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Bee City Canada Proposal
By Rebecca Ellis
PhD candidate, Geography, Western University;
Member, Rotman Institute of Philosophy;
Chair, Urban Agriculture Steering Committee;
Member of the Community Gardens Advisory Committee;
Chair of London Urban Beekeepers’ Collective

Proposal: For London to become a Bee City by certifying with Bee City Canada. In
this way we can be recognized as a leader within Canada in the creation of beefriendly cities. We can also participate in future activities organized by Bee City
Canada.
Bee City Canada is an non-profit organization whose aim is to “inspire cities, towns, First
Nations, schools, businesses and other organizations to take action to protect pollinators”.
There are currently 12 Bee Cities in Canada: Toronto, Chestermere, Kamloops, Tit’q’et,
Stratford, Cambellton, Kawartha Lakes, St. Catharines, Township of King, Whitby, Kitchener,
and Waterloo.
Bee City Canada is for cities, like London, who are committed to pollinator protection.
Why should London become a Bee City if we already have a good plan for pollinators?








A Bee City is part of a North American movement to support pollinator protection. Bee
City communities support collaboration and establish and maintain healthy pollinator
habitat within the municipality or First Nation’s boundaries.
Becoming a Bee City will allow London to participate in programming, including the
future Bee Ambassadors citizen education program that I am creating with Bee City
Canada
Certifying as a Bee City will inspire schools and businesses to also certify with Bee City
Canada, allowing us to go collectively go further as a city (please see Bee City Canada’s
website for information about Bee Schools and Bee Businesses)
A Bee City begins conversations about how to grow local healthy food, the importance
of biodiversity, how to garden with native plants, and how to grow plants without
pesticides.
People are concerned about the plight of bees. Becoming a Bee City sets an example
and inspires residents with the knowledge that they all have a role to play
Even though London has some great policy around pollinators, as a bee researcher I
know we can go further. Many native bees are in decline and are finding refuge in cities.
Becoming a Bee City allows us to collaborate and share information with other Bee
Cities across the country

2




A Bee City enjoys the economic benefits of eco-tourism. The Bee City movement is
growing across North America
Certifying is a simple process with enormous benefits. It involves filling out an
application and having a resolution supported by city council. It is a simple and yet
powerful act for urban pollinators!

For more information about Bee City Canada, please visit their website.
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ACE Plight of Pollinators, May 2, 2018 - Recommendations
Recommendation 1. For London to become a Bee City by certifying with Bee City Canada. In
this way we can be recognized as a leader within Canada in the creation of bee-friendly cities.
We can also participate in future activities organized by Bee City Canada.
Recommendation 2: Identify potential sites (on public land) across the city where pollinator
habitat (garden, meadow) may be planted either by city staff or community groups. These sites
may comprise parks or right-of-way areas next to roads and railways.
Recommendation 3: Set aside funds in the next 4 year budget cycle to support the
implementation of the pollinator-related policies identified in the London Plan.
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London as a Pollinator Sanctuary
Submitted by ACE Working Group on Plight of Pollinators
Pollination 101:

I. Problem: Pollinators are under siege
Pollinators are in the local, national and international
limelight. Why? Pollinators face many challenges in
our urban- and agricultural-dominated landscapes
including habitat loss, loss of food sources, disease
and pesticides, with many of these factors acting in
concert. Recent studies have shown that several
pollinator populations including those of wild and
honey bees have drastically declined1,2,3. In the
province of Ontario, honey bee winter mortality has
significantly increased over the last few years4. Here
in Middlesex County, our local beekeepers are dealing
with high honeybee losses as well5. The use of
neonicotinoid pesticides is now suspected of being a
major contributing cause to the declines6.
Many agencies of government including Health
Canada and Agriculture Canada are studying the
issue. The province of Ontario is now considering a
severe restriction in the use of neonicotinoid
pesticides7.
Societal responses to these drastic pollinator
declines range from expanding pollinator habitat to
bans and moratoriums of the pesticides that have
been linked to pollinator deaths. What could an urban
area like the City of London do to address this great
challenge?

II. Solution: Make London a Pollinator Sanctuary

What is Pollination?
Pollination is the movement of
pollen within a flower or from one
flower to another by animals
and/or the wind. This transfer of
pollen leads to fertilization, and to
successful seed and food
production for humans and other
animals. 19,20

Photo: Gabor Sass

What are Pollinators?
Pollinators are the animals that
pollinate over 90% of all flowering
plants21, and primarily include bees,
flies, butterflies, moths, and other
insects19. Their activities are
necessary for the production of
apples, pears, cucumbers, melons,
berries, and many other kinds of
produce22. The Pollination Guelph
website states that “One out of
every three bites of food you eat is
a direct result of pollination.” 19

What would this Pollinator Sanctuary mean?
It would mean that the City of London would be
identified as a Pollinator Sanctuary in its Official Plan - The London Plan - and policies, by-laws
and programs would support this designation. In a sea of agricultural lands, urban areas can act
as a refuge, or as an eco-sensitive zone, to protect pollinators. Sanctuaries are often the only
hope we have of stopping many threatened species from becoming extinct.8,9,10
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Why are urban environments potential havens for pollinators?
Agricultural land is often a feast or famine environment for pollinators - but even if it’s a feast,
many times it is a poisonous feast. When a mono-crop such as canola is in flower, pollinators will
feast but there is little food left for them once the bloom is over.11 Monocultures, for most of the
year, are food deserts for pollinators.11 Moreover, virtually all corn, soy, wheat, and canola seeds
planted in Canada are pretreated with neonicotinoids.12,13
Neonicotinoids are neurotoxins that act upon the nervous system of insects.14 These
pesticides can poison pollinators directly, but even low-level exposure can lead to compromised
immune systems and impaired foraging.15 The widespread use of glyphosate herbicides (e.g.
Round-up) kills milkweed and other wild forage plants favoured by pollinators, and is being held
responsible for the crash in Monarch butterfly population.16 Other agricultural practices may
disrupt wild bee habitat. Heavy tillage, for example, is a serious problem for the two-thirds of
native bees that nest underground.11
On the other hand, cities contain a variety of nesting and forage sites: public and
private gardens, meadows, riparian areas and nature reserves. There is often a greater
diversity and abundance of flowering plants in cities. Also, there is forage over a longer period
of time because gardeners love plants that extend the bloom season.10,17 The provincial ban on
pesticides for cosmetic purposes applies mostly to urban areas, resulting in a reduced pesticide
exposure for pollinators (Note: Nursery plants sold through garden centres may still be treated
with neonicotinoids, offering a poisonous environment for urban pollinators18, 25). Size of
sanctuary is important too, since pollinators can fly one to two kilometers in their search for
food.
III. Actions: Policy, by-laws, guidelines, stewardship
The City of London has been very supportive of pollinators. Within our parks, the naturalized
areas have expanded and the use of chemicals has been greatly reduced. The City has
supported and funded other pollinator-friendly initiatives such as the Friends of the Coves
Butterfly Garden, the Adopt a Garden project, the Carolinian Food Forest, and the Community
Gardens. The City’s own website offers good information about pollinator gardens under
‘Property matters and taxes’ 23.
Declaring London a Pollinator Sanctuary is an opportunity for the City to bring together its
positive actions and develop a high level directive or goal. This designation would raise the
environmental reputation of London regionally as well as nationally as only a few cities (like
Gloucester, England24) have taken this important step in the protection of pollinators. The
pollinator sanctuary concept is already supported by many of the goals of the Official Plan listed
under Natural Heritage, Urban Forest, and Parks and Recreation, Food System and Green City.
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There are further actions the city can take in order to help the plight of pollinators. Here are
our recommendations:
Recommendation 1:

Identify London as a Pollinator Sanctuary in the City’s Official Plan.

Recommendation 2: Include explicit language throughout the London Plan that reference the
importance of creating suitable habitat for pollinators on private and public lands as
well as reducing pesticide pressures.
Recommendation 3: Modify City bylaws concerning property standards, streets, trees and parks
to reflect the city’s proposed status as a Pollinator Sanctuary.
Recommendation 4: Create a Natural Heritage Master Plan which should have an extensive
section not just on protecting but also on restoring and creating pollinator habitat
across the city.
Recommendation 5: Provide and/or expand more forage and habitat areas in the city, through
less mowing and allowing wild flowers and grasses to flourish (in park lands, boulevards,
backyards, and rooftops) and support the creation of natural corridors and meadows
between forage areas. Plant more native and other plants that support the health of
pollinators, such as milkweed.
Recommendation 6: Collaborate with the City’s many organization and business contacts to
encourage planting and development of biodiverse areas on their properties, with
special emphasis on native plants.
Recommendation 7: The City of London can ensure that plants used in its own gardens are
purchased from local suppliers who are not using neonicotinoid insecticides. The City
can encourage or require its affiliated schools, libraries and community centres to use
locally grown, neonicotinoid-free plants.
Recommendation 8: Leading by example, London will encourage community organizations,
businesses, and institutes of higher education to plant diverse, locally grown,
neonicotinoid free plants.
Recommendation 9: Inform and encourage gardeners to purchase organic seedlings (?) or grow
their plants from untreated seeds for their vegetable and flower gardens. Encourage
garden centers that do not use treated seeds to publicize this advantage.
Recommendation 10: Encourage further collaboration between City staff, neighbouring
conservation authorities, municipalities and agricultural associations to develop
programs which encourage plant diversity and native plants as well as the creation of
corridors for pollinator movement.
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Sources and resources for further information:
Websites







Pollination Guelph <pollinator.ca/guelph>
Friends of the Earth Canada <foecanada.org>
Ontario Beekeepers Association <ontariobee.com>
The Xerces Society <xerces.org>
The Food and Agriculture Organization <fao.org>
Yale Environment 360 <e360.yale.edu>

Sources
1. Tylianakis, J. 2013. The Global Plight of Pollinators. Science, 339: 1532-1533.
2. Burkle, L.A., Marlin, J.C. and Knight, T.M. 2013. Plant-pollinator interactions over 120 years: Loss of species, co-occurrence
and function. Science, 339: 1611–1615.
3. Garibaldi, L.A., Steffan-Dewenter, I., Winfree, R., Aizen, M.A., Bommarco, R., Cunningham, S.A. et al. 2013. Wild pollinators
enhance fruit set of crops regardless of honey bee abundance. Science, 339: 1608-1611.
4. Hildebrandt, A. 2013. Huge honey bee losses across Canada dash hopes of upturn. CBC News.
http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/huge-honey-bee-losses-across-canada-dash-hopes-of-upturn-1.1699198
5. Personal communication, Bob Crowhurst, President of Middlesex, Oxford, Elgin Beekeepers’ Association, phone: 519-6661670.
6. Hallmann, C.A. Ruud P.B. Foppen, van Turnhout, C. Hans de Kroon and Eelke Jongejans. 2014. Declines in insectivorous birds
are associated with high neonicotinoid concentrations. Nature doi:10.1038/nature13531.
7. Noakes, S. 2014. Ontario looking to restrict use of bee-killing pesticides. CBC News.
http://www.cbc.ca/news/business/ontario-looking-to-restrict-use-of-bee-killing-pesticides-1.2698957
8. Wikipedia, http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sanctuary#Plant_sanctuary, accessed May 2014.
9. Packer L. 2010. Keeping the bees: why all bees are at risk and what we can do to save them, HarperCollins, Canada, 272p.
10. Morelle, R. August 2, 2011. Cities could be the key to saving pollinating insects. In: BBC News,
http://www.bbc.com/news/science-environment-14309007, quote from Professor Jane Memmott, University of
Bristol, accessed May 2014.
11. DeVore, B. December 19, 2012. Pollinators in Peril. In: Land Stewardship Project,
http://landstewardshipproject.org/posts/356, accessed May 2014.
12. Krupke, C. December 18, 2013. Neonicotinoid seed treatments: Efficacy and non-target effects. In: 2013 Indiana Certified
Crop Adviser Program Conference, Indianapolis,
http://www.indianacca.org/abstract_papers/papers/abstract_156.pdf, accessed May 2014.
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http://farmsatwork.ca/sites/default/files/FAW%20Factsheet%20neonic_web_e2.pdf, accessed May 2014.
15. Mason, R et al 2013. Immune suppression by neonicotinoid insecticides at the root of global wildlife declines. Journal of
Environmental Immunology and Toxicology 1(1): 3-12.
16. Conniff, R. April 1, 2013. Tracking the causes of sharp decline of the Monarch butterfly. In: Yale Environment 360,
http://e360.yale.edu/feature/tracking_the_causes_of_sharp__decline_of_the_monarch_butterfly/2634/, accessed
May 2014.
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CITY OF LONDON SUPPORTS
POLLINATOR GARDENS
Pollinator friendly policies from London’s
Official Plan:
• Establish London as a key pollinator
sanctuary within our region (Policy 58 in Key
Directions).
• Promote London as a pollinator sanctuary,
considering how we can create and support
environments that are conducive to
pollinators in all of the planning and public
works we are involved with, recognizing the
important role that pollinators play in our
long-term food security (Policy 659 in City
Building Policies).
• Opportunities will be explored for
supporting pollinators and food production
through landscaping and street tree planting
(Policy 239 in City Building Policies).
• Where possible and as appropriate, parks
and open spaces will be used to support our
food system – creating opportunities for food
production and distribution and helping to
support pollinators (Policy 410 in City Building
Policies).
• Potential naturalization areas … such as
wetland habitat, pollinator habitat, wildlife
habitat, or to compensate for trees lost to
development (Policy 1378 in Environmental
Policies).

RESOURCES:
• City of Guelph:
https://guelph.ca/
search for ‘pollinator’
• City of London:
http://www.london.ca
search for ‘pollinator’

POLLINATOR
PATHWAYS
PROJECT

• Community Gardens London:
http://www.communitygardenslondon.ca

• Ontario Wildflowers:
http://www.ontariowildflowers.com
• UTRCA:
http://thamesriver.on.ca
search under ‘watershed-health/nativespecies’
• Pollination Canada:
http://www.pollinationcanada.ca
• Pollination Guelph:
http://www.pollinationguelph.ca
• Pollinator Pathways Seattle:
http://www.pollinatorpathway.com

• Xerces Society:
http://www.xerces.org

Creating a network of
pollinator habitat throughout
the City of London

About this brochure:
Designed by Small Steps Studio.
This is a preliminary document and we are
seeking comments from the public on this
project. Please email comments to
9
pollinatorpathwaysproject@gmail.com.

For information on how to get involved
please contact:
pollinatorpathwaysproject@gmail.com

WHY POLLINATORS?
Pollinators are animals that pollinate over
90% of all flowering plants, and primarily
include bees, hummingbirds, flies, butterflies,
moths, and other insects. Their activities are
necessary for the production of apples, pears,
cucumbers, melons, berries, and many other
kinds of produce. The Pollination Guelph
website states that “One out of every three
bites of food you eat is a direct result of
pollination.”

WHAT ARE POLLINATOR
PATHWAYS?
Pollinator pathways comprise strings of
pollinator habitat that together may form
networks along which pollinators can
disperse to complete their life-cycles.

HOW CAN YOU GET INVOLVED?
Do you have access to at least a 1 m by 1 m
area that could be turned into a pollinator
garden? We are seeking homeowners
throughout the city to plant pollinator
gardens, especially on visible boulevards.
Our project will supply a sign, provide
support with the planting and help situate
the garden as part of a pathway.
Minimum
Pollinator Patch
[1m by 1m]

PPP

Pollinators are under threat around the world
due to a combination of forces including
pesticides, diseases, habitat destruction and
climate change.
Urban areas while usually free from
pesticides offer limited opportunities for
pollinators when they are dominated by
manicured lawns and hard surfaces. Not only
is it important to create more habitat (for
feeding and for shelter) but it is equally
important to link together these critical
habitat as part of pollinator corridors along
which pollinators can move readily.

Our project envisions multiple back-yard,
front-yard and boulevard gardens along
particular pathways that link together larger
natural heritage features such as woodlands
and meadows.
Depending on neighbourhood
preferences, pathways could be individually
named such as Old East Village Butterfly Path
or Wortley Village Bee Highway. Larger
pollinator habitat may be created and
maintained by community associations, small
businesses or other types of groups.
Our project aims to identify the initial
clusters of pollinator gardens, link them
together as part of a larger network and
empower citizens to self-organize
and enlarge
10
it.

1m
1m

Get started with these native plants:
• Ground Cover: Blue Eyed Grass, Tiarella, Wild
Ginger, Wild Strawberry
• Medium: Anise Hyssop, Brown-eyed Susan,
Lobelia, Vervain
• Tall: Aster, Beardtongue, Columbine,
Butterfly Weed, Coreopsis, Goldenrod, Liatris,
Milkweed, Monarda, Veronica
• Very Tall: Clematis, Echinacea, Honeysuckle,
Ironweed, Joe Pye Weed, Orange Jewelweed

Blue Communities Project Guide
Make your community a Blue Community!
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Blue Communities Project Guide is published under the Creative
Commons licence Attribution-NonCommercial-ShareAlike 4.0.
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Introduction
There is nothing more important than clean water. We need it for
drinking, sanitation and household uses. Communities need water
for economic, social, cultural and spiritual purposes.
Yet water services and water resources are under growing pressure. Communities everywhere – including in Canada – are experiencing extreme weather, including record levels of drought,
intense rain and flooding. At the same time, privatization, the
bottling of water, and industrial projects are threatening our water
services and sources. The former Harper government’s gutting of
environmental legislation has left a legacy of unprotected water
sources. Provincial water laws often promote “business as usual”
and do not go far enough to protect communities’ drinking water.
It is now more important than ever for all of us to take steps to
protect water sources and services. By making your community a
Blue Community, you can do your part to ensure clean, safe water
sources and reliable public services for generations to come.
A growing global movement is taking action to protect water as a
commons and a public trust. A commons is a cultural and natural
resource – like air or water – that is vital to our survival and must
be accessible to all members of a community. These resources are
not owned privately, but are held collectively to be shared, carefully managed and enjoyed by all. They are a public trust. Recognizing water as a public trust will require governments to protect
water for a community’s reasonable use, and for future generations. Under the Public Trust Doctrine, community rights and the
public interest take priority over private water use. Water could
not be controlled or owned by private interests for private gain.
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What is a Blue Community?
A “Blue Community” adopts a water commons framework by taking the three actions
outlined in this guide. Adopting a water commons framework is an important step
towards governing water as a commons and public trust.
A water commons framework treats water as a common good that is shared by everyone and the responsibility of all. Because water is essential for human life, it must be
governed by principles that allow for reasonable use, equal distribution and responsible treatment in order to preserve water for nature and future generations.
The Blue Communities Project encourages municipalities and Indigenous communities1 to adopt a water commons framework by:

1.
2.

Recognizing water and sanitation as human rights.

3.

Promoting publicly financed, owned, and operated water and wastewater
services.

Banning or phasing out the sale of bottled water in municipal facilities and at
municipal events.

This guide provides information and resources to help you achieve these goals.

The Blue Communities Project
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The Blue Communities Project is a joint initiative of
the Blue Planet Project, the Canadian Union of Public
Employees (CUPE) and the Council of Canadians. This
project builds on nearly two decades of Water Watch
work in coalition with many other groups to protect and
promote public water.
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This guide will help community activists and local leaders protect the water
commons –shared water resources – in the face of increasing pressure to put
water up for sale and privatize water services. The Blue Communities principles
also draw attention to the many First Nations deprived of clean, safe drinking
water and adequate sanitation, and the importance of respecting Indigenous
water rights and the human right to water. As a public sector worker, municipal
councillor or community activist pursuing the creation of a “Blue Community,”
you will become part of a growing movement for public water in Canada and
around the world.

1. Indigenous communities include First Nations, Métis and Inuit communities. Some First Nations rely on bottled
water because of the lack of clean drinking water. A ban or the phasing out of bottled water at community facilities
and community events would only apply where potable water exists. The third resolution would promote community-run water and wastewater services. See the Blue Indigenous Communities section for more details.

Blue Communities Project Guide
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Why Blue Communities?
Waterways in Canada are increasingly polluted and depleted by unsustainable industrial, agricultural, and municipal activities. Our water services face the growing threats
of underfunding and privatization. The need to protect water resources and services is
urgent and governments must play a central role in ensuring water is used responsibly
and allocated fairly.
The push to privatize water and sewage systems through long-term contracts, known
as public-private partnerships (P3s), began in the late 1990s. During its mandate,
the Harper government made water privatization part of its agenda through funding
mechanisms that promoted, and in some cases, required P3s. This funnelled public
money destined for water infrastructure to the hands of for-profit water corporations.
The Trudeau government, elected in October 2015, ended the requirement that municipal infrastructure projects over $100 million go through a mandatory P3 screen.
However, the federal government has not ruled out P3s for water and wastewater
projects, and has actually promoted P3s as a solution to the water and wastewater
infrastructure deficit.
In the meantime, the bottled water industry sells water – a shared community resource – for huge profits. Greenhouse gases are emitted and watersheds destroyed as
a result of producing and transporting bottled water. Bottled water production places
significant stress on increasingly scarce water sources.
On July 28, 2010, the United Nations General Assembly passed a resolution recognizing the human rights to water and sanitation and acknowledged that clean drinking
water and sanitation are essential to the realization of all human rights. On September
23, 2011, the United Nations Human Rights Council passed a resolution on the human
rights to safe drinking water and sanitation, and called on governments to take concrete action by developing plans of action, establishing monitoring and accountability
mechanisms, and ensuring affordable services for everyone. In June 2012, Canada
recognized the human rights to water and sanitation at the Rio+20 United Nations
Conference on Sustainable Development. But Canada has yet to develop a plan of action to implement these rights.
Municipalities are responsible for water quality, supply, treatment and conservation.
The adoption of a water commons framework to address pollution, degradation,
depletion, and privatization at the community level is crucial in the battle to preserve
water and ensure fair access to all. Blue Communities are municipalities or Indigenous
communities that adopt resolutions recognizing water as a commons and the human
right to water, and that commit to resisting the corporate takeover of water.
Blue Communities is an opportunity for people – community residents, unionized
workers, Indigenous peoples, environmentalists, students and other community leaders – to come together to protect water. Working together to make your community
a Blue Community is a great way to build relationships and ensure governments are
accountable for providing safe, clean drinking water for everyone.

Blue Communities Project Guide
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What is a community?
While many Blue Communities are municipalities, there are other communities.
Schools and churches can become Blue Schools or Blue Churches. For example,
the city of Bern, Switzerland and the University of Bern passed resolutions in
2013. The city became a Blue Community and the university became a Blue
University. Community organizations and residents can also pass the resolutions
amongst themselves. The Village of Bayfield in Ontario became a Blue Community when 80 per cent of the community, represented by 35 organizations,
passed the Blue Communities resolutions before the municipality that Bayfield
belongs to – the municipality of Bluewater – passed them.

University of Bern by Ethan Gruber via Flick. CC-by-sa 2.0

B

Bayfield, Ontario by Flick user Iam_Chihang. CC-by 2.0
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WHAT COMMUNITY
ACTIVISTS CAN DO:

● Support a municipal

declaration recognizing
the human rights to
water and sanitation.

● Ask your Member of

Parliament to pass
legislation recognizing
the human rights to
water and sanitation in
federal law.

WHAT MUNICIPALITIES
CAN DO:

● Sign a municipal

declaration recognizing
the human rights to
water and sanitation.

● Call on regional

municipal bodies to
recognize the human
rights to water and
sanitation.
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Recognize water and sanitation as human
rights
Water is essential to life – no one should be able to control it or
exploit it for profit. The human right to water entitles everyone
to sufficient, safe, accessible water for personal and household
uses. The human right to sanitation would ensure that everyone
has access to toilets or latrines that provide privacy and a safe and
dignified environment that is physically accessible, affordable and
culturally sensitive.
Since 2010, the United Nations has passed several resolutions recognizing the human rights to water and sanitation and has called
on governments to develop concrete plans of action.

Human right to water violations
At any given time there are more than 100 drinking water advisories in First Nations where people cannot drink the water straight
from their tap. The drinking water advisories include boil water
advisories and “do not consume” orders and range from a few
months to over 20 years. The majority of advisories in First Nations are for public and semi-public water systems. There are often
a handful of advisories in place for community centres, schools
and daycares. The number of people affected ranges from 0 to
5,000, yet for many communities the number of people affected is
marked “unknown” on the Health Canada website.
The federal government must enshrine the human rights to water
and sanitation in Canadian law in order to ensure that people
living in municipalities and Indigenous communities are legally
entitled to sufficient quantities of safe, clean water for drinking
and household uses and water for sanitation. The federal government must also address access inequalities immediately. The lack
of safe drinking water and sanitation in Indigenous communities
is one of the most serious violations of the human rights to water
and sanitation.
In the current global water crisis, billions of people still lack access to basic water and sanitation services. Every day, thousands
of people die from preventable diseases that they contracted
because they do not have access to clean water. The recognition
of water as a human right in international law allows the UN to
hold governments accountable for ensuring that their populations
have access to safe, clean drinking water and water for sanitation
purposes. The Canadian government must do its part to implement the human rights to water and sanitation in this country.
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At the same time, the rights of corporations, whose activities
drain, contaminate and destroy watersheds, are protected in the
North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) and other international trade and investment agreements, including the CanadaEuropean Union Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement
(CETA). Canada must protect water sources and services from
current and future trade deals.

Canadian municipalities and the rights to water and
sanitation
Responsibility for water is shared between municipal, provincial
and federal governments. This means the right to water must be
recognized and implemented at every level of government.
It is crucial that municipalities adopt a water commons framework
and recognize the rights to water and sanitation in order to:

● Safeguard against a pricing scheme that would limit access
to drinking water and wastewater services.

● Ensure all residents have equal access to adequate supplies
of safe, clean water and sanitation.

● Provide citizens with information on their water supply and
the operation of their water services.

● Promote water conservation, treatment, reuse and source
protection to enhance water quality and quantity.

Many Canadian municipalities already meet these criteria. However, official recognition of the rights to water and sanitation at
the municipal level would cement these principles. It would also
create much-needed momentum and apply pressure on other
levels of government to play their role in implementing water and
sanitation as human rights.
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(See Good Practices on page 11 for examples on how governments
have implemented the human right to water.)

M U NI

BLUE COMMUNITY:
KINGSTON, ONTARIO

Robyn Hamlyn and Kingston, Ontario
Mayor Mark Gerresten

“I guess it was really scary
for me,” Robyn Hamlyn,
young water warrior explained. “Before, I had no
idea that the Earth was running out of water.”
Since seeing the movie
Blue Gold, based on Maude
Barlow’s book by the same
name, Hamlyn has been
inspired to take action and
has been turning cities into
Blue Communities all across
Ontario.

CO

When she was 12, Robyn
Hamlyn approached the city
of Kingston and succeeded
in getting it to recognize
water as a human right in
2011. The next year the
town of Ajax adopted the
resolutions after receiving
a letter from the then-13year old water warrior. The
young activist has contacted
dozens of municipalities
across Ontario and is speaking at city council meetings
throughout the province to
draw attention to the importance of protecting water
and the Blue Communities
project.

M
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SAMPLE RESOLUTION – RECOGNIZE THE RIGHTS TO WATER AND SANITATION
WHEREAS nearly 750 million people around the world do not have access to clean
drinking water, 4 billion people face severe water scarcity and 2.5 billion people do
not have adequate sanitation; and
WHEREAS Indigenous communities in Canada have been disproportionately affected
by lack of access to safe drinking water and sanitation; and
WHEREAS on July 28, 2010, the United Nations General Assembly passed a resolution
recognizing the human rights to water and sanitation; and
WHEREAS on September 23, 2011, the United Nations Human Rights Council passed
a resolution on the human right to safe drinking water and sanitation and called on
governments to take concrete action by developing plans of action, establishing monitoring and accountability mechanisms, and ensuring affordable services for everyone;
and
WHEREAS the Canadian Union of Public Employees and the Council of Canadians have
asked Canadian municipalities to assist in their effort to have the federal government
protect water and sanitation as human rights;
WHEREAS recognizing the rights to water and sanitation is one of three steps needed
to declare [name of municipality] a Blue Community;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that [name of municipality] recognizes and affirms that
water and sanitation services are fundamental human rights.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of municipality] will call on the federal and provincial governments to enshrine the human rights to water and sanitation in federal
and provincial law.
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of municipality] will call on the Government of
Canada to develop a national plan of action to implement the human rights to water
and sanitation.
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SAMPLE LETTER TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT
The movement to recognize and uphold the human rights to water and sanitation is
spreading from community to community. Yet communities need federal leadership.
Blue Communities commit to calling on the federal government to develop a plan of
action to implement the human rights to water and sanitation. Once your municipality
becomes a Blue Community, your mayor can customize this sample letter and send it
to the federal government.
Dear Environment Minister [name of current minister] and Minister of Infrastructure
and Communities [name of current minister]:
The municipality of [name of municipality] recently became a Blue Community. A Blue
Community is one that adopts a water commons framework by taking three actions:
1. Recognizing water and sanitation as human rights
2. Banning the sale of bottled water in public facilities and at municipal events
3. Promoting publicly financed, owned, and operated water and wastewater services
A water commons framework treats water as being shared by everyone, and the responsibility of all. Water is central to our lives and so it must be governed by principles
and policies that allow for reasonable use, equal distribution and responsible treatment in order to preserve it for nature and future generations.
On July 28, 2012, 122 countries overwhelmingly voted to pass a resolution recognizing
the human rights to water and sanitation. Since then, the UN Human Rights Council
has passed two resolutions calling on governments to develop comprehensive plans
and strategies to implement these rights, assess the implementation of the plans of
action, ensure affordable water and sanitation services for everyone, and create accountability mechanisms and legal remedies.
We applaud the government of Canada for endorsing the human rights to water and
sanitation at the Rio+20 United Nations Conference on Sustainable Development in
June 2012. However, to give the resolutions life, we urge the federal government to
enshrine water and sanitation as human rights in federal law and develop a plan of
action that will implement these rights.
At any given time there are over 100 drinking water advisories in First Nations. Some
of the long-standing water advisories include Shoal Lake No. 40, which has been
under a water advisory for more than 17 years, as well as Kitigan Zibi and Nazko First
Nations, both under do not consume advisories for more than 15 years.
As part of being a Blue Community, our municipality is opposed to the privatization
of water and wastewater services, including through public-private partnerships.
We urge you to support municipal infrastructure by investing in a national water and
wastewater fund that addresses the growing needs of communities to maintain and
strengthen water and wastewater systems. We call on the Government of Canada to
respect the autonomy of municipalities and First Nations by providing needed infraBlue Communities Project Guide
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structure funding without attaching conditions. The most transparent and cost-effective way to fund infrastructure is to keep it publicly financed, owned, and operated.
We urge the government to support communities’ and municipalities’ efforts to keep
water and wastewater services public and community-run.
In order to protect our water sources and ensure clean, safe drinking water, we urge
the federal government to develop legislation that recognizes the human rights to
water and sanitation, establishes national enforceable drinking water standards and
invests in public water and wastewater infrastructure in municipalities and community-run infrastructure in First Nations.
Sincerely,

GOOD PRACTICES
More than 40 countries around the world have enshrined the human rights
to water and sanitation in national constitutions or national legislation,
including India, South Africa, Mexico, France and the United Kingdom.

PMexico

PUruguay

In early 2012, Mexico amended its constitution to recognize the rights to water
and sanitation after an intense campaign
led by the Coalition of Mexican Organizations for the Right to Water. Three
years later, the government was forced
to back down after introducing a water
bill that would have privatized Mexico’s
water when a massive grassroots movement reminded politicians that the
human right to water was now part of
Mexico’s constitution and the proposed
law would have violated its intent.

P

Canada

In 2004, after a successful
referendum, Uruguay became the first
country in the world to vote for the human right to water. The language of the
constitutional amendment that followed
not only guaranteed water as a human
right, but also said social considerations must now take precedence over
economic ones when the government
makes water policy. It also said that water is a public service to be delivered by
a state agency on a not-for-profit basis.

PWallonia

In 2007, the Union of Nova Scotia Municipalities recognized “access to clean
water” as a “basic human right.” The
same year, the Northwest Territories
passed a motion recognizing the human
right to water, and in 2010 adopted a
Water Stewardship Strategy to guide every level of government and the public
in the maintenance of water resources.

The Belgian region of Wallonia officially
recognizes that, “Each person has the
right to dispose of drinking water of
quality and in sufficient quantity for its
nutrition, its household needs and its
health.” In 2008, the Walloon Minister
of Environment announced that the
region would extend water solidarity to
the international level by creating a tax
fund that would assist countries of the
Global South in investing in water and
wastewater infrastructure.
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Ban the sale of bottled water in municipal
facilities and at municipal events
Bottled water represents a private takeover of the water commons. Corporations take free-flowing water from its natural state
– or, sometimes, treated municipal water – put it in plastic bottles,
and sell it at exorbitant rates.
Lax labelling requirements in Canada mean it is difficult to know
how much bottled water actually comes from municipal systems.
One major brand, Aquafina, has acknowledged its water comes
from municipal systems in Mississauga and Vancouver.2 In the
United States, one scientist estimates that 45 per cent of the
country’s bottled water comes from municipalities.3
Twenty years ago, bottled water was considered a luxury product consumed by a niche market, but its sale and consumption
increased dramatically as multinational corporations tapped into
the bottled water market, selling it as a “clean, safe, and natural
alternative” to public water. Despite this, households are increasingly turning away from bottled water for their primary source of
drinking water. According to Statistics Canada, in 2013, 23 per cent
of households drank bottled water as their main source of drinking water compared to 30 per cent of households in 2007.4
Formerly a top net exporter of bottled water, Canada’s bottled
water exports declined significantly from a value of $206.5 million
in 2000 to $24 million in 2012.5 This has been attributed to the
2002-2003 recession, the 2008 economic crash and the trend of
people choosing to drink tap water over bottled water.6

Blue Communities Project Guide

● Work in coalition to

introduce a motion to
stop your municipality
or school board from
selling or serving
bottled water in their
facilities and at their
events.

● Organize a film

screening of Tapped or
Bottled Life to educate
your community about
bottled water.

● Create a sculpture

with old plastic bottles
to draw attention to
the waste created by
bottled water.

● Push for access to

public water by calling
for new drinking water
fountains in public
spaces.

● Promote campus or

community water
fountains. Provide
directions to the
nearest water fountain.
On vending machines,
tape maps of water
fountain locations.

● Create bottled water

free zones. Promote
places in your school,
on campus, or in a
municipal facility like
city hall or a recreation
centre, where
everyone will commit
to drinking public tap
water.

CO

2. “Aquafina Labels to Spell out Tap Water Source.” <http://www.cbc.ca/news/aquafinalabels-to-spell-out-tap-water-source-1.675719> CBC News. N.p., 27 July 2007. Web. 22
Feb. 2016.
3. Stastna, Kazi. Bottle vs. tap: 7 things to know about drinking water. “http://www.cbc.
ca/news/health/bottle-vs-tap-7-things-to-know-about-drinking-water-1.2774182.” CBC
News. N.p., 26 Sept. 2014. Web. 22 Feb. 2016.
4. Statistics Canada. Households and the Environment Survey, Primary Type of Drinking
Water Consumed, Canada, Provinces and Census Metropolitan Areas. N.p., 18 Feb. 2016.
Web. 21 Feb. 2016. <http://www5.statcan.gc.ca/cansim/pick-choisir?lang=eng&p2=33&
id=1530063>.
5. Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada. The Canadian Bottled Water Industry. N.p., 30
July 2015. Web. 21 Feb. 2016. <http://www.agr.gc.ca/eng/industry-markets-and-trade/
statistics-and-market-information/by-product-sector/processed-food-and-beverages/
the-canadian-bottled-water-industry/?id=1171644581795>.; Agriculture and Agri-Food
Canada. What’s New in BC - Spotlight on Bottled Water. N.p. 18 August 2015. 21 Feb.
2016. <http://www.agr.gc.ca/eng/industry-markets-and-trade/exporting-importing-andbuying-assistance/export-from-canada/trade-contacts/regional-offices/british-columbia/
what-s-new-in-bc-spotlight-on-bottled-water/?id=1410072148310 >.
6. Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada. The Canadian Bottled Water Industry. N.p., 30 July
2015. Web. 21 Feb. 2016. <http://www.agr.gc.ca/eng/industry-markets-and-trade/statisticsand-market-information/by-product-sector/processed-food-and-beverages/the-canadianbottled-water-industry/?id=1171644581795>.; World Watch Institute. Bottled Water
Demand May Be Declining. N.p., N.d., Web. 21 Feb. 2016.http://www.worldwatch.org/
node/5878.

WHAT COMMUNITY
ACTIVISTS CAN DO:
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● Pledge to drink water

from the tap. Host an
event where people
can learn about the
issues, make a “toast
to the tap,” and take
the pledge.

WHAT MUNICIPALITIES
CAN DO:

● Ban or phase out the
sale and purchase
of bottled water in
municipally-owned
facilities and at
municipal events.

● Ensure access to tap

water by installing and
maintaining drinking
water fountains in
municipally-owned
facilities and providing
access to tap water at
municipally-sponsored
events.

● Promote the value

of municipal water
through public
education campaigns.

● Pressure governments

Y

B L UE

for dedicated funding
to protect and improve
the quality of municipal
tap water and of
treated wastewater.
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Most provinces charge water-bottling companies next to nothing to extract water from springs and aquifers. Whole watersheds
are now under threat from this practice. A 2015 study published
in Geoscience found only six per cent of groundwater around the
world is renewable. In 2015, a poll commissioned by the Munk
School of Global Affairs Program on Water Issues found that 96
per cent of Canadians said it is important that groundwater use
remain sustainable and not be exhausted by overuse.
In order to persuade people to spend up to 3,000 times what they
spend on tap water, bottled water companies advertize their products as a safer and healthier alternative. Nothing could be further
from the truth. Bottled water is regulated as a food product under
the Canadian Food Inspection Agency. Bottling plants are inspected on average only once every three years.
Regulation of tap water, on the other hand, is far more stringent.
In general, municipal tap water is tested continuously during and
after treatment, and during distribution. For example, the City of
Toronto tests samples every four to six hours to ensure there is no
bacteria. Halifax tests samples six to eight times daily, at multiple
locations, to monitor treatment at the city’s drinking water plants.
The Blue Community of Nanaimo conducts daily tests for coliform
bacteria and monthly tests for total organics, disinfection by-products, parasites and microorganisms.
Finally, in an era when the world is dealing with the impacts of
climate change, the bottled water industry requires massive
amounts of fossil fuels to manufacture and transport its product.
Increasingly, Canadians are moving back to the tap and rejecting bottled water. A growing number of Canadian municipalities,
school boards, colleges and universities, and other institutions are
banning the sale and purchase of bottled water in their facilities
and at their events.

It takes a lot of water to bottle water!
The production
process requires
three to five litres
of water to produce
a one litre bottle of
bottled water.
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Bottled water and First Nations
Bottled water is often used as an interim measure to the lack of clean drinking water in First Nations. The federal government spent $1 million on bottled
water for Neskantaga First Nation, a community in northern Ontario that has
been under a boil water advisory for nearly 20 years.1 Between 2005 and 2015,
the federal government spent $2.3 million flying bottled water from Thunder
Bay, Ontario to Ogoki Post/Marten Falls. The community has been under a boil
water advisory since 2005.2
In some cases bottled water companies are competing with Indigenous communities for water sources. For example, Nestlé is vying for a well in Elora,
Ontario in the Grand River catchment area. The well sits on the traditional territory of the Haudenosaunee people, also known as Six Nations. Downstream
from the well more than 90 per cent of people in Six Nations of the Grand River
– roughly 11,000 people – do not have clean, running water.
1. Porter, Jody. “Feds Spent $1M on Bottled Water in First Nation with Broken Water Plant, Chief Says.”
CBC [Thunder Bay] N.p. 29 May 2015. Web 27 Nov. 2015.
2. Murray, James. “Federal Government Spend $2.3 Million of Bottled Water for Ogoki Post.” Net News
Ledger. N.p., 14 Feb. 2015. Web. 27 Nov. 2015.

The Grand River near Elora, Ontario by Flick user phrawr. CC-by 2.0

Concerned residents attend a public forum to
discuss Nestlé’s operations near Elora, Ontario

Blue Communities Project Guide

14

24

SAMPLE RESOLUTION – BANNING OR PHASING OUT THE SALE OF BOTTLED WATER IN
MUNICIPAL FACILITIES AND AT MUNICIPAL EVENTS

WHEREAS [name of municipality] operates and maintains a regulated and sophisticated water treatment and distribution system that meets some of the most stringent
water quality requirements in the world; and
WHEREAS the regulatory requirements for monitoring water quality contained in
single-use bottled water are not as stringent as those that must be met by [name of
municipality or community]; and
WHEREAS single-use bottled water is up to 3,000 times more expensive than water
from the tap in [name of municipality], even though bottled water can originate from
municipal water systems;
WHEREAS resource extraction, packaging and distribution of single-use bottled water
creates unnecessary air quality and climate change impacts, consumes unnecessary
resources such as oil in the manufacturing of plastic bottles and fuel used in the transportation of bottled water to the consumer, and creates unnecessary recycling and
waste disposal costs; and
WHEREAS [name of municipality]’s tap water is safe, healthy and accessible to residents and visitors, is readily available at most indoor public facilities, and is substantially more sustainable than bottled water; and
WHEREAS when access to municipal tap water does not exist, bottled water can be an
appropriate alternative; and
WHEREAS banning the sale and provision of bottled water in municipal facilities and
at municipal events is one of three steps needed to declare [name of municipality] a
Blue Community;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, where access to municipal tap water exists, singleuse bottled water will no longer be sold in municipal facilities, from municipallyowned or municipally administered concessions, or from vending machines in public
facilities; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT single-use bottled water will no longer be purchased
and provided at municipal meetings, events or work performed outdoors where access to municipal water exists; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the availability of water jugs with municipal water will
be increased at municipally-organized meetings and events; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a staff and public awareness campaign will be developed to support the rationale for these changes; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT staff develop an implementation schedule with timelines that includes an assessment of access to tap water at municipal facilities; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT staff provide a progress report at regular intervals.
Blue Communities Project Guide
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GOOD PRACTICES

P Water to go

The City of Toronto created “HTO to Go” – a mobile water trailer filled with municipal
drinking water that serves as a big drinking fountain and a fun way to educate people
about the city’s water. Residents of Toronto organizing a public event can contact the
city to have HTO to Go at their event.
Metro Vancouver also provides water stations for event-goers to refill their reusable
bottles.
Waterloo’s Water Wagon is a mobile drinking water station that provides water at
municipally-sponsored events during the summer.

water apps
P Tap
Cell phone apps like Toronto-based Quench and Metro Vancouver’s Tap Water make

it easier for people carrying reusable water bottles to fill up and stay hydrated while
they are out by showing them where to find nearby water fountains and water bottle
refill stations.

P U.S. mayors challenging bottled water
At their annual conference in June 2008, U.S. mayors passed a resolution to phase out
the municipal use of bottled water in favour of tap water. Since then, the movement
to ban bottled water has spread among U.S. municipalities, including San Francisco
(2014) and Concord, Massachusetts (2012).

P Municipalities encouraged to ditch bottled water
In March 2009, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities, an umbrella organization
for municipal governments across Canada, voted in favour of a resolution to encourage all Canadian cities to phase out the sale and provision of bottled water in municipal facilities and at municipal events.
In 2011, the Union of B.C. Municipalities voted
overwhelmingly in favour of a Blue Communities
resolution7 at their annual convention. The organization stressed the need for federal funding to
maintain clean tap water.

B

CO
Reusable water bottle from the Bayfield Blue Communities Project in Ontario

M

7. Union of B.C. Municipalities, Blue Community Resolution http://www.ubcm.ca/resolutions/ResolutionDetail.aspx?
id=3980&index=0&year=2011&no=&resTitle=&spons=&res=water&prov=&fed=&other=&conv=&exec=&comm=&so
rtCol=year&sortDir=asc
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WHAT COMMUNITY
ACTIVISTS CAN DO:

● Urge Members of

Parliament to invest
in a national water
and wastewater
infrastructure fund
that supports publicly
financed, owned and
operated facilities and
services. Pressure them
to make this a top
priority.

● Bring a resolution to

your local municipal
government to
protect publiclyowned and operated
infrastructure.

● Establish a Water

Local communities directly own and operate the vast majority of
Canadian drinking water and sewage treatment facilities. But the
need for reinvestment is growing, and Canadian municipalities
are chronically underfunded. Federal and provincial infrastructure
programs do not deliver long-term, sufficient and predictable
funding. And few infrastructure programs cover the long-term operating and maintenance costs beyond initial capital investments.
Limited in their ability to raise their own revenues, and facing a
growing and aging population, cities and towns are also facing
downloaded responsibilities for housing, social services and other
core municipal services.
Instead of properly funding cities and towns, successive federal
governments have instead attempted to push municipalities into
privatization through public-private partnerships (P3s).
A P3 is a form of privatization. P3s are multi-decade contracts for
private financing, management, operation and/or ownership of
public infrastructure and services. They are negotiated in secret
and stifle democratic debate on important issues. P3s also result
in higher costs, lower quality and loss of accountability and public
control.
Very few communities in Canada have experimented with P3s for
drinking water or sewer services, but there are lessons we can
learn from those that have. Experience from Canada and around
the world has shown that privatization through P3s is risky, expensive and undemocratic. Important evidence from Ontario’s Auditor
General confirms P3s cost considerably more than infrastructure
that is publicly financed and operated. In addition, P3s lack proper
oversight and do not have independent, unbiased assessment.
Communities with water and wastewater P3s have seen water
rates go up, accountability go down, and costs balloon in the long
run.
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Watch Committee in
your community to
monitor city council
meetings. Think of
having a rotating water
watcher who attends
every council and
relevant committee
meeting to be on
guard against the
early warning signs of
privatization. (See page
26 for tips on how to
create a Water Watch
Committee).

Promote public water and wastewater
infrastructure
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“Water Pipes” by David Lee via Flickr. CC-by-sa 2.0
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P3s waste public money and put communities at risk
P3s are more expensive than public financing and operation
because of higher private-sector borrowing costs, transaction
fees, and the need to generate a profit. The costs of lawyers and
consultants alone can set municipal governments back millions
of dollars before projects even get off the ground. Corporations
also charge a premium for so-called “risk-transfer.” But despite the
cost, governments have not been successful in transferring risk to
the private sector.
In 2014, Ontario’s auditor general undertook a comprehensive
review of the province’s P3 program, run by the provincial Crown
corporation Infrastructure Ontario. Auditor Bonnie Lysyk reviewed
74 P3 projects (known in Ontario as AFP or Alternative Financing
and Procurement), as well as the overall processes and practices
of Infrastructure Ontario. The scope and depth of the review is
significant. The auditor examined the entire P3 program, and had
access to financial and other details that are not publicly available.
The report’s main findings call into question the entire P3 model.
The 74 projects cost a total of $8 billion more than if they had
been publicly financed and operated. Of this, $6.5 billion was due
to higher costs of private borrowing. Overall, the projects cost
nearly 30 per cent more than if the province had borrowed the
money itself.
All of Infrastructure Ontario’s 74 P3s were justified on the basis
that the projects transferred large amounts of risk to the private
sector. But there was absolutely no evidence or empirical data
provided to support these claims in the crucial value-for-money
assessments. Instead, pivotal decisions were made on unsubstantiated opinions, and not facts.8
Ultimately, the public sector bears the risk in any infrastructure
project. Companies can walk away if a project is not profitable
for them, leaving governments to pick up the pieces. The public
absorbs the costs of failed P3 deals, since the public “partner” is
responsible for delivering services and infrastructure.

WHAT COMMUNITY
ACTIVISTS CAN DO:

● Raise the issue at the

Federation of Canadian
Municipalities or
provincial municipal
association by bringing
a resolution about
the risks of P3s1 and
supporting public
ownership to their next
annual conference.

● Pass a resolution or

declaration to keep
water and wastewater
infrastructure publicly
financed, owned
and operated in your
community.

1. Federation of Canadian
Municipalities. Resolution on
Infrastructure Funding and
Public-Private-Partnerships. N.p.,
Mar. 2013. Web. 21 Feb. 2016.
<http://www.fcm.ca/home/
about-us/corporate-resources/
fcm-resolutions.htm?lang=enCA&resolution=70f6a39fc585-e211-ba41005056bc2614&srch=%Public%20
Private%20Partnerships%&iss=&fi
lt=false>.
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8. Canada. Office of the Auditor General of Ontario. Annual Report 2014. By Bonnie
Lysyk. N.p., 9 Dec. 2014. Web. 27 Nov. 2015.
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BLUE COMMUNITY:
BAYFIELD, ONTARIO

In October 2014, the
Village of Bayfield joined
cities around the world in
becoming a Blue Community, one of a network of
communities that recognizes the human right to
water, promotes public
water services and bans
bottled water.
The community worked
tirelessly for nearly a decade to reach its goal. To
achieve this, residents of
Bayfield created an organizing committee whose
first job was to develop a
resolution based on the
existing three resolutions.
They then identified organizations in the village
and set out to discuss
the resolution with each
group. The committee
started by signing up 25
organizations and then
several more joined.
From the Girl Guides
to the Lions Club, book
clubs to the Virtual High
School, the support from
the community was overwhelming.
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In addition to recognizing
water as a human right,
each group agreed to
work to eliminate bottled
water from meetings and
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Continued on page 20

Resisting federal P3 pressure
The federal push for municipalities to use P3s began with federal
Liberal governments of the 1990s and early 2000s. When the
Conservative government came to power in 2008, it dramatically
expanded this approach by establishing a dedicated privatization
agency, PPP Canada Inc., which promotes, assesses, and subsidizes
P3s. PPP Canada has identified municipalities as a clear target for
P3s, focusing on water and wastewater, as well as transit, local
roads, solid waste, and energy-from-waste projects.
The Harper government also tightened the privatization strings
attached to infrastructure funding, putting P3 conditions on any
Building Canada Fund project with a capital cost of more than
$100 million. These projects were forced through a mandatory P3
assessment – performed by the same agency tasked with increasing the number of P3s in Canada. If a project was deemed viable
as a P3, funding was only approved if the municipality agreed to
privatize.
The Liberal government no longer requires municipalities to enter
into public-private partnerships in order to receive federal funding
for large infrastructure projects. But municipalities still face the
threat of P3s. The federal government has not ruled out P3s for
water and wastewater projects, and has actually promoted P3s as
a solution to the water and wastewater infrastructure deficit. And
the pressure to enter into P3s from PPP Canada continues.
Local governments still have access to the lowest borrowing rates
available. With accounting standards requiring that P3s show up
as public debt, there is no incentive to rely on more expensive
private financing, or to lock communities into long-term deals that
can tie governments’ hands.
Decades of infrastructure funding cuts have resulted in a municipal infrastructure deficit. One-third of Canada’s water infrastructure, including linear assets (pipes), is rated in fair to poor condition. The 2016 Canadian Infrastructure Report Card estimates
the cost of replacing systems graded “poor” or “very poor” to be
$61 billion. The Alternative Federal Budget calls for an additional
$125.2 billion – $74.4 of which would be the federal portion – to
maintain and upgrade infrastructure graded “fair” or better over
20 years.
Drinking water services and wastewater collection and treatment
services have important public health and environmental implications. Protecting the public interest requires community control
and autonomy over water services. Public water utilities are responsive and accountable to communities and empower community members to engage in water distribution and governance.
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BAYFIELD (CON’T)

Risks of trade lawsuits
When private companies own and operate water, wastewater,
and water sanitation systems, water becomes a tradable good.
As such, water-related policy and other measures – for example
conservation regulations or rate controls – can be vulnerable to
investor-state challenges or lawsuits under international trade
agreements. Because of Investor-State Dispute Settlement (ISDS)
clauses in trade agreements like the North American Free Trade
Agreement, the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement
(CETA) between Canada and the European Union, the massive
Trans-Pacific Partnership, as well as the little-known Trade in Services Agreement, governments can be penalized for health, water,
and environmental regulations that are seen to threaten corporate
profit.
In 2006, Argentina cancelled a 30-year water and wastewater contract with French transnational Suez. When the Suez-led consortium took over water services in Buenos Aires in 1993 it promised
to increase access to water services and cut rates by a quarter.
Instead, rates went up, with the average monthly water bill in Buenos Aires nearly doubling between 1993 and 2002. At the same
time, access to municipal drinking water and wastewater systems
did not increase. The Argentinian government denied a 2005 Suez
request to further raise user fees, and then cancelled the contract.
Suez sued Argentina under a bilateral France-Argentina investment treaty and in 2015, Argentina was ordered by the World
Bank’s International Center for Settlement of Investment Disputes
to pay $405 million to Suez for terminating the corporation’s water
and sewage services contract.
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For two years after its
Blue Communities designation, the Bayfield
Blue Community Project
committee installed combined water refill stations
and fountains to assist
the residents and visitors
in complying with the
resolution. The committee continues to organize
events and initiatives that
promote water as a commons.
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Despite the risk of trade challenges, communities around the world are taking back
control of their water and wastewater
services by cancelling P3s and other privatization contracts and remunicipalizing water
and wastewater infrastructure. Over the
last 15 years, more than 180 municipalities
in 35 countries have taken back control of
their water services including cities like Accra (Ghana), Berlin (Germany), Buenos Aires
(Argentina), Budapest (Hungary), Kuala
Lumpur (Malaysia), La Paz (Bolivia), Maputo
(Mozambique), and Paris (France).

sponsored events. Bayfield is a unique model
in that it became a Blue
Community when 80 per
cent of the community,
represented by 35 organizations, passed the Blue
Communities resolutions
before the municipality that Bayfield belongs
to – the municipality of
Bluewater – passed them.

Secret trade negotiations give
private corporations the right
to sue governments.

M
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SAMPLE RESOLUTION – PROMOTING PUBLICLY FINANCED, OWNED, AND OPERATED
WATER AND WASTEWATER SERVICES

WHEREAS public health depends on equitable access to drinking water and sanitation
systems; and
WHEREAS public ownership and operation of drinking water and wastewater treatment systems have been fundamental to access and quality over the past century; and
WHEREAS [name of municipality] is committed to protecting water and wastewater
systems from the consequences of privatization through “public-private partnerships,”
or P3s, including:

● lack of transparency and public accountability;
● increased costs;
● higher user fees;
● multi-decade contracts that limit the policy options of future local governments;
and

● international trade deals providing private water companies with rights to sue
municipalities that bring water services into public hands; and

WHEREAS the privatization of municipal water and wastewater treatment systems and
services through P3s or contracting out turns water into a commodity to be sold for
profit; and
WHEREAS the federal government is requiring much-needed improvements to wastewater standards – a situation that could open the door to privatization unless dedicated public infrastructure funding is provided to upgrade treatment facilities; and
WHEREAS keeping water and wastewater infrastructure public is one of three steps
needed to declare [name of municipality] a Blue Community; and
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THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that [name of municipality] oppose privatization in
any form of water and wastewater treatment infrastructure and services, including
through P3s or short-term service contracts, and resolve to keep these services publicly financed, owned, operated and managed; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of municipality] lobby the federal government
to fulfill its responsibility to support municipal infrastructure by investing in a national
water and wastewater infrastructure fund that would address the growing need to
renew existing water and wastewater infrastructure and build new systems, and that
would only fund public projects; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of municipality] forward this resolution to the
Federation of Canadian Municipalities for circulation to its members.

Blue Communities Project Guide
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KEEPING IT PUBLIC

P Hamilton

In 2004, the City of Hamilton-Wentworth ended a water privatization contract after
10 years of environmental problems and mismanagement by several private water
corporations, including Enron subsidiary Azurix. Despite the promises of local economic development, new jobs and cost savings, the workforce was cut in half within
18 months. Millions of litres of raw sewage spilled into Hamilton Harbour and flooded
homes, with clean-up costs borne by the public. The P3 also reduced transparency. In
Hamilton, elected officials had to pay fees under the Freedom of Information Act in
order to see the contracts. Negotiations to renew the deal in Hamilton fell apart when
the corporation tried to charge the city twice as much if they were to be accountable
for risks in the future. The system is now back in public hands, surpassing environmental standards, and delivering significant cost savings.

P Vancouver

In 2001, the Greater Vancouver Regional District rejected a P3 for their water treatment facility in response to public protests. Along with worries about loss of control,
lack of accountability and higher costs, citizens voiced fears about the dangers under
international trade deals of privatizing the water system. In 2010, the Seymour-Capilano filtration plant opened, and has been delivering high-quality drinking water ever
since.

P Moncton drinking water treatment facility

In 1998, US Filter Canada, a subsidiary of a French multinational water company, was
selected to design, build, operate and maintain Moncton’s water treatment facility
over a 20-year contract. The plant was a much-needed improvement. But residents
pay high water fees that are increasing much faster than they did prior to the P3.
Between 1995 and 1999 fees increased by up to seven per cent each year. Rates increased 75 per cent between 1999 and 2000. Economist John Loxley has analyzed the
P3, and found the city of Moncton paid $31 million for a $23 million water treatment
plant, due to the higher costs of private financing.

Other cities that have rejected or reversed water and wastewater
privatization include:
Abbotsford, B.C.

Montreal, QC

Prince Edward County, ON

Banff, AB

Nanaimo, B.C.

Thunder Bay, ON

Halifax, NS

North Battleford, SK

Whistler, B.C.

Kamloops, B.C.

Oliver, B.C.

White Rock, B.C.

Ladysmith, B.C.

Port Hardy, B.C.

Williams Lake, B.C.
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Blue Indigenous Communities
Despite repeated pledges from the federal government to ensure clean drinking water, there are regularly more than 100 First Nations under drinking water advisories at
any given time, with some communities under a drinking water advisory for close to
20 years. This is in addition to the 1,880 homes in First Nations without water service
at all.
The Truth and Reconciliation Commission final report outlined the
horrors and intergenerational impacts of residential schools, and
shed light on a path toward rebuilding relationships between Indigenous peoples and Canadians. The report called on the federal government “to establish measurable goals to identify and close the
gaps in health outcomes” in consultation with Indigenous peoples.
Water is critical to ensuring the health of Indigenous peoples and
to closing the gap between Indigenous communities and Canadian
communities. Bottled water is often used as an interim measure
to the ongoing water crises in First Nations. The Blue Communities
resolutions can be used to continue to draw attention to the ongoing water crisis in First Nations.

Council of Canadians board member
Gary John and National Chairperson
Maude Barlow with the Tsal’alhmec
Blue Community certificate

Tsal’alhmec, known as “People of the Lake,” (Seton Lake Indian
band) became the first Blue Indigenous Community in January 2015.
SAMPLE RESOLUTION – BLUE INDIGENOUS COMMUNITY

WHEREAS nearly 750 million people around the world do not have access to clean
drinking water, 4 billion people face severe water scarcity and 2.5 billion people do
not have adequate sanitation; and
WHEREAS Indigenous communities – First Nations, Métis and Inuit – in Canada have
been disproportionately affected by lack of access to safe drinking water and sanitation services; and
WHEREAS the 2011 National Engineering Assessment, a study commissioned by the
Canadian government on the condition of First Nations water and wastewater systems, found that 73 per cent of water systems were at medium to high risk; and
WHEREAS there are routinely more than 100 water advisories in effect in First Nations
where people cannot drink straight from the tap, with half of the communities living
under advisories for over five years and a number of communities living under advisories for more than ten years; and
WHEREAS on July 28, 2010, the United Nations General Assembly passed a resolution
recognizing the human rights to water and sanitation; and
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WHEREAS on September 23, 2011, the United Nations Human Rights Council passed
a resolution on the human right to safe drinking water and sanitation and called on
governments to take concrete action by:
● developing plans of action;
● establishing monitoring and accountability mechanisms that ensure free, effective, meaningful, and non-discriminatory participation of all people and communities;
● ensuring affordable services for everyone; and
● providing a framework of accountability with adequate monitoring mechanisms and legal remedies; and
WHEREAS bottled water is routinely used as an interim measure to lack of access to
drinking water in many First Nations, but is not a sustainable or cost-effective solution;
and
WHEREAS the Safe Drinking Water for First Nations Act creates necessary, high standards for drinking water, but was passed without allocating adequate funding and
without free, prior, and informed consent of Indigenous communities. These conditions can force Indigenous communities to turn to funding from private companies
under the P3 (public-private partnership) Canada fund;
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that [name of Indigenous community] recognizes and affirms that water and sanitation are fundamental human rights; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of Indigenous community] opposes privatization
in any form of water and wastewater treatment services, including through P3s, and
keep these services community owned, operated and delivered; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of Indigenous community] call upon the federal
government to allocate $4.7 billion to water and wastewater infrastructure in First
Nations, as called for by the National Engineering Assessment, and make adequate
funding available without the condition of a P3 agreement; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that bottled water will not be sold at any community facilities or events in [name of Indigenous community] where potable water is available;
and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the [name of Indigenous community] Chief and Council
forward this resolution to the Assembly of First Nations for circulation to all First Nations; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of Indigenous community] will call on the federal and provincial governments to enshrine water and sanitation as human rights in
federal and provincial law; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that [name of Indigenous community] will call on the Government of Canada to develop a national plan of action to implement the human
rights to water and sanitation.
Blue Communities Project Guide
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BLUE COMMUNITY: THE MUNICIPALITY OF THE DISTRICT OF LUNENBURG
AND BLUE COMMUNITIES IN RURAL SETTINGS

In December 2015, the Municipality of the District of Lunenburg (MODL)
in Nova Scotia became the first Blue Community in Atlantic Canada. The South
Shore Chapter of the Council of Canadians was key in initiating the process and
supporting the four-member “Blue Team” in their initial presentation to MODL
Council. Good communication between MODL staff charged with answering
some councillors’ concerns, a representative from the Blue Team, and Council
of Canadians staff was key in moving the process to its successful conclusion.
Most of the Blue Communities in Canada to date are cities or towns. The Municipality of the District of Lunenburg, however, is a rural community, meaning that most MODL residents get their drinking water from private wells and
manage their own wastewater. The majority of homeowners are responsible
for maintaining their own water quality, including having it tested or finding
another source if their well runs dry or becomes undrinkable. Only a couple of
small villages in the District have access to some piped water infrastructure.
Because of this, the wording of the second and third resolutions on public-private partnerships and bottled water, led to some confusion about the interpretation and implications for rural responsibilities.
For example, questions about the public-private partnerships resolution and
whether it applied to private well owners had to be clarified. When Council
members were assured that the P3 resolution applies only to for-profit water
services – not homes on well water – they voted to adopt the resolution, adding some clarification to underline different circumstances and needs in their
community. Similarly, in rural communities there are instances where residents
need to buy local-sourced water from locally-owned businesses when they do
not have a reliable water source on their rural property. This does not violate
the bottled water resolution, which focuses on single-use bottled water sold by
large multinational corporations where potable water exists.
As a next step, municipal legislation is needed
to require residents to remove the wastewater
pipe that transports their raw sewage from
their home to a nearby lake or river in order
to protect existing groundwater in rural communities.

Mayor Don Downe, Deputy Mayor Claudette Garland along with municipal
staff and members of the Council of Canadians’ South Shore chapter.
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Steps to creating a Blue Community
Send an email to bluecommunities@canadians.org to join the network of community
activists, public sector workers, and local government officials working on creating a
Blue Community.
Community members working on promoting the water commons are setting up Water
Watch committees across the country. Visit canadians.org/bluecommunities or
cupe.ca/water to find out more.
We hope the information provided in this guide is useful in helping you develop strategies to protect the water commons in your community to:

● Recognize the human rights to water and sanitation.
● Ban or phase out the sale of bottled water in publicly-owned facilities and at
public events.

● Promote publicly-owned and operated water infrastructure.
Creating a Water Watch Committee in your community
Creating a Water Watch committee or a network of water activists is essential to
the Blue Communities Project. Water Watch committees are the first line of defence
against the privatization of water. Made up of CUPE members and community and
environmental activists, Water Watch committees fight to keep water safe, clean and
publicly owned and controlled. Please visit www.canadians.org/bluecommunities or
cupe.ca/water for tips on how to create a Water Watch Committee in your community!

We are here to help
Keep us informed of your progress by contacting us at bluecommunities@canadians.
org or by calling us toll free at 1-800-387-7177. We would love to feature your work
on our website and share your stories and ideas with other communities in Canada.

Contact details for further info:
bluecommunities@canadians.org or canadians.org/water
waterwatch@cupe.ca or cupe.ca/water
The information contained in this guide is based on the report Our Water Commons:
Toward a new freshwater narrative, by Maude Barlow. A copy of the report can be
downloaded at www.canadians.org
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Resources
RESOURCES

The human rights to water
and sanitation

Water as a commons and
public trust

NWT Water Stewardship: A Plan for
Action 2011-2015: http://www.enr.
gov.nt.ca/sites/default/files/reports/
nwt_water_strategy_action_plan.pdf

FLOW for Water - What is public trust?
http://flowforwater.org/public-trustsolutions/what-is-public-trust/
Great Lakes Commons: http://www.
greatlakescommons.org/
Maude Barlow on water as a commons, Great Lakes Need Great Friends
Tour (October 2013): https://www.
youtube.com/watch?v=Ml-rVR3Z9NY
Our Great Lakes Commons - A people’s
plan to protect the Great Lakes forever:
http://canadians.org/report-our-greatlakes-commons
Our Water Commons - Toward a freshwater narrative: http://canadians.org/
content/report-our-water-commonstoward-freshwater-narrative

Blue Communities
The Blue Communities Project brochure: http://canadians.org/publications/brochure-blue-communitiesproject
Video of Blue Communities webinar
(December 2015): http://canadians.
adobeconnect.com/p61cpk0dfvr/
Union of B.C. Municipalities, Blue Community Resolution: http://www.ubcm.
ca/resolutions/ResolutionDetail.aspx?i
d=3980&index=0&year=2011&no=&re
sTitle=&spons=&res=water&prov=&fed
=&other=&conv=&exec=&comm=&sort
Col=year&sortDir=asc

Our Right to Water: A People’s Guide
to Implementing the United Nations’
Recognition of Water and Sanitation as
a Human Right (March 2012): http://
www.blueplanetproject.net/documents/RTW/RTW-intl-web.pdf
Our Right to Water: A People’s Guide
to Implementing the United Nations’
Recognition of Water and Sanitation
as a Human Right Including Appendix
What Does the Right to Water and
Sanitation Mean for Canada: http://
www.blueplanetproject.net/documents/RTW/righttowater-CA-0611.pdf
Our Right to Water: Assessing progress
five years after the UN recognition of
the Human Rights to Water and Sanitation (December 2015): http://www.
blueplanetproject.net/index.php/ourright-to-water-assessing-progress-fiveyears-after-the-un-recognition-of-thehuman-rights-to-water-and-sanitation/

Public-Private Partnerships
and remunicipalization
Remunicipalization tracker: http://
www.remunicipalisation.org/
Asking the right questions: A guide for
municipalities considering P3s (September 2012): http://cupe.ca/askingright-questions-guide-municipalitiesconsidering-p3s
Factsheet: Fighting Water P3s - Stopping the community takeover (March
2014): http://canadians.org/content/
factsheet-fighting-water-p3s-stoppingcommunity-takeover
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Here to stay: Water remunicipalisation
as a global trend (November 2014):
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/
here-to-stay-water-remunicipalisationas-a-global-trend
Municipal revenues - Building better
communities: A fair funding toolkit
for Canada’s cities and towns (May
2014): https://cupe.ca/sites/cupe/files/
field_publication_past_issues/toolkit_eng_final.pdf
Ontario audit throws cold water on
federal-provincial love affair with P3s
(February 2015): http://cupe.ca/ontario-audit-throws-cold-water-federalprovincial-love-affair-p3s

Bottled water
Video: Back the tap - Go bottled water
free (May 2013): https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zONh0ZTR6ZU
Bottled Water Free Communities:
http://cfs-fcee.info/take-action/bottlewater-free-communities/events-2/
Factsheet: Five reasons to ban bottled
water (March 2014): http://canadians.
org/water/issues/Unbottle_It/index.
html
Leaflet: Five things you can do to help
ban bottled water (August 2008):
http://canadians.org/content/leafletfive-things-you-can-do-help-ban-bottled-water
Factsheet: Spinning the bottle - Tackling industry spin on bottled water:
http://canadians.org/water/documents/WWD/2009/WWDFS-0309-BottledWater.pdf
Video: The Story of Bottled Water
(2010): http://storyofstuff.org/movies/
story-of-bottled-water/
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Advisory Committee on the Environment
Report
5th Meeting of the Advisory Committee on the Environment
April 4, 2018
Committee Room #4
Attendance

PRESENT: S. Ratz (Chair), K. Birchall, M. Bloxam, S. Brooks,
S. Hall, M.A. Hodge, J. Howell, L. Langdon, N. St. Amour and D.
Szoller and H. Lysynski (Acting Secretary)
ABSENT: R. Harvey, G. Sass, T. Stoiber and A. Tipping
ALSO PRESENT: T. Arnos
The meeting was called to order at 12:18 PM

1.

Call to Order
1.1

Disclosures of Pecuniary Interest
That it BE NOTED that no pecuniary interests were disclosed.

2.

Scheduled Items
None.

3.

Consent
3.1

4th Report of the Advisory Committee on the Environment
That it BE NOTED that the 4th Report of the Advisory Committee on the
Environment, from its meeting held on March 7, 2018, was received.

3.2

2nd Report of the Trees and Forests Advisory Committee
That the Manager, Urban Forestry and the Manager, Forestry Operations,
BE REQUESTED to attend a future meeting of the Advisory Committee on
the Environment (ACE) to provide information with respect to the
practices relating to the watering of trees, the cutting down of trees and
the planting of trees near hydro lines; it being noted that the 2nd Report of
the Trees and Forests Advisory Committee, from its meeting held on
February 28, 2018 was received.

3.3

2nd Report of the Agriculture Advisory Committee
That the Municipal Council and the Agricultural Advisory Committee BE
ADVISED that the Advisory Committee on the Environment expressed its
support for contacting The Honourable Jeff Leal, Minister of Agriculture,
Food and Rural Affairs, with respect to the consultations relating to the
Bees Act; it being noted that the 2nd Report of the Agricultural Advisory
Committee, from its meeting held on March 21, 2018 was received.

4.

Sub-Committees and Working Groups
None.

5.

Items for Discussion
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5.1

Green Standards for Light Pollution and Bird Friendly Development - S.
Hall
That it BE NOTED that the Advisory Committee on the Environment heard
a verbal presentation from S. Hall, with respect to the Green Standards for
Light Pollution and Bird Friendly Development Guidelines that were
presented at the Planning and Environment Committee on Tuesday, April
3, 2018 as a part of the 4th Report of the Environmental and Ecological
Planning Advisory Committee, on behalf of the Advisory Committee on the
Environment and the Animal Welfare Advisory Committee.

5.2

2018 Advisory Committee on the Environment Workplan
That the following actions be taken with respect to the 2018 Advisory
Committee on the Environment (ACE) Work Plan and proposed Budget:

a)
the proposed Budget items identified on the approved 2018 ACE
Work Plan BE APPROVED; it being noted that the ACE has sufficient
funds in its 2018 Budget and,

b)
it BE NOTED that a general discussion was held with respect to
the 2018 ACE Work Plan.

5.3

ACE Summer Meeting Schedule
That it BE NOTED that the Advisory Committee on the Environment will
meet over the summer on July 4, 2018 and then resume normal meetings
dates as of September 5, 2018.

6.

Deferred Matters/Additional Business

7.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 1:13 PM.
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P.O. Box 5035
300 Dufferin Avenue
London, ON
N6A 4L9

April 11, 2018

S. Muscat
AECOM
250 York Street
London, ON N6A 6K2
P. Yeoman
Manager, Development Services
S. Shannon
Technologist ll

I hereby certify that the Municipal Council, at its meeting held on April 10, 2018
resolved:
That, the following actions be taken with respect to the 4th Report of the Environmental
and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee from its meeting held on March 15, 2018:
a)
the following actions be taken with respect to the Victoria Bridge
Environmental Assessment:
i)
the detailed design BE REVIEWED by one of the City of London’s Ecologist
Planners; and,
ii)
an Environmental Study Report BE REQUIRED in the Request for Proposal;
it being noted that the Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
received a presentation appended to the 4th Report of the Environmental and
Ecological Planning Advisory Committee from S. Shannon, Technologist II,
Transportation Planning and Design and S. Muscat, AECOM, with respect to this
matter;
b)
the revised You, Your Dog and Environmentally Significant Areas brochure BE
REFERRED back to the Working Group for further amendments and to report back at
the next Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee meeting;
c)
clause 4.2 of the 4th Report BE AMENDED by deleting the clause in its
entirety and replacing it with the following:
“the fourth draft of the Green Standards for Light Pollution and Bird-Friendly
Development BE REFERRED to the Manager, Development Services, to review and to
prepare a version for the Municipal Council’s consideration; it being noted that three
Advisory Committees have made this recommendation; it being further noted that
Section 4.1 of the Guidelines contemplates a light curfew for London; the specific times
have been left blank; a suggested light curfew would be from 1:00 AM to 7:00 AM.”;
d)
the fourth draft of the Green Standards for Light Pollution and Bird-Friendly
Development BE REFERRED to all City of London Advisory Committees for their
consideration; and,
The Corporation of the City of London
Office 519.661.2500 x4856
Fax 519.661.4892
hlysynsk@london.ca
www.london.ca
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e)

clauses 1.1, 2.1, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3 and 6.1 BE RECEIVED. (3.1/6/PEC)

C. Saunders
City Clerk
/lm
cc.

Chair and Members, Accessibility Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Animal Welfare Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Diversity Inclusion and Anti-Oppression Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Community Safety and Crime Prevention Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, London Housing Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Advisory Committee on the Environment
Chair and Members, Transportation Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Agriculture Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, London Advisory Committee on Heritage
Chair and Members, Trees and Forests Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Environmental and Ecological Planning Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Cycling Advisory Committee
Chair and Members, Childcare Advisory Committee
J. Bunn, Committee Secretary
K. M. Myers, Committee Support Clerk

The Corporation of the City of London
Office 519.661.2500 x4856
Fax 519.661.4892
hlysynsk@london.ca
www.london.ca
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ACE Presentations / Events / Meeting List
As of April 25, 2018

June



Environmental Programs Updated including Active & Green Communities
Conference Call with Claudia Marsalis - Senior Manager of Waste Management Services

July



Draft 60% Waste Diversion Action Plan
Work Plan Review

August – no meeting
September
 Mayor’s Honour Roll Recommendations (start)
October
 (ACE supported event) mid-October – River Summit
November
 Finalize Mayor’s Honour Roll Recommendation
 Work Plan Review
 (Events Coordinated by ACE) Nov 6, 13, 20 & 27 – Green in the City Series – London Public
Library

In progress…
 Trees & Forests Presentation by J. Spence Manager Urban Forestry and/or J. Ramsay Forestry
Technologist to comment on
o Trees & Climate Change
o Review of By-law standards
o Enforcement Review
o Hydro Line / Utility Considerations

To be arranged…
 By Law Amendment re Odour – by O. Katolyk, Chief Municipal Law Enforcement (previously
scheduled for March 2018)
 Staff Update re Progress of Green Standards for Light Pollution and Bird Friendly Development –
Paul Yeoman, Manager, Development Services,pyeoman@london.ca (approved at April 3/2018
PEC meeting)
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