Witt

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jordan Witt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Scott lippert

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mckayla Meyer

New Hamburg, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Christine Morris

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Larry Meyer

Mississippi Mills, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Magdalena Kwiatkowska

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Lois Martin

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jake Mallard

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Rodica Ratiu

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

Maddison Meyer

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Tanya DeLeon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Michelle Bishop

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30
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Ingrid Westenhoefer

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Gurtej Sahdra

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Jonathan Witt

Perth, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mary Lamot

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Adrian Lang

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Hrutvik Patel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Deborah Mariano

Branchton, Canada

2021-05-30

Dhruma Patel

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Hrutvik Patel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Maggie Barakatt

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Mike Parker

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Troy Schneider

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

fouzia shaﬁq

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-30

James Bogun

Edmonton, Canada

2021-05-30

John Richards

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Karly Kraychuk

Komarno, Canada

2021-05-30

Darshil Jasani

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Megan Voisin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Maxine Nordin

Camrose, Canada

2021-05-30

Jan Benka

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-30

Dennis O’Connor

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Renee Good

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Lori Shannon

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Kaitlyn Mitchell

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Rachel Savignac

Dunham, Canada

2021-05-31

Karly Oakley

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Marima Habes

Ottawa, Canada

2021-05-31

Chun Kit So

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Daniel Valdés

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Amy Schaefer

Kitchener Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Vasile Ratiu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jason Kolpean

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jenna Duimering

Drayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Daniel Liargovas

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jen Dugas

Campbellford, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Dave Johnston

Elora, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alyssa Hogeveen

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Chris Drexler

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Couper Meyer

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Dylan Koops

St. George, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alanna Parker

Listowel, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Natela Vasiliadi

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Sandra Hall

Elora, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kevin Ketteringham

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Christie Thalen

Palmerston, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jackie Egger

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ilia Beliakov

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Stefan Orsan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jackie Roy

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jennifer Henry

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Jessica Carter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Tim Campbell

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Joe Svorinic

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Laura Tait

London, Canada

2021-05-31

Meghan Hern

Elora, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ksenija Bebek Svorinic

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Avery Robinson

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Diana Svorinic

Embro, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alisha Soares

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Sanja Mrsa

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Toni Mrsa

Embro, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Chandra Los

Listowel, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ivana Svorinic

Embro, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Amanda Fleischmann

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Karen Gordon

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Judy DeWeerd

Alma, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Tom Mayvaian

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

paul Miller

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Paul Fleischmann

St Jacobs, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Krupen Rajput

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Roger Shantz

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nirav Patel

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nicole Birlea

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Olivia Ghilarducci

Sherbrooke, Canada

2021-05-31

Sorin Birlea

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jamie Wong

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alin Chan

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Katelyn Reitsma

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

T Blundon

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Richard Espinoza

Brantford, Canada

2021-05-31

Kim S.

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kim Williams

Elora, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jacqueline Zarak

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Christine Wagg

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Michael Zarak

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

SHELDON WAGG

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Victoria Zarak

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ben Charbonneau

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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sydney vanderhoef

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alyssa Bickle

Bright, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Frances DeBoer

Palmerston, Canada

2021-05-31

Steven Weber

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nancy Polinsky

Canada

2021-05-31

Evan Kraemer

St. Clements, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Taylor Manning

Pouch Cove, Canada

2021-05-31

Chris Muter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Michelle Hibbs

Kincardine, Canada

2021-05-31

Shereen Knechtel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kirsten MacDonald

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Inge Rylaarsdam

Mooreﬁeld, Canada

2021-05-31

Landis Saunders

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

James Thalen

Palmerston, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Stu Bradley

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Wilma Mans

Elora, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Aaron Campbell

Strathroy, Canada

2021-05-31

Marwa Elsharkawy

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Laura Napper

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Jeff Grimwood

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ralph Harris

Ashton, Canada

2021-05-31

Bretton Miller

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31
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Ryan Miller

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Deb Sibley

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Esperanza Junca

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Jo Roorda

Ayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Judy Bruce

Wasaga Beach, Canada

2021-05-31

Samuel Nama Noel

Montréal, Canada

2021-05-31

Zahir Khan

Langley, Canada

2021-05-31

Joanne Squires

St. John's, Canada

2021-05-31

Grace Duimering

Drayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Rachel Vandenberg

Enterprise, Canada

2021-05-31

Wilma Rickert

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Krystal Janakovic

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Henry Thalen

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Marty Long

New Hamburg, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ann Van Til

Drayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Rene Long

New Hamburg, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

zoﬁa gronek

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

GT Sergeant

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Andrea Miedema

Gowanstown, Canada

2021-05-31

Ella Turcas

Macomb, Michigan, US

2021-05-31

Carolyn Israel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kelly beyers

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

352
Name

Location

Date

Shelley vyn

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Victoria Oreﬁce

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Diana Steckley

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Brad Shantz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

David Victor

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-31

Gary Goetz

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Soun Chanthalyma

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Chelsey Schnurr

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Renee Cator

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Raymond Urysty

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Joyce Purdy

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Roy Lehmann

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Amanda Patchett

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Venassa Purdy

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jeff Cressman

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Bonnie Buckley

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Graham Moore

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Wojtek Gronek

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Lisa Brannan

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Trish Charbonneau

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

CHRISTINA BENJAMINS

Drayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Sami Semida Ilitoi

Canada

2021-05-31
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Ronnie Kassalik

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Joanne Los

Atwood, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nolan Russell

Medicine Hat, Canada

2021-05-31

Jeff Crumb

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Sally livingstone

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Mark Bettridge

Kingston, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Joe Fulop

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jeremy Hohl

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jim Ellerman

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kara Smith

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Melissa Volpato

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Stan Wasylchuk

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kevin Allen

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Melissa Adams

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Debbie Lorentz

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

Cornelia Susca

breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

INDERJIT BASRAN

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Amy Luburic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Hawii Girma

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Paul John

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

JELENA MCGEE

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Morgan Elias

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31
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Pam Granger

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Regine Gerow

Vancouver, Canada

2021-05-31

Andrew Granger

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alemayehu Teklu

Breslau, ON, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Peter G

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

John Zarak

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Dragos Scaesteanu

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Paula Green

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Greg McLarty

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Doug Brooks

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Ian Brown

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Colleen S

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Sandy Granger

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Olivia Crookshank

Ottawa, Canada

2021-05-31

Peter McQuinn

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

Heather Darrington

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alan Granger

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nancy Schwindt

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

Aisha Syed

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Paramjit Ratol

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Larry Dubue

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Dawn Markovic

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Carmen Jurca

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Sajjad Haji

Richmond Hill, Canada

2021-05-31

Kieran Smale

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Joana Jurca

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ya Ya

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Jake Redpath

Heidelberg, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Corine Bru

Vernon, Canada

2021-05-31

SD

Woodstock, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Mike Robertson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Melissa Evans

Breslau, Quebec, Canada

2021-05-31

Melissa Valant

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Sylvia Schulz

Invermere, Canada

2021-05-31

Colin Kent

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

darryl engerdahl

nelson, Canada

2021-05-31

Bill Ashwell

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Julie Rosenberger

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Mark Demandt

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Jarett Kuepfer

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Sheri Carrigan

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Vlad K

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Rosemary Barati

Simcoe, Canada

2021-05-31

Corey McArthur

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Andrea Maxwell

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Jodie DeMelo

London, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Antoine Levesque

Moose jaw, Canada

2021-05-31

ilija bilogrovic

BRESLAU, Canada

2021-05-31

Janet Scarr

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Dondra McKeegan

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kierra Stanley

Nanaimo, Canada

2021-05-31

Tom Bruder

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Eleanor Deli

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

Kelly Martin

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Denis Cirocco

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kathie Steele

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Cojanna Gruber

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Yanna Green

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Andrew Learning

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Christina Anne

Canada

2021-05-31

Cathy Shattler

Kegaska, Canada

2021-05-31

Michelle Dancey

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Murray Mcknight

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Naomi Gavra

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Otilia Iordache

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Rogerio Apezzatto

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Nik Poulimenos

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Janet Evans

BRESLAU, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Bakir Medencevic

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Frances Sciberras

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-31

Andra Muresan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Nancy Elisen

Drumbo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Josh Burbank

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Larry Shantz

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Chris Braund

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Emily Jreige

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Susan Petigrew

Kitchener, ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Rob Murphy

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Brandon Brilhante

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Kirsty Soares

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Fyuhfgnk Gccnjccx

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

nicole Stroh

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

CLARK HARTMAN

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Linh Nguyen

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Valentin Dragan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Dawson Schmidt

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Emmerson Hirtle

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Chelsea Hazel

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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tia datta

Gurgaon, India

2021-05-31

Ewen Whyte

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Kimberley Stride

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Cynthia Zhang

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Nicole K

Ontaria, Canada

2021-05-31

Jessica Brown

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jessie Murray

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Sam Chapman

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Angela Parish

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Alexis Lavers

Lower Sackville, Canada

2021-05-31

fred zenger

Belleville, Canada

2021-05-31

Janet Falk

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Jaan Montgomery

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Will Maclaggan

Nova Scotia, Canada

2021-05-31

Jason Zarnke

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

keira mosher

Lower Sackville, Canada

2021-05-31

Dwight Falk

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jordan Lass

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Paul Hergott

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Miyu Takahashi

Badger, Canada

2021-05-31

Alan Apostolov

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Sierra Roth

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31
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Nathanial Couzens

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Zinah O'Brien

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Tara DeBoer

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Keilani Carroll

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

BIll Stride

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Bonnie Mecrate

Bloomingdale, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Paula La Fontaine

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jordin Wall

Lower Sackville, Canada

2021-05-31

Leanne Hergott

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Lisa Arnold

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Curtis Caldwell

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Jennifer Shantz

West montrose, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Tara-lynn da Costa

West Montrose, Canada

2021-05-31

Hythem Mufti

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Doug Battler

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

Rosie Schwartz

Bloomingdale, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Alice Luth

Drayton, Canada

2021-05-31

Amanda Shannick

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Dylan McMahon

Knowlton, Canada

2021-05-31

MT

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-31

Jen Zimmer

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Jennifer Crumb

Petersburg, Canada

2021-05-31
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Halle Brohman

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

Michele Walker

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Cassandra Lillie

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Olivia Haill

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Jerry Van Leeuwen

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

DANIELA GEORGIU

Castellón de la Plana, Spain

2021-05-31

Cleo Bone

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Victoria Rad

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jenna Butler

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Elisabeth Perrin Snyder

St. Clements, ON, Canada

2021-05-31

Jonathan Vanginkel

Woodstock, Canada

2021-05-31

Dany Viney

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Rayan Shehab

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Samanths Porte

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Janine Mountenay

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Laura Higgins

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Grace Leslie

Eastern Passage, Canada

2021-05-31

Donna Palvetzian

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Sara Mackie

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-31

David Graham

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Mihai Ionita

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Edward Abbott

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31
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chelsey bailey

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Dona Reinhart

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

nadia khokhar

Middle Sackville, Canada

2021-05-31

Zuha Hasan

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Vashanti Ganesh

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Peter Carney

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Judy Evans

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ute Cizej

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Devon Roussel

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

David Bryant

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Beth Drake

Penetanguishene, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Salman Saleem

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kourtney Gilbey

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

ZH

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Pinal Patel

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Goran Dmitrovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Maylea Cozzarin

Elora, Canada

2021-05-31

SCOTT SHARPE

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Kim Pawelko

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

Stephanie Wagner

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Brianna Stevanus

West Montrose, Canada

2021-05-31

Grace Stevanus

West Montrose, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31
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Wendy Rittinger

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Connor Fleming

London, Canada

2021-05-31

Josh Hart

London, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Brooke Schaefer

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Parker Winﬁeld

West Montrose, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Maeron Sullivan

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Sam Grant

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Mark Johnson

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Andre Marie

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Ghadah Altekreeti

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Arie Moldvan

Milton, Canada

2021-05-31

Fouzia Khan

Mississauga, Canada

2021-05-31

Noah Campbell

Halifax, Canada

2021-05-31

Loridana Ionita

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Emmanuel Bailey

London, Canada

2021-05-31

Bill Jones

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31

Teigan Veitch

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Veronica Moore

Columbus, US

2021-05-31

Cristina Peter

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

J Bennett

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Bruce Martin

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Logan smith Smith

Dartmouth, Canada

2021-05-31
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Olivera Elez

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Maigen O'Brien

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Neil Adams

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

marilyn ADAMS

Alban, Canada

2021-05-31

Victoria Witmer

Woolwhich, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Jim Brown

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Brenda Fansher

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

Stephanie Rutledge

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Sarah Falk

Cambridge, Canada

2021-05-31

Zoltan Feher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Justin Feher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Cameron Rebelo

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Ken Rastorfer

Monkton, Canada

2021-05-31

Cameron Wilkins

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Izabella Feher

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Arezoo Aram

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Reid Ernst

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Adam Bartol

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Dave Smale

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Javier Lazo-Arevalo

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Foziya Mohammed

Alberta, Canada

2021-05-31

Russell Pyatt

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

364
Name

Location

Date

Zhen Song

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Tara Fulop

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Catherine McKerron

Bloomingdale, Canada

2021-05-31

Ron Peters

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

Crystal Bliss

Airdrie, Canada

2021-05-31

Anne Schaefer

Victoria, Canada

2021-05-31

Samantha Martin

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Christopher Lillie

Bredlau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

John Rickert

Breslau On, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Adam Hewson

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Joanne Alischer

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-05-31

Michael Dika

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

Lauren Mader

Woodstock, Canada

2021-05-31

Logan Harnish

Nova Scotia, Canada

2021-06-01

Jason Luis

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Andrew Dienst

Maryhill, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jamie Steckley

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Dim Rallis

Mississauga, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Nav Sandhu

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Cristina Bota

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Caleb Marks

Uxbridge, Canada

2021-06-01

Cain Gajda

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01
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Julia J

Waterloo, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Sukhvir Dhaliwal

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Harpal Sohi

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Gurmeet Ratol

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jeff Spendiff

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Balwinder Dhaliwal

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Colin Vandermey

Elmira, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Balreet Dhaliwal

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

John Tomc

Windsor, Canada

2021-06-01

Davinderpreet Kaur Dhaliwal

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Margaret Zag

Vancouver, Canada

2021-06-01

Cameron Duncalf

Drayton, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Natasha Sinikovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Norman Bast

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Alan Lindsay

Baden, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Michael Morrison

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Ken Manson

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Corina Tosa

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Kathleen Dobes

Conestogo, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jeff Rastel

Kanata, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Kiranpreet Kaur

Brampton, Canada

2021-06-01

Sahib Kaur

Brampton, Canada

2021-06-01
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Peter Freer

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Riley Goetz

Woolwhich, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Justin Koleszar

Milverton, Canada

2021-06-01

Dorina Bozan

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Andrew Smith

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

isabella gillett

Halifax, Canada

2021-06-01

Akin Vaughan

Brampton, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jacken Coke

Brampton, Canada

2021-06-01

Taylen Hirsch

Estevan, Canada

2021-06-01

Joseph Samuel

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Bryan Pilon

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Darlene Casemore

Elmira, Canada

2021-06-01

Jessica Samuel

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Randy Zondag

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Harji Samuel

Cambridge, Canada

2021-06-01

Andre Mesojedec

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jaspreet Kaur

Toronto, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Diana Zondag

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Monte Fenske

Guelph, Canada

2021-06-01

Patricia Bauersachs

Waterloo, Canada

2021-06-01

April MacFarlane

London, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Tania Debss

Toronto, Canada

2021-06-01
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Lena Ko

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Roy Felder

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Joel Poechman

Walkerton, Canada

2021-06-01

Cindy Goulden

Stratford, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

MARINELA BALULESCU

Woodstock, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Manroop Goraya

Grande prairie, Canada

2021-06-01

Shari McMillan

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Cristina Borza

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Luminita Mercwa

Cambridge, Canada

2021-06-01

Savitrie Ross

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Wilma Zondag

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

Mariana Lela

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Sasa Filipovic

Canada

2021-06-01

Amrit Singh

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

nancy waechter

fergus ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Jackie Poechman

Walkerton, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Rebeca Catana

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Simona Tuns

Montréal, Canada

2021-06-01

Laura Wolfe

Waterloo, Canada

2021-06-01

Daniela Mioc

Cambridge, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Daniela Vlad

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Sarah Weber

Bloomingdale, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

368
Name

Location

Date

Robert Jamieson

Saint Jacobs, Canada

2021-06-01

Rosie Earp

Mapleton, Canada

2021-06-01

Keshawn Thomas

Toronto, Canada

2021-06-01

Dave Woods

breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Steve Woods

Breslau, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Aida Kovacs

Kitchener, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Whitney Maloney

Saint Albert, Canada

2021-06-01

Sandra Saliba

Guelph, Quebec, Canada

2021-06-01

Roderick Purdy

Windsor, Canada

2021-06-01

Tarah Walsh

Guelph, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01

Glenn Scissons

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

Arianna Haracsi

Edmonton, Canada

2021-06-01

Dominic Retieffe

Beamsville, Canada

2021-06-01

Christine Newton

Waterloo, Canada

2021-06-01

Steve Quenneville

Wheatley, Ontario, Canada

2021-06-01
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Mayor Sandy Shantz of the Township of Woolwich
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Greetings,
Stop Woolwich tent city proposal
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Joshua Freiburger

Canada

2021-05-29

"I am not in support of this"

Laura Whitehead

Norwich, Canada

2021-05-29

"Dangerous decision to place these homes close to a school!
Homeless depend on in town help to survive. The country would be
of no help to them"

Sarolta Laferriere

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"My concern is for the safety of the children in our community and
the problems that come along with such community near a school &
residential area. A lot of good comes from such project for the most
part but the location doesn't make sense."

Tamara Poechman

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I have lived around this before and I moved away from it because it
is awful. I refuse to do this again."

marina d

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"I do not support this!! Our safety and our children are at risk."

Patricia Cox

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Horrible choice of location! They will need closer access to services
for their problems.... Putting children in danger is not the answer"

Kristen Baskerville

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Logistically this is a ridiculous plan for Breslau. There is more
accessibility and opportunity over in Elmira if Woolwich wants this
so badly."

Paula Bijowski

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Woolwich is not the place for this type of housing. The location will
not help those who would live there as need for basic necessities
and resources are not within walking distance. We fear that this
could result in criminal activity in our community. This is putting our
residents and children at risk. WE DONT WANT THIS!"

Sherry Kihut

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is not the place for this. We have no supports to support this.
We don’t have any public transportation or resources to support
this. Woolwich township gives us nothing. It all goes to Elmira. They
have the infrastructure and community supports to handle this we
do not."

karen kron

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-29

"Prime agriculturalLand will be used. No water,sewer on site yet. No
amenities near by or transportation. I thought this land was for the
future highway 7"

Grant Crowe

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

"No access to services - no safe travel or transit for residents to
access services"

Shelley Heinrich

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Homelessness is a serious issue that requires access to social
supports. A location next to a school and 500 m away from a Town
with no stores, no social support and lack of infrastructure is not
the correct location. ABTC needs to located in a City Centre close
to transportation and agencies that can help. Correct concept incorrect location."

Allison Arnold

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I feel the city is outcasting people in need to an area with no
transportation or resources"
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Roma Uniat

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is the wrong location for ABTC. The supports needed are not
even close to being acessible"

Heather Haggett

Cambridge,
Canada

2021-05-29

"The proposed tent city should not be placed next to a school nor
should it be located in an agricultural setting that would be a great
distance from the amenities that these people will need - medical
care, food banks, etc. The residents of this tent city would need to
walk or bike down highway 7 in order to obtain anything they would
need. Highway 7 is a dangerous road, very busy and frequently used
by drivers who exceed the speed limit. Anyone walking or cycling
on highway 7 is at risk and this tent city location would increase
the number of individuals who will be on that road without beneﬁt
of a car or other motorized vehicle. Housing these individuals
on agricultural land that is not set up with running water, sewer
systems or electricity also places these unsheltered individuals at
great risk. The region needs to reconsider this decision and choose
a location better suited to the needs of the proposed residents."

amanda murphy

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I think it's the worst spot for the tent city. There is nothing for these
people out here no stores or doctors no buses."

Victor Cutler

Godfrey, Canada

2021-05-29

"Victor Cutler"

Tara Wylie

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is a terrible location and not a feasible solution. It feels like a
quick ﬁx in the face of Lot42 being sold."

Megan Schlender

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"DO BETTER for this vulnerable, at risk homeless population.
Horrible location choice. They need access to food &
transportation."

Robert Carter

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I don't agree with the crime alarmism, hand wringing and 'won't
somebody think of the children' aspect of the petition.However the
rest is spot on.There are ZERO social services in this area. Where will
these people eat? Will they even have access to running water and
basic sanitation? There are no clinics or health services nearby, no
entertainment and no public transit. How the hell do you break the
cycles of addiction and homelessness in a situation like that?I don't
want to seem like some 'Karen' screaming NIMBY to this problem,
if we could help these people, lets try to help. But I have to sign the
petition for the reasons above.This is, in my opinion, the mayor and
city council of Kitchener banishing these people because they don't
want to help them... It's simply easier to cast them out. They will not
get the help they need out here."

Nora Lyon

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

"We purchased our home in Breslau to be away from the business
of the city and the issues that live within large cities. Breslau
is a small community with young families and sadly some
neighborhoods are already battling with theft and car breakins
and this will only increase criminal activity and make our small
community unsafe for us and our children. I understand people
have received minimal police support for the concerns raised to
date and now to add this on top of already existing petty crimes.
Who will hear our concerns and help when this is made a part of
our community? The necessary amenities for ABTC housing are not
present in the chosen location and when needs are not met people
seek them out elsewhere and problems start. I don’t want this in our
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community. I do not support it and would challenge anyone who
is in support to please go ahead and move one or two of these tiny
homes to your own backyards and lend a hand as you see ﬁt. Leave
our small peaceful community out of it."

Jennifer Tremeer

Cambridge,
Ontario, Canada

2021-05-29

"This makes no sense to bring a vulnerable and at risk population to
an area with zero services. Promises of future services are just that
future promises with no guarantees. Some common sense needs to
be used. We don't need to create more problems for the sake of a
warm and fuzzy story. This community has enough challenges with
it's exponential and seemingly uncontrolled growth of residental
development over the past 10 years. We don't have appropriate
services for the folks that already call Breslau home, let along a
vulnerable population with it's own unique needs."

Michelle Rumsby

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"It doesn't make sense to provide housing for the homeless in an
area that doesn't support their wellbeing."

Katia Vasileas

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Safety of my children"

Sarah Plein

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is not the solution. Its moving the problem to another region
where families and children's safety will be effected. This is not the
answer."

Lisa Thaler

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I fully support the ABTC. However, as a neighbour, the fact that I
was never approached/cautioned/ told about this is more than a
little upsetting. Is this really the best that Waterloo Region can do
for these people? Send them to the outskirts with no resources.
Shame on the cities of Kitchener and Waterloo who refused to
rezone properties for them closer to what they need."

Support the Gravel Pit

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is the wrong place for a tent city. There is no utilities and
nothing for these people to do."

Matthew Weber

Windsor, Canada

2021-05-29

"Please advise who will be responsible for cleaning up the used
needles and garbage this community brings with them. Certainly
this community won’t be asked to do it."

steve lajoie

breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"the crime and theft is already getting out of hand in breslau"

Reta May

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

"I don’t think this is the right spot with no services!"

Evelyn Catton

Sarnia, Canada

2021-05-29

"City of Kitchener just passed the buck. Breslau doesn't even gahave
ve bus service and they want to waste money on people who just
want to sit on their butts , do drugs, collect welfare from us tax
paying, hard working citizens. Also when these homeless people
need money, they will commit crimes....break in steal for their drug
money."

Kaytee smart

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

"These people should not be living in or near a FAMILY community.
Too much crime happens because of them."

Jodie Mesojedec

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"The location doesn't makes sense for the people who will be living
there or the community"
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Alysia Jantzi

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Bad idea all around for those who need city amenities and not to
be plopped in the middle of no where, no where to go and attempts
to go anywhere could result in an accident as there are no sidewalks
or a safe way to get to sidewalks. In addition, safety for those
neighboring properties and the kids at the school. Safety issues for
drug paraphernalia being dropped on the side of the road or ﬁelds.
I could go on and on how this is a bad idea for everyone."

Jennifer Massel

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"These already disenfranchised and struggling individuals could get
hit walking down Victoria St N from Spitzeig with no sidewalks and
high speed traﬃc to access public transportation, food and other
essential services over 8km away. These people will feel stranded
and disgaurded if they cannot be housed within a city or town that
has grocery stores, pharmacies, basics for daily living within safe
walking distance. They would ultimately abandon the shelters and
scatter to where resources are more easily available."

Wendy Nyp

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is truly one of the worst locations you could pick. It has
absolutely no services whatsoever. Hwy 7 to walk? Seems like this
is quietly shoving this to the outskirts of the city. Out of sight out of
mind."

Sheri Collins

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This country location is not the spot where these people need to be
cast off too. There is no mode of transportation out here, nor any
medical facilities or grocery stores close by on foot."

Gorana Krstic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"Not to be placed in a family oriented community, our children and
their safety must be our ﬁrst priority"

Cindy Goerzen

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"The location has not been well thought out. Homeless do not have
access to transit, low cost groceries, personal care, water and more.
The location is also to far from social services oﬃces. How do you
expect these civilians to survive?"

Sebastian paolini

Cambridge,
Canada

2021-05-29

"I do not believe is the right place for them and for our children's.
It was said before, not eady access for them to get the support that
they need"

Marie Gervais

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is not what I would want my family to be subjected to , well in
the city the residents have robbed the local businesses blind and
caused many issues . It is poorly run by persons who enable and no
one living there has bettered themselves. I truly believe the church
is blind to the real happenings at lot 42 ."

Olivia Quigley

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

"I’m signing because it’s the right thing to do:)"

Jon Mitchelle

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"Concern that negative behaviour will surely come from this type of
housing"

mark gibson

Cambridge,
Canada

2021-05-29

"I do not agree to move this from Waterloo region to Woolwich
township as it has already been proven that this solution does not
work. I have seen the Lot 42 site and the proof is staring you right in
the face"
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Jasmina MacKendrick

Hamilton, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is so sad that someone would want to move drug addicts
beside a school. :("

Kyal Aitken

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I believe there will be a large amount of municipal resources
required at this address or property if this proposal is accepted.
Municipal ﬁre and bylaw along with municipal services for property
maintenance will see a large inﬂux to maintain such a proposal."

Wanda Wilson

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Why would you move them to an area that has no form of
transportation, away from their community to an area that has
nothing but family homes, and a high school! This is just not an
appropriate area for this “A Better Tent City”"

Dario Dutrisac

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This will signiﬁcantly compromise the Breslau community my
family lives in."

Sue Ann Champion

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"I am signing because I feel the a Better Tent City has not followed
protocols to get approval to occupy the land at tgat location.
It seems they were planning to move there and then apply as
squatters would. If they want to be welcomed anywhere they need
to do thing above board and not hide what they want to do just like
everyone else is expected to do."

Lindsey Ferguson

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I DO NOT want Abtc located here. No access to amenities, no public
transit, far too close to a school and family homes. What about the
safety of the tenants at abtc walking along HWY 7 day and night
the increased e-bike and bicycle traﬃc and pedestrian traﬃc. It was
all done very sneaky without any public input they tried to get it
all done before the community found out. Why the principal of the
school is on board is beyond me were all the parents of the school
notiﬁed ? Look at the current location it’s full of garbage and stolen
shopping carts among other items."

William Hackett

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

"Unbelievable!How can anyone with a functioning brain think this
is an appropriate location for a tent city?Woolwich deserves better
then Mayor Sandy Shantz."

Julie Lavigne

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"I live close by this is not a place for it!"

Roy Henhoeffer

Canada

2021-05-29

"There is no transportation or stores nearby"

Munish Munish

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Still no amenities and transportation system in Breslau and
putting more burden on community, inviting more crime and traﬃc
Something nonsense…"

Kelly Schlosser

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-29

"It’s another I’ll thought out plan by our stupid city counsel. Yet
but again!! Property owners should be enraged. This will be unfair
to them. And should not be around a school. If this needs to be
explained then I suggest you resign"

RISHABJOT SINGH

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-29

"I am a resident of Breslau and will be directly affected by the
proposed tent city"

Moustafa Elsharkawy

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"Bad , rushed decision residents should be consulted"
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Tony R

Canada

2021-05-29

"NO to tent city on Spitzig rd"

ME

Canada

2021-05-29

"stand up against Tent city in Breslau"

Adam Utley

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"This does nothing to help them 臘♂#"

Moustafa Elsharkawy

Canada

2021-05-29

"Stop tent city in Breslau"

Monica Kaur

Toronto, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is bad"

Rocio Vizcarra

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

"The homeless need to be close to the city close to the services they
need."

Tracy Dietrich

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-29

"This is not the area they need to be in."

Anca Mihaila

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-29

"I am signing this petition because I believe people need access to
supports and neighbourhoods that can serve them- we should not
be “shelving people away” to the countryside, “out of sight out of
mind.” Also, there is no public transportation in this side of town.
How are they supposed to access services and supports ? Why are
supportive houses like Simcoe House in Cambridge being closed
when people clearly need them? It’s embarrassing that we talk so
much about destigmatizing mental health (Bell Let’s Talk campaign)
and in the last year and a half we have seen very little attention
being paid to this very real and skyrocketing (true) pandemic."

Kendra
Holliday-Bryant

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-29

"There is value to these communities in providing alternate housing
options to help address homelessness. However, I have grave
concern for the safety of those living at the ABTC Farm as they do
not have access to transportation and the closest access point to
amenities and services is highway 7. You will recall someone died
travelling by bicycle a few years ago at that very junction (7 and
Spitzig). This seems like a quickly thrown together plan that has not
fully considered the logistical downfall of this move. I do not support
this settlement in this location."

Vlasta Azzopardi

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"I am signing this petition because I STRONGLY believe that this
location is too far from the services that are actually needed to
support the tent city residents. This location will make them even
more ISOLATED and will, instead of reducing issues and helping to
solve problems, it will only ADD even more to their already huge
number of existing challenges. . This location makes NO sense. It
does not solve problems. Instead, it creates even bigger issues for
everybody involved. It is a bad location for the homeless. A new
location should SOLVE problems...... not add problems."

Amanda Dieringer

Chesley, Canada

2021-05-30

"There are other options for land to house those in need. Putting
children at direct risk is asinine! Enough agriculture land has been
taken for “development”."

marilyn schoenfeld

kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"Will plumbing be installed in this ﬁeld ? Even the homeless need
fresh running water and toilet facilities. Where will they get their
groceries? I do not feel that this location will provide adequately for
the people who will be living there."
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Howard Israel

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

"I fully support ABTC as it as it helps to rehabilitate people in need
of support to get back into the community. I love the idea of giving
help and access to help. However by moving these tiny homes to
the country you have closed them off to the community that they
need and want to become a part of. Kitchener Waterloo should be
ashamed that they cannot do better for their members to ﬁnd them
a more inclusive, accommodating, resourceful place to call home."

Trish Medeiros

Maryhill, Canada

2021-05-30

"In agreement that this location would be way too far from any
amenities they would need to access and would not beneﬁt their
need for support and sense of community."

Robert W

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-30

"They've no idea what that'll create? Looks like a delibarate act to
me! This has been done before elsewhere and it did NOT work! We
don't need another refugee camp in our back yard!Surprisingly,
they're billions of dollars available for COVID vaccines, but no money
left the house the homeless, wtf!? Who manages this place!?"

Joe Markovinovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"The mess that comes from something like this is not fair to the
town ship the community members or the school next door. There
is nothing there for these individuals there's not even a convenience
store"

Paula Rex

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

"This is not the right spot for this. Is this agriculture ﬁeld even zoned
for residence? No resources, services or transportation.Why did
Thomasﬁeld (a certiﬁed builder) have to apply and petition for
years to build the Greenhouse road subdivision and ABTC gets
“fast tracked” without any public input, permits, application? Where
will these people go for services? Into the subdivision? I had a few
homeless men knock on my door a few years ago. One asked for
water at 10pm at night. Another time one asked for money for gas
for his car which (supposedly) ran out on the bridge (I saw him drive
away on his bike). What is going to happen with 40 homeless people
living in my backyard? I shiver to think about it. Concerned is an
understatement."

Christine Votruba

Canada

2021-05-30

"I agree that this is not a great idea especially for this area."

Radek Votruba

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"The main transportation that these some 50 people will have is
their bikes. I tried driving the other day on highway 7 with someone
driving their bike over the bridge on the grand river and it was an
accident waiting to happen. Cars are ﬂying by, you can't pass you
have to slow down the biker is racing for his life, if you try to pass
you might hit the car next to you. It's a very busy four lane highway.
This is just a recipe for disaster if you ask me!"

Radek Votruba

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"Why is this being rushed through?"

Lynne Bowen

Breslau ontario,
Canada

2021-05-30

"I live in Breslau I am extremely worried about this for many
reasons. The idea of putting this so close to a highschool is
ridiculous. I worry about discarded needles, drug traﬃcking,
garbage , and break ins to name a few. It will be a safety risk for my
grandchildren who reside with me 50% of the time Also their are no
amenities in the area and they will venture out to pan handle and
crime will go up in our neighborhood"
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Christopher Obroy

Windsor, Canada

2021-05-30

"I will personally be offering a FREE weekly bus service to all
the residents of proposed tent city, to experience the lovely
hamlet of Elmira. Drop off locations will be in Mayor Sandy Shantz
neighbourhood in the AM with a 7pm pick up time. The residents
should have the opportunity to experience all of what Woolwich
Township has to offer."

Kayla Jager

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

"This would decimate our property value in Breslau, and there is NO
BENEFIT to anyone. Homeless people need access to water/sewer,
grocery stores, potential job opportunities, etc. Breslau has none
of that to offer them at this time. Relocating drug users next to
a school is a terrible idea and I wouldn’t want to be the person
who thought it was a good idea when something bad ends up
happening to a child. By the way, has anyone noticed that farming
is only an option for like 4 months out of the year? What are these
homeless/jobless people going to be doing the other 8 months of
the year? SMH."

Curtis Schuiling

Cambridge,
Canada

2021-05-30

"Not a good location . Lot 42 is ideal in kitchener . Not rural a
location"

kumud jani

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-30

"This should be avoided being proposed near school which can
impact children."

Dana SCHUILING

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"Quite obvious to me that this is a bad decision to drop people in
need to such a destitute location.No water or septic service, Not
even a bus stop near by. Above all proximity to a school. COME
ON!!!"

Deborah Franklin

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"I support a Better Tent City but not at this site."

Kim Strassburger

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-30

"I am signing because I don't believe the answer to this problem is
to move people to a place where there have no services. There is no
running water, no transportation, no supports. It is transfering a city
problem to the township to put the people out of sight."

Yvette Perin

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"This is a terrible idea. How will they access the resources they need.
There is no transportation out in our rural community. Kitchener
has been designed in a way that supports the homeless community
with services being located within walking/bike/transit distance.
How is putting this encampment in the middle of a farmers ﬁeld far
away from the hub where they access supports going to help??? It’s
just an absolutely terrible idea."

Farhan Ali

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-30

"I do not support tent city in Breslau because I am concerned about
safety of my family and neighbors,I am concerned for the real estate
value of our area ,I am concerned that how municipal ll bear the
expenses of this project? Might increase in our property taxes or
cuts in development of our neighbourhood, I am concerned if the
break ins or theft started to happening in this area thn our home
and car insurances ll be high"

Mike R

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-30

"The severe lack of consideration for this placement is absolutely
shocking. There’s no facilities, which means there’s going to most
likely be portapotties. There’s no water. There’s no power. There’s no
place for them to walk as there is no sidewalks. There’s no bike lanes
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or stable shoulders on the road. The closest place to go is Breslau
which means people will have to walk across and down highway
7. Where’s the nearest grocery store? Oh Frederick Mall? How are
they going to get there? There’s no public transport. They will be
biking or walking there. It says in the proposal that these people
are addicts. Where do they get their money from? From criminal
activity. Do you honestly think farmers are going to stand for people
stealing from their farms? How hard they work? Allowing someone
to walk in and take their tools and equipment? Do you think they
won’t break into every car, truck and van in the area? Do you think
other won’t show up in tents and occupy the surrounding areas?The
sheer"

Amy Paquette

Brampton, Canada

2021-05-30

"If relocation is necessary, this doesn’t sound like the right solution
for anyone involved... the rural community of the homeless people
that require the services a city can offer."

Deborah Mariano

Branchton, Canada

2021-05-30

"Antarctic"

Tim Campbell

Elmira, Canada

2021-05-31

"Who's behind this? Who's paying the bills? ABTC currently has no
electricity, running water or sanitation: do they expect to move to
Spitzig Road with thunder shacks? Kudos to the Catholic Church
for wanting to help, but turning over prime farm land to a shed
commune seems ill advised."

Laura Tait

London, Canada

2021-05-31

"The homeless need to be closer to the towns not in the
countryside."

Frances DeBoer

Palmerston,
Canada

2021-05-31

"This is not a good area to have this. To close to the school"

Trish Blundon

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

"ABTC in Breslau is a No for me....The wind out here can get pretty
intense in open spaces. Are the cabins even insulated?Homeless
also tend to hoard items, and not dispose of trash properly.It's
not only an eyesore but dangerous. The possibility of infestations,
diseases, odors. We also have more wildlife out here to contend
with. It's sad that people are homeless, some even choosing to be.
This project is deﬁnitely not a solution. You are also putting the
residents of Breslau and Surrounding areas at risk."

Aaron Campbell

Strathroy, Canada

2021-05-31

"Aaron Campbell"

Marwa Elsharkawy

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

"this is not fair or human to our homeless people, they need
much more care , they need better service and better life. enough
neglecting the homeless."

Andrea Miedema

Gowanstown,
Canada

2021-05-31

"I don't believe this tent city should be placed next to a school!"

David Victor

Woolwich, Canada

2021-05-31

"This will put a drain on rural resources, two police services, and
volunteer ﬁre department. Further, it puts this group severs km’s
away from essential services they need downtown. Also, drug use
will be present and crime will increase in Woolwich."

Amber Ninaber

Ariss, Canada

2021-05-31

"community safety, not the right location for amenities etc."
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Kieran Smale

Guelph, Canada

2021-05-31

"No services for them, buses, medical, community services, soup
kitchens , To close to school for students ."

Julie Rosenberger

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

"Julie Rosenberger"

Rosemary Barati

Simcoe, Canada

2021-05-31

"There is no denying that we have to provide another location for
the homeless but it does not make sense to displace people into
the country without necessary amenities and services, particularly
transportation which is necessary to be able to get to healthcare,
appointments and groceries. The people are better served to
remain within the city with services, as we have seen in the
pandemic isolation is detrimental to peoples mental health, putting
people in locations away from amenities does not make any sense,
makes more isolated."

ilija bilogrovic

BRESLAU, Canada

2021-05-31

"We do not need them"

Murray Mcknight

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

"Murray mcknight"

Janet Falk

Cambridge,
Canada

2021-05-31

"Children at Woodland Christian High School should not be exposed
to community members actively struggling with drug and mental
health challenges which could endanger the children through
unpredictable behaviour by residents. The road has no sidewalks
and foot traﬃc is dangerous along the road."

Jason Zarnke

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

"I feel this location is too isolated and will not give them access to
any services and it’s right beside a high school."

Amanda Shannick

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

"It's not the right location for the community or the residents of A
Better Tent City"

Elisabeth Perrin
Snyder

St. Clements, ON,
Canada

2021-05-31

"I agree, not safe for the school children in such close proximity."

Jonathan Vanginkel

Woodstock,
Canada

2021-05-31

"It is a proposition that endangers children and goes against basic
common sense"

Kourtney Gilbey

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

"I’m signing because It was the only way I could comment to some
of the ignorant people on here, Mike I see you at the bottom you
are uneducated, they get social assistance (disability and Ontario
works) most of them don’t resort to theft or they’d be in jail and
not in tent city? Give your head a shake. You’re one of the rudest
people I’ve ever met. While I agree they need facilities like places to
shower or do laundry like they have now, I think the country would
be good for them to learn to grow their own food etc, there’s always
pros and cons to everything. Currently they are located near many
homes. No one living near them has complained... these people stay
inside their sheds. They don’t bug anyone. My father is one of them.
I know he struggles with addiction but he’s a good man. He taught
me to be the most accepting person, to always hear the full story
before judging. Shame on some of you."

Goran Dmitrovic

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

"This is not a good location due to a lack of resources and
transportation in the area. There should be a better spot"
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Kim Pawelko

Waterloo, Canada

2021-05-31

"They should not be stuck in a ﬁeld where ﬁre could take out the
whole site while they are trying to cook a meal and no running
water or sewage facilities on premises. Ridiculous"

Ghadah Altekreeti

Breslau, Canada

2021-05-31

"I'm signing this petition because I don't want to relocate the
kitchener's homeless to Breslau."

Maigen O'Brien

Kitchener, Canada

2021-05-31

"I agree with this petition ....dumping the people most in need in
a ﬁeld with no access to anything is a wrong decision. There are
plenty of spaces in Kitchener or Waterloo ....we need to take care of
our most needed ...."

marilyn ADAMS

Alban, Canada

2021-05-31

"Will not be safe for the school kids. Better o the street where the
Mayor lives in elmira. She wants them"

Ken Rastorfer

Monkton, Canada

2021-05-31

"For the safety of school children close by."

Veronica Baccus

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

"This is a poor choice of location for multiple reasons.-the kids and
staff at the highschool so close by is a safety risk for students and
staff as it was stated that a lot of these residents have mental health
issues and drug addictions. - the lack of necessities for the homeless
in a ﬁeld is not conducive to a comfortable residence for them. They
are not being set up to succeed or better their lives here. - the close
proximity to the highway is a major concern for the homeless and
drivers alike as I order to leave the feild, they will need to access
the highway by foot or bicycle.To name a few.. This 'plan' seems
very much like Kitchener is trying to hide and seclude the homeless
community from view and they are just being thrown in Breslau.In
the interest of the homeless community as well as the Breslau
residents, a new location is a must. We do not want this."

Diana Brydges

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

"There are MANY OTHER OPTIONS available for this idea. Rural
land is just that, RURAL. And nearby to a high school...give your
head a hard shake!! Why not utilize the many many many unused
government sites and buildings in the province. London and St
Thomas psych grounds are ﬁrst to mind...THINK! there are alot
moreNOT a way for current council to be re-elected"

Monte Fenske

Guelph, Canada

2021-06-01

"Housing is a right not an investment."

Wilma Zondag

Breslau, Canada

2021-06-01

"I care about the community and the kids going to Woodland
Christian HS."

Sasa Filipovic

Canada

2021-06-01

"dont hurt the Kids keep the Tent City away"

Sasa Filipovic

Canada

2021-06-01

"Who in the right Mind would Put the homeless tent City next to
the School as we don't have enough drug problems at our schools
already lets give the Kids more access to the drugs this is insanity
and no sidewalk or lighting there will be accidents galore at night on
the HWY"

Kristen Le Coure

Kitchener, Canada

2021-06-01

"Not the way to go keep them in the city to get the help they need"
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Corporate Memo
Recreation and Community Services
To: Township of Woolwich Council
From: Marie Malcolm
Subject: Community Better Challenge, June is Recreation and Parks Month & Seniors’ Month
File ID: Enter the File ID
Meeting Date: June 1, 2021

Background
Each June, communities across Ontario celebrate June is Recreation and Parks Month (JRPM) and
Seniors’ Month. JRPM and Seniors’ Month is recognized by municipalities, community organizations,
and schools as a way of promoting the benefits of being active and recognizing the contribution that
recreation and parks make to quality of life.
The Township of Woolwich recognizes June as Recreation and Parks Month and Senior’s Month
annually by providing a wide variety of program opportunities and experiences.
This year with support from ParticipACTION and partnerships with community providers such as the
Woolwich Seniors Association, the Township of Woolwich has created a 2021 June is Recreation and
Parks Month and Seniors’ Month calendar. This calendar is developed for residents of all ages and
abilities to enjoy at home or outdoors at our local parks, green spaces, and trails. The calendar can
easily be accessed on the Township of Woolwich website: Stay Home, Stay Active webpage. Residents
will be able to find virtual fitness class & programs, physical activity resources & ideas, water smart
activities and family fun activities.
The Township of Woolwich was thrilled to receive a grant from ParticipACTION to encourage residents
to be active throughout the month of June. The grant was used to create 100 Family Physical Activity
Kits for residents with a variety of equipment and resources for residents to enjoy with their family. Kits
are scheduled to be dropped off at homes by June 1st for them to enjoy throughout the month of June.
In addition, the Township of Woolwich will be participating in the ParticipACTION- Community Better
Challenge. The ParticipACTION Community Better Challenge runs from June 1-30, 2021. Residents are
encouraged to download the free ParticipACTION app and track their physical activity to help their
community win $100,000 to support local physical activity initiatives.
Please join us in celebrating throughout the month of June, in recognition of Recreation and Parks
Month, and Senior’s Month! Remember to track your physical activity minutes!
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June is Recreation & Parks Month and Seniors Month

List of Attachments
June is Recreation & Parks Month and Seniors’ Month- Calendar and Resources:
https://www.woolwich.ca/en/living-here/woolwich-stay-home-stay-active.aspx
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Township of Woolwich
Committee of Adjustment Minutes
March 22, 2021
The Committee of Adjustment held a virtual zoom meeting on the above date commencing at 4:30
p.m. Present: Jim Brearley, Tim Cronin, Hans Pottkamper and Charles Zeidler. Hans Pottkamper
chaired the meeting. Present from Township staff: Rino DalBello, Senior Planner and Nancy
Thompson, Secretary-Treasurer.
Disclosures of Pecuniary Interest – None.
MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A 5/2021 – Brian Kurtz and
CONSENT APPLICATION B 9/2021 – Brian Kurtz and Scott Kurtz
PROPERTIES: 1320 Maryhill Road, Maryhill – Plan 596 Lot U and 1328 Maryhill Road, Maryhill –
Plan 596 Part Lot A, Plan 597 Lots 2 and 3, Plan 58R16074 Part 2
ZONE / USE: 1320 Maryhill Road – Settlement Commercial - detached dwelling and accessory
buildings;
1328 Maryhill Road – Settlement Commercial – detached dwelling and an accessory
building
PROPOSAL: B 9/2021 - The applicant is requesting permission to sever an approximate 3.6 by 50.2
metre (179 square metre) strip of vacant land from 1320 Maryhill Road and convey it as a lot addition
to the adjacent lands at 1328 Maryhill Road in order to provide additional side yard setback. Both the
severed and retained lands are zoned Settlement Commercial. The proposed retained lands will
comprise approximately 2,144 square metres with approximately 36 metres frontage.
A 5/2021 - Subsequent to Consent Application B 9/2021 the applicant is requesting permission to
recognize the revised undersized parcel size for 1328 Maryhill Road of approximately 1,694 square
metres, whereas 2,000 square metres is required.
In support: Nancy Shoemaker of Black, Shoemaker, Robinson and Donaldson representing the
applicants
In opposition: None
Ms. Shoemaker reviewed the applications with the Committee on behalf of the applicants noting that
the dwelling at 1328 Maryhill Road is almost on the property line which makes it difficult to make
improvements or be able to maintain this side of the dwelling without encroaching onto the adjacent
lands at 1320 Maryhill Road. Ms. Shoemaker noted that 1328 Maryhill is currently undersized, and
with the proposed lot addition remains undersized thus needing the minor variance.
The applicant has no concerns with the conditions proposed for these applications and will forward
the draft reference plan once it is prepared and correctly interprets the required road widening.
A Committee member noted the comments indicate a requirement for an 18 metre road allowance
and requested clarification on how much of a widening is required for these properties. Mr. DalBello
advised the 18 metre right of way is the total road allowance width required by the Township which
would equate to a road widening of approximately 4 metres for these properties.
A Committee member noted that the building location is excluded from this widening and inquired if
the size of the widening will be negotiated accordingly. Mr. DalBello advised this will be reviewed in
more detail with the surveyor once the reference plan is prepared recognizing that staff will negotiate
the road width around the existing structures.
There were no further comments from the Committee or members of the public.
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Moved by – Tim Cronin
Seconded by – Jim Brearley
THAT Minor Variance Application A 5/2021 (Brian Kurtz) concerning the property describe as Plan
596 Part Lot A, Plan 597 Lots 2 and 3, Plan 58R16074 Part 2 know as 1328 Maryhill Road requesting
to recognize an undersized parcel of land of being approximately 1,694 square metres, whereas
2,000 square metres is required, be approved subject to:
1. That Application B 9/2021 is approved and finalized.

CARRIED

Moved by – Tim Cronin
Seconded by – Charles Zeidler
THAT Consent Application B 9/2021 (Brian Kurtz and Scott Kurtz) concerning the properties
described as Plan 596 Lot U known as 1320 Maryhill Road and Plan 596 Part Lot A, Plan 597 Lots 2
and 3, Plan 58R16074 Part 2 known as 1328 Maryhill Road, requesting to sever a strip of land being
approximately 3.6 by 50.2 metre (179 square metre) from 1320 Maryhill Road and convey it as a lot
addition to the adjacent lands at 1328 Maryhill Road, be approved subject to:
1. That the solicitor for the Owner give an undertaking in writing to provide to the SecretaryTreasurer of the Township of Woolwich within 30 days of the date of registration in the Land
Registry/Land titles Office for Waterloo (No. 58) a copy of the receipted and registered
electronic Transfer including the Form 4 Certificate and Application for Consolidation of
Parcels document for the consented parcel and the abutting lands to which the consented
parcel is to be added for Consent B 9/2021.
2. That the Purchaser take title of the severed lands in the same manner as he holds his abutting
lands; and THAT Section 50, subsection (3) of the Ontario Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990 as
amended shall apply to any subsequent conveyance or any transaction involving the parcel of
land that is the subject of this consent.
3. That the conveyancing documents for the severed parcel contain a statement to ensure that
Section 50, subsection (3) of the Planning Act, R. S. O. 1990, as amended shall apply to any
subsequent conveyance or transaction with respect to the land described herein; and a
statement that the consented parcel and the abutting lands to which this consented parcel is to
be added shall be dealt with contemporaneously in any future conveyances or transactions
unless further consent is granted under the Planning Act or other lawful order.
4. That a reference plan be submitted to the Township of Woolwich prepared by an Ontario Land
Surveyor, OLS be approved by the Director of Development Services prior to the reference
plan being registered with the Ontario Land Registry Office.
5. That the existing shed that is located on the lands to be severed, is to be removed from these
lands prior to them being conveyed to the lands at 1328 Maryhill Road.
6. That a dedication of a +/-4.0 metre road widening along the frontage of 1320 Maryhill Road
which includes the portion to be severed, and the north portion of 1328 Maryhill Road to be
granted to the Township of Woolwich, free and clear of encumbrances to the satisfaction of the
Director of Development Services.
CARRIED
Committee_of_Adjustment_Minutes_March_22_2021.DOC
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APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
Moved by – Charles Zeidler
Seconded by – Jim Brearley
THAT the minutes of the Committee of Adjustment meeting held February 22, 2021, be approved as
circulated.
CARRIED
Meeting adjourned.
Submitted by,
Nancy Thompson
Secretary Treasurer

Committee_of_Adjustment_Minutes_March_22_2021.DOC
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Township of Woolwich
Committee of Adjustment Minutes
April 19, 2021
The Committee of Adjustment held a virtual zoom meeting on the above date commencing at 4:30
p.m. Present: Jim Brearley, Tim Cronin, Linda Dickson, and Hans Pottkamper. Hans Pottkamper
chaired the meeting. Present from Township staff: Rino Dal Bello, Senior Planner and Nancy
Thompson, Secretary-Treasurer.
Disclosures of Pecuniary Interest – None.
MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A 6/2021 – David W. and Martha Martin
PROPERTY: 7736 Reid Woods Drive, GCT Part Lot 78
ZONE / USE: Agricultural (A) / detached dwelling, livestock barns, and accessory buildings
PROPOSAL: The applicant is requesting relief from Section 6.22.5 of the On-Farm Diversified
Use regulations to reduce the required setback between the adjacent residence at 7733 Reid
Woods Drive and a proposed woodworking shop from 150 metres to approximately 70 metres.
The applicant is proposing to operate a new woodworking shop in an existing building.
In support: David W. Martin
In opposition: None
Mr. Martin had no further information to provide to the Committee.
There were no further comments from the Committee or members of the public.
Moved by – Linda Dickson
Seconded by – Tim Cronin
THAT Minor Variance Application A 6/2021 (David W. and Martha Martin) concerning the property
described as GCT Part of Lot 78 known as 7736 Reid Woods Drive, requesting relief from Section
6.22.5 On-Farm Diversified Use regulations to reduce the required setback between the adjacent
residence at 7733 Reid Woods Drive from 150 metres to approximately 70 metres to permit a
woodworking shop in an existing building, be approved.
CARRIED
MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A 7/2021 – Jason and Maryann Knorr
PROPERTY: 2477 Lobsinger Line, GCT Part Lot 13
ZONE / USE: Agricultural (A) with site specific regulations 26.1.191 / detached dwelling, livestock
barns, accessory buildings, and a woodworking shop
PROPOSAL: The applicant is requesting relief from Section 6.22.5 of the On-Farm Diversified
Use regulations to reduce the required setback between a residence at 2502 Lobsinger Line and
the existing woodworking shop from 150 metres to approximately 140 metres. The applicant is
proposing to construct a 390 square metre addition to the rear of the existing woodworking
operation.
In support: Jason Knorr
In opposition: None
Mr. Knorr had no further information to provide the Committee.
A Committee member inquired of staff if there is anything in the current site specific regulations for
this property that would be concerning for this use to proceed under the new On-Farm Diversified
regulations. Mr. Dal Bello, noted there were no concerns at this time adding that the site specific
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provisions were implemented a number of years ago and commented that after internal staff review
the site specific regulations are likely to be removed.
Mr. Shantz, of 2444 Lobsinger Line, advised he had no comments or questions regarding the
application.
There were no further comments from the Committee or members of the public.
Moved by – Tim Cronin
Seconded by – Jim Brearley
THAT Minor Variance Application A 7/2021 (Jason and Maryann Knorr) concerning the property
described as GCT Part Lot 138 known as 2477 Lobsinger Line, requesting relief from Section 6.22.5
On-Farm Diversified Use regulations to reduce the required setback between the residence at 2502
Lobsinger Line from 150 metres to approximately 140 metres to permit an addition to the rear of the
existing woodworking building, in accordance with the On-Farm Diversified regulations, be approved.
CARRIED
MINOR VARIANCE APPLICATION A 8/2021 – Cleon and Wilma Martin
PROPERTY: 2101 Maryhill Road, GCT Part Lot 130
ZONE / USE: Agricultural (A) / detached dwelling, buggy shed and industrial shop
PROPOSAL: The applicant is requesting relief from the following On-Farm Diversified Use
regulations in order to recognize the existing industrial shop:
• Section 6.22.3 i) to increase the maximum building height from 7.3 metres to 7.6 metres;
• Section 6.22.9 to permit outdoor storage ahead of the industrial building whereas the by-law
requires it to be to the rear; and
• Section 6.22.9 to increase the outdoor storage area from a maximum of 35 percent (239
square metres) to approximately 38 percent (259 square metres) of the operations ground
floor area (683 square metres).
In support: Cleon Martin
In opposition: None
Mr. Martin had no further information to provide to the Committee.
There were no further comments from the Committee or members of the public.
Moved by – Linda Dickson
Seconded by – Tim Cronin
THAT Minor Variance Application A 8/2021 (Cleon and Wilma Martin) concerning the property
described as GCT Part Lot 130 known as 2101 Maryhill Road, requesting relief from
•
•
•

Section 6.22.3 i) to increase the maximum building height from 7.3 metres to 7.6 metres;
Section 6.22.9 to permit outdoor storage ahead of the industrial building whereas the By-law
requires it to be to the rear; and
Section 6.22.9 to increase the outdoor storage area from a maximum of 35 percentage (239
square metres) to approximately 38 percent (259 squares metres) of the operations ground
floor area (683 squares metres), be approved.
CARRIED
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APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES
Moved by – Tim Cronin
Seconded by – Jim Brearley
THAT the minutes of the Committee of Adjustment meeting held March 22, 2021, be approved as
circulated.
CARRIED
Meeting adjourned.
Submitted by,
Nancy Thompson
Secretary Treasurer
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Downtown Elmira BIA
Board Meeting Minutes
Date: January 6, 2020
Location: Virtual on Zoom
Meeting Called to Order @ 6:08
Approval of minutes from December 2, 2020

Motion to accept the minutes moved by Jim, Steve second – Passed

Delegations
None

New Business

a. Promotion & Advertising
 Social Media Update – Subcommittee to report back with ideas
i. Sky machine contract finished
ii. Website to be discussed further next meeting
 Calendar of events, strategies for the year, timetable for yearly to-dos
i. To be discussed offline to locate previously made calendar
b. Beautification
 Confirmation of duties for banners
c. Elmira Downtown Art – sub-committee to update
 No new updates
d. CIP Signage STREAM
 Timetable to consider
 RFP similar to facade STREAM from 2020?
i. Similar form to be used
 Subcommittee for applications and process?
i. Jon, Jim, Jason, Jenna
e. AGM meeting
 Roles to be finalized
i. Jon to present budget (With Steve as needed)
ii. Abby to present social media and marketing
1. What we did and what we are doing going forward
iii. Dave present on the art project
iv. Dana to report on Beautification
v. Jon to report on the CIP
vi. Jon to cover previous year and future
 Advertising and Announcement to Membership
i. Up on the website, email, social media and a flyer
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Order of events and logistics for Zoom meeting
i. Creation of slides
Discussion had regarding potential for downtown Elmira BIA website and email monitoring/ send out
 To be posted on the website and direct traffic there


f.

Township Updates – Jenna Morris/ Scott McMillan
New Businesses/ Business Celebrations
Other Business

a. Discussed best option for information sharing (ie. Facebook page)
a. Now using whatsapp for communication, currently effective

Budget Update – Jon/Steve

a. Steve to communicate with bookkeeper, Jon to bring forward at future meetings
a. Jim to be added to the account for cheque signing
b. Jon reported on communication with Richard Petherick and revisions to 2021 budget
c. Finalized 2021 budget for AGM
a. Discussed having money aside for covid-19
b. Jim motioned to accept the 2021 budget to be presented at the AGM, Dana second – Passed

Next Meeting

February 3, 2020 @ 6:00pm via Zoom
AGM tentatively as January 27th @ 6:45 – 7:00 start

Meeting Adjournment

Motion to adjourn @ 8:15 Steve, Jim second – Passed
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Downtown Elmira BIA
Board Meeting Minutes
Date: February 3, 2021
Location: Virtual on Zoom
Meeting Called to Order @ 6:10 pm
Approved of minutes from January 6, 2021 and AGM
Jim motioned to accept both sets of minutes, Jason seconded- Passed

Delegations
No

New Business
a. Promotion & Advertising
i. Abby updated on social media, highlighting successes and increased
engagement from businesses
1. Aim go forward is to provide more humanized posts to showcase
business owners and provide connections
ii. Discussion of website suggestion
1. Art project subcommittee highlighted the need for a landing page
when reaching out to artists. A need for a space to direct them to and
provide all information needed
2. To purchase site is $516 for the first year, second and third year is only
paying for the email which is $34, $368 for the fourth year
3. Downtownelmirabia.ca and downtownelmira.ca are domain options
4. Home page, art project, member services (government programs,
business resources, membership benefits, CIP) business listing,
events, Board member Bios
5. Considered a special project and would come to $762.75 from Abby
to build and organize website
6. Push back in regard to the amount of work that it will take in terms of
updating new businesses and who is going to take it on a year from
now
7. Krista makes a motion that we acceptAbby's overview and move
forward with website, Jason second – Passed
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8. Home page type look for ne xt me e ting for board to re vie w

b. Discussion of cale ndar of e ve nts, strate gie s for the ye ar, time table for ye arly to-dos
i. Ide a of a gift box for Mothe r’s Day with a combination of products from local
busine sse s
1. Sort it through shopify online
2. To be discussed offline and brought back next meeting

b. Beautification
a. Conve rsation re garding Mill Stre e t Patio/ Community Se ating and option of having a
patio again
i. Proce ss would be BIA submitting a re que st to the township and make sure all
affe cte d busine sse s are on board and able to provide fe e dback
ii. 2 counse lors we re not happy that the closure was done be fore the y kne w,
anothe r one thought it was be st to be in the back parking lots. Want to be a
part of the proce ss e arlie r and one will vote against go forward. Go forward
through council ne e ds to be approache d diffe re ntly and in advance go
forward
iii. Was pilon style look, sugge stion that it looks pre ttie r ne xt time around, having
a stronge r plan
iv. Varying fe e dback re ce ive d from busine sse s, good amount of ne gative
fe e dback from TD Bank custome rs
v. Sugge stion of having the patio portion on the side walk and re dire cting the
walking to the parking spots
vi. Ke e ping mill stre e t ope n and building it out on mill stre e t to provide patio
options to othe r busine sse s
1. Opportunity to have a busine ss build the patios
2. Improve me nts on how it is marke te d, having signage and a be tte r se t
up is like ly to attract
3. Re staurant industry is pre paring for outdoor se ating, patios to be
de cide d on shortly as busine sse s are looking for ways to have an
e arly patio se ason
4. Sugge stion of a hybrid mode l on mill stre e t or in front of dragon hill
game s
5. Having Jenna e xplore the diffe re nt options and go forward with what
the available options are and re port back at the ne xt me e ting
6. Funding and fe asibility options to be e xplore d, to look at the budge t
offline and find opportunitie s to fund the proje ct
7. John to re ach out to companie s about quote s to unde rstand what we
are looking at for cost
a. Krista can pote ntially ge t contractor pricing through supplie r
8. De cision to be made by be ginning of March, whe the r we are going to
the busine ss

c. CIP Signage STREAM

403

a. Ne e d to re vamp what is on the we bsite curre ntly, to be se nt to Je nna to have it
update d

b. Application proce ss to be finalize d by e nd of march
c. Subcommittee (Jon, Jim, Krista, John) to meet next Thursday @ Jon
4. to send out link
and Jenna to inquire if township staffing presence necessary on SC

d. Art Project Update
a. Hoping to have art callout to artists in February for art pieces
i. Communication with businesses to have agreements to have the art up on
exterior walls. Will be fixed to business wall through fasteners
b. Agreements will be with the businesses and artists, suggested to have business
owner and building operator sign as well
c. 10 pieces of art in downtown core, 1 is going to be a mural on a wall. 9 other pieces
will be ones submitted and adjudicated and will be printed on a sign and hung on a
wall okay by the business
i. Request for quote for mural artist in February to put a mural on sip and bite
wall
d. Project needing to be completed by August
e. Plan in place for marketing strategies when project is complete ot draw attention,
even a virtual walk

e. Review of AGM review
a. Overall consensus was Great job and was a success

Other Business
a. Arthur Street is being reconstructed and Scott is wanting to push for it to be more people
friendly
i.
Business and township support is needed for the region to recognize it
b. Board members are to watch a video offline and continue the discuss next meeting

Budget Update – Jon/Steve
None

Next Meeting
March 3, 2021 @6:00pm via Zoom

Meeting Adjournment
Danna motioned to adjourn; Krista seconded– passed
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Downtown Elmira BIA
Board Meeting Minutes
Date: March 3, 2021
Location: Virtual on Zoom
Meeting Called to Order @ 6:07 pm
Approved of minutes from February 3, 2021
Steve motioned to approve the minutes; Jon seconded - Passed

Delegations
None

New Business
a. Promotion & Advertising
a. Abby updated on gift basket idea, would be an opportunity to promote shopping
local and helping out businesses. Would be based on the cost of the items in the
basket.
i. Shop Woolwich website 2.7% of the item plus .30 cents per transaction that
would need to be paid by the BIA
ii. Jenna suggested that we let an individual run with it offline. Suggested
approach being to have people buy online and assemble baskets as they are
purchased. Potentially 10 in bulk and work basket to basket from then on.
Let them know they have however many days for the basket to be
assembled and ready for pick up.
b. Jenna brought forward an idea for the BIA to consider. A world class crokinole board
maker in downtown Elmira is interested in hosting a tournament to attract people to
the Downtown. Organizing an event with food and beverages. Jenna to update
what would be needed and what it would look like to organize an event.
c. Abby shared the website to highlight her progress
i. Dana suggested for Abby to change the ‘About Us’ tab to ‘BIA’ to better
represent content. Dana to reach out to contact at the library for stories
about downtown Elmira.
ii. Krista to send along old images of Elmira to have an ‘About Us’ page
highlighting the history.

b. Beautification
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a. Conversation regarding Mill Street Patio/ Community Seating and option of having a
patio again
i. Jenna reported on findings based on available options for mill street
1. Pop up patios are an option that has been worked through with the
region, there is a mechanism and a application process
a. Would work for Sip and Bite and Sweet Scoops, would go
from facade of the building to outside of the parking space,
can chose if seating is closer to the building and divert traffic
around seated area, walking to roadside or alone building.
Would have the whole space to utilize.
b. Guideline for barriers on township website. Top up insurance
is that only cost. Need to have 4 million liability insurance to
have a pop-up patio, region has started a program to help
the business get to that value if needed in a financial
capacity. To add extra to reach 4 million is 437 for 4 months
and so on, up to 12-month breakdown.
c. All businesses can apply for this.
2. Hybrid approach, making the way skinnier is not feasible, since it is a
regional left turning lane. Not a lot more space since the
3. Mill street closure had a split for pros and cons, discussion of
installing pop up patios front and side to get max number of patios
and or closing Mill street
a. Next steps are pop up patio sending in applications with the
region or to close Mill street having to get support from all
business surrounding. Needs council approval for removal of
parking spots.
ii. John shared quotes from potential contractors
1. Street patio company and have a rental system of charging $4,000/ 1
parking space
2. Scott from Elmira quoted $6,500 as a/ parking spot price and having
it be something these businesses own and can use years to come
with $700 to install/ year.
iii. John brought up the idea that the likelihood that businesses most likely
aren’t interested.
iv. Beautification of mill street will be a priority in order to improve upon this
year if that is a choice.
1. Jon suggested that Sip and Bite work with the BIA to beautify the
space.
2. Concern brough by the closure of the patio and not having anyone
using it.
3. Scott emphasizes ideas that it takes time to improve on a project and
worth seeing the response in years to come. Last year’s approach
was thrown together, and the approach here would be
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4. John motioned to close mill street for public seating and spend up to
$4,000 to beautify it, Krista seconder – Passed
a. Jason and Dave have been recused from the vote
5. Jon, Dave, Steve, Krista, John, Jenna as subcommittee for Mill Street
Community Patio
b. Flower basket update and patio décor
i. Third weekend in March baskets to be put up.

c. CIP Signage STREAM
a. Subcommittee to report on discussion from meeting offline
i. Jon suggested guideline changes to be approved by council: to allow for

frontage signage and increase amount to $2,000 and changing up the
verbiage
ii. Jenna to reach out to contact for website and update the form on there
iii. Jenna to forward on the bi law to Jon to have available when committee is
voting on requests

d. Art Project Update

a. Call outs will be released tomorrow is pending on website approval and will be made
available on media outlets, local and regional websites
b. Installation is scheduled for Canada day to draw more individuals to the downtown
to shop local and take an art walk
c. The theme was built from the CIP that tells the story of Elmira that is community
and family friendly and encourages people to stop and take pictures.
d. Currently applying for grants that open in April that Dana suggests could go towards
having a professional photographer taking the pictures of the artwork to have
consistent quality. To be brought up with the subcommittee as an idea to explore.
e. Jon presented an email sent to the BIA gmail regarding interest from a member of
the township for the Art project. Has been sent to Jenna to add to the contact list
generated.

Other Business
a. Discussion regarding Arthur Street thoughts based on board members thoughts on the video
to watch offline – till next time
b. Scott to reach out to Ann into getting benches on sidewalks

Budget Update – Jon/Steve
e. Covid relief money to be put towards community patio.
f. Review of fees from Abby, Jim motioned to accept the budget as presented, Krista second –
Passed

Next Meeting
April 7, 2021 @6:00pm via Zoom

Meeting Adjournment @ 8:45
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Krista motioned to adjourn, Dave second – Passed
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Downtown Elmira BIA
Board Meeting Minutes
Date: April 7, 2021
Location: Virtual on Zoom
Meeting Called to Order @ 6:07
Approved of minutes from March 3, 2021
Jim motioned to approve the minutes, Steve second – Passed

Delegations - None
New Business
a. Promotion & Advertising
a. Abby updated on social media and the website
i. Significant increase in reach through the social media accounts
ii. Noted that a lot of businesses aren’t aware of the BIA and what it is that we
do, provide awareness and opportunities to reach the businesses that don’t
know about us, this was noted by entire group to be a challenge of the BIA
in Elmira for years
iii. Abby is working to get us onto google my business for the website
b. Mother’s Day basket from local businesses update
i. Want to do a $50 and $100 and $150
ii. One would be a gardening theme, a foodie theme and other a jewelry type
idea
iii. Have gone door to door to price out items and see how much things cost and
price it accordingly
iv. Abby and Krista to keep rolling with it and to reach out offline if additional
help is needed

b. Beautification

a. Jenna updated what would be needed and what it would look like to organize a
crokinole event. Jenna to report on findings based on available options
i. Is keen should public health allow, waiting for guidelines to be rolled out
ii. Will update when more information is required

c. Mill street closure

a. Jenna updated re council presentation and road closure
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i. Council has it on the schedule for April 13th – Presentation needs to be to
Alex the Tuesday before
ii. Email from BIA to council prior to the meeting is suggested as a good idea
from Scott outlining what we the vision is
1. Beautification and communication strategy to the public are the two
main focuses to emphasize with council
iii. Scott to look into how this will fall on the counselors and what their stance is
1. Jenna reported on conversations with Napa Auto and Dance studio
emphasizing their support for the closure
2. Present what looks best and explain the vision and what we are
looking to achieve
iv. Flower basket update and patio décor
1. Steve has reached out but nothing back from individuals but will
update when information is sent out
v. Jenna to work through getting rid of the left turning lane
vi. Abby presented a suggested image with a wooden fence with Eat and Shop
letters at the front
vii. Group identified key points to emphasize:
1. Emphasize community side of the street is for all the businesses on
the street that do take out
2. A piece of a larger vision for the downtown, encourage people to
spend time there and spend money

d. CIP Signage STREAM
a. Update from Abby and Jon regarding application form and website update

i. Abby displayed the subpage added for the CIP providing information to
businesses and ability to submit the form
ii. Deadline meant to be April 30th but probably too soon as it is set to rollout
now, moved until May 14th for first deadline and July 9th as second deadline
iii. Abby to post on the social media to inform businesses about where to
access the CIP information

e. Art Project Update
a.

Subcommittee members reported on submissions, budget, business participation,
website and social media
i. Positive feedback from some businesses, some are in however some
businesses are not interested

Other Business
a. Covid impact discussion
a. Potential to hold off on Mill Street closure until lockdown ends and be ready for set
up following approval to open.
b. Urban design visioning session update from Jenna, Scott, Jon, Krista
Township staff and BIA members meeting to identify strengths and
i.
opportunities going forward
ii.
Defining what a good downtown looks like and what we want it to be
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iii.

Leads into consultation for planning vision that is approved by council

Budget Update – Jon/Steve
a. Jon displayed updates regarding monthly expenses, Kitchen Kuttings Façade expense noted
Jim motioned to accept the budget, Steve second – Passed

Next Meeting
May 5, 2021 @6:00pm via Zoom

Meeting Adjournment @ 7:30pm
Jim motioned to adjourn, Dave second – Passed
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St. Jacobs Business Improvement Area
Board of Management Meeting
Meeting Minutes
Tuesday, April 6, 2021
4:00 p.m.
On-Line – Google Meet

Present:

Regrets:
Guest:

Edward Denyer, Michael Palmer, Phil Hipkiss, Brittany Burgess, Nick Benninger,
Craig Miller, Bob Wilbur, Graham Spence, Carrie Briscoe – BIA Co-ordinator,
Leslie Kay, Social Media Manager
Mike Good, Fred Redekop - Township of Woolwich, Jenna Morris - Township of Woolwich
Chloe Good

1. Call Meeting to Order (4:05 PM) Edward Denyer called the meeting to order.
2. Approval of the Agenda
Moved by Bob Wilbur
Seconded by Mike Palmer

That the agenda be approved as revised

….Carried

3. Approval of the Minutes

March 2, 2021 Board Meeting

Moved by Bob Wilbur
Seconded by Mike Palmer
That the St. Jacobs Board of Management approves the minutes of March 2, 2021,
as circulated
….Carried

4. New Business

Revised Budget Update
Bob reported that our 2021 revised budget that had been circulated to and approved by the Board
was also circulated to the membership. No objections or concerns were raised so it has been sent to
Council for approval.
Action required:
Jenna to advise the Board when the revised budget gets approved.
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Beautification & Maintenance Update
Phil brought us up to date on spring beautification planning:
a. Flower baskets have been ordered from St. Jacobs Country Gardens. We are in the last
year of a three-year contract. We have started the conversation about getting a new threeyear contract in place.
b. Arrangements have been made to get the benches and garbage containers stained like we
did last spring.
c. Renovations on the proposed public bathroom are now complete. Signs are in development
and should be completed and put up by the end of this week. There have been some delays
in getting the lease signed. The Township has made considerable changes to the original
lease agreement. Phil and Bob are meeting with the Township on Friday and hope to get the
final details resolved at that time. Once we get the lease signed we can open the washroom
to the public.
d. The next Mural is progressing for the side of the building that Rumba is in. A design has been
proposed and approved. We can move forward once payment has been made.
e. The Community Space beside the Library has run into some complications. We have applied
for a grant, which included a letter of support from the Township. We have also have been in
discussion with local businesses to get their help and a plan finalized. However, we also
heard from the Township that they will not allow us to move this project forward. They said it
has not been considered in their overall Master Plan and until it is we are on hold.
f. Phil brought forward an idea that could result in an additional public washroom facility for the
Village. He advised the Board that the group that owns the building with A Gift to Remember
in it will be doing some renovations to accommodate a new tenant at the back. Part of this
will include a washroom and it could be easily adapted to make it accessible to the public if
the Board is interested in cost sharing some of the renovations. There would also be some
incremental costs for stocking and maintenance but we could leverage our existing supplier
and processes to keep the costs manageable. The Board expressed interest in this idea as it
would be desirable to have an alternate facility given our only public washroom is a single
toilet.
Action required:
Phil to develop a detailed cost estimate for this proposed public washroom and submit for
consideration by the Board.

Marketing Update
Signs – Mike reported that signs for the public washroom are in development and should be ready to
installed by the end of this week. There will be one larger sign at the washroom itself and a few
smaller ones throughout the village directing people. The design for the sign outside ScotiaBank has
been sent on to the Township for production. A proposal (design and cost) for the sign at the Market
/ Hotel site has been submitted to Naushad (General Manager) for consideration.
Banners – Mike said that some of the Banner on the poles etc. throughout the Village are in need of
repair.
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Action required:
Mike, Carrie and Phil to take an inventory of how many need to be repaired or replaced and
then contact the supplier.
Tote Bags – arrangements have been made to start selling the Village re-usable Tote Bags in some
of the Village shops. These have been put in place on consignment with the proceeds coming back
to the BIA to help support activities for the Village.
Village Entrance Signs – there is a need for more letters used for messaging on the signs. We are
limited in what we can say as we don’t have enough letters and / or symbols.
Action required:
Mike to investigate cost and suppliers in order expand our supply.

Stockyards Development
There is progress being made on the commercial development for the lands around the Stockyard
and the Farmers Market. This is a major expansion of commercial activity and will have a significant
impact on the Village of St. Jacobs. We need to be consulted in whatever happens here and be in a
position to voice our support and/or our concerns.
Action required:
Bob to connect with Jenna to determine how we can be involved in future discussions.
Walking Tours
Carrie reported that we a have received from RT04 to help get this initiative off the ground. We have
also directed some of the addition funds in our revised budget toward content development. So we
are moving forward with this initiative. Edward has signed an MOU with Juanita (Stroll) on behalf of
the BIA and we hope to have this up and running in the summer. It will be a valuable addition the
portfolio of activities here in the Village.
NOTE: Juanita is looking for contacts who are knowledgeable about the history of the Village. If you
know someone who could be helpful, please let Carrie know.
New Businesses in the Village
WE have three new businesses starting up in the Village:
Fudge Sakes – a small candy shop beside Tea, Earth and Sky, Living Fresh – a flower shop beside
Rumba and Change Lifestyle and Apparel shop between Quarry and Block3.

5. Next Meeting

Tuesday May 4th, 2021, 4:00 pm - Location - on-line.
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Corporate Memo
Development Services
To: Council
From: Jeremy Vink, Manager of Planning
Subject: Cannabis Retail Stores - Regulations
File ID: D15
Meeting Date: June 1, 2021

Background
At the May 4, 2021 Committee of the Whole meeting, Council requested staff to provide details
on the opportunities to license or regulate the number of Cannabis stores in the downtowns.
The information below is provided for information purposes.

Comments
The Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontario (AGCO) regulates the cannabis industry in
Ontario. The AGCO has provided a guide to Cannabis Retailing in Ontario outlining the aspects
of operating a retail cannabis operation. Licensing of such operations is completed by AGCO.
When the regulations came into place the Province also set rules for municipalities. Where:
“Municipalities:
Ontario municipalities had a one-time option to opt out of having cannabis retail stores in
their communities. They had until January 22, 2019 to notify the AGCO that their council
had passed a resolution to opt out of having cannabis retail stores. Municipalities that
choose to opt out can opt back in at any time—but once they have opted in, they may not
reverse their decision.
Therefore, cannabis retail stores cannot be located in a municipality that has passed a
resolution prohibiting cannabis retail stores from being located in the municipality.
•
•

•

If a municipality decided not to allow cannabis retail stores, they must have
informed the AGCO about their decision by January 22, 2019.
Municipalities that have opted-in may not create a licensing system respecting the
sale of cannabis nor pass a bylaw that distinguishes land or building use for
cannabis from any other kinds of use.
The fact that your application is accepted does not guarantee that it will be approved.
Determining that a retail store authorization application meets all retail location
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requirements is made on the basis of the information available at the time of the
expected issuance of the retail store authorization and not at the time of
the application.
Near Schools:
The Registrar cannot issue an Retail Service Agreement (RSA) to a proposed cannabis
retail store located less than 150 metres from a school or private school, as defined in
the Education Act. This will be determined as follows:
•

•

when the school or private school is the primary or only occupant of a building, 150
metres shall be measured from the property line of the property on which the school
or private school is located.
When the school or private school is not the primary or only occupant of a building,
150 meters shall be measured from the boundary of any space occupied by the
school or private school within the building.”
Excerpt from the Cannabis Retail Regulation Guide, AGCO - Underline and bold
added for emphasis.

As per the recommendation in Report A01/2019, Council approved the following
recommendation to opt-in to allowing for cannabis stores in the Township:
1. opt-in for allowing retail cannabis stores in the Township of Woolwich; and,
2. adopt the Cannabis Retail Store Policy Statement as outlined in report A01-2019; and
further,
3. delegate commenting authority to the Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontario
(AGCO) to the Director of Engineering & Planning Services on proposed locations; and
4. request that the Provincial Government amend their legislation to allow Municipalities to
distinguish in their zoning by-law between retail locations and Cannabis retail locations to
ensure that the location of Cannabis retail locations are appropriate, particularly in
regards to nearby residential uses.
By opting in, the Township agreed to permit cannabis retailing in Woolwich, however, the
Province did not amend the legislation to allow for the zoning to regulate the same. The
Township’s policy on cannabis was also approved at that time, a copy of which is attached for
reference.
The Province’s regulations state that cannabis retail is not permitted to be a stand-alone defined
use under the zoning by-law, as such, so long as retail is permitted in that zone, cannabis retail
stores will be permitted (subject to all requisite performance standards).
Municipalities are not to regulate cannabis retail operations any differently than how other retail
uses are regulated. Just as the Township does not regulate the number of convenience stores,
real estate offices, liquor stores, or insurance businesses in an area, neither are municipalities
to try regulating cannabis using licensing or setbacks. It will be up to the market to dictate
number stores in an area. Essentially, the ability to regulate the operation of licensed cannabis
retail stores is largely beyond municipal jurisdiction.
Licensing of retail cannabis stores is not permitted by municipalities.
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Consistent with the Province’s regulations, under the Township Zoning By-law cannabis retail
stores would be permitted in any area where retailing is a permitted use. Similarly, cannabis
growing operations are permitted as farming in the Agricultural zones.

List of Attachments
Township Policy - Cannabis Retail Store Municipal Commenting Criteria
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CORPORATE
POLICY &
PROCEDURE

Policy No.:
Pages: 2
Effective Date:
Supercedes:

SECTION:
SUBJECT: CANNABIS RETAIL STORE MUNICIPAL COMMENTING CRITERIA
PURPOSE
This policy confirms delegated authority and criteria for staff to provide comment to the Alcohol and
Gaming Commission of Ontario (AGCO) with regard to the location of recreational cannabis retail
store locations.
The Township of Woolwich is committed to providing comment on proposed retail cannabis store
locations based on the safety and security of our residents including protecting of our vulnerable
residents. As such, the Township’s comment shall be based on the public interest as defined as:
•
•
•

Protecting public health and safety;
Protecting youth and restricting access to cannabis;
Preventing illicit activities in relation to cannabis.

The intent of establishing this policy statement is to provide consistent and fair comment among all
interested retail store operators, and to provide clear direction to potential retail store operators in their
site selection.

POLICY SCOPE
The Director of Engineering and Planning Services, in addition to the Manager of Planning Services
as an alternate, shall provide comment on behalf of the Township of Woolwich to the AGCO in regard
to the proposed location of retail cannabis stores.

POLICY REQUIREMENTS
Municipal Commenting Criteria
Staff shall provide Township comment to the AGCO in accordance with the timeframes prescribed by
the Province on proposed cannabis store locations based on the following.
In addition to the criteria established by the province (i.e. minimum distance to schools), the retail
cannabis stores are recommended to be a minimum of 150 metres from the following:
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•
•
•
•
•

Addiction service providers;
Residential shelters or supportive housing for youth or vulnerable populations;
Social service providers that support vulnerable populations and youth;
Community centres and libraries;
Other retail cannabis stores.

Note that consistent with other uses under the zoning by-law, a zoning (occupancy) certificate will be
required to confirm zoning compliance as a retail use along with all applicable zoning regulations.
The Township’s sign by-law as well as the Ontario Building Code and Ontario Fire Code also apply.
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Communication Tower 128 Katherine Street South
DS23-2021
Jeremy Vink
Committee of the Whole Meeting
June 1, 2021
D11 and Property File 302902000111300
Yes
Yes
Name(s)
Senior Management Team

Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, considering Report DS23-2021 respecting
Communication Tower 128 Katherine Street South, indicate that it has no objection with
the proposal submitted by Forbes Bros / Xplornet Communications to erect a 45-metre
high wireless communication tower on lands known as 128 Katherine Street South, which
in the Township’s opinion is compliant with the requirements of Industry Canada’s Radio
Communications and Broadcasting Antenna Systems protocol CPC-2-0-03 and that all
obligations for public consultation for Township and the CPC have been adequately
addressed.

Background/Comments:
Staff were circulated a proposal from Forbes Bros on behalf of Xplornet Communications
to construct a 45-metre-high communication tower on an 80-hectare (197 acre) property
located at 128 Katherine Street South, just to the south of Winterbourne.
The communication tower would be situated within a 225 m2 fenced compound area (i.e.,
15 m by 15 m) along with a 6 foot by 8 foot shed. The tower will be accessed from the
adjacent driveway and serviced from utilities on the property.
The tower is proposed to be setback approximately 100 metres from Katherine Street,
behind the tree line, and directly behind and adjacent to the cemetery.
The applicant has consulted with Staff, circulated the proposal to all property owners
within 150 metres from the site and placed a notice in the Woolwich Observer in regard to
the proposed tower to solicit comments, which is a similar circulation method used by the
Township for proposed Zone Change applications.
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A public consultation was proposed to be held on May 6th, 2021, and comments were to
be received by May 17, 2021.
The applicant has provided a report dated April 15, 2021 and supplementary response to
staff question dated April 28, 2021 and the public consultation outlining the need/impact
of the tower and summarizing the comments received through the consultation process.
As no one registered for the virtual open house the event was cancellated. Two
comments were received asking about whether or not the signals emitted by the tower
would interfere with existing signals, both of which were resolved via email.
Based on reviewing the applicant’s report, Staff has no objection to the proposed
communication tower/compound area for the following reasons:
•

•
•
•
•

•
•
•

•

•

The proposed location is technically suitable to meet network needs. The tower will
address coverage in the Winterbourne and surrounding area. No other towers exist in
a half kilometer area, and other towers in the area will not address the need.
The height of the tower is 45-metres, which is kept to a minimum required to provide
sufficient coverage.
The design of the tower will accommodate multiple providers.
The proposed tower and compound area will not be severed from the property.
The operation will use the existing access to the site, be located in a corner of the
field so as to minimize impact to the farm operation. The tower will result in additional
income to the operation.
Other locations on site and nearby were considered but deemed inadequate.
There are no compatibility issues with this proposed infrastructure, which is
approximately 200 metres away from the nearest neighbouring home.
The tower will be located behind a number of trees (approx. 12 m high) and setback
approximately 100 metres from the road. The setback and trees will reduce the visual
impact.
The radio antenna system will comply with Transport Canada/NAV Canada
aeronautical safety requirements and given its location, the communication tower will
not require any lighting and/or paint markers.
The facility includes a locked, alarmed and electronically monitored mechanical
equipment shelter and the fenced compound area has a locked gate at the access
point to prevent trespassers.

A telephone company’s infrastructure is exempt from setback requirements under the
Public Service provisions (Section 6.8) in the Township Zoning By-law.

Interdepartmental Impacts:
None.

Financial Impacts:
None.
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Strategic Plan Impacts:
Planning for Growth and Exploring Economic Development Opportunities. The
development contributes to managed and sustainable growth and development.

Conclusion:
Staff has no objection with Council endorsing, by resolution, the proposed communication
tower application for the property at 128 Katherine Street South, as described in the
applicant’s Planning report and Public Consultation Summary.

Attachments:
Appendix A: Justification Report / Submitted material
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Planning Justification Report

Xplornet Communications –
Telecommunication Site: ON 7925 – WINTERBOURNE

Cyrus Ghassabeh, Director
3/19/2021

Xplornet Communications justification for a proposal to erect a 45.0m tall self support style
communications structure and related equipment at 128 Katherine St S., West Montrose, ON N0B
2V0.

423

1.0 Introduction
Forbes Bros Ltd Telecommunications Services has been retained by Xplornet Communications
(“Xplornet”) with respect to a proposal to build a new freestanding communications base station facility
on the lands at 128 Katherine St S., West Montrose, Ontario. The purpose of this report is to provide
analysis and justification in support of the proposed facility and to assist the land-use authority in
providing comments on the proposed development.

2.0 Background
A continual growth in demand for wireless products and their associated services has created a need for
increased wireless network infrastructure. Mobile phones and other wireless devices cannot operate
without the necessary infrastructure, which is made up of transmitting and receiving antenna sites
located on support structures, commonly referred to as “cell towers”.
New infrastructure requirements are determined by monitoring the wireless network and identifying
areas with weak or insufficient coverage. Xplornet network planners isolate the areas requiring
improvements and conduct coverage studies to determine the ideal co-ordinates for a new antenna
base station. Real estate investigations determine feasible locations for new sites. New locations include
existing towers (colocation), tall buildings or other feasible structures and of course new free-standing
support structures.

3.0 Proposal
Xplornet has proposed a new free standing 45.0m tall self support type communication facility (ON 7925
– WINTERBOURNE). The proposal supports enhanced wireless voice & data coverage and capacity for
Winterbourne and the surrounding areas.
3.1 Location
Xplornet’s proposed location is on property described as PART LOT 4 & PART LOT 5 CROOK’S TRACT
BROKEN FRONT CONCESSION EGR WOOLWICH AS IN 300339, SAVE & EXCEPT PARTS 1-3 58R16158,
EXCEPT PART 2 58R-18810, S/T F20638 TOWNSHIP OF WOOLWICH. The proposed facility would be
located approximately 260m southwest from Lundy Rd and HWY 23 (Katherine St S.) intersection (Figure
1).
The tower is proposed to be located on the Eastern edge of the subject property and has the geographic
coordinates:
Latitude (NAD83) N 43⁰ 33’ 05.8”
Longitude (NAD83) W 80⁰ 28’ 18.0”
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Figure 1 – Location Map (not to scale)

Proposed Xplornet
Tower

3.2 Design
Xplornet has proposed a 45.0m tall self support style structure within a 15m x 15m leased area,
transmitting, and receiving antennas, and radio equipment (see Figure 2 and 3).
The tower height allows the antenna equipment to propagate wireless signals over top of obstacles
(trees, buildings, varying topography) and maintain line of sight connections to other Xplornet facilities
in the network.
The proposed installation provides an opportunity to accommodate future technologies as well as
potential co-location with other licensed carriers, thus limiting the number of new tower structures
required in the area.
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Figure 2 – Tower location on the property (not to scale)

Proposed tower site
Figure 3 –Example of an Xplornet Tower
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4.0 Rationale
The selection of a wireless communications site works similarly to fitting a piece into a puzzle. In this
case, the puzzle is a complex radio network. Client demand, radio frequency engineering principles, local
topography and land use opportunities working in concert with one another direct the geography of
Xplornet sites.
In identifying a potential tower location and design, Xplornet examined the local area, assessed the
visibility of the structure, and considered possible tower designs. Xplornet evaluated the best location
for a new facility using the following criteria:
4.1 Technical Requirements
The performance of a wireless network is dependent on the geographical location of its
equipment, height of its antennas, line of sight requirements, the demand customers place on the
network, as well as proximity to the network users. In expanding its wireless network, Xplornet is
seeking to improve service for Winterbourne and the surrounding areas.
Xplornet can achieve enhanced coverage and capacity with the proposed facility Winterbourne
(ON 7925) at 128 Katherine St S., West Montrose, ON.
4.2 Evaluation of Existing Structures
Co-location and rooftop deployment are the first locations considered in achieving new coverage
objectives. For site sharing to be considered technically feasible, existing telecommunication sites
and other tall structures must be located within the search area prescribed by Xplornet network
planners and engineers. These locations must also provide adequate deployment height and
structural capacity to hold additional equipment.
Site sharing investigations revealed that there are no existing tower facilities within 0.5km of
Xplornet proposed location that are feasible locations (see Figure 4).
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Figure 4 – 500m search radius for co-location (approximate)

Proposed Xplornet
Tower

4.3 Land-use Consideration
The site is located on property designated Agricultural (A) and the subject property is abutted by
further agricultural zones as well as R-1.
Given the coverage objectives of this site we feel it is the best possible location. The proposed
facility will enhance coverage for surrounding area as well as to travellers along the roadways.

5.0 Review of Development Plan
5.1 Municipal Consultation Process
Xplornet is regulated and licensed by Industry Canada to provide inter-provincial wireless voice and data
services. As a federal undertaking, Xplornet is required by Industry Canada to consult with land-use
authorities in siting new mobile base station locations.
The consultation process established under Industry Canada’s authority is intended to provide the local
land-use authorities an opportunity to address land-use concerns while respecting the federal
government’s exclusive jurisdiction in the siting and operation of wireless voice and data systems.
As the provisions of the Ontario Planning Act and other municipal by-laws and regulations do not apply
to federal undertakings, wireless communication facilities are not required to obtain municipal permits
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of any kind. Xplornet is required to follow established and documented telecommunication protocols or
processes set forth by land-use authorities.
5.2 Public Consultation
In accordance with Industry Canada procedures, public consultation is required for most new
telecommunication facility proposals. Per Industry Canada’s guidelines default public consultation is
conducted via written notification to property owners within three times (3x) the height of the tower
measured from the base or outer most point of the tower. Depending on the height of the proposed
facility a public notice in a locally circulated newspaper may also be warranted.
Both forms of notice must contain basic information about the proposal (location, design etc.) as well as
contact information for the proponent and a thirty (30) day window to submit comments or questions
to the proponent.
Public consultation requirements may vary where an established local policy or protocol is in effect.
5.3 Federal Requirements
In addition to the requirements for consultation with municipal authorities and the public, Xplornet
must also fulfill other important obligations including the following:
Impact Assessment Act (IAA) formerly Canadian Environmental Assessment Act
Innovation, Science and Economic Development Canada (“ISED” formerly Industry Canada) requires that
the installation and modification of antenna systems be done in a manner that complies with
appropriate environmental legislation. This includes the Impact Assessment Act, 2019 (IAA), where the
antenna system is incidental to a physical activity or project designated under IAA, or is located on
federal lands.
Xplornet attests that the radio antenna system as proposed for this site is not located within federal
lands or forms part of or incidental to projects that are designated by the Regulations Designating
Physical Activities or otherwise designated by the Minister of the Environment as requiring an
environmental assessment. In accordance with the Impact Assessment Act, this installation is excluded
from assessment.
For additional detailed information, please consult the Impact Assessment Act at: https://lawslois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/I-2.75/

Transport Canada’s Aeronautical Obstruction Marking Requirements
Aerodrome safety is under the exclusive jurisdiction of NAV Canada and Transport Canada. An important
obligation of wireless proponents is to comply with Transport Canada / NAV Canada aeronautical safety
requirements. Transport Canada performs an assessment of the proposal with respect to the potential
hazard to air navigation and notifies Xplornet of any painting and/or lighting requirements for the
antenna system. Xplornet will submit the necessary applications to the appropriate parties to obtain the
required approvals.
For additional information, please see the Transport Canada website at:
http://www.tc.gc.ca/eng/civilaviation/regserv/cars/part6-standards-standards621-3808.htm
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Health Canada’s Safety Code 6 Compliance
Health Canada is responsible for research and investigation to determine and promulgate health
protection limits for exposure to radio-frequency (RF) electromagnetic energy. Accordingly, Health
Canada has developed a guideline entitled “Limits of Human Exposure to Radiofrequency
Electromagnetic Fields in the Frequency Range from 3Khz to 300Ghz – Safety Code 6”.
The exposure limits specified in Safety Code 6 are established by reviewing all peer-reviewed scientific
research in human health and RF exposure. Included in this review are hundreds of studies conducted
over the past 50 years.
Radiocommunication, including technical aspects related to broadcasting, is under the responsibility of
the Ministry of Industry (Industry Canada) which has the power to establish standards, rules, policies
and procedures. Industry Canada, under this authority has adopted Safety Code 6 for the protection of
the general public. With this adoption, Industry Canada requires all proponents and operators to ensure
that their installations comply with Safety Code 6 at all times, including any changes to the code and
including any combined effects from other installations in the nearby radio environment.
Xplornet attests that the radio antenna system described will comply with Health Canada’s Safety Code
6 limits, as may be amended from time to time, for the protection of the general public including any
combined effects of additional carrier co-locations and nearby installations within the local radio
environment.
Engineering Practices
Xplornet attests that the radio antenna system as proposed for this site will be constructed in
compliance with the National Building Code and the Canadian Standards Association and comply with
good engineering practices including structural adequacy.

6.0 Summary and Conclusion
As communities continue to grow to depend on wireless products and their services, it will be necessary
to improve network coverage and quality. Improving network coverage and quality is achieved by
increasing mobile base station infrastructure to fill coverage gaps and increase capacity for current and
future wireless users.
In response to the demand for high quality wireless services in Ontario and specifically in the Township
of Woolwich, Xplornet has proposed a communications site that achieves the technical requirements of
the network while maintaining a significant setback to any residential land uses.
I look forward to working with the Municipality in providing enhanced wireless services to the
community. Should you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact me at (905)
808-0073 or by email at cghassabeh@forbesbrosltd.ca.
Sincerely,

Cyrus Ghassabeh

Cyrus Ghassabeh
Forbes Bros Ltd. Telecommunication Services
482 South Service Road East, Unit 130
Oakville, ON L6J 2X6
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Xplornet Empire Corners LTE Project Justification
April 21, 2021

Xplornet Communications Inc.
RF Engineering
Mazher Ahmed Siddiqui
RF Designe Specialist
CONFIDENTIAL
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Reasons for adding LTE site at Kimbo

Existing LTE

2 | CONFIDENTIAL

•

Xplornet has LTE installed at
Inverhaugh and Breslau . The
NorthWest, of Breslau and North
west sector of Inverhaugh are
congested (see map on the left)

•

We need to add site in the area
to provide more capacity in
order to serve more customers
and provide better services to
the existing customers.
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WinterbourneCoverage map
•

3 | CONFIDENTIAL

The site will have 526
uncabled households
in its foot print
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Purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street Sweeper
complete with a dust filtration system
IS21-2021
Carter Maguire
Committee of the Whole Meeting
June 1, 2021
V01
No
Yes
Jared Puppe
Senior Management Team

Recommendation:
That the Council of the Township of Woolwich, consider Report IS21-2021, respecting the
sole source purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street Sweeper complete
with a dust filtration system:
1. exempt the purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street Sweeper
from the requirements of the Purchasing By-law;
2. approve the purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street Sweeper,
complete with a dust filtration system, from the Equipment Specialist Incorporated.
at a total cost of $386,637.12 after H.S.T. rebate; and
3. authorize the Mayor and Clerk to sign the contract documents.

Background and Comments:
The 2021 Capital Equipment Replacement budget provided for the replacement of a 2012
Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street Sweeper complete with a dust filtration system.
The Fleet Management Section of the Procurement Policy adopted in October of 2016 has
been reviewed, and the purchase of this vehicle meets the requirements of the policy.
The Township has been successfully using a Tymco model DST-6 Regenerative Air street
sweeper, complete with a dust filtration system, since the initial sole source purchase in
2012. This unit, which was a demonstration model when purchased, has reached the end
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of its useful life and replacement is required to ensure reliable operation and a continued
high level of service delivery going forward.
Prior to purchasing the first Tymco DST-6 sweeper, the Township owned and operated a
vacuum type street sweeper (the primary competitor to regenerative air sweepers in the
municipal environment). A vacuum sweeper uses a constantly rotating gutter broom and
angled under-body main broom to direct debris and particulate matter to a curbside suction
head. They also employ pressurized nozzles to spray water on the road in advance of both
brooms for dust suppression. Only the area directly under the suction head (approximately
30 inches) gets vacuum cleaned. Vacuum sweepers use water continuously for dust
suppression because the majority of their coverage area is being swept with a broom,
which, without the water, would result in significant amounts of airborne dust. The constant
use of water results in fine particulate material being pasted to the road surface, then
missed by the pickup head, where it dries and becomes airborne as a result of wind and
vehicular traffic. In addition to this, vacuum sweepers, by design, exhaust air from the
debris tank as it fills resulting in the re-disbursement of fine particulate matter into the
atmosphere.
Regenerative air sweepers employ a closed, looped air system that uses a suction head
the entire width of the machine (approximately 87 inches) which blasts a high velocity,
controlled, jet of air across the width of the suction head onto the surface of the road and
into the cracks. This action dislodges the debris and fine particulate matter and forces it
first into the air stream, and then back into the debris tank. Regenerative sweepers offer
optional under-body brooms that would typically only be used to assist in the removal of
hard-packed dirt and debris from construction activities, and would rarely be employed
during regular sweeping activities.
Standard regenerative air sweepers, to a lesser degree than vacuum sweepers, are also
guilty of allowing some of the fine particulate matter to escape from around the pickup head
(because of variations in the road surface which invariably occurs as streets and roads age
and deteriorate due to continuous abuse from weather and traffic). This lost fine particulate
matter ends up back on the road surface where it becomes airborne as a result of wind
and vehicular traffic.
The Tymco DST-6 regenerative air sweeper is currently the only street sweeper available
that offers an on-board dust filtration system which filters the circulated air and enables the
sweeper to operate without the use of water, while eliminating between 95 and 99 percent
of the fine particulate matter from escaping the suction head.
Environmental Considerations
Both the Ministry of the Environment’s Ontario’s Clean Action Plan 2004 and the Region
of Waterloo Public Health Units Air Quality and Public Health Report 2008 identified fine
particulate matter pollution, as a significant risk to public health. Fine particulate matter
(PM10 and PM2.5), both of which are considered toxic substances under the Canadian
Environmental Protection Act, is the general term used to describe a mixture of solid
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particles and liquid droplets in the air smaller than either 10 or 2.5 microns in diameter. By
comparison an average strand of human hair is 70 microns in diameter. In a study
published by Atmospheric Environment, nearly half of road pollution is attributed to nonexhaust sources such as brake wear, road surface wear, and particles dispersed in the air
by the movement of wind and vehicular traffic. In another study conducted by the University
of London, brake dust is identified as producing more harmful pollution than vehicle
exhausts. Fine particulate matter is inhalable and small enough to penetrate the
respiratory system and into the deepest recesses of the lungs. Exposure to fine particles
can cause short term health effects such as eye, nose, throat and lung irritation, coughing,
sneezing, runny nose and shortness of breath. Exposure can also worsen medical
conditions such as asthma, chronic bronchitis and heart and arterial disease. Studies have
linked long term exposure to fine particulate matter to increased rates of chronic bronchitis,
reduced lung function and an increased mortality rate from lung cancer and heart disease.
People with existing heart and lung issues, children and the elderly are particularly
sensitive to fine particulate matter.
Further to this, stormwater pollution has been identified as a major cause of reduced water
quality in urban streams, rivers and lakes. Fine particulate matter that is not picked up by
sweeping operations ends up in the stormwater system during rain events and is a
significant contributor to stormwater pollution. The fine particulate matter accumulating
over time on stream bottoms seriously impacts fish habitat and spawning, as it fills in
around larger aggregate in the stream bed where fish lay their eggs. It can also lead to
toxin accumulation in fish and aquatic animals.
The Tymco DST-6 street sweeper employs the most current technology, and has Tier-4
diesel emissions-compliant engines capable of operating with bio-diesel, reducing overall
engine emissions.
Street Sweeper Testing
In 2006 and 2007, as part of their Clean Roads to Clean Air initiative, the City of Toronto,
in partnership with the City of Hamilton, went through an extensive process to scientifically
evaluate street sweeper performance based on their ability to pick up and confine fine
particulate matter. These evaluations were witnessed and verified by an independent
organization, Environmental Technology Verification Canada (ETV Canada). ETV Canada
is a division of the Ontario Centre for Environmental Technology Advancement (OCETA)
and manages the Canadian Environmental Technology Verification Program under a
licensed agreement with Environment Canada and Industry Canada.
Several machines were tested during this study and their ETV certificates are available on
the ETV Canada website. In the 2006/07 ETV testing, the Tymco DST-6 sweeper was the
only sweeper to achieve a surface removal efficiency rating in excess of 90% when it was
rated as 91.6%. The only other competitor regenerative air sweeper, an Elgin Crosswind
NX, at the time with a dustless filtration system, when tested, had a surface removal
efficiency of 81.8%. To note: all of this testing was done without the use of water. This
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competitor is no longer in production due to performance issues with its less effective
dustless system.
In 2016, the International Organization for Standardization (ISO) published a new
internationally recognized standard for Environmental Management (ISO 14034). Using
this standard as the framework for evaluation, Environmental Technology Verification
Canada (ETV) is able to measure and assess the environmental claims of equipment
manufacturers and ensure that they are true and verifiable. ETV retested the Tymco DST6 again in 2017 and the findings of the testing indicated that the Tymco DST-6 has a
surface pick-up efficiency in excess of 95% for particulate down to 0.3 micron in size while
performing dustless sweeping without the use of water. There is almost no polluted air
escaping to the outside air, which makes the Tymco DST-6, based on the ETV testing, the
most effective sweeper on the market today at removing fine particulate matter from road
surfaces and preserving air quality.
The Tymco DST-6 street sweeper was able to pick up over 13% more material than the
other machine with a dustless system tested. Based on average sweeper collection
volumes of 80 to 95 loads per month, over seven months, at approximately 3,300 kilograms
per load, a reduction in sweeping pick up efficiency of 13 % would equate to approximately
260 tons per year of fine toxic particulate matter being left on the roads annually. This
missed fine particulate would potentially become airborne through wind and vehicular traffic
or end up in roadside catchbasins and ultimately a receiving water body. To date, no
vacuum sweeper manufacturers have requested testing by ETV Canada due to their
inability to sweep without the use of water.
As a result of the ETV testing, Tymco DST-6 street sweepers are well-represented in
municipal fleets throughout Ontario with over 100 units currently in service.
Operational Efficiencies
The ability to sweep without the use of water has enabled operations to extend the
sweeping season into March and as late as December, depending on snow accumulation.
This is particularly important in the late fall, during leaf collection, and during spring
cleanup. Operational effectiveness is greatly reduced for other sweepers during below
freezing temperatures, when they have to rely on water for dust suppression and to work
effectively.
The Township’s Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Sweeper has proven to be a highly
efficient and reliable sweeper. It has allowed staff to continue to provide a high level of
service in the face of the annual pressure caused by an ever increasing inventory, as well
as meet environmental expectations for fine particulate removal. In addition, the significant
reduction in the use of the main broom has provided a significant savings in annual broom
replacement costs when compared to the townships previous vacuum sweeper.
Furthermore, the ability to sweep while running dry and dustless when called upon to
sweep in construction areas (where the use of water often makes conditions worse) is a
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significant benefit to residents living in these new development areas. Finally, our personal
experience, as well as that experienced by other municipalities who own and operate the
Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Sweepers, indicates that the durability and reliability of this
sweeper is exceptional, with significantly lower maintenance costs and reduced down time
when compared to other sweepers.
Sole Source Approach
The cities of Toronto, Hamilton, Waterloo, Oakville, Burlington and Markham have
approved direct purchasing for all street sweeper purchases, choosing the Tymco DST-6
model based on the ETV test results and its durability. In 2013, Township of Woolwich
Council, approved an exemption for the purchasing by-law to direct purchase the current
Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air street sweeper, complete with the dust filtration option.
Tymco uses “The Equipment Specialist Incorporated” as their only distributor for sweepers
sold in Ontario and they are located in Hamilton and Burlington. The Equipment Specialist
also provides parts and service as needed for the Tymco sweepers. They have proven to
be exceptional in supplying ware parts such as brooms and suction head curtains quickly
when needed, and providing annual servicing and any other service requirements for that
matter.

Interdepartmental Impacts:
None.

Financial Implications:
2021 Capital Fleet Budget

$390,000.00

Equipment Specialist Quote

$376,500.00

Optional Equipment (Auto Greaser)

$

Total

$379,950.00

Plus H.S.T.

$ 49,393.50

Sub total

$429,343.50

Less H.S.T. rebate

$ 42,706.38

Grand Total

$386,637.12

Budget Surplus

3,450.00

$3,362.88

The remaining surplus of $3,362.88 from the budget amount will remain in the Equipment
Reserve Fund. The trade in funds from the sale of the 2012 Tymco DST-6 street sweeper
will be placed in the Equipment Reserve Fund.
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Strategic Plan Impacts:
The Capital Equipment Replacement program supports the Township of Woolwich’s
strategic direction to “Manage and maintain all municipal infrastructure with an emphasis
on continuous improvement and greater efficiencies”, with a goal to “Optimize the use of
Municipal Infrastructure”.
In addition the Capital Equipment Replacement program supports the strategic direction to
“Maintain a high standard of municipal service delivery”.
And also the Capital Equipment Replacement program supports the Township of
Woolwich’s strategic direction to “Explore methods of positively influencing the
determinants of health”

Conclusion:
As outlined in this report, Staff recommend that Council grant an exemption to the
Purchasing By-law for the direct purchase of a 2021 Tymco DST-6 Regenerative Air Street
Sweeper, complete with a dustless filtration system, from the Equipment Specialist Inc.

Attachments:
None
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

Title/Action Required

Assigned
To

Projected Date of
Completion

O – February 13, 2018
R – February 11, 2019
R – December 9, 2019

Snyders Flats Road

IS

Construction in
2021-2022

O – October 20, 2015
R - May 29, 2017
R- August 22, 2017
R – May 29, 2018
R – April 1, 2019
R – August 26, 2019
R – September 23, 2019
R – December 9, 2019

GRT Working Group

CAO

Community Bus
Implementation in
2018
Changes to
conventional route
were implemented
as part of the 2019
Regional Budget
process
The project is in an
ongoing monitoring
state.

Document Number: 23005

Updates/Notes

Funding for Snyders Flats Road
will be included in the 2021
Budget.
The proposed area rating report
has been deferred. Region transit
staff will be drafting a schedule for
our review with will outline critical
discussions/deadlines for transit
improvements and a possible new
route.
On December 19 Council
directed:
 That the Township of
Woolwich support the
implementation of Grand
River Transit service
improvements to Route 21
commencing September 2017
with no annual cost increase
to the Regional tax levy of the
Township of Woolwich.
 That the Township of
Woolwich request a review of
the methodology related to
the allocation of costs and
revenue to the Township.
 The Township of Woolwich
continues to work with the
Region on the development of
a Breslau GRT Bus Route.
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

Title/Action Required

Assigned
To

Projected Date of
Completion

Updates/Notes

On May 29th Council supported a
pilot project with Kiwanis Transit.
On June 26, Council made the
following decision:
That the Council of the Township
of Woolwich approves the
expense of $13,000 from
Operating Contingency towards
signage and advertising for the
Kiwanis Transit Pilot Project.
The following recommendation
went before Regional Council at
the September 18th Regional
Council meeting:
“That the Regional Municipality of
Waterloo supports Kiwanis
Transit, for at least another year,
for the shuttle service they provide
around Elmira; 3100590 Council
Agenda - 5 - 19/09/18
“And That the service continues,
until there is a more in-depth
conversation on what the shuttle
service and transit in the
Townships might look like.”
Staff met with the Region on July
10 to discuss potential transit in

Document Number: 23005
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

Title/Action Required

Assigned
To

Projected Date of
Completion

Updates/Notes

opportunities in Breslau.
Grand River Transit, Metrolinx
and the Township of Woolwich,
have partnered to engage the
community and design an ondemand transit service in Breslau.
This pilot has been in the works
since 2019 and is planned to
operate for at least one year.
GRT is seeking public input,
preferences and ideas about what
an appropriate transit service in
Breslau ought to look like. They’re
looking to hear from those who
live and work in Breslau, as well
as those interested in travelling to
and from Breslau. The project
team will use a variety of surveys,
workshops, and interviews to ask
about where and when future
users would like to travel,
obstacles to transit use that need
to be overcome, and elements of
an on-demand service users
would like to see. These results
will be used to design and
implement an on-demand pilot
service that reflects the input of all
participants.

Document Number: 23005
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

Title/Action Required

Assigned
To

Projected Date of
Completion

Updates/Notes

At this stage, the project team has
prepared a general survey asking
about travel behaviour and
familiarity with on-demand transit,
as well as a few questions about
demographics. GRT are also
looking for participants to be
involved in interviews and
workshops in the coming weeks.
Engagement details can be found
on the Region’s Engage WR
platform.
The region has advised the
township that they will be
continuing with the Kiwanis bus
for 2021.
O - January 26, 2017
R – July 4, 2017
R – December 3, 2018
R – April 1, 2019
R – July 22, 2019

Investigate Options for Library at
Existing Breslau Community Centre

Document Number: 23005

RCS

Staff are awaiting
outcome of Joint
Service Delivery
review with area
Townships.

Proposed branch now in the
Development Charges by-law.
Staff met in June to discuss
potential program offerings with a
goal to enhance programs and
library services opportunities to
build capacity and increase
usage.
Parties to explore
partnership opportunities with
programming. Staff will explore
placing a small, portable collection
at the BCC for 2020. Discussions
continue on use of the basement
level of the Empire room while
continuing to explore the need for
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

O – May 16, 2017
R – July 4, 2017
R – August 22, 2017
R – September 12, 2017
R – December 9, 2019

O – February 9, 2021

Title/Action Required

Taxation of Old Order Mennonite
Churches

Assigned
To

DS

Projected Date of
Completion

2021

Updates/Notes

a more permanent facility.
Staff continue to work with the
Region and MPAC to review and
implement solutions. Policy
changes are proposed in both the
Township (anticipated 2020) and
Regional Official Plans
(anticipated late 2021).
Staff met with the Region and a
provision will be included in the
Township’s Official Plan as a part
of the conformity amendment
which will allow severances of Old
Order Mennonite Churches.
An update was provided to
Council on June 26th.
Council requested addition to
outstanding activity list at
February 9, 2021 Committee of
the Whole meeting.

Region of Waterloo Illumination Study
at Sawmill Road and Northfield Drive
Intersection, Conestogo

Commitments with Unplanned/Unknown Financial Implications
Meeting Date
O - October 1, 2019
R – December 9, 2019

Title/Project
Resolution to Declare a Climate
Emergency and Implementation of a
Corporate Carbon Budget

Document Number: 23005

Assigned
To
CAO /
FIN /
RCS

Projected Date of
Completion
2020

Commitment/Updates/Notes
Council passed a resolution
which was confirmed at the
October 1, 2019, Council meeting
to declare a climate emergency
and implement a corporate
carbon budget.
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COUNCIL’S OUTSTANDING ACTIVITY LIST
As of May 28th, 2021
Discussion Date

O - September 10, 2019
R – December 9, 2019

Title/Action Required

Elmira BIA Community Improvement
Plan

Document Number: 23005

Assigned
To

DS

Projected Date of
Completion

Subject to Budget
approval

Updates/Notes

Region wide group will be
established a plan and it will be
presented in March 2021.
Council adopted the Elmira BIA's
Community Improvement Plan by
by-law at their September 10,
2019, meeting. There has been
no formal request to Council for a
financial contribution.
This has progressed with some
façade improvements.
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Town of The Blue Mountains
32 Mill Street, Box 310
THORNBURY, ON N0H 2P0
https://www.thebluemountains.ca

OFFICE OF: Mayor Alar Soever
Email: asoever@thebluemountains.ca
Phone: 519-599-3131 Ext 400

Sent via E-mail
May 12, 2021
The Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario
Legislative Building, 1 Queen’s Park
Toronto, ON
M7A 1A1
Email: premier@ontario.ca

RE: Town of The Blue Mountains Community Recovery Task Force Request regarding
Provincial Re-opening Strategy and Frontline Business Experience
Dear Premier,
I am writing to you at the direction of the Town of The Blue Mountains Community Recovery
Task Force.
Let me begin by communicating our Council’s appreciation for the difficult work you and your
Cabinet have done to help manage public health in this extraordinary and unprecedented
situation.
Our community is doing its best to comply with the 3rd lockdown in one year but there is an
ever-increasing level of frustration and anxiety in our community because of the lack of a
clearly communicated “exit plan” from this cycle of social and business restrictions. This “exit
plan” needs to prioritize health outcomes, while giving clear direction to our residents and
businesses on how we are going to emerge from this lockdown. I understand that the Province
of Saskatchewan has just released their plan.
Local businesses, many of which have barely operated for 2 weeks during the last 5 months, are
desperate for some sign of what the “new normal” will look like and how Ontario might get
there. The COVID-19 Science Advisory table has recently advised you that if the stay-at-home
order is lifted in the weeks and months ahead, daily cases would reach 10,000 cases a day by
the beginning of July! There is no advice coming from that table on how our massive
vaccination program can be a step toward some return to normalcy. I am writing to encourage
you and your Cabinet to begin to lay out to the public your plan for how Ontarians can begin to
return their lives back to some semblance of normal, whatever that “new normal” looks like.
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Our local businesses have been community partners in health outcomes and COVID-19
transmission prevention from the beginning of the pandemic. They have implemented new
operational protocols working closely with our Grey Bruce Public Health team. Many of our
local businesses implemented standards that went above and beyond the public health
guidelines. Our local businesses served as educators of the public to ensure that protocols
were followed by visitors and guests.
Premier, our small businesses do their best to hire people, and they invest time and money in
training and developing employees so that these employees can have a career. Our local small
businesses hire extra part time staff where they can make some extra cash while going to
school and summer break. However, our small businesses have become terrified to invest
further in their businesses, drying up inventory orders that will have dramatic impacts on
supply chains across many sectors. More importantly, this fear will shut down local
employment and economic growth. The repeated opening and closing have forced our
businesses to incur unrecoverable costs from lost perishable food items, training etc. and are
not supported by current government programs.
Destinations, collaborative networks and municipalities across Ontario can work even closer
with public health agencies and the Province to ensure that safety protocols are front and
center as part of a planned re-opening. Early on in the pandemic, the Town of The Blue
Mountains created a local Community (COVID) Recovery Task Force, and this group meets
regularly to do what it can to assist local businesses deal with the devastating impact of the
prolonged public health lockdowns. This group stands ready to help implement any provincially
designed full recovery plan.
Most of our businesses are independently and locally owned and are near completely closed
with most employees furloughed. Lack of liquidity is the greatest risk facing businesses at
present, which threatens their ability to bounce back upon reopening. Uncertainty and an
unclear roadmap to next steps makes the financial and emotional burden that each employer,
employee, and local resident faces more difficult.
The Town of the Blue Mountains’ small accommodation businesses have been prevented from
qualifying for the Ontario Small Business Grant. This is a challenge in tourism-driven
communities because accommodations are the key visitation driver. A loss of small
accommodators will have a negative ripple effect across retail, restaurant, attractions, and
other related sectors. Annual tourism receipts in the RT07 region equal more than $1.3 billion
dollars annually. With regional tourism sector losses somewhere between 30-50% year over
year, the economic impact is dramatic.
Businesses urgently need to understand what the criteria will be for a full re-opening, with data
points that are measurable, and understandable, in order to better plan and manage their
businesses. They are also calling for time to prepare for reopening. Supply chains have been
severely impacted by over a year of restrictions. We fully understand that some of the “exit”
milestones and the timing of these may be subject to further change, but a plan is needed.
More recovery business debt is not possible. Many of our local businesses will not survive if
this next recovery is not well planned or managed by ALL PARTIES.
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For our municipality, we are unique in that we are the “home” to over 2.5 million visitors each
year, and during this “staycation” pandemic, likely many more. We need time to plan for these
visitors so that their visit experience is something they will fondly recall and not regret. Like our
local businesses, this planning needs to be based upon a public health restriction easing that is
well laid out and not designed as we go. While we fully understand that the timing of this plan
is subject to the achievement of certain public health milestones, we nevertheless need that
plan.
Over 60,000 people recently gathered at a stadium in New Zealand to celebrate herd immunity
as that country has reached its target vaccination goals. They were not wearing masks and
looked to be enjoying themselves. Here in Canada, aside from the everchanging vaccine rollout
parameters, we are told by the science experts that, on the one hand, everything will be normal
once we reach our vaccination goal for herd immunity and then told that we will still have to
wear masks and stick to public health distancing guidelines because we can still spread the
virus, in spite of the vaccine. So, which is it? We need a clear positive statement of how we can
return to normal.
Premier, we stand ready to help and I know many of our small business owners do so as well.
Perhaps one way to move forward with some input from municipalities and businesses is to
establish a COVID recovery advisory group that is tasked with providing government with
economic and business recovery advice and planning. You have numerous “science” tables
advising you on ways to combat the virus but is it not time to establish a COVID business and
economic recovery task force outside of the Jobs and Recovery Commmittee of Cabinet to help
you guide the Province out of this devastating lockdown sequence?
Premier, hopefully we have made a strong case for a clearly communicated plan for this
province’s transition out of this pandemic that our residents and businesses can rely on. We
want to see the light at the end of the tunnel!
Yours Truly,

Mayor Alar Soever
Town of The Blue Mountains
Enclosed:

Samples of Frontline Business Experience

CC:

Community Recovery Task Force members (via email)
Department File – C2657
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SAMPLE OF FRONT LINE BUSINESS EXPERIENCE
From a Small Local Art Gallery:
“I suppose we are still in the game as a small gallery started in late fall of 2019. If Jeff and his
business weren’t backing it we would have probably closed up a year ago. These closures are a
killer.
We start to move ahead and generate foot traffic and sales then boom! We’re closed.
- we are allowed curbside sales etc but no visits by appt or reduced number.... yet the very
people who are our biggest supporters aren’t supposed to travel from their homes. How do you
sell art online or at the curb?
- everyone followed guidelines, our space wasn’t overrun etc. but here we are. Closed. I could
load up my van and try and show art in the Walmart parking lot like a sleezy salesperson in a
trench coat.
- what are the numbers based on? I would like more details as to those who have tested
positive... I have questions but am made to feel like a trouble maker when I question what is
going on.
- the idea that we can’t interact outside boggles my mind. I think it is possible to plan outdoor
activities where the art is shown in a safe hygienic way.
- things taped off and not sold... it’s insane. It means I will buy online and it may be Amazon that
gets my business instead of say Dollarama. You’re robbing these stores of sales and robbing
employees of an income. Their hours are being depleted and it’s depriving our neighbors of an
income.
- so many shortsighted laws being put in place.
- the means by which this vaccine is being rolled out. Don’t get me started People who need it
still not able to get it or are due for #2. We aren’t supposed to travel but some are traveling way
out of their district to get the vaccine?
Eventually I think some of should be allowed to venture out into the world and not be fearful of
anything invisible .... or Afraid of a nosy neighbor or of or someone who thinks we aren’t
following guidelines as they interpret them.
We’re all just tired.
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From a Small Local Art Gallery
“As you know, I have relocated my galley, once again, and am impatiently awaiting the
opportunity to reconnect with the public. Last year was one I wish to move on from with great
haste, both for the covid crisis as well as challenges at my last address.
While I understand the moving target that the crisis presents our government, it is none the less
quite frustrating to not be able to plan for the year ahead with any certainty.
If we are a low risk area, which the lack of vaccines coming this way would suggest, then why
are we forced to close all our businesses in the meantime? I’m concerned the lack of vaccines
with mean we will be forced to remain closed after the cities have been reopened.”
From a Small Local Fitness and Wellness Facility
“What I have to share is that our business has been greatly affected by covid. We removed all
in-person services from our offerings like yoga & massage and with that we also moved to
downsize & try and focus on what we thought were the areas we had more control within with
things being so uncertain. We’ve had people assume we closed altogether. It literally feels like
we started a new business with trying to navigate the ebbs & flows of it all. We’re working hard
to be based more online but we also still want to be and have mostly operated as in-person
retail with our brick & mortar. It’s been extremely difficult not keep people engaged with our
offerings when there is so much online and we can’t be face to face with people. So our hope for
when things reopen is that we are able to operate as functionally and consistently as possible.
We also never heard back about the grant being offered to businesses and have relied solely on
what we can pull in other than cerb which doesn’t cover it. I would love to see more resources
for businesses, not just on a financial level but resources for people looking for small businesses
to support & ways for small businesses to advertise to more people. Essentially I would love to
see the government advocate more for the little guy & want to see that flourish more than
currently allowing the box stores to take over.”
From a Small Locally Funded Arts and Culture Facility:
“I think the one of the biggest impacts to the community has been the inability for groups to
gather and socialize, especially over the winter. Normally, gatherings would be facilitated by our
facility, the local Legion and even the churches but all of us have been severely hampered by
pandemic restrictions.
It is our sincere hope that, when restrictions ease, we can provide that meeting hub which will
help the community heal over the coming year; not only offering a place for simple socialization
but also enrichment and fitness programmes and venues for celebrations previously postponed.
The biggest hurdle for us is that, with almost no opportunity to fundraise in our normal manner,
the fundamental building expenses such as insurance and utilities have drained our finances.
Critical to our growth upon opening will be our ability to hire and rehire the staff we will need.
This will be our largest financial challenge and we are exploring all grant options to assist.
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We would love a clear roadmap of the stages of reopening but we are fully aware that
uncertainty remains a factor and will do so for some time.”
From a Small Local Retailer:
“I definitely am in the languishing state, don’t know how to get myself motivated. Difficult to
curb side, people have to look and see what we have. Online has its problems too, silly silly
questions, want it for nothing etc. Our landlord wants his rent regardless, even though he knows
we are not open! He just threatens to close it all down. Hopefully they do not add more time to
the existing lockdown. It would have been nice to be able to let at least one person in at a time
under covid rules.”
From a Small Local Retailer:
“I believe that the uncertainty around vaccine effectiveness will be a barrier to people feeling
comfortable to go out and shop. Unfortunately, both levels of government have been unclear
on what the world will look like once we have achieved the required level of vaccinations.
I recently saw on The National a report on over 60,000 people gathered at a stadium in New
Zealand to celebrate herd immunity as that country has reached its target vaccination
goals. They were not wearing masks and looked to be enjoying themselves. Here in Canada,
aside from the ever-changing vaccine rollout parameters, we are told on the one hand that
everything will be normal once we reach our vaccination goal for herd immunity and then told
that we will still have to wear masks and stick to public health distancing guidelines because we
can still spread the virus in spite of the vaccine. So which is it? We need a clear positive
statement of how we can return to normal.”
From a Small Local Health Professional:
Unfortunately I purchased this business March 1st 2020 right before the first lockdown. We
have been forced to close (now without the possibility of CERB or EI) and my assets are draining
quickly. I understand there needs to be restrictions but to restrict a regulated health
professional, furthermore a nurse, from her ability to practice is cutting me at my knees. I have
supported local vaccine role out but would still be able to work at my clinic. I do have patients
who have medical reasons to be treated but most are cosmetic. If I can keep the public safe as a
nurse in other areas of practice (ie. Emergency department) I can also keep them safe in a quiet
Clinic.
The government has failed in getting vaccines out to the public and now our economy has
catastrophically gone further in the red.
This will take decades to recover from and it is a true shame for our children.
Please make a reopening plan and support moving forward that includes better equipped
stakeholders to the table to support our small businesses.”
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From a Small Local Retailer:
“Its a tough to capture succinctly the impact of the pandemic as it relates to me: an
entrepreneur and proud small business owner, as there are many layers to this impact. The most
obvious and easiest to measure is financial. The tougher to describe are the less measurable
impacts such as cultural and emotional.
On the financial front there have been programs that have assisted but even with the hours of
soul sucking paperwork and applications I know I still have a huge financial hole to dig out of as
we re-start. The funds received have been appreciated but they fall short on many fronts (such
as the wage subsidy doesn’t allow me to apply as I am not arms length yet I continue to work
hard everyday during lockdown) and don’t account for the impact of stress created knowing you
are not in control in anyway of the risk of loosing your business.
The personal emotional impact is significant, as small business owner I invested heavily
personally into my startup, in addition I invested uncountable hours into bringing my business to
life and making it a success, I poured my heart and soul into my business. Only to see it crushed
through no fault of my own, for the third time. Enthusiasm is one of those unique characteristics
of a small business owner that helps you create and recreate your business, its so hard to stay
enthusiastic as we keep attempting to pivot with pardon the pivot pun to nauseating results. For
our team, I have great empathy. The heartbreak of re-issuing ROE’s for your team members is
both a lot of paperwork and emotionally tough.
The team here at my business is a combination of employees and contractors, regardless of their
status I consider the 40 plus people here part of the team, the essence of our work community.
The impact of closing and the empathy for our team members is tough. On a business front the
impact to how we operate equates to changes in the requirements for additional skills, new
protocols to train and cultural impact. Please don’t underestimate the impact that culture has
on a small business. I have invested a lot into creating a great work culture, every time we close
and reopen the stop and start destroys our culture, having to reboot it every time! I believe a
great guest experience starts with a great team experience – the challenges of keeping a great
team experience at work at the time are difficult.
Community wise we supported many local entities including other small business and charities.
The ripple effect is significant!
There are several questions that I have:
Financial – how do I dig out of the hole that has been created from over 6 months of closures?
(forgive the CEBA)
Talent – Will people want to work? Will I find the right talent to fuel the business and at what
cost? Is there housing available for my team that they can afford ( with the crazy housing
market here)? How do I retain those that have gone through the last 3 stops and starts and
might prefer a more guaranteed work environment ( government/ banks etc)
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Re-igniting enthusiasm- How do I get personally motivated, then how to I get this great culture
rolling for the team again? How do I increase employee engagement? How do I incent the team
to be engaged? How do I personally get the covid fatigue away?
Consumer Demand – How do I crystal ball recovery and know what is on consumer’s minds?
Pivot – What do I need to change and at what cost and is now the time to invest? Do I invest or
dig out of the hole created financially?”
From a Small Local Restaurant Owner and Operator: The impact of being shut down for so
many months, is massive. Rent relief and wage subsidy have been a great help, but this is just
not enough, the repeated opening and closing incurs unrecoverable costs from lost perishable
food items, training, etc. Rent is not covered 100%, and in the case of a restaurant we are
planning to open, no rent is covered, which does not incent operators opening new businesses.
Grants are very limited in their scope, in our case we can only receive 1 grant for 5 restaurants,
because we are affiliates..... How is our industry going to continue to absorb these costs for
another year?
On the staffing side, the impact on their livelihoods & mental health cannot be underestimated we have lost 10-20% of our staff on every reopen due to this.”
From a Small Local Retailer:
“We are a small retail business. We do our best to hire people, invest time and money in training
and developing them so they can have a career. We hire extra part time staff where they can
make some extra cash while going to school and summer break.
We offer great fashion to our customers and give amazing service so they can return back to our
stores. We search many suppliers to bring great quality at the best prices.
Having said that this pandemic as been incredibly challenging. In retail if you don’t buy the
product on time before the seasons starts, you won’t be able to find units available. At the same
time if we don’t purchase the product, many suppliers won’t make it as they also buy the
product before the seasons starts and rely on customers like us to purchase similar to the year
before so they can stay in business.
If all retailers become scared and don’t do their purchase according to making their sales, some
suppliers will go bankrupt. So we did our purchases to the max because we were ready for
business. However with the last two shutdowns, mind you without any notice, has put us in a
bad situation as we invested tens of thousands of dollars to just sit there in our closed locations
and have NO ROI!
We believe that the Blue Mountain did not have to shut down as they did an amazing job in
controlling the traffic and follow Ontario safety guidelines, if anything they did over and above
the expectations. We feel as business owners we would have been fine controlling our traffic
and have a safe environment, however that did not matter and we were all shut down anyways.
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It did not matter what the Blue Mountain and it’s stores did to control the pandemic and were
labeled as a grey zone when we were one of the best in Ontario for lowest covid cases. Many
stores are still open like Shoppers Drug Mart as an example, someone can buy perfume but can’t
buy a top from our store, what is the difference? You can go inside Starbucks and a have a line
up from inside to outside the door, wait 10 to 15 minutes inside for a cup of coffee, but you can’t
come into our store a buy a dress. There are many examples as to how unfair this has been for
everyone. Many of us have lost a lot of money for no reason what so ever, while many are
making more money. There was no need to close retail stores and outdoor dining, as no proof
has been provided that is where you catch Covid.
This has been a very challenging time for us and it will take some time to recover our losses, like
many others.”
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THE CORPORATION OF THE

TOWNSHIP OF MATACHEWAN

May 7, 2021
Premier Doug Ford
Premier of Ontario
Legislative Building
Queen's Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1
Dear Premier Ford:
At the meeting held on April 7, 2021, the Council of the Corporation of the
Township of Matachewan passed Resolution 2021-064 requesting that the
Province of Ontario reverse their decision on the closure of Youth Justice
Facilities in Northeastern communities.
A copy of Resolution 2021-064 is attached. Your consideration and
support of this resolution would be greatly appreciated.

Barbara Knauth
Deputy Clerk Treasurer
Cc: Honourable Todd Smith. Minister of Children, Community and Social Services
Honourable Sylvia Jones, Minister of Indigenous Affairs
All Municipalities with the Province of Ontario

P.O. Box 177, Matachewan, ON POK 1MO
deputyclerktreasurer@matachewan.ca
www.matachewan.com

Phone: 705-565-2274
Fax: 705-565-2564
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Dear Mayor and Council,
Gravel Watch Ontario acts in the interests of residents and
communities to protect the health, safety, quality of life of Ontarians
and of the natural environment in matters that relate to aggregate
resources. Today, we share our comments (attached) which we have
submitted to the Ontario government. It addresses several issues that
concern you and communities across the province. They include the
following:
 Cumulative impacts on communities of extraction industries,
specifically of aggregate i.e., rock, gravel, sand, and clay;
 Preservation of prime farmland and of water resources necessary
for food sustainability and renewable industries;
 Local planning to preserve natural capital through good policy,
and practices;
 Resilience in the face of the twin threats of COVID-19 and climate
change.
Gravel Watch Ontario recognizes the obligation of communities to
protect our agricultural lands, water resources and natural
environment, all of which are essential for building a climate-resilient
Ontario for future generations. Gravel Watch Ontario has commented
on government planning and aggregate policies for over 15 years and
works with our members to ensure that policies regulating gravel
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extraction do not result in permanent loss of farmland or rural
landscape amenities and do not damage the integrity of the water
resources supplied by the rural landscape.
We thank you for your significant work on these, offer the attached to
assist you, ask you to link us to local community groups facing
aggregate issues, and invite you to continue this dialogue.

Sincere wishes for good health.

Bryan Smith, President
Gravel Watch Ontario
info@gravelwatch.org
www.gravelwatch.org
ph: 289 270 7535
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Date: April 19, 2021
To:
greenbeltconsultation@ontario.ca
From: Gravel Watch Ontario, info@gravelwatch.org
Re:
Consultation on Growing the Size of the Greenbelt, ERO number 019-3136

OVERVIEW
The following is a submission by Gravel Watch Ontario (GWO; www.
gravelwatch.org) in
response to the request for feedback on the Consultation on Growing the Size of the
Greenbelt ERO 019-3136. Gravel Watch Ontario is a province-wide coalition of citizen
groups and individuals that acts in the interests of residents and communities to protect
the health, safety, quality of life of Ontarians and the natural environment in matters that
relate to aggregate resources.
Gravel Watch Ontario recognizes the obligation to protect our agricultural lands, water
resources and natural environment, all of which are essential for building a climate
resilient Ontario for future generations. Gravel Watch Ontario has commented on
government planning and aggregate policies for over 15 years and works with our
members to ensure that policies regulating gravel extraction do not result in permanent
loss of farmland or rural landscape amenities and do not damage the integrity of the
water resources supplied by the rural landscape.
The consultation on ways to grow the size of Ontario’s Greenbelt is especially timely as
the COVID 19 pandemic has highlighted the critical need for food security from local
sources during crisis periods and as one of the key factors in the subsequent economic
recovery. Ontario has some of the best agricultural land in Canada, much of which is
not protected by current land-use planning policies. These lands are a finite, nonrenewable resource, and the foundation of one of the province’s largest economic
sectors, agri-food. Expansion of the Greenbelt will provide permanent protection of the
farmland, water sources and natural ecosystems within the proposed Plan area as well
as an opportunity for Ontario to become a world leader in farmland conservation. To
mitigate the impact of the leapfrogging of development and aggregate extraction beyond
the four Provincial Plans, Gravel Watch Ontario believes that more restrictive
development policies are required throughout the province.
Overall, Gravel Watch Ontario supports the proposed expansion of the Greenbelt as
outlined in the Initial Study Area of the Paris Galt Moraine and Urban River Valleys.
1
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Gravel Watch Ontario agrees with the province that the Paris Galt Moraine is a valuable
groundwater system that must be protected. The moraines continue to be under
pressure for aggregate development, water takings (including below-water-table
extraction), growth as well as the impacts of a changing and variable climate.
Recently an interim licence approval was granted for aggregate extraction of 750,000
tonnes of dolostone per year (for +25 years) in an ecologically rich area of the Paris Galt
Moraine in Rockwood, Ontario (Hidden Quarry). Studies have shown that the quarry
will impact both municipal and private wells and a provincially significant wetland.
Gravel Watch Ontario is concerned that the quarry will serve as a precedent for
unlimited extension to adjacent properties and an expansion into a mega quarry site.
In determination of the boundary for the expanded Greenbelt, GWO believes that the
following points must be addressed:













That the Greenbelt boundaries be significantly expanded to include more of
Ontario’s agricultural land
That below-water table aggregate extraction be prohibited in the Greenbelt (refer
to Bill 71, Paris Galt Moraine Conservation Act, 2019)
That there be broader moraine protection across the province (i.e. The Oak
Ridges Moraine Conservation Act) in addition to the Greenbelt Plan
That the Moffat Moraine (part of the Paris, Galt and Moffat Moraines ANSI) be
included in the Initial Study Area and mapping
That the Greenbelt Plan policy 4.3.2 (2) (Non-Renewable Resource Policies)
which restricts municipal official plans and zoning bylaws from containing
provisions that are more restrictive than the policies of the Greenbelt Plan be
removed and replaced with1.4.1 (How to Read This Plan) which states that if the
plans, regulations or standards are more restrictive than this Plan, the more
restrictive provision shall prevail
That provincial policy leadership is required to analyze the extent to which the
cumulative effect of aggregate extraction negatively impacts groundwater
recharge in the moraine areas
That the province assess the cumulative impacts of water taking and/or
permitting in the Greenbelt Plan Study Areas and across the province
That the outwash gravel deposits adjacent to the moraine that store and transmit
groundwater recharged in the moraine to river valleys, and the river valleys that
contain the high-baseflow streams fed by discharge from the moraine be
included in the mapped area
Clarification is needed as to how the identification and future protection of the
designated areas relate to either the Natural Heritage System or the Agricultural
System for the Greater Golden Horseshoe Growth Plan
Clarification is needed as to how the identification and future protection of the
water features relates to existing source water protection policies. For example,
how does Greenbelt designation of river valleys compliment and reinforce the
source water protection area for the Eramosa River Valley
2
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In keeping with the directives of the consultation proposal that stipulates the
provincial government will not remove lands from the Greenbelt, we request that
the government cancel plans to build Highway 413 (GTA West) and the Bradford
Bypass (Holland Marsh Highway)

The above relates to the overall protection of the agricultural land base and the
connectivity of the natural heritage and water resource systems that sustain ecological
and human health and form the environmental framework in south-central Ontario. As
requested in the consultation document, we have outlined in detail our answers to your
specific questions below.

QUESTION 1
What are your thoughts on the initial focus area of the Study Area of the Paris
Galt Moraine?
The Initial Focus Area of the Paris Galt Moraine indicates that the government has a
clear understanding of the need to expand the Greenbelt and to protect water resource
systems for future generations. Recent investigative studies show that the contributions
of the moraine to groundwater recharge and discharge extend well beyond the physical
land form and that they influence water flow, temperatures, quality and associated
terrestrial and aquatic habitats in the water system. It has been pointed out in
submissions by the City of Guelph and the Grand River Conservation Authority (GRCA)
that the current mapping fails to consistently include all the glacial outwash areas next
to the moraine that provide the groundwater flow linkages between the moraine features
and the rivers which are sustained by moraine recharge (i.e. the Eramosa River and
other streams identified by the GRCA in their submission).
Both urban development and rural land-use practices such as below-water-table
aggregate extraction continue to be at risk to the integrity of the hydrologic and
ecological functions of the moraine. The cumulative impacts of both aggregate
extraction and water taking must be considered in relation to growth and development.
GWO recommends that a Moraine Protection Act for all moraines in the Province of
Ontario be established in addition to the policies of the Greenbelt Plan. We also
recommend that the mapping of the Initial Study Area include outwash areas and
spillways.
GWO is concerned that the Greenbelt Plan may provide less protection from aggregate
extraction than current municipal plans due to the wording of Section 4.3.2 (2) of the
Plan. The Grand River Conservation Authority, the Township of North Dumfries, the
City of Cambridge and the Region of Waterloo oppose any extension of the Greenbelt
Legislation at this time. The Region of Waterloo requests enhanced municipal
consultation prior to establishment of final mapping associated with the proposed
Greenbelt expansion. They advise that unless policies (language and framework) are
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revised, they oppose any extension. Their response to the Province’s Consultation on
Growing the Size of the Greenbelt is as follows:
“The Greenbelt Plan does not limit municipalities from adopting policies that are more stringent than the
requirements of the Greenbelt Plan, except in relation to agricultural uses and mineral aggregate
resources. On those topics, the policies of the Greenbelt Plan prevail and municipalities cannot adopt
policies that are more stringent.”
“The Regional Official Plan also prohibits aggregate extraction in Core Environmental Features. The
Greenbelt Plan does not include this prohibition.”
“Given that a large share of the region’s groundwater recharge areas also overlap with some of the
region’s largest aggregate deposits, Regional staff have consistently recommended a precautionary
approach when considering the extraction of mineral aggregate resources. As noted above, some of
these policies are more stringent than the requirements in the Greenbelt Plan.”

QUESTION 2
What are the considerations in moving from a Study Area to a more defined
boundary of the Paris Galt Moraine?
We agree with the Ontario Federation of Agriculture that the province clarify how
defining a boundary to bring the Paris Galt Moraine into the Greenbelt will have regard
for other provincial policy directives such as emphasizing a watershed-based approach
to water-resource planning and giving recognition to the moraine’s role in hydrological
functions.
Development of a Paris Galt Moraine Conservation Plan in addition to the Greenbelt
Plan would address and protect the features and functions of a more defined Moraine
Study Area. GWO recommends that these Moraine Plans be applied province-wide and
that:
 they must prohibit below-water-table extraction in clear, straightforward
language
 aggregate extraction is not permitted in natural core areas (as in the Oak Ridges
Moraine Conservation Plan)
The province must adhere to Section 1.4.1 of the Greenbelt Plan and not have
exception for mineral aggregate resources.

QUESTION 3
What are your thoughts on the initial focus area of adding, expanding and further
protecting Urban River Valleys?
Both public and private lands must be included to provide protection, avoid
fragmentation and act as corridors for wildlife. We do agree with the Ontario Federation
of Agriculture that including the Urban River Valleys in the total Greenbelt land area
should not be used in order to balance the loss of protected agricultural lands to
development and aggregate extraction.
4
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QUESTION 4
Do you have suggestions for other potential areas to grow the Greenbelt?
We believe that Ontario’s Greenbelt should be expanded to include more agricultural
land. In addition to the Greenbelt Plan, the moraines require a broader province wide
Conservation Plan with more restrictive aggregate policies that include no below water
table extraction.
Identifying ‘food belts’ in various regions of the province and by branding the goods
produced there encourages Ontarians to grow and buy locally which will contribute to
Ontario’s economy and promote tourism comparable to the evolution of the Niagara
Region’s vineyards.
GWO supports Ontario Nature in that the following water resource areas should be
protected:
 All moraines within the GGS, given their vital role in providing clean drinking
water and mitigating floods;
 Private lands within urban river valleys, since it is primarily private lands, not
public lands, that are threatened with urbanization and development;
 Coldwater streams, wetlands and headwaters of river systems since they
improve water quality, provide critical habitat for fish and other wildlife and afford
many further benefits such as flood control, carbon storage, groundwater
recharge and recreational opportunities;
 Former glacial Lake Algonquin and Iroquois Shorelines and Plain since they
feature significant groundwater discharge zones and are the headwaters of many
cold water streams; and
 The Lake Simcoe Basin and Northern Simcoe County where many important
ecological and hydrological features are vulnerable to land speculation and
intensive development.

QUESTION 5
How should we balance or prioritize any potential Greenbelt expansion with the
other provincial priorities?
As noted by the Ontario Federation of Agriculture, it is important to acknowledge that
less than 5% of Ontario’s land base can support any agricultural production. From 2011
to 2016, the Census of Agriculture indicated that Ontario lost 319,700 acres of Ontario
farmland. That’s 175 acres of farmland per day. The current system is resulting in
incremental loss of agricultural lands due to the prioritization of aggregate extraction,
development and growth, over farmland preservation.
Several studies have suggested that enough aggregate supply is available currently to
fuel economic growth for at least 50 years. Rather than continue to prioritize the
extraction of new sources of aggregate, it would be in the province’s best interest to
create incentives to maximize reuse and reprocessing of aggregate materials under
5
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safe and appropriate industrial conditions. A recent study completed by The National
Farmers’ Union, McMaster University and Gravel Watch Ontario revealed that 77% of
aggregate extraction occurs on prime agricultural lands. Given that agricultural lands
are a key economic driver in Ontario, they must be protected and prioritized from
invasive industrial development such as mining, pits and quarries. The Ontario
Federation of Agriculture stated that the ‘interim use’ of aggregate extraction as
considered by the aggregate industry, undermines Ontario’s food sustainability and
arguably permanently alters agricultural land. This finite, non-renewable resource must
be permanently protected.
Aggregate extraction below the water-table results in a permanent water surface when
extraction is finished. This situation results in direct exposure of the groundwater system
to contamination from airborne sources and spills, as well as removes the possibility of
rehabilitation of the site to resumed agricultural use. Prior to the late 1980’s, Section
3.16 of the Ministry of Agriculture and Food Guidelines Policy did not permit mineral
extraction on Class 1 to 3 agricultural lands unless agricultural rehabilitation of the site
was carried out. Gravel Watch Ontario believes that in conjunction with growing the
Greenbelt consultation, below water table aggregate extraction should be prohibited on
and full rehabilitation of all extraction sites to agricultural use is necessary. More
effective and extensive monitoring and transparent reporting of existing pits and
quarries is required.

QUESTON 6
Are there other priorities that should be considered?
We must consider that while the Greenbelt Plan protects the countryside, it also offers
green space for urban dwellers. A key consideration is the positive contribution of urban
residents to rural economies through recreational uses, purchases of goods and
services, visits to restaurants, farmers’ markets, fairs, festivals and bed and breakfast
establishments. From field to fork, the agri-food sector contributes $47.3B to Ontario’s
economy and supports over 860,000 jobs.
With its general hummocky nature, sand and gravel deposits and permeable soils, the
Paris Galt Moraine provides and purifies water at no cost to citizens. Establishing a
Moraine Conservation Act is an opportunity to address water management concerns in
a fiscally responsible manner now before the situation becomes dire. Failing to properly
protect the moraine and in turn preserve the region’s source of fresh water will lead to
massive investments for infrastructure to provide water for the region. Furthermore,
local business, farmers and industry depend upon this water source for local jobs and
prosperity.
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CONCLUSION
Gravel Watch Ontario is optimistic that the outcome of this consultation process will lead
to the permanent protection of the Paris-Galt Moraine. It is essential at this time that the
province moves forward with the permanent protection of Ontario’s agricultural lands,
natural heritage and water resources through both the Greenbelt Plan and a Moraine
Conservation Act with more restrictive aggregate policies. Thank you for the
opportunity to comment on the proposed Greenbelt expansion in the Initial Study Area.
Gravel Watch Ontario looks forward to continuing to work with the province during the
next stages of this consultation and we welcome any questions you may have.
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CHRISTINE TARLING

Director of Legislated Services & City Clerk
Corporate Services Department
Kitchener City Hall, 2nd Floor
200 King Street West, P.O. Box 1118
Kitchener, ON N2G 4G7
Phone: 519.741.2200 x 7809 Fax: 519.741.2705
christine.tarling@kitchener.ca
TTY: 519-741-2385

May 20, 2021

Honourable Doug Ford
Premier of Ontario
Legislative Building
Queen’s Park
Toronto ON M7A 1A1

Dear Premier Ford:

This is to advise that City Council, at a meeting held on Monday May 17, 2021,
passed the following resolution with respect to housing support funding for people
experiencing homelessness:
“That the City of Kitchener support the Regional Municipality of Waterloo
and other area municipalities in their collective call for funding to respond to
the urgent and growing need for housing support funding to end
homelessness in Waterloo Region, as outlined in Region of Waterloo report
CSD-HOU-21-06 – Housing Support Funding to End Homelessness, dated
May 11, 2021; and further,
That Kitchener City Council request the provincial government to dedicate
specific and sustained health funding for housing supports to help people
experiencing homelessness achieve housing stability and recover from
homelessness; and finally,
That the City Clerk be directed to send a copy of this resolution to the
Honourable Doug Ford, Premier of Ontario; the Honourable Christine Elliott,
Minister of Health; the Honourable Steve Clark, Minister of Municipal Affairs
and Housing; the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO); the
Ontario Municipal Social Services Association (OMSSA); the Federation of
Canadian Municipalities (FCM); local Members of the Provincial Legislature
(MPPs); Federal Members of Parliament (MPs); and area municipalities
within Waterloo Region.”
Yours truly,
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C. Tarling
Director of Legislated Services
& City Clerk

c:

Hon. Minister Christine Elliott
Hon. Minister Steve Clark
Mike Harris (Kitchener Conestoga), MPP
Amy Fee (Kitchener South-Hespeler), MPP
Laura Mae Lindo (Kitchener Centre), MPP
Catherine Fife (Waterloo), MPP
Raj Saini (Kitchener Centre), MP
Tim Louis (Kitchener Conestoga), MP
Bardish Chagger (Waterloo), MP
Marwan Tabbara (Kitchener South-Hespeler), MP
Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO)
Ontario Municipal Social Services Association (OMSSA)
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM)
Ashley Sage, Clerk, Township of North Dumfries
Dawn Mittelholtz, Director of Information and Legislative
Services/Municipal Clerk, Township of Wilmot
Grace Kosch, Clerk, Township of Wellesley
Julie Scott, City Clerk, City of Waterloo
Val Hummel, Director of Corporate Services/Clerk, Township of
Woolwich
Danielle Manton, City Clerk, City of Cambridge
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From: Switzer, Barbara <Barbara.Switzer@york.ca> On Behalf Of Regional Clerk
Sent: May 27, 2021 4:30 PM
Subject: Regional Council Decision - Timing of Step 1 of the "Provincial Roadmap to Reopen"

On May 27, 2021 Regional Council adopted the following:
WHEREAS over 70% of the adult population in York Region has received their first dose;
and,
WHEREAS over 65% of the adult population in Ontario has received their first dose; and,
WHEREAS hospitalizations, ICU occupancy and new admissions and case rates have all
declined and continue to trend downward; and,
WHEREAS Step One of the Provincial roadmap states “may begin after 60 per cent of
Ontario’s adults receive at least one dose of a COVID-19 vaccine and if, and only if, public
health indicators, such as hospitalizations, ICU occupancy and new admissions and case
rates indicate the province can safely move to this step of the roadmap.”; and,
WHEREAS according to an independent modelling company, a fourth wave for York
Region is not on the cards if we re-open after June 2, 2021; and,
WHEREAS the Province “Stay at Home” order originally was to expire June 2, 2021;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT York Regional Council request the province
consider entering Step 1 of the “Provincial Roadmap to Reopen” as of 12:01 am May 31,
2021; and,
BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED THAT a copy of this Motion be sent to the Honourable Doug
Ford, Premier of Ontario, the Honourable Christine Elliott, Minister of Health, Dr Dave
Williams, Chief Medical Officer of Health, all MPPs in the Province of Ontario, and all
Heads of Council.
Regards,

Christopher Raynor | Regional Clerk, Regional Clerk’s Office, Corporate Services
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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