COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE JUNE 18, 2001

SIDEWALK PLACEMENT
ON THE EAST SIDE OF JOHN DEISMAN BLVD.

Recommendation

The Commissioner of Development Services & Public Works seeks Council direction:

With respect to the location of the proposed sidewalk within the east boulevard of John Deisman
Blvd., from Domingo Street at the south end to Mainland Crescent at the north end.

Purpose

To report to Council the outcome of the community meeting (representatives from 16 of 48
abutting homes attended) with respect to the location of the sidewalk on the east side of John
Deisman Boulevard.

At it's meeting of June 4, 2001, Committee of the Whole recommended “that this matter be
referred to the Committee of the Whole meeting of June 18, 2001”.

Background - Analysis and Options

At the Committee of the Whole meeting on September 18, 2000 a deputation was received
requesting the deletion of the proposed sidewalk on the east side of John Deisman Blvd.

On September 25, 2000, Vaughan Council ratified the following resolution:

“That the deputation of Ms. Denise Mammoliti, 391 John Deisman Blvd., Maple,
L6A 3G7, and written submission, be received and that staff provide a report
addressing the issues identified by the deputant; and

That the construction of the sidewalk on the east side of John Deisman Blvd., be
put on hold until a Community Meeting is held and that Engineering staff be
available to attend the meeting.”

Pursuant to Council direction, notice of a community information meeting was delivered to 29 of
the 48 homes abutting the subject sidewalk on the east side of John Deisman Blvd. The
remaining 19 homes were still under construction and therefore not occupied. The information
meeting was held on October 12, 2000. Residents from 20 of the homes attended the meeting.
At this meeting an overview of the City sidewalk policy was presented by the Engineering
Department staff who advised that sidewalk on the east side of John Deisman Blvd. is required in
accordance with the City’s sidewalk location policy. The residents outlined their concerns (safety,
property devaluation and space), and confirmed that they wish the requirement for the sidewalk
on the east side of John Deisman Blvd. be deleted.

The residents also requested that in the event the sidewalk has to be constructed as planned that
the feasibility of locating the sidewalk closer to the curb be reviewed. Staff have completed this
review and the sidewalk cannot be moved closer to the curb due to the location of other utilities,
such as street lights, hydro transformers and Bell pedestals.

A staff report was forwarded to the Committee of the Whole on February 5, 2001, which
addressed Ms. Denise Mammoliti's concerns and recommended the proposed sidewalks on the
east side of John Deisman Blvd. be constructed in accordance with the requirements of the



sidewalk location policy and the subdivision agreement. Then, on February 12, 2001, Council
directed (Attachment #2):

“That the matter be deferred to a future Committee of the Whole meeting
following a community meeting involving the builders, developers, staff, the local
Councillor and any other interested Member of Council; and

That the deputation of Ms. Denise Mammoliti, 391 John Deisman Blvd. Maple,
L6A 3G7, be received.”

Pursuant to Council direction, a meeting was held with builders, developers, staff, local
Councillor and representatives from homes abutting the subject sidewalk on April 2, 2001.
Subsequently the local Councillor's office coordinated and notified residents of another
community meeting which was held at the Council Chamber on May 22, 2001 with residents, the
Engineering Department staff and local Councillor. Residents from 16 of the 48 homes attended
the meeting. The deletion of the subject sidewalk was ruled out as an option on account of
possible liability issues facing the City. The discussion focused on relocating the sidewalk with
due consideration to the as-built site conditions. In the end, it was narrowed down to two
options:

1. Locating the subject sidewalk in accordance with the approved Engineering drawings;
and
2. Meandering the subject sidewalk as delineated in Attachment No. 1.

Staff outlined concerns with the option of meandering the subject sidewalk as follow:

1. There is very little room to meander the subject sidewalk between the curb and
the street furniture, with the result that the sidewalk would look like a straight
sidewalk being forcefully meandered or constructed incorrectly. It would not be a
smooth meandering sidewalk;

2. In order to meander the sidewalk smoothly, street furnitures (e.g. street lights,
hydro transformers, Bell pedestals etc.) would have to be relocated, which would
be expensive. There are 10 hydro transformers and 10 street lights along the
subject sidewalk. At least 4 (maybe more) hydro transformers would have to be
relocated; each costs approximately $5,000.00 (relocating street light would cost
roughly $1,500.00 each);

3. It is impractical to relocate the hydro transformers. Presently, the transformers
are built as close to the curb as possible. Hydro Vaughan stipulates that the
transformers cannot be any closer than 1.2 meters from the curb. Relocating the
transformers closer to the property line would not be to the liking of the residents.
Relocating transformers elsewhere in front of homes which do not have any
transformer now will face objection from these home-owners as well;

4. At present, the developer has constructed the street furnitures in accordance with
the approved Engineering drawings. There is no mechanism within the
Subdivision Agreement requiring the developer to relocate those street furnitures
at his own cost;

5. By meandering the subject sidewalk, it does not provide any benefits in being
able to park more than 1 vehicle in tandem on the driveway; and

6. After snowing, sidewalk and boulevard will be covered with snow. Then, the
sidewalk snow-plougher will not be able to identify the location of sidewalk and
will hence damage the boulevard sodding, which will not be appreciated by the
home owners.

At the end of the meeting, a vote on the layout of the subject sidewalk was carried out. The vote
was 12 to 4 in favour of meandering the sidewalk.



The developer has advised staff that he is not prepared to absorb the cost of relocating any of the
street furniture.

Conclusion

Pursuant to Council direction a community meeting was held with respect to the location of the
sidewalk on the east side of John Deisman Boulevard. Residents from 16 of the 48 abutting
homes attended the meeting. Twelve residents would like the sidewalk to be meandered,
however, there are a number of concerns with the feasibility of doing so as outlined in this report.
Staff seek Council direction.

Attachments
1. Location Map
2. February 12, 2001 Council Extract

Report prepared by

T. Ching, Development Engineer, Development Review, ext 8711
B. Holly, Senior Manager Development/Transportation Engineering, ext 8250

Respectfully submitted,

FRANK MIELE Bill Robinson, P. Eng.
Commissioner of Development Services Director of Engineering
& Public Works
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CITY OF VAUGHAN ATTACHMENT # 2

5, Report Mo. 11, of the Commifes of e Whaoke, sfich wis sfopiéd wilthow! amandment by the
Comnl

ol e City of Veughan an Februmry 12, 2001,

18

SIDEWALK PLACEMENT
QN THE EAST SIDE OF JOHN DEISMAN BLVD,

The Committes of tha Whole recommends:

1)

Thal ithis matter be deferred o a fufure Commities of the Whole meeting following &
community mesting irmvalving the bullders, developers, siafl, the Local Councillor and any
piher imberested Member of Council; and

That the deputation of Ms, Denise Mammaiiti, 381 John Deisman Bivd., Maple, LEA 3G7, be
received.

Becommendsiion
The Commissiones ol Devalopmand Saraces mcommends:

mmmmﬂummmmummmmmmlnm
withi i Fequiresmands of the sidewalk localion poicy and e subdivigion Bgrasmant.

Bacugraund

A| the Committes of the Whole mesling on Seplembar 18. 2000 & deputation was roavaed
requesting Me caleton of e proposed sidewalk on ihe sast side of John Desman Bhd

Oin Seplember 25, 2000 Vaughsn Councl rathied the foliowng rescluson:

“Tha! tha deputaton of Ms. Denise Mammolt, 291 John Deisman Bied., Maple,
LBA AGT, and wrien submssion, be recesmd and that stall provide a repon
addressing the issies denlified by (re dapulant; and

Thal the consinuciion of fie sigewalk on the et side ol Joha Daisman B, ba
pul on hald untl 8 Communiy Mesting 5 bald and that Enginesring slall bs
arvailables bo afiend he meeiing.”

Thare wera thres main concams idenified by Ms. Denise Mammaoll in har daputation,
that is, sslsty, propedty Sapreciation and space. Tha following ane the speciie cancarms
which she lisied.

a} M Mammoit disagress et John Deisman Bhad. @ 8 man pimany road.

Jabr Deisman Bwd, & 8 20 meire wide primary road allowance wilh 9 metna
pavement widih and twe 5.5 maire boulsvards. it was plarned in ihe Official
Plan and Block Plan to be a primery read. Ms. Mammalill was not aears that the
road would Wimasaly bo consiructed Brough the Mesque lands 1o the morh, and
would b & major link through the Commry,

b Mg Mammolll beleves that hers 8 nof, and will nod be a schoal of a park
il in the immadiabe vicinity ol John Deisman Bhd,

Thens is a schaol blck nd & park located on e east =de of Mast Road, wiich
in the confimsalion of Jakn Dezmen Bivd south of Tiara Avenue, as shoen on
Adtachmen] Mo, 1.




The standard crass section lor & 20 meire rmad aloeancs provides for sldawalk
on both sides of the moad, and the ocation & coondinated wilh Be othar ullliliss
such ag gtrest lighis, poles, hyoro tansiormers, Beld pedesiais and hydrans.

dj Tha valss al & propary on John Daisman Bhd, would mees likely depreciate
diss o the facl hat this is he only subdivision in the area that has sidewalks
placed s close 1o ha homes,

The sidewalk on John Detfamen Bl (s localed 1 matre off the sireed line, which
s the standard |ocaiion fof not anly ihe communiy bul for e antire City.

a) Many residerts will fol baahle 1o 10 vabicles in thar diveways wiEhoul
cvamanging tha sidesal.

Tha sidewalk is located al iz slardard location al 1 meind insida fhe road
gllewanee, The minimum sat back |o the garage & 5.8 methes, sceardingly, ihare
is & minimum of 5.8 meires fo park a car babween (he sidewath and the gerage
dace. THiS | consistant with tha rest ol the community and Ciy réquirements.

f| I a padesiian, walking on ha sidewad Inps and fals and lands on pradate
propesty, would the Ciy of the Homaownar be mesponsila?

Tha sidawalk is located af g standand keation 1 matre insde S0 road allowsnces
and as such any nesponsibilty and labdity with respact 1o an acciden ol this type
wonild be e same as # s ioughout the nasi of 1ha Ty,

@} Shecild someona have a car gocicent an the sirest and drive off he road owar
the sidewall ey could aasly b the front porche

The probability of a car hitiing she iront porch as & resull of an sccident would nol
be milvenced by the sdewsk an e Doulsvard,

h) Should the property owner, their chilkdren or grancchiidnen ba sfting on e
front povch or stnin and someboty wiih & leaskad dog walks by, the dog could
@aaéy fum and bilm or atiack the homeownar and ibeir ehildran or grargchionen,

Tha sidewal i3 corsirucind 1 mairn insice the siresal line which & consistant with
tha resl of ha eamemunity and tha CRy, and &5 such, this possible prabieen & no
differer far Johr Deisman Bhed, a5 £ & for anywhare alse,

Pursuant to Councl direction, notice of & community Infprmation meeling was delivered o 29 of
e 48 homas abutling ihe subjsct sdawal on 1he easl side of Jobn Deisman Byd,  The
ramaining 18 homes wens siill under conginigtion and therelors not occupied.  Tha infomrmation
masting was hoid on Oclobes 12, 2000, Resikents Inom 20 of the homes aftended he masting.
Al this meating mn overview of the Cliy sidewal policy was prasented by Bhe
Depanmant siafl who abdvised ihal the sideask on e sast sida of Jobn Deismen Bva. s
requied in apcordance wilh the Cay's sidewalk locafion pelicy. The resclents ouliined s
concema (salety, property devaluaiion and space), and conlirmad that fey wish The requirsmani
for ihe sidewalic on the east skde of John Deisman Bivd, be delelsd.




CITY OF YAUGHAN

Tha resdents ndicated thaf they wish 1o obisn wailvers Irom ey Romeosmer on iNe sineel and
submii tham to Council at the same Gme as the stall repor, which has been reglesled by
Council, i subimitied. A sampis copy ol 8 water was forwarded to Ms. Denise Mammalii, slong
with tha fallowing addilional information which was requesded at the moaling,

al Schedule F SWork Scheduls” of the Subdivigion Agrasmani
(5] Saction 18 otics o Punchases® of the Subdivision Agreamen
=] Chronclogy of approval datas

The nesidents also requastad fhal in the evant the sidewalk has fo be constructed as planned s

e faasibilty of locating the sidewall clossr 1o the curb be raviawed. Staff have completed this
review and tha sidewalk cannol be moved claser o ihe curt due 1D the location of oihar willties,

such as sirasl lights, hydrg tengfomens and Bell pedestals.
Aaport Prepared by Brandan Holly, Sr. Managsr DevelopmaentTranspariation Eng., exi. 8250
BHMA

Aftachmen]
!, Location Map

{4 oopy of the aftachments refared fo in the loregoing have bean Tonwarded 1o aach Mamber of Council
ard a copy Fefeal & Blso en 1ia in tha office of the City Clerk.)



