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December 4, 2012,
and December 5, 2012

CALL TO ORDER

DECLARATIONS OF (DIRECT OR INDIRECT) PECUNIARY INTEREST

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

PUBLIC DEPUTATIONS

A. John Stillich, President, Icepark Group Inc., Keith Madley, Director, Icepark Group Inc.,
and Clete McDonald, Director, Icepark Group Inc., with respect to a funding request for
Icepark’s IceSkatePark Mississauga proposal.

B. Item 9 Fawzi Mattar, President, Mississauga Real Estate Board, and Linda

Pinizzotto, Government Relations Chair, Mississauga Real Estate Board,
with respect to the Municipal Land Transfer Tax.

OTHER PUBLIC DEPUTATIONS

DEPUTATIONS

C. Other Service Area Presentations (as requested by Budget Committee at its meeting on
November 27, 2012)*

Arts and Culture

Financial Transactions

Information Technology

Land Development Services

* NOTE: To support corporate waste reduction efforts, the Service Area Presentations will not
be distributed to Members of Council, staff, and the general public and can be viewed online at
the following web link: http://www.mississauga.ca/portal/cityhall/budgetcommittee.

UNFINISHED BUSINESS

1. Amendments to the Planning Act Processing Fees and Charges By-law 53-12

Corporate Report dated September 19, 2012 from the Commissioner of Planning and
Building with respect to amendments to the Planning Act Processing Fees and Charges
By-law 53-12.
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(1)

The above noted Corporate Report was deferred by the Budget Committee at its
meeting on October 17, 2012 and was listed on the Budget Committee’s November
26-27, 2012 agenda, but was not considered.

RECOMMENDATION

That By-law 53-12 be amended incorporating the recommended revisions as outlined in
Appendix 1 attached to the Corporate Report dated September 19, 2012 from the
Commissioner of Planning and Building entitled “Amendments to the Planning Act
Processing Fees and Charges By-law 53-12.”

Disclosure Options for the 2013 Final Tax Bill

Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer with respect to disclosure options for the 2013 final tax bill.

The above noted Corporate Report was listed on the Budget Committee’s November
26-27, 2012 agenda, but was not considered.

RECOMMENDATION

1. That the report dated November 20, 2012 on Disclosure Options for the 2013 Final
Tax Bill from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer be received;

2. That direction be provided to staff as to whether Council wishes to highlight on the
tax bills the Emerald Ash Borer Management (EABM) Program levy and/or the total
Capital Infrastructure (CI) levy;

3. That in the event that Council wishes to highlight one or both of these levies on the
tax bill, direction be provided to staff to implement Option #1 (separate tax rates for
Operating, CI and/or EABM Programs) or Option #2 (information notation only of
the CI and/or EABM Program levy amounts included in the general levy).

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED

3.

Consultants Hired in 2011 and 2012

Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer with respect to consultants hired in 2011 and 2012.

RECOMMENDATION

That the Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of
Corporate Services and Treasurer, entitled “Consultants Hired in 2011 and 2012,” be
received.
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4. City of Mississauga Financial Indicator Review for 2011

Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer with respect to the City of Mississauga Financial Indicator
Review for 2011.

RECOMMENDATION

That the report entitled “City of Mississauga Financial Indicator Review for 2011 dated
November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer be
received.

5. Municipal Act Reporting Requirements Under Ontario Regulation 284/09

Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer with respect to Municipal Act reporting requirements under
Ontario Regulation 284/09.

RECOMMENDATION

That the report dated November 20, 2012 entitled “Municipal Act Reporting
Requirements Under Ontario Regulation 284/09” from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer be received.

6. 2012 Annual Repayment Limit

Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services and Treasurer with respect to the 2012 annual repayment limit.

RECOMMENDATION

That the 2012 Annual Repayment Limit for the City of Mississauga respecting long-term
debt and financial obligations in the amount of $137.0 million, calculated pursuant to
Ontario Regulation 403/02, be received for information.

7. Snow Removal Subsidy Program

Memorandum dated November 28, 2012 from Patti Elliott-Spencer, Director, Finance,
with respect to the Snow Removal Subsidy Program.

The above noted Memorandum was not available for issuance with the agenda and
will be distributed to Budget Committee members and posted online once available.
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8. Councillor Newsletters Survey

Memorandum dated November 28, 2012 from Commissioner of Corporate Services and
Treasurer with respect to the councillor newsletters survey.

The above noted Memorandum was not available for issuance with the agenda and
will be distributed to Budget Committee members at the Committee’s December 3,
2012 meeting.

RECOMMEND RECEIPT

9. Municipal Land Transfer Tax

Correspondence dated November 1, 2012 from Fawzi Mattar, President, Mississauga
Real Estate Board, with respect to the municipal land transfer tax.

The above noted Correspondence was referred to the Budget Committee by Council
at its November 14, 2012 meeting.

CLOSED SESSION

ADJOURNMENT
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DATE: September 19, 2012
TO: Chair anpd Members of the Budgetl Commitiee
Meeting Date: October 17, 2012
FROM: Edward R. Sajecki
Commssioner of Planning and Building
SUBJECT: Amendments (o the Planning Act Processing Fees
' and Charges By-law 53-12
RECOMMENDATION:  That By-law 53-12 be amended incorporating the recommended
revisions as ouflined in Appendix 1 attached to the Corporate Report
dated September 19, 2012 from the Commissioner of Planning and
Building entitled “Amendments to the Planning Act Processing Fees
and Charges By-law 53-12.”
REPORT = Conncil approved By-law 53-12 on May 1, 2012 that adjusted
HIGHLIGHTS: fees in accordance with the recommendations of a
comprehensive fee study. As such, no fee changes are beng
recommended at this time.
¢ Community Services is proposing a 5% increase for Tree
Removal Permission.
BACKGROUND: Each year the City undertakes a review of the fees and charges

collected under the Planning Act, R_S.0. 1990, ¢.P.13, as amended.
The Planning Act Processing Fees and Charges By-law Inciudes fees
for services and activities provided by all City departments in
connection with the processing of planning related applications.
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COMMENTS:

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

ATTACHMENTS:

The Community Services Department is recommending a 5% fee
increase to the existing Tree Removal Permission to offset the
increased costs of reviewing applications and conducting site
Inspections In connection with requests for tree removal. The
Planning and Building Department is recommending some
wording changes for clarification purposes regarding application of
fees. Council approved By-law 53-12 on May 1, 2012 as a result
of a comprehensive fee stody that adjusted fees in accordance with
the recommendations from the study. As such, no fee changes are
being recommended at this time. ‘

The revenues generated from the proposed changes to the fees and
charges collected under the Planming Act will be included in the
2013 Budget.

The proposed amendments to the Planning Act Processing Fees
and Charges By-law for 2013 that are included in Appendix 1 will
result in improved cost recovery.

Appendix 1: Amendments to Schedule 'A' of the Planning Act
Processing Fees and Charges By-law

CA. N

Edward R. Sajecki
Commissioner of Planning and Building

Prepared By: Jack Hinfon, Manager,
Fingncial and Customer Services
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DATE: November 20, 2012

TO: Chair and Members of Budget Committee
Meeting Date: November 26, 2012

FROM: Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

SUBJECT: Disclosure Options for the 2013 Final Tax Bill

RECOMMENDATION: 1. That the report dated November 20, 2012 on Disclosure
Options for the 2013 Final Tax Bill from the Commissioner of
Corporate Services and Treasurer be received;

2. That direction be provided to staff as to whether Council
wishes to highlight on the tax bills the Emerald Ash Borer
Management (EABM) Program levy and/or the total Capital
Infrastructure (CI) levy;

3. That in the event that Council wishes to highlight one or both
of these levies on the tax bill, direction be provided to staff to
implement Option #1 (separate tax rates for Operating, CI
and/or EABM Programs) or Option #2 (information notation
only of the CI and/or EABM Program levy amounts included

in the general levy).
REPORT » Two disclosure options are available to identify levy requirements
HIGHLIGHTS: on the tax bill related to the EABM Program and/or CI funding;

= Option #1 would establish separate tax rates for Operations, CI and
the EABM Programs on the tax bill;

= Option #2 would show one City tax rate on the tax bill but provide
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" ¢ Council may choose to disclose levy requirements for the CI levy

a notation on the bill of the amount included in the City levy for CI
and/or the EABM Program;

s Either option could be implemented for the 2013 final tax bill;

e A Council decision is required by the December 12, 2012 Council
meeting on whether to separate these levy components on the tax
bill; '

or the EABM Program or both.

BACKGROUND:

Revenue staff were asked to investigate options on the final tax bill to
identify tax impacts due to the EABM Program and CI funding
requiremnents. In the past, such funding requiremenis were only
highlighted in the Mayor’s Update brochure included with the final tax
bill.

The current tax bills are based upon the legislative requirements
specified in O. Reg 75/01. A sample final bill is shown in Appendix
1. Section 312 of the Municipal Act provides for a General Local
Municipality levy while section 311 provides for a General Upper-
Tier levy. The Education levy is provided for in the Education Act.
The current tax bills provide for all three general levies. In discussion
with Legal Services, it has been confirmed that more than one
“general” levy could be approved by Council and disclosed separately
on a tax bill. The Cities of Ottawa and Hamilton bills contain a
general levy and a police levy while the City of Vaughan and City of
Burlington bills contain a general levy and a hospital levy. It should
also be noted that other municipalities have passed special area
charges such as fire, transit or garbage collection which are levied
only upon a specific geographic area under Section 326 of the
Municipal Act and these charges are broken out separately on tax bilis.

Staff surveyed Toronto, Oakville, Burlington, Brampton, London,
Markham, Hamilton and Ottawa. None of these municipalities is
planning to highlight the EABM Program as an information line or
separate levy component on the tax bill.
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COMMENTS:

The City has traditionally levied one tax called a City levy which
changes from year to year based upon the needs identified in the
annual business plan and approved budget. A sample of the existing
final tax bill is shown in Appendix 1. Showing a single City levy on
the tax bill does not highlight the cost of programs such as CI funding
nor the EABM Program included in the tax bill.

If Council wishes to modify the tax bills to include information on the
CI funding and the EABM Program included in the bill, then it has
one of two different options to choose from. In Option #1, separate
tax rates would be established for each of the three components;
Operating Program, CI funding and EABM Program and taxes for
each component would be shown separately on the tax bill. In Option
#2, an information notation would be printed on the final tax bill
1dentifying the portion of the City tax levy attributed to CI funding and
EABM Program.

Council direction is required as to whether to have the tax bills
redesigned to highlight the portions of the City levy related to CI
funding and/or EABM Program and if so whether they wish to
identify CI funding and/or the EABM Program taxes separately or
whether they wish to provide an information notation on the final tax
bill disclosing the amount of the total tax levy dedicated to CI funding
and/or the EABM Program.

1. Separate Levy

The City’s property tax software has the capability to bill multiple
City levies. To do so, would require a separate tax rate to be
established for each property tax class for each program. In the
residential or RT class for example, the tax levy by-law would
establish a RT - Operating, a RT — CI and a RT — EABM Program
rate. There are currently 81 City tax rates established annually by
Council for the various property classes. This would increase to 243 if
Council chose to bill three tax components for each property class.

A sample tax bill showing the additional tax rates is provided in
Appendix 2. This sample property has both residential and
commercial property tax class components. The tax rates have been
calculated using the 2013 proposed levy amounts with 2012
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assessments.

There are space limitations when printing the levy charges on the tax
bill as shown on the sample bill in Appendix 2. There is only room to
list six separate levies (i.e. six lines of space). This is due to Canada
Post requirements in the location of the address section of the bill and
the positioning of the account summary, instalment information and
provincially mandated explanations of reassessment impact and
capping calculation. To some extent the tax bill could be redesigned
to provide additional spabe but this could not be done in time for the
2013 final billing.

As a result, tax bills for properties with only two property assessment
class components or less would display all information (i.e. two
classes times three levies equals six lines}. A property with more than
two classes would have the additional information truncated at six
lines. However, the summary totals would still be correct and include
all of the levies, even those not displayed. To remedy this problem,
staff propose an alternative billing format for bills requiring more than
six lines. This is shown in Appendix 3 for a property with three tax
classes. To stay within the space limitation the three levy rates would
be aggregated into a single City tax rate. The aggregation must be
done for each tax class level because billing must take place at the tax
class level by legislation. We cannot aggregate by combining
Operating, CI and EABM levy components for all tax classes even
though this might be easier for the public to understand. A note would
be required on the tax bill to indicate that the levies were consolidated
nto the overall City tax levy rates. There are 301 properties out of
207,000 that would require this alternate billing format.

On a typical residential property assessed at $451,000 the three levies
would be as follows: '

Operating levy $1,236.25
ClI levy ' $128.28
EABM Program $20.83
Total City levy $1,385.36

The total tax bill (City, Region and Education) is $4,356.76.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

The programming changes necessary to properly format all tax bills
(final, supplementary, apportionment, appeal, etc.) to accommodate
multiple general levies will be in the range of $95,000 to $105,000 and
require 16 weeks of staff time to complete. The changes can be made
in time for the 2013 final bill provided Council direction to proceed is
received by the December 12, 2012 Council meeting.

2. Information Notation

Instead of setting separate levies for CI and EABM Program, two
notes could be added to the property tax bill. These are shown in
Appendix 4. The tax levy would remain as only one levy as it is today
and the CI and EABM components amounts would be indicated on the
bill. All final tax bills would display this information in the same
manner.

This option is less complex to program and would require 10 weeks of
staff time and cost approximately $22,000. The changes can be made

in time for the 2013 final bill provided Council direction to proceed is

received by the December 12, 2012 Council meeting.

Option #1 will cost between $95,000 and $105,000, and Option #2
will cost $22,000. This is the cost of outsourcing this work. Funding
would be allocated from the Contingency Reserve.

Council direction is required to determine if they wish to identify the
City’s CI and/or EABM Program tax components separately on the
property tax bill. If so, then Council direction will be required to
determine if this is to be done through separate tax rates for each of
Operating Program, CI Program and/or EABM Program which would
be disclosed as separate tax items on the tax bill, or whether Council
prefers to provide an information notation on the final tax bill
disclosing the amount of the total tax levy dedicated to Capital
Infrastructure and/or the EABM Program. A Council decision is
required by the December 12, 2013 Council meeting to provide the
necessary 4 months to modify the tax bills.
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ATTACHMENTS: Appendix 1:
Appendix 2:

Appendix 3:

Appendix 4:

Sample of existing final tax bill

Sample of Option #1 final tax bill for properties with
two tax classes or less

Sample of Option #1 final tax bill for properties with
more than two tax classes

Sample of Option #2 final tax bill for all properties

Brenda R. Breanlt, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

Prepared By: Jeffrey J. Jackson, Director, Revenue, Materiel

Management and Business Services
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Mississauga Taxes iire I .
300 City Centre Drive ﬁx -
MISSISSAUGA ON L5B 3C1 ¢ . e @ EE

Tel: 3-1-T or 905-615-4311* B ' Final 2012 .

FAX: 905-815-35632 T S - S e s

TTY: 905-896-5151 - o

‘ {teletypewriter for people who are deaf) o el R
Email: tax@mississauga.ca - © T simgDate: JuneT 2012‘ S
mississauga.caftax - N o . ! R

*putside city limits ustomer NO
, FE . TaxRoll#
095507 . 397/2 xxPiCU> . . . ° -~ locafion; | N
- o 7 LegalDscr: o PL PTLTS 72873 .
POBOX 120 STNMAIN - S - Agent .. C-1088
ACTON ON L7J 2M2 .. ... Morigage# FEB11I13
A'sséssm’ent- ' R Clty I_'e\ry" : Regrun Levy"”"""'“‘-" EdUCatlonLevy
Tax Class Assessment - - Rate (%) e Amount Rate (%) . - Amount Rate (%) © o Amount -
RT . 330,000 . 0284851 . 940.01. 0.437847 . 1,44480 0.221000 - . - .728.30
Total $ 330,000 ) ‘ B ‘City. . T §$940.01 R_egion‘ .+ -51,444.90 Eduycation . §$728.30
. Account Summary (As of May 22, 2012) - -Summary _ S e
, Overdue S . 1771513643 - Final2012Llevies .1 | ",ls_,a‘,1'14:21;
 Future Due R 12,7'01'.2.71 L - Lo ) :
el - . Final 2012 Taxes = $3 11421,_‘
‘ Account Balance o : $ 17 337.54 . Less Interim. Bllllng S 1 513 OG ‘
OVERDUE TAXES, I APPLICABLE, ARE INGLUDED IN YOUR FIRST INSTALMENT, . PlisOverdue =~ i5,136.63 ;
Late payment charges are applied to overdue taxes at a rate of 1.25% on the day after . - Total _AD?OHM.DUE oo §16,737.64
the due date and on the first day of each month unil pald ' S T TP
iPayments made and charges added after May 22, 2012 are nat reflected on thzs blll S RS T
- DueDate:. : = - - Amount
The future due amount indicated in yourAccount Summary also. lncludes any future T . — - - - -
instalment(s) from previous billings. - . : S Jurg 2012 - - 15,671.64
Enral online for the convenient Pre-authorlzed Tax Payment PlanF Fur detalls visit Co SA:QE-- :g:: L . o :gggg
wwwm:ssmsauga cafetax . . o ‘ o p A PO S O i
Explanation of Tax Changes From 2011 to 2042 .
Residential, Farmiand, Pipelines & Managed Forests
Final 2011 Levies ' S Boznad
2011 Annuafized Taxes . v 302741
2012 Gily Levy Change : Looe314 | -
2012 Region Levy Change - - - B 235 ) L S
2012 Prov. Education Levy Change : s no ] Ty
2012TaxChangeduetoReassessment _;‘ 2w I SRR
“Final 2012 Levies ™ . e 3,11421- B U
Total Year-Over-Year Tax Change' - - BA.BD . — _ ‘ : S
" = &nannualized tax figure is used in this analysis maompensabiurmd-yearadjushnenis In'la):heatmantm - r va]ue ll‘a,. P ", dld nuthave any rmﬂ year adjushnenh tha nnnuallzad

taxes should equal the Final 2011 levies listed above,

** Final levy amount applies only 1o the property or porbun(s) of property referrad to in 'Ihns nuhce and may net inciude seme speclal charges ang :-redm‘. arnuunls o ' -
v Agd|ustment tax amount appuas only to the pr\:perty oF pnrﬁun(s) of Ihe pmpeny refened to in this mﬁce and may m:t include soma =pedal charges and l:rad't amounts nrlennes that are not. psrt of
e :appfng caltulation. ) .

Fitm 2028 (Rev. 2012021
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Mississauga Taxes' T B ® I I i
300 City Centre Drive - T
MISSISSAUGA ON L5B 3C1 ax I Final 2013 ,
Tel.: 3-1-1 or 505-615-4311% . o
FAX: 905-615-3532
www.mississauga.catax ,
*outside city limits Billing Date: 2013-06-01

: Customer No; X000

. TAXPAYER 1 : .
TAXPAYER 2 ' Tax Roll#  05-01-0-123-45600-0000-0 8
123 MAIN ST ‘ Locafion: 123 MAIN 5T
MISSISSAUGA ON L1A 283 : Legal Dscr: PLH12 PTLT 123
Assessment City Levy Region Levy Education Levy
Tax Class Assessmenl Rafe (%) Amnount Rate (%) Amount Rate (%) Amount
CcT 458,000 Operating 0.386451 1,769.95 0.617284 282716 1.177386 5,392.43
’ Emerald Ash 0.006510 29.82 o
- Infrastructure 0.040100 1B83.66
RT : 451,000 Operating 0.274115 1,236.26 0.437847 1,974.69  0.221000 ' 996.71
: Emerald Ash 0.004618 20.B3
Infrastructure 0.028443 128.28
Totals 909,000 City $3,368.80 Region . $4,801.85 Education $6,389.14
Special Charges/Credits Account Summary (Asof Jun 19, 2013) Summary
Port Credit BIA 1,465.04 Future Due 8,635.00 Final 2013 Levies $14,550.78
Total . : $1,465.04 . Special Charges/Credits 1,465.04
Account Balance $8,635.00 2013 Tax Cap Adjustment 000
Final 2013 Taxes $16,024 .83
Less Interim Billing 7,389.83
Total Amount Due $8,635.00

OVERDUE TAXES, IF APPLICABLE, ARE INCLUDED IN YOUR
FIRST INSTALMENT, Late payment charges are applied to overdue
taxes at a rate of 1.25% on the day after due date and on the first day Instaiment Due Dates

each month until paid. .
Due Date Amount

The future due amount indicated in your Account Summary also
included any future instalment{s) from previous billings.
Aug 2, 2013 B8,635.00

Explanation of Tax Changes From 2012 to 2013 Explanation of Multi-Res, Commercial and Industrial Property Tax Calculations
Final 2012 Taxes 4,000.00 2013 CVA Taxes
*2012 Annualized Taxes 4,000.00 *2012 Annualized Taxes .
2013 City Levy Change 56.76 | 2013 Tax Cap Amount NOT
2013 Region Levy Change 150.00 | 2013 Prov. Education Levy change APPLICABLE
2013 Prov, Education Levy Change 0.00 § 2013 Municipa! Levy Change
2013 Tax Change due 1o Reassessment 150.00

**+2013 Adjusted Taxes
**Final 2013 Levies 4,356.76
Total Year-Over-Year Tax Change 356.76

“An annualized 18x figure is used in this analysis to compensate for mid-year adjusiments in tax treatment or assessment vaiue. If a propsrly did not have any mig-year adjustmenis, the ennualized texes should

equat the final YYYY Tax amount lislad above.
**Finsl YYYY Levies applies only to Ine properly or porlion{s) of properly referred to In this notlce and may nol include some special charges and credit amounts
"= Final YYYY Adjusted Taxes applies Lo'the properly or portion(s) af propesty refersed 10 in this nolice and may not inclute some special charges and credlt amounis or levies that are not part of the capping

calculation.

B K (Roa MR
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300 City Centre Drive
MISSISSAUGA ON LEB 3C1
Tel: 3-1-1 or 905-615-4311%
FAX; 905-615-3532
TTY: 905-896-5151
{teletypewriter for people who are deaf)
Email; tax @ migsissauga.ca
missigsauga.ca/tax

*putside city limiis

Final 2013

2013-06-01..
XXAKXX

Billing Date:
Cusiomer No:

TAXPAYER 1
TAXPAYER 2
123 MAIN ST
MISSISSAUGA ON L1A 2B3

Teax Roll#  05-01-0-123-45600-0000-0 8
Locatien; 123 MAIN ST
Legal Dscr. PLH12PTLT123

Assessment City Levy Region Levy Education Levy

Tax Class Assessment Rate (%) Amount Rate (%) Amount Rate (%) Amount
CT 565,000 0.433061 2,446 79 0.617284 348765 1.177386. 6,662.23
IT 1,214,000 0.482501 5857 56 0.687753 8,349.32 1.421817 17,260.86
RT 451,000 0.307176 1,385.36 0.437847 187469 0221000 996.71
Totals 2,230,000 City $9,689.71 Region $13,811.66  Education $24,909.80

The CITY LEVY RATE Includes Operating, Capital Infrastructure and Emerald Ash Borer Management Program levy components,

Account Summary  (As of Jun 19, 2013) Summary
Future Due 25,317.37 Final 2013 Levies $48,411.17
Account Balance $25,317.37
Final 2013 Taxes $48.411.17
Less |Interim Billing 23,093.80
PLEASE DO NOT SEND PAYMENT. YOUR INSTALMENTS WILL
BE AUTOMATIGALLY WITHDRAWN FROM YOUR BANK Total Amount Due $25,317.37
ACCOUNT. .
Withdrawal Dates
Late payment charges are applied to overdus taxes at a rate of 1.25% Due Date Amount
on the day after due dale and on the first day each month until paid.
The future due amount indicated in your Account Summary also Aug 15, 2013 5,065.37
inclided any future instalmeni{s} fram previous billings. Sep 16, 2013 5,063.00
Oct 15, 2013 5,063.00
Nov 15, 2013 5,063.00
Dec 16, 2013 5,063.00
* Explanation of Tax Changes From 2012 to 2013 , Explanation of Multi-Res, Commercial and Industrial Property Tax Calculations |
‘ . L2 ;
: Finaf 2012 Taxes 4,000.00 2013 CVA Taxes
i *2012 Annualized Taxes 4,000,060 i *2012 Annualized Taxes
: 2013 City Levy Change 56.76 | 2013 Tax Cap Amount NOT
- 2013 Region Levy Change 150.00 ; 2013 Prov. Education Levy change APPLICABLE
2013 Prov. Education Levy Change 0.00 2013 Municlpal Levy Change
2013 Tax Change due lo Reassessment 180.00
¢ 2013 Adjusted Taxes
! *Final 2013 Levies 4,356.76

. Total Year-Over-Year Tax Change

356.76

*An anmualized tax figure ts used in ihis analysis to compensale for mid-yaar adjustmants in tax ireatment or assessmant value. If & proparty did nat have any mid-year adjusimants, 1ha anmualized taxas should

equal the final YYYY Tax amount llslad above.

“Final YYYY Levies applies ortly {o the property or partion(s; of property referred to In this netic2 and may not include some special chames and credit amounts
< Finat YYYY Adjusled Taxas applies to tha property ol portion(s) ot preperty refarred fo in this nolice and may not include some speciat charges and cradit amounts ar levies that are nel parl of lha capping

‘culation.
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o . o S o ~Appendix4
Mississauga Taxes - . T o L o . o
300 City Centre Drive : a x g I . oy
MISSISSAUGA ON L5B 3C1 ‘ ‘ Final 2013
Tel.: 3-1-1 or 905-615-4311* = . ’ '
FAX: 905-615-3532
wWww.mississauga.ca/tax : : =
*outside city limits Billing Date; 2013-06-01
Customér No»  JOXKXXX
TAXPAYER 1 : o
TAXPAYER 2 Tax Roll #:  05-01-0-123-45600-0000-0 8
123 MAIN 5T Location: 123 MAIN ST
MISSISSAUGA ONL1A 2B3 Legal Dsor: PL H12 PTLT 123
Assessment City Levy Region Levy Education Levy
Tax Class Assessment Rate (%) Amount Rate (%) Amount Rate (%} Amount
CT 565,000 0.433061 244679 0617284 348765 1.177T386 6,652.23
IT 1,214,000 0.482501 5,857.56 0.687753 8,349.32 1421817 17.260.86
RT 451,000 0.307176 1,385.36 0.437847 1,974.69 0.221000 996.71
Totals 2,230,000 Clty $9,689.71 Region $13,811.66 Education $24,909.80
$145.67 of the CITY LEVY PORTION OF YOUR TAX BILL is for the Emerald Ash Borer Management F’rogrém.
$897.23 of the CITY LEVY PORTION OF YOUR TAX BILL is for Capital infrastructure funding.
Account Summary  (As of Jun 19, 2013) Summary
Future Due 23,762.08 Final 2013 Levies $48 41117
Account Balance $23,762.08
Final 2013 Taxes $48,411.17
Less Inferim Bilting 23,003.80
PLEASE DO NOT SEND PAYMENT. YOUR INSTALMENTS WILL
BE AUTOMATICALLY WITHDRAWN FROM YOUR BANK Total Amount Due $25,317.37
ACCOUNT.
Withdrawal Dates
Late payment charges are applied to overdue taxes at a rate of 1.25% Due Date Amount
on the day after due date and on the first day each month until paid.
The future due amount indicated In your Account Summary also Aug 15, 2013 5,065.37
Included any future Instalment(s) from previous billings. Sep 16, 2013 5,063.00
Oct 15, 2013 5,063.00
Nov 15, 2013 5,063.00
Dec 18, 2013 5,063.00

Explanation of Tax Chénges From 2012 io 2013 i Explanation of Multi-Res, Commercial and Industrial Property Tax Calculations

» Final 2012 Taxes

5 4,000.00
1 72012 Annuatized Taxes 4,000.00
: 2013 Cily Levy Change 56.76
: 2013 Region Levy Change 150.00

: 2013 Prov. Education Levy Change

: 2013 Tax Change due tc Reassessment 150.00
: **Final 2013 Levies 4,356 76
356.76

i Total Year-Over-Year Tax Change

‘ 2013 CVA Taxes
{2012 Annualized Taxes
: 2013 Tax Cap Amount

{2013 Prov. Education Levy change

! =013 Adjusted Taxes

0.00 2013 Municipal L evy Change

NOT
APPLICABLE

*An anhualized tax figure is used in this analysis to compensate for mid-year adjustmenis in tax freatment or assessment value. H a property did nat have any mid-year adjustments, Ihe annualized taxes should

equal the final YYYY Tax amouni lisled above.

*Final YYYY Levies applies only to the property or partion{s) of property referred 1o in this nolice and mey nol include some special charges and credil amounls
*=* Final YYYY adjusled Taxes applies 1o the properly or portion(s) of properly referred g in this natice and may nat include some speclal charges and credil amounls or levies lhal are nol part of the capping

lcutatian,
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BUDGET COMMITTEE

w2 Corporate L _DEcos
%" Report

DATE: November 20, 2012

TO: Chair and Members of Budget Committee
Meeting Date: December 3, 2012

FROM: Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

SUBJECT: Consultants Hired in 2011 and 2012

RECOMMENDATION: That the Corporate Report dated November 20, 2012 from the
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer, entitled
“Consultants Hired in 2011 and 2012,” be received.

BACKGROUND: Where appropriate, the City engages consultants fo provide services
such as advisory, architectural design and training. Consulting
services have been categorized as “Technical/Professional” or
“Other”. “Technical/Professional™ services include expertise that is
not available within the City’s existing workforce and often involve
specialization in areas of design, testing and assessments. “Other”
services include consultants that deal with process reviews, one time
plans or studies and strategies where there is not the capacity to
deliver the services by City staff. These types of services will often
deal with issues where an independent third party expert possesses the
knowledge required by the City.

COMMENTS: In 2012, as of the middle of October, consulting service contracts with
a total value of $10.2 million were awarded for various consulting
services. This includes a $5.9 million contract awarded in February
2012 for the detailed design component for Mississauga’s BRT capital
project. Some of these are multiyear contracts. Of the $10.2 million,
$9.8 million relates to projects approved in the capital program and

~ $0.4 million relates to services funded from the operating budget.
Technical/Professional services accounted for $9.0 million or 88% of
the total $10.2 million in contracts awarded. As of the middle of



Budget Committee

-2- November 20, 2012

FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

ATTACHMENTS:

October, 2012, approximately $3.2 million has been spent on these
contracts

In 2011, consulting service contracts had a total value of $22.5 million
including a $15.1 million contract awarded in December 2011 for the
prelimjnary design and environmental assessment of the
Hurontario/Mainstreet LRT capital project. Consulting Services
contracts of $21.0 million are related to the capital program and $1.5
million related to the operating program. Technical and professional
services accounted for $20.5 million or 91% of the total $22.5 million

‘contracts awarded. Approximately $5.8 million has been spent on

2011 consulting services contracts from the beginning of 2011 to the
middle of October, 2012.

Appendix 1 attached provides a list of consulting service contracts
awarded in 2012 and Appendix 2 shows those awarded in 2011 with
updated expenditures.

Funding ts approved in either the capital or operating budgets to
provide for consulting services. In 2012, contracts in the amount of
$10.2 million as of the middle of October were awarded for various
consulting services. Contracts valued at $22.5 million were awarded
for consulting services in 2011.

The City engages consultants to provide specialized expertise not
available within the City’s workforce, in cases where there is not
capacity of City resources to provide the services or where third party
expert advice and knowledge is needed.

Appendix 1: 2012 Consulting Services
Appendix 2: 2011 Consulting Services

Ptrdtia 7 Bl iee L—

Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

Prepared By: Susan Cunningham, Senior Policy Analyst



City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Appendix 1
TechnicallProfessional Services Capital Program_ | o Operating Program '
R O _ [ Contract!/ [ Contract Amount | Spentto date |Contract Amount| Spent to date
- Vendor . . Description “Award Date. - - {%) %) . (8) ($) .
Consultant fee - OMB Queen St South 17/08/2012 $11,980 $11,980
ACTION PLANNING
Consultant fee - OMB Ceremonial Drive 18/09/2012 $5,991 $5,991
Consulting services for roof condition assessment and
contract administration at four facilities.(Mavis South,
Lake Aquitaine bunker, Lakeview Promenade, 05/03/2012 $25.425 $11,999
ADVANTIS STUDIO Mississauga Valley Community Centre)
CONSULTING INC.
Consulting services for skylight condition assessment
and contract administration at Rivergrove Community 09/03/2012 $16,195 $5,147
Centre
Study to determ!n(? the appropriate funding approach 31/01/2012 $208,850 $86,620
to support the City's stormwater management program
AECOM CANADA LTD.
Sawmill Creek Erosion Control Project - Consulting
Services to undertake the Class EA study under the 09/03/2012 $123 570
Environmental Assessment Act
ARBORTURF SOLUTIONS Design & gon§truct|on Administration - Lakeview Golf 19/07/2012 531,875 $10,688
Course [rrigation System
BAKER TURNER INC. Efosll(%r:l:i Construction Administration - Wabukayne 2510512012 $11,425 $8.689
Cons_ulting services for electrical retrofits at various 24/04/2012 $100,000 $25,000
locations
BUILDING INNOVATION INC,
Consulting services for electrical and mechanical
repairs at Erin Mills Arena and various other locations 07/032012 ¥73,000 $37,390
Traffic engineering consulting services to develop
CIMA CANADA INC processes that will allow the Ciiy to assess the safety 04/05/2012 $44,970 $4,547
performance of rcadways

Page 10of 6
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City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Appendix 1
Technical/Professional Services o Gapital Program.. . : - Operating Program 5
R ) T I S  Contract/:~ |'‘Contract Amount | Spentio date |Contract Amount| Spentto date
Vendor = . ... Description S | AwardDate | % - |ooon@ o L ® ($)_
Consulting services for the VOIP (Voice Over Internet
Protocol) telephone system (Call Manager) upgrade
CISCO SYSTEMS CANADA COC. |and Call Centre Phone System upgrade (i.e. 311). 13/06/2012 $300,000 50
Cisco was approved via Corporate Report in March
12012
COLE ENGINEERING GROUP Sup_ply and installation of rain gauge monitoring 15/03/2012 $213,415 $90.774
LTD equipment
DECOMMISSIONING Consulting Services - Parkland Acquisition -
CONSULTING Evanstown Court & Creditview Road 200712012 368,150 30
Consulfing services for network assessment and
DELOITTE AND TOUCHE LLp  |design for the Network Replacement Project. Deloitte | 0,545 $247,937 $77,796
was contracted through a competitive procurement
process
Il;e:glslated biannual inspections for all City-owned 17108/2012 $162,900 $0
ENGINEERED MANAGEMENT riages
SYSTEMS INC. .
Pedestrian Bridge Inspection and Analysis 17/08/2012 $73,855 $0
GENIVAR INC. Consulting services for Civic Centre Fire Alarm 07/06/2012 $35,000 $8,542
GEORGE ROBB ARCHITECT Architeq’tural copsulting services for Chappell Estates 21/06/2012 $21,000 $5,100
foundation repairs
GOLDER ASSOCIATES LTD. icgﬁﬁell Environmental Assessment of 2385 Loreland | ;5,5 $42,861 $41,344
HARRINGTON McAVAN LTD. Design & Construction Administration - Lakefront 03/05/2012 $64,060 $26 524
Promenade Spray Pad
HISTORIC HORIZON INC. Archaeological Consulting Services 27/08/2012 $17,684 $14,659

Page 2 of 6




City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Appendix 1
Technical/Professional Services ... .. Capital Progran.: - ;. Operating Program
' i _ Contract/. ;| Coritfact Amount | Spent to date. | Contract Amotint| Spent to date
. Mendor .- Déscription CAwardDate .. ($) S {$) 17 A8) $)

HYDROSENSE IRRIGATION Consultant Study - Citywide lrrigation System 18/04/2012 $37,000 $0

Determination of Parking requirements as it pertains

to the Strategy for the Main Street Disirict and

Sheridan HMC. The consultant will also provide 06/03/2012 $108,330 $32,965
Bl GROUP parking solutions concepts and impiementation plans

as well as capital cost estimates

Environmental assessment for McLaughlin Road from

Bristol Read to Britannia Road 2610712012 #278,508 %0

Consulting services for Pathway lighting project 03/05/2012 $41,000 $14,400

Consulting services for Sports lighting repairs 06/03/2012 $42,000 $14,700
JAIN AND ASSOCIATES LIMITED

Consulting services for Pathway lighting project 05/01/2012 $8,500 $8,500

Consulting services for Pathway lighting project 17/01/2012 $6,500 $6,500

Preliminary business case proposal for
KPMG LLP Hurontario/Main Street LRT 23/08/2012 $20,000 $17.420
MEI ASSOCIATES INC. Arthtectgral consulting services for interior finishes at 28/02/2012 $22.250 $10.375

various sites

Services for the formulafion, testing and deployment
MILLS ENTERPRISES of new applications for transit workforce 02/02/2012 $30,000 $12,220

administration, unicnized payroll and on-street

operations

Page 30l 6




City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Technical/Professional Services Capital Program- " Operating Program
R N S Contract/ | Contract Amount| Spent to date |Contract Amount| Spent to date
2 Nendor Description:. AwardDate . | - = ($) (Y ’
D_etailed condition survey 1o assess needs of specific 29/02/2012 $51,350 $49,889
city-owned structures prior to renewal or replacement
Det;nled Design component for Mississauga's BRT 2810212012 $5,936,607 $1,013,544
Project
MMM GROUP LIMITED Des!gn'work for multi-use t(alls in associafion with the 2010312012 $52.749 $48.362
Region's Queensway road improvements
Structure Condition Survey for various City Culverts 02/03/2012 $50,320 $36,212
Contrg_ct P_tdmlnls'tration .and Inspection for bridge 27/04/2012 $18,042 $939
rehabilitation at six locations
Site Structural Investigations -Various locations 01/09/2012 $15,900 30
MOON MATZ LTD. Site_ Structure‘xl Investigations -Garnet Woods and 13/08/2012 $15,900 $0
Various locations
Site Structural Investigations -Lake Wabukayne Dock 13/09/2012 $25,680 50
MTE CONSULTANTS INC. IVIon:u’Eonng Storm Water Pond at G. W. Morden Fire 15/08/2012 $33,300 $2.562
Training Center ‘
PAPADOPQULOS & PRADHAN  |Architectural consulting for various staff moves at City
ARCHITECTS Hall 28/02/2012 $19,750 $17.775
Structure Condition Survey and Detailed Design for
. 20/08/2012 123,167 4
PLANMAC ENGINEERING INC. various City Bridges and Culverts $123,16 $54,396
RADEFF ARCHITECT LIMITED Arc.hitecturall consulting services for Huron Park CC 28/03/2012 $28,900 $13,950
various repairs
ROBERT HEASLIP & ASSOC. | g0 nvestigations, Appraisals and Audits 17/01/2012 $8,070 $8,070

LTD.




City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Appendix 1
Technical/Professional Services Capital Program - Operating Program - - -
' T : - Contract/ . [ Contract Amount | Spent to date . {Conitract Amount| Spent to date
Vendor:: Description: . . Award Date: | .. (§) ' L () TN ) DU PRV ¢ R
SCOTT TORRANCE LANDSCAPE Design & Construction Administration - Clarkson 30/07/2012 $11,000 §3,250
Gateway
TED DAVIDSON Consultant fee - OMB Satellite Matter 24/08/2012 36,590 $6,590
Credit River Erosion Control - Consulting Services to
undertake the Class EA study under the
En\.rl_ronmental P_\ssessment Act, ar_ld Englneerl_ng 16/08/2012 $81,416 $0
services to provide designs, including preparation of
THE SERNAS GROUP INC. detailed drawings, restoration plans, construction
plans, etc.
Channel design work and associated studies
(ecological studies, fish habitat studies) 20/09/2012 948,994 %0
THE VENTIN GROUP Consulting for mechanical repairs at Bradley and
ARCHITECTS Anchorage 03/01/2012 $37,000 521,330
UTC FIRE & SECURITY CANADA |Consulting services for Central Library fire panel 28/03/2012 $5,788 $5,788
Design Fees - Cawthra CC Signage change .
ZAS ARCHITECTS INC. {changing Cawthra CC to Carmen Corbasson CC) 24/0772012 518,460 36,013
Total "Technical/Professional” Services $9,041,008 $2,739,317 $42,245 $39,220

Page 50f 8




City of Mississauga
2012 Consulting Services
As at October 12, 2012

Appendix 1
Other Services .- /Capital Program Operating Program. .
i MR L Contract/ " | Contract Amount A Contract Amount|- Spent to date
Vendor o - Description .- ;. | ‘Award Date. | (8)" * | Spent to date ($) )] L®
5TH BUSINESS Creative Communication and Marketing Consulting for Animal 03/0B/2012 $10,000 50
Services Licensing Campaign
AJD DATA SERVICES Telephone survey of new businesses and verificafion of 28/05/2012 $25,000 $24,980
information for existing Mississauga businesses
&%MERON HAWKING & ASSOCIATES Consulting Service for Sport Tourism & Implementation Plan 0e/05/2012 $57,225 $20,125
CORIOLIS CONSULTING CORP. Downtown Public Market Study 06/09/2012 $115,000 80
E2 ENERGY INC. Consulting for Natural Gas purchasing 2012, 2013, 2014 14/02/2012 $44,973 $8,899
ENTRO COMMUNICATIONS Consulting Service for Park Signage Plan 07/03/2012 $49,500 §8,182
ENVIRONICS RESEARCH Citizen Value Satisfaction survey 04/06/2012 $44,000 $44,774
HEMSON CONSULTING LTD. Growth_Forecast Study - Update the City's long range housing, 241082012 $123,540 30
population and emplyment forecasts
A system-wide transit rider origin destination survey;
information on MiWay passengers and their trip making,
IBl GROUP including origin and destination, bus stop locations and 211032012 $224,303 $197,935
access/egress models, transit route used, fare information and
demographic information
Consulting services - Sheridan Phase Il This contract is in
partnership with Sheridan College. Total contracted value is
$42,000 with $21,000 recoverable from Sheridan College. 28/02/2012 $21,000 $21,000
LIVE WORK LEARN PLAY INC. Only the City portion of the contract value and costs are
reflected
Consulting services - Downtown 24/07/2012 $50,000 32,842
METRICS @ WORK INC. Employee Engagement survey 26/09/2012 $100,000 $24,189
:\ILIOCRTH-SOUTH ENVIRONMENTAL Natural Heritage System Strategy 01/05/2012 $300,388 $27,127
Total "Other"” Services $760,190 $257,185 $404,738 $122,967
Total Consulting Services $9,801,193 $2,996,503 $446,983 $162,186
Total Contracts Awarded in 2012 $10,248 181
Total Expenditures for Contracts Awarded in 2012 $3,158,689
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City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services

Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2

Technical/Professional Services

I B Contrzact["._ |

: Cont'ra.l'ct'_ .

.| Operating Program

...... S . Contract Spent to date -1 ‘Spent todate
Vendor o O Description. Award Date | . Amount ($) L)) Amount {$) - ) I
t\TVe)I HOOKER ASSOCIATES Quantity surveyor services 07/07/2011 $226,200 $18,400
ACTION PLANNING Consultant fee -OMB 1202 Mississauga Rd 1241212011 $10,710 $10,710
Tec_hnlcal Serwce_SL_Jpp_ort for Toybram G_rade Separation. Rai_lway 25/04/2011 $50,320 $8,132
design and commissioning, crossing design and project co-ordination
Consulting-Ammonia Heat Recovery System Hershey Centre 05/07/2011 $29,000 $12,000
Legal review of Cooksville Creek at Lakeshore Road structure 2411012011 $14.282 $14.282
replacement,
AECOM CANADA LTD . . . . -
Little Etobicoke Creek Consulting Services -Original Purchase Order
issued in 2007 for this project, however, due to name change of
company, new PO issued in 2011 for balance of services. EA, 01/03/2011 $15,840 915,836
detailed design and construction adminstrative services
Cooksville Qreek Er_osion Control Project -Rathburn Rd to Absolute 09/08/2011 $81,200 $81,290
Ave consulting services
Consulting services for Cooksville Creek Erosion Control Project -
Burnhamthorpe Rd to Mississauga Valley Blvd 09/08/2011 $60.850 936,615
Environmental site assessment services for South East Works Yard 13/01/2011 $627.616 $99,033
AMEC EARTH & (Loreland)
ENVIRONMENTAL i i ;
Consulting services for the Retrofit of Carolyn Pond Stormwater 28/03/2011 $13,490 $10,754
Management Facility
AON FIRE PROTECTION Consulting services for the design of the fire alarm system at the
ENGINEERING COR Central Library 240172011 | $3,960 $3,960
882tsrlélltlg§ds§||';|c:ss :grb itlri'nzz ggﬁdlt Valley Golf Course Tributary Erosion 11/08/2011 $185,230 $102,896
AQUAFOR BEECH LIMITED P
Consulting services for the Cooksville Creek Flood Study 27/01/2011 $152,330 $152,330
AREA Architectural consulting services for the LAC 24/05/2011 $14,720 $14,720
Page 1 of 8
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City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services

Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2

Capital Program_ .

.| ‘Operating Program

Technical/Professional Services

- Contract/

. Gonfract’ - -

Spenttodate [

LI e : Co _ : Gontract Spent to date
“Vendor " _ . " Description . Coihe 0 award Date ] Amount (8) . (8 - -Amount ($) %)

Archﬁecturagl services for the redevelopment of the Bell Gardiner 31/05/2011 $289,800 $135,127
Estate (Fusion)

ATA ARCHITECT INC. Heritage Architectural services for properties in Mississauga 20/06/2011 $44,782 $16,430
Architectural services - Harris Farm Developrment 26/07/2011 $35,340 $35,340

BAKER TURNER INC. Landscape Consulting Services -Heatherleigh Park 15/11/2011 $20,500 $11,275

COMLEY VAN BRUSSEL Consulting servicas to explore the feasibility of creating a new traffic

DESIGN control centre at 3185 Mavis Road 06/04/2011 | $20,000 $20,000

DILLON CONSULTING LIMITED |Port Credit Harbour (west) Pre-Dasign Study 191212011 $371,436 $183,261
Engineering consulting services Phase 1 and 2 ESA and Geotechnical

ENVIRON, EC (CANADA) INC. Study at 6375 Airport Road for Pre-purchase due diligence 280712011 553,950 $51,502
Environmental and Geotechnical Services - Phase 1 & 2 at 6375

FRANZ ENVIRONMENTAL INC Airport Road (Fire Station 119) 0210672011 $31,500 $31,500
Consulting Services for the preparation of a permit application for

GENIVAR INC. groundwater relief well systems at Sandalwood Park and Huron 08/04/2011 $97,936 $91,033
Heights Parks
Geomorphic Services - Sedimentation Study - JJ Plaus Park 15/04/2011 $68,835 $64,258

GEOMORPHIC SOLUTIONS |Post construction monitoring and repoerting to the Department of

Fisheries and Oceans for new 16 mile creek channel in north 16 03/11/2011 $19,800 $8,686
district

HARRINGTON McAVAN LTD.  |Architectural services for Meadow Green Playground and Parking Lot | 09/06/2011 $25,210 $19,610
Environmental Assessment, Design & Centract Administration for

Bl GROUP Creditview Bridge over the Credit River 18/07/2011 $266,289 $57,045
IT application maintenance, support, service and licensing agreement

INFOR GLOBAL SOLUTIONS for the Hansen 8 Application. This is a multi-year agreement o end in | 09/08/2011 $75,000 $5,273

(CANADA) LTD

2013

Page 2 of 6
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City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services

Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2
Technical/Professional Services Capital Program. - i Oporating _Pl_'_o_gram_'- '
SRR 8 R Contract/ | Cbﬁtﬁét_ | Spentto date | . Contract - Spent to date
CNenders T e . Description. Award Date | “Amount (§) |~ - ($) Amount($) -] - (§)
JOHN GEORGE ASSOCIATES |Architectural services-Hershey Soccer Dome 02/09/2011 $99,480 $99,480
KENNETH R. MARCHANT Managgment Plan to Address Emerald Ash Borer (EAB) Tree 22/09/2011 56,438 $5,255
Infestation
Consulting services for fennis court at various locations 1310/2011 $19,500 $16,500
M & E ENGINEERING LTD. - - —
Ccmsl,ultlng services for the lighting retrofit at Clarkson Works Depot 1310/2011 $9.500 $6,500
Service Bays ‘
MﬁEEERNNAN JAUNKALNS Architectural services for Frank McKechnie CC 21/06/2011 $108,100 $84,100
Consulting services - Bridge in Dellwood Park 30/08/2011 $8,500 $1,506
MCCORMICK RANKIN
CORPORATION o ] ] ] ]
Structure Condition Survey & Detailed Design for various City culverts | 27/05/2011 $34,130 $34,130
Project and contract management. For the supply, delivery and 021172011
MICHEL DE BROIN installation of the the public art piece "Possibilities” for the roundabout $53,000 $35,000
located at the intersection of Duke of York Blvd. & Square One Drive
Consulting services for the Technology Adoption Program (TAP). This
was a program with Microsoft to participate in the early adoption of
MICROSOFT CANADA INC their System Centre / Configuration Manager (SCCM) which IT uses 2610472011 515515 $15.515
for Helpdesk and Server Patching/Monitoring
MMM GROUP LIMITED Expert witness services OMB file -Parker Dr Various $40,011 $40,011
Archtectural consulting services for City Hall Conservatory 22/07/2011 $100,680 $90,630
PAFPADOPOULOS & PRADHAN
ARCHITECTS i i i i ;
Architectural consulting services for renovation of office space at 950 31/08/2011 $43.500 $43.500
Burnhamthorpe
PARKIN ARCHITECTS LIMITED |Architectural services- Hershey Centre Improvements 18/04/2011 $150,000 $150,000
PERKINS+WILL CANADA INC. /i\irbcri;‘il’fsctural Services for the Redevelopment of Meadowvale CC & 01/09/2011 $1.900.000 $105,147
PETER ROHMANN Consulting services for roof assessment and contract administration at
ASSOCIATES INC. five facilities 11/04/2011 | 851,258 $51,258
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City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services

Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2

| . Operating Program

Technical/Professional Services

_ Capital Program

Contract

S e e o S S e e e - Gontract/ "] Spent to date.: : Contract Speﬁf to date
e Venidot : Description = . . . . . ‘Award Date | . Amount($) |- .. (§) - | “Amount($) £ D
/S%trgtr'n;tsectural consulting services for outdoor structure at Central 31/05/2011 $15,350 $13,150
RADEFF ARCHITECT LIMITED : : _ :
Arc':hl’_tectural consulting services for accessihility upgrades at various 28J07/2011 $79,280 $45,844
facilities
RAFAEL + BIGAUSKAS Expert witness services OMB file -Satellite Restaurant 20/05/2011 $12,542 $12,542
ROBERT HEASLIP Expert witness services OMB file -Haig Blvd Various $19,251 $19,251
SMITH + ANDERSEN Consulting serviceg. for lighting control systems design at Civic Cenire, 28/01/2011 $36,000 $9 600
LAC and Central Library
SNC - LAVALIN INC. Preliminary design and environmental assessment for Hurontario/Main 05/12/2011 | $15,082,302 $2.219,991
Street LRT
TED DAVIDSON Expert witness services OMB file -Satellite and Davand Dr 27106/2011 $20,503 $29,503
IEIS RAPEX ENVIROMENTAL Enviromental Risk Assessment for Park 302 North Section 11/11/2011 $59,529 $59,529
URS CANADA INC. (Engineers |Heritage Impact Statement for Winding Lane Bird Sanctuary, 3230
and Architects) Mississauga Road (Sawmill Valley Trail) 11105/2011 | $10.700 $10,700
VALDOR ENGINEERING INC. gggfrtéllting services - Phases 1 & 2 for Applewood Creek Erosion 19/08/2011 $46,535 $30,248
Total "Technical/Professional” Services $20,538,785 $4,213,512 $399,734 $326,466
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Other Services

City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services

Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2

- Capital Program’ L

:Opéré't'i'r'l" Pro Jram

Contract/ . |..

Cc)_iit_ra'ct' .

| ‘spent to date’ |

- _.Cohtract--

Spéhi to date

Vendor . . : Descriﬁtion .| Award Date| ~ Amount (5} (%) Amount.($) | . (8
1822930 ONTARIC INGC. Consulting for Human Rescurces Process Review 16M12/2011 $25,440 $25,440
5TH BUSINESS Creative Communication and Marketing Consulting for Animal Serviceq 13/06/2011 $25,561 $25,561
AECOM TECHNICAL . -
SERVICES INC. Consulting Services -Downtown 25/11/2011 $50,000 $22,796
Joint bargaining training and team building to bring together both
AGREE INC _bargammg _teams and others who are |nvolve.dl|n bargaining prc?c?ss, 1500712011 $17,750 $17,750
in preparation for upcomong collective bargaining for 2 of the City's
union (CUPE and ATU)
ﬁ;‘gé) BARD CONSULTING Consulting services Hershey Sports Complex 07102011 $33,982 533,451
ARGYLE COMMUNICATIONS |Consulting - Communication Master Plan 06/09/2011 $34,920 $34,845
GUNDARI GROUP LTD A 3 year strategic plan that o_utlines the focuslanc'l strategic direction | .., 12011 $337,000 $145,000
for the MiWay brand, marketing and communications
GOLDER ASSOCIATES LTD.  |Consulting services for OPG Lands -Environmental Review 12/10/2011 $24,141 $22,920
JS CHENG & PARTNERS Insurance Risk Actuarial Services 24/11/2011 $20,224 $20,224
KNIGHTSBRIDGE HUMAN - .
CAPITAL MANAGEMENT Consulting Services for Talent Management 0711242011 $35,363 $21,013
KNOWLES CONSULTANCY . . . ) .
SERVICES INC. Faimess Advisor for Mississauga Hotel/Convention Centre Project 06/06/2011 $9,744 $7,473
2Rj}atr:lrl(lj‘Zt‘:;[(ic.y & Interim Control By-law consulting services-Downtown 14/04/2011 $340,000 $340,000
LIVE WORK LEARN PLAY INC. [~ proje — —
onsulting services for Hotel and Convention Centre Request for 1911012011 $40.000 $35.618
Froposal
MANGA DESIGN Living Green Master Plan Layout 28/11/2011 $8,083 $8,983
MILLIER DICKINSON BLAIS INC{Consulting services for International Marketing Strategy 22/06/2011 $37,675 $37 675

Page 50i6
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City of Mississauga
2011 Consulting Services
Expenses as at October 12, 2012

Appendix 2
Qther Services :Capifai P'rogrém . .i"':-Ldl'!'é:r'aﬁﬁg:':_P.r'ég."r}aﬁ )
o e L R S Contract/ | Contract . i _Cpﬁ_t_rjqc:t_ | epent to date
» ~Vendor, s S . ... Description, o0 i i Award Date| - -Amount ($) |- CAmount($) L @8y
MONTEITH BROWN PLANNING - .
CONSULTANTS Consulting Services for Arena Ice and Floor Strategy. 06/12/2011 $39,350
i ices for N I Al 28/02/2011 25,000 $2,500
NORTH-SOUTH Consulting Services for Natural Area Survey for 2011 and 2012 $
ENVIRONMENTAL INC. i i i
Consulting services to conduct Natural Areas Inventory work for Ninth | .0 .., $15,000 $8,350
Line corridor lands
ODGERS BERNDTSON - . .
CANADA INC. Executive Search for Transit Operations Manager 20/09/2011 $27,700 $27,700
g:'?é.gr IVE HEALTH AND Consulting Services for Health & Safety Management System Audit 0211142011 $25,431 $24,927
RIC CENTRE Strategic Plan for the Mississauga Innovation Centre 17/08/2011 $20,000 $20,000
ROYAL LIFESAVING SOCIETY Services for Aquatic Risk Assessment Audit 05/08/2011 $3,500 $6,500
CANADA
STEELCASE CANADA LTD Consulting services to conduct workplace strategy sessions for staff 06/04/2011 $26,500 $26,500
workspace design.
SYNOVATE LTD. ﬁ::;hmark customer satisfaction survey in 2011 of MiWay fransit 21110/2011 $153,500 $153,500
TENZING COMMUNICATICN  [Living Qreen Master Plan & Peei Climate Strategy Marketing 141122011 $15.180 $15.180
INC. Campaign
WATSON & ASSOCIATES Planning & Building Fee Review 26/08/2011 $80,849 $80,849
WATTSWORTH Consuliing for Electricity purchase 2011, 2012 & 2013 07/03/2011 $41,600 $20,500
WAYNE HUSSEY . . N .
CONSULTING INC. Consulting -Recreation and Parks Qrganizational review 23/03/2011 $30,800 $30,800

Total "Other” Services $429,991 $424,045  $1,118,272 $826,644

Total Consulting Services  $20,968,776  $4,637,557  $1,518,006  $1,153,110

Total Contracts Awarded in 2011 $22,486,783
Total Expenditures for Contracts Awarded in 2011 $5,790,667

Page 6 of 6
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BUDGET COMMITTEE

w22 Corporate S DEC 03 AW
_’_% Report

DATE: November 20, 2012

TO: Chair and Members of Budget Committee
Meeting Date: December 3, 2012

FROM: Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

SUBJECT: City of Mississauga Financial Indicator Review for 2011

RECOMMENDATION: That the report entitled “City of Mississauga Financial Indicator
Review for 2011” dated November 20, 2012 from the Commissioner
of Corporate Services and Treasurer be received.

BACKGROUND: - Each year municipalities submit Financial Information Retumns (FIRs)
and Financial Statements to the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and
Housing (MMAH) as required by the Ontario Municipal Act, 2001.
From this information the MMAH prepares a “Financial Indicator
Review” for each Ontario municipality. Staff at the MMAH review
this financial data and monitor the financial performance of a
municipality through the use of several key financial indicators.
These indicators are assessed in relation to established provincial
thresholds and benchmarked against comparable municipalities. The
Financial Indicator Review for 2011 for the City of Mississauga is
attached as Appendix A and provides financial indicators for the City
as of December 31, 2009, 2010 and 2011

COMMENTS: Overall, the City’s financial indicators show that the City’s financial
position is very favourable in comparison to other lower tier southern
Ontario municipalities and the City’s risk level for all indicators is
classified as low. However, while still very positive, many of the
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financial indicators are trending downwards signifying a gradual
weakening in the City’s financial position over time.

The indicator for Total Reserves and Discretionary Reserve Funds as a
percentage of Operating Expenses for the City has declined from
84.6% in 2009 to 56.1% in 2011. This indicator measures a
municipality’s flexibility to offset unbudgeted revenue losses or
increases in expenses. High percentages generally indicate that a
municipality is setting aside substantial funds for future projects and
for future unforeseen expenditures. High risk is considered when the
percentage is less than 10% (i.e. total Reserves and Discretionary
Reserve Funds are less than 1/10™ of the actual operating expenses of
the municipality). The City of Mississauga results are classified as
low risk as are all municipalities in the comparator group.

The indicator Net Financial Assets as a % of Total Operating Revenue
has declined from 93.3.1% in 2009 to 71.4% in 2011. Net Financial
Assets as a % of Own Purpose Taxation Plus User Fees has declined
from 178.5% (2009) to 129.1% (2011), and Total Cash and
Temporary Investments as a % of Operating Expenses has declined
from 193.4% (2009) to 147.6% (2011). While all measures are still
considered in the low risk category, they are trending downward.

The decline in these indicators in a large part reflects the City’s draw
down of its capital reserve funds for new and replacement /
rehabilitation capital projects. Amounts are being drawn from reserve
funds for the Capital program at levels much higher than funds are
being transferred into these reserve funds each year through the annual
operating budget Contribution to Capital ($27.6 million 2012). The
depletion of capital reserves, which has been forecast for a number of
years, will necessitate borrowing to fund capital projects —in 2012
debt financing of $21 million was approved. A reduction of reserve
balances in 2011 was the result of a phased reduction in revenues for
building permits from slowing development and transit revenue
budget shortfalls due to the effects of the economic downturn. The
requirement for the phased reserve funding plan for building permit
revenues was completed in 2011.

Debt servicing cost as a percentage of total operating revenue is
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FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

ATTACHMENTS:

Debt servicing cost as a percentage of total operating revenue is
currently 0% for the City of Mississauga. This indicator reflects the
portion of the municipality’s revenues being utilized for debt servicing
costs. Low risk is considered less than 5% while high risk is greater
than 10%. Based on the current capital debt forecasts, the City will
reach a debt servicing cost as a percentage of total operating revenue
of approximately 4.76% by 2022.

Not applicable.

The Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing has issued the 2011
Financial Indicator Review which provides a snapshot of the financial
position of the City. Overall, the City’s financial indicators signify
that the City’s financial position is very favourable in comparison to
the provincial comparators and the risk levels for all indicators are
classified as low. However, many indicators are trending downwards
signifying a somewhat weakening financial position over the last
several years. The downward trends are primarily the result of
declining reserves and reserve funds balances as these funds have been
used for new and replacement / rehabilitation capital projects and for

offsetting significant declines in building permit and transit revenues
n 2009.

Appendix 1: Financial Indicator Review for the City of
Mississauga based on 2011 FIR

Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

Prepared By: Susan Cunningham, Senior Policy Analyst



Appendix 1

FINANCIAL INDICATOR REVIEW

(Based on 2011 Financial Information Return)
Mississauga C (Peel R)

Date Prepared: 27-5ep-12 Tier:

MSO Office: Central Ontario MAH Code:
Prepared By: Karren Wallace MUNID:

REV Cade: 2105

FINANCIAL INDICATORS

So LT -
Non-R
[ Median | Average

Low: <5% 2009 0.0% 3.3% 1.6%
Debt Servici tal
0:era ;;:::fef‘tf asa % of Tota Mod: 5% - 10% 2010 0.0% 2.8% 3.2%
High: >10% 2011 0.0% 3.5% 3.8% Low
. . Low: >20% 2009 84.6% 58.5% 67.9%
Tot
otal Reserves and D1s'cret1onary Reserve Mod: 10% - 20% 2010 69.9% 55.3% 62.4%
Funds as a % of Operating Expenses .
High: <10% 2011 56.1% 53.6% 54.6% Low
Low: >(-20%) 2009 93.3% 58.0% 57.6%
Net Financial Assets or Net Debt as a % of Mod: (-20%) - (-40%) 2010 80.6% 46.1% 46.6%
Total Operating Revenue High: <(-40%) 2011 71.4% 52.4% 42.8% Low
o Low: >(-50%) 2009  178.5% 108.6% 98.5%
| t t Debt % of
Net Financial Assets or Net Debtasakof .\ 5os (100%) 2010 156.3% 91.2% 85.7%
Own Purpose Taxation Plus User Fees )
High: <{-100%) 2011 129.1% 83.1% 69.3% Low
Low: <10% 2009 4.8% 7.5% 7.6%
Total T i
otal Taxes Receivable less Allowance fo‘r Mod: 10% - 15% 2010 5.1% 7% 7.9
Uncollectables as a % of Total Taxes Levied )
High: =15% 2011 3.8% 6.7% 7.1% Low
Low: > 10% 2009 193.4% 92.5% 115.7%
Total Cash a.nd Temporary Investments as a Mod: 5% to 10% 2010 169.0% 92.1% 99.8%
% of Operating Expenses
High: Below 5% 2011 147.6% 111.0% 95,8% Low
Low: > 10% 2009 58.7% 67.0% 75.3%
t king Capit.
:in:::’;al";ie::;i:g' :i::f‘sfsntal Mod: 10% ta (-10%) 010 72.1% 54.9% 60.4%
High: Below (-10%) 2011 53.2% 53.2% 56.2% Low
Net Book Value of Capital Assets as a % of Negative trends to be analyzed. 2009 68.1% 67.4% 66.5%
Cost of Capital Assets No risk level assigned. 2010 70.2% 69.4% 70.1%
2011 68.4% 66.6% 66.5%

wkkRRR RN R AN AR TR R AR LAERERRER RO R DA e A AR R R R A AR AR AT ARF AR RTEI R ATk R R R ARk TRk fodk i ddioh b Ak hbad ke dokd Ak kA bk g h bk d Ak Tk e R ALK

The data and information contained in this document is for informational purposes only. Any use of the data and

information in this document should be done by qualified individuals. This information is not intended to be used on its own
and should be used in conjunction with other financial information and resources available,
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Printed: 14/11/2012 Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 1of2



FINANCIAL INDICATOR REVIEW

{Based on 2011 Financial Information Return)
Mississauga C (Peel R
NOTES

©n an annual basis, Ministry staff conduct a review of the Financial Information Returns (FIR's) and Financial Statements submitted by municipalities. Through
the use of several key financial indicators, municipal financial performance is monitored in relation to established Provincial Thresholds, It is important to
remember however, that these financial indicators only provide a financial snapshot at a particular moment in time and should never be used in isolation, but
supperted with all other information sources. In keeping with our Financial Information Return review process and follow-up, Ministry staff may routinely
contact and discuss this information with the municipal Treasurer in an effort to better understand a municipality's overall financial position and offer our
assistance in connection with these matters.

Additional Notes on Financial Indicators:

Debt Charges as a % of Total Operating Revenue - This flexibility indicator illustrates the extent to which past borrowing decisions of the
municipality present a constraint on a municipalitys ability to meet its financial and service commitments in the current period. Specifically, the more a
municipality uses revenues to meet the interest costs on past borrowing, the less will be availabte for program spending.

Reserves and Reserve Funds as a % of Operating Expenses (excluding amortization) - Low reserve and discretionary reserve funds
indicate that the municipality may have limited flexibility to offset non-budgeted revenue losses or increases in expenses. High percentages would indicate that
a municipality is setting aside substantial revenues for future projects. This comparison is to be based on municipal grouping and local knowledge. Low reserves
indicate that the municipality may have little flexibility to offset non-budgeted revenue losses or expenditure increases. It is recognized that municipalities with
high reserves and discretionary reserve funds may have allocated part or all of these reserves for future capital needs.

Net Financial Assets or Net Debt as a % of Total Operating Revenue - This is a sustainability indicator. Net debt provides a measure of the
future revenue required to pay for past transactions and events ar the net financial assets on hand which can provide resources to finance future operations.
This ratio assesses the ability of a municipality to make future payments on its debt. A ratio that is decreasing (negative value increasing) would indicate that
more time to eliminate net debt will be necessary. A trend in this direction may not be sustainable.

Net Financial Assets or Net Debt as a % or Own Purpose Tax'n plus user fees - This is a sustainability indicator. Net debt provides a
measure of the future revenue required to pay for past transactions and events. A ratio that is decreasing {negative value increasing) wouid indicate that more
time to eliminate net debt will be necessary. A trend in this direction may not be sustainable.

Total Taxes Receivable less Allowance for Uncollectables as a % of Total Taxes Levied - This is a lower-tier / single-tier measure. The
indicator reflects the ability of taxpayers to meet their tax obligations to the municipality. Higher ratios may reflect the inability of taxpayers to pay taxes and
/ or may indicate tax collection procedure problems.

Total Cash and Temporary Investments as a % of Operating / Expenses (excluding amortization) - This indicater is a liquidity
measure that looks at short term liquid assets and compares those assets to total revenues, that is, to total budget. A low level (low percentage) may mean a
municipality has not budgeted sufficient funds toe ensure that it has adequate cash flow and / or a municipality had inadequate reserves. The indicator suggests
the municipality's ability to pay off immediate demands of creditors and service providers using its most liquid and current assets.

Net Working Capital as a % of Total Municipal Operating Expenses (excluding amortization) - Net working capital i5 cash, accounts
receivable and taxes receivable minus temporary loans and accounts payable. This number is compared to total revenue fund expenditures (which includes debt
charges} / expenses (excluding amortization). The goal of this measure is to lock at the ability of the municipality to meet its current expenditures (including
current year debt charges) / expenses {excluding amortization). The indicator suggests whether the municipality has ample working capital meet its short-term
obligations. This measure is related to the liquidity measure above.

Net Book Value of Capital Assets as a % of Cost of Capital Assets - Net book value of capital assets compared to cost of capital assets is an
impertant indicator because it reports the extent to which the estimated useful lives of a municipality’s tangible capital asset are available to provide its
services. If a municipality’s scale, scope and level of services remain unchanged or grow, its asset base could eventually impair flexibility because of the
impending future casts of capital asset repair or replacement.

Printed: 14/11/2012 Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing 2of2
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——— Report

DATE: November 20, 2012

TO: Chair and Members of Budget Commitiee
Meeting Date: December 3, 2012

FROM: Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

SUBJECT: Municipal Act Reporting Requirements Under Ontario Regulation
284/09

RECOMMENDATION: That the report dated November 20, 2012 entitled “Municipal Act
Reporting Requirements Under Ontario Regulation 254/09” from the
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer be received.

REPORT » In accordance with Ontario Regulation 284/09 an annual report

HIGHLIGHTS: must be presented to Council which outlines the estimated
expenses that have been included in the financial statements but
excluded from the budget, and the impact of these differences on
the accumulated surplus

¢ By excluding amortization and post-employment benefits expenses
from the budget the City’s accumulated surplus at the end of the
year will be $86.3 million higher than it will otherwise be.

» If the City was required to incorporate the amortization and post-
employment benefits expenses into the 2013 Budget, an additional
25% tax rate increase would be required.

BACKGROUND: As part of the implementation of Public Sector Accounting Board
(PSAB) 3150, which requires the recording of the cost of tangible
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capital assets and related annual amortization expense on municipal
financial statements the Province approved legislation which changed
financial reporting and budget requirements of municipalities. The
Municipal Act requires that municipalities prepare balanced budgets
which include all the annual expenses of the municipality, and with
the implementation of tangible capital asset accounting, amortization
becomes an annual expense of a municipality. The Province however
recognized that the requirement to include amortization expense in
municipal budgets could have significant impacts on many
municipalities’ tax levies. For most municipalities the amount being
raised through property taxes to fund capital asset renewal is much
lower than their respective annual amortization expense.

In recognition of this concern, Ontario Regulation 284/09 was
introduced which allows municipalities to exclude amortization, post-
employment benefits, and landfill closure expenses from their annual
budgets, but requires formal reporting to advise Council of the impact
of not including these items.

The legislation requires that staff prepare an annual report to Council
which:
¢ identifies the expenses that have been included in the financial
statements but excluded from the budget;
¢ identifies the impact of these differences on the City’s
accumulated surplus; and
s analyses the impact of excluding these expenses from the
budget on future capital asset funding requirements.

Accumulated surplus represents the net worth or equity which has
been built up by the City since its inception, and primarily reflects the
historical value of all its assets. It is similar to Shareholder’s Equity in
a private sector corporation’s financial statements. The annual surplus
from a financial reporting perspective is not the same as the operating
surplus that arises out of the Operating Budget accounts. It does not
represent cash available to offset any future tax rate increases, rather it
represents the change in equity of the City for the year.

This report is required to be prepared and adopted at the time the
budget is approved.
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COMMENTS:

The City has not made provisions in the 2013 Budget for either post-
employment benefits expenses or amortization. These expenses are
included in the financial statements.

Post-Employment Benefits Expense and Impact on Accumulated
Surplus

The City’s financial statements include liabilities and expenses
relating to post-employment benefits. This liability recognizes the
present value of future expenses the City may face for Post
Employment benefits. Actuarial valuation reviews for post
employment benefits are provided by Nexus Actuarial Consultants and

are used in estimating the increase in liability for financial reporting
purposes. At the end of 2012 this liability is estimated at $42.9 million
and at the end of 2013 it is eatimated to be $44.2 million, an increase
of $1.3 million. This liability is included in the City’s accumalted
surplus, e.g. it reduces the accumulated surplus as it is a liability. The
City would only be required to fund this liability in the event the City
was dissolved as an entity, and in that very unlikely event the liability
would be covered by the disposition of other assets, as represented by
the accumulated surplus. The City’s budget only includes estimated
expenditures based on expected cash payments to be made during the
year related to these benefit provisions — the 2013 Budget for these
cash payments is $1.6 million. The 2013 budget does not reflect the
changes in the post-employment benefits liability for the City in future
years of $1.3 million. Based on the increase in post-cmployment
liabilities, post-employment benefits expenses for 2013 reflected in
the financial statements will be $1.3 million, in addition to the actual
cash payments included in the budget. If this $1.3 million increase was
not included in the City’s financial statements the accumulated surplus
would be $1.3 million higher at the end of 2013,

Amortization Expense and Impact on Accumulated Surplus

The amortization expense represents the value of tangible capital
assets consumed or used during a fiscal year based on the assets’
expected useful life. PSAB requires amortization to be based on
historical costs, and the City’s policy is to calculate amortization on a
straight line basis over the useful life of the asset.

If amortization expenses were excluded from the City’s financial
statements, accumulated surplus as shown on the Consolidated
Statement of Operations would increase. However this exclusion
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FINANCIAL IMPACT:

CONCLUSION:

ignores the cost of utilizing the City’s infrastructure which will
ultimately need to be replaced. Amortization expense is an indication
of the minimum amount that the City should be allocating annually for
future asset replacement.

Impact on Future Infrastructure Funding
Although the City does not include amortization expense in the

budget, a provision of $31.0 millien is included in the proposed 2013
budget for transfer to the Capital Reserve to provide for capital asset
replacements and maintenance as well as other capital enhancements.
The $85.0 million difference between the estimated 2013 annual
amortization expense ($116.0 million) and the 2013 budgeted transfer
to the Capital Reserve ($31.0 million) represents the 2013
infrastructure funding deficit. The estimated annual amortization
expense is based on the City’s original cost to acquire an asset, not the
actual cost to replace the asset in the future. The estimated annual
amortization based on asset replacement costs is $357.9 million, much
higher than the $116.0 million in amortization based on historical
Costs.

The Province indicated that it would be reviewing this legislation by
the end of 2012. While it is not anticipated that they will force
municipalities to budget amortization, by moving to fixed asset
accounting there is an implied message that municipalities should
begin to address their infrastructure funding gaps. If the City were
required to incorporate increases in post-employment benefits
liabilities and amortization based on historical costs into the 2013
Budget, an additional 25% tax rate increase would be required to fund
the $86.3 million post-employment benefits expense and infrastructure

gap.

There 1s no financial impact. This report outlines the implications on

the 2013 budget if amortization and post-retirement benefits were to
be included.

The City is required to prepare and have Council approve an annual
report which identifies the changes in accumulated surplus if
amortization and post-employment benefit expenses were excluded
from the budget. By excluding these expenses the City’s 2013
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accumulated surplus would be $86.3 million higher than it will
otherwise be.

If the City were required to incorporate the amortization and post-
employment benefits expense into the 2013 Budget, an additional 25%
tax rate increase would be required based on an $86.3 million capital
infrastructure gap and post-employment benefits expenses.

Blasba B Bhea b

Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

Prepared By: Susan Cunningham, Senior Policy Analyst
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DATE: November 20, 2012

TO: Chair and Members of Budget Committee
Meeting Date: December 3, 2012

FROM: Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

SUBJECT: 2012 Annual Repayment Limit

RECOMMENDATION: That the 2012 Annual Repayment Limit for the City of Mississauga
respecting long-term debt and financial obligations in the amount of
$137.0 million, calculated pursuant to Ontario Regulation 403/02, be

received.
REPORT e This report provides Mississauga’s annual debt and financial
HIGHLIGHTS: obligation repayment limit as issued annually by the Ministry of

Municipal Affairs and Housing and is calculated as prescribed
under Ontario Regulation 403/02 of Section 401 of the Municipal
Act.

e The 2012 Annual Repayment Limit for the City of Mississauga
respecting long-term debt and financial obligations is $137.0
million which equates to $1,058 million in additional borrowing
capacity.

e Long-term debt funding contained in the proposed 2013 capital
program is well within the Annual Repayment Limit.
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BACKGROUND:

COMMENTS:

On an annual basis, the Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Housing
(MMAH) issues municipalities their Annual Repayment Limits. This
amount establishes the maximum amount annually that a municipality
may commit to payments relating to debt and other financial
obligations. Other financial obligations include liabilities and
contractual commitments extending beyond the term of Council,
including leases and financial commitments to universities and
hospitals.

The 2012 Annuval Repayment Limit is calculated based on 25% of
municipal own source net revenues for 2010 reduced by debt charges
in relation to any outstanding debt. Own source net revenue includes
tax levies, fees and other income but does not include federal or
provincial grants, or funding received from other municipalities.

The 2012 Annuval Repayment Limit, as provided by MMAH, is based
on Mississauga’s 2010 Financial Information Return and is calculated
as follows:

Total Revenue Fund Revenues $782,389,734
From Fed., Prov. & Other
: ’ 213,935,
Less Municipal Govt’s ($213.935.520)
Municipal Own Source Net Revenues $568,454,214
25% of Municipal Own Net Revenues $142,113,554

The annual repayment limit represents the maximum amount a
municipality can commit on an annual basis to pay for long term
borrowing and other financial obligations, including leases extending
beyond the term of Council, without first seeking Ontario Municipal
Board (OMB) approval.

The City has annual lease commitments beyond the existing term of
Council totalling approximately $2.7 million which primarily relates
to leasing of facilities or office space such as 201 City Centre Drive or
Meadowvale Library. This amount also includes any leases associated
with land such as parking lots, open space or park facilities on hydro
corridors. These lease payments must be deducted from the annual
repayment limit,
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Also required to be deducted from the annual repayment limit is the
estimated annual amount payable for any long-term debt or financial
obligation approved or assumed or discharged since the last day of the
past fiscal year for which the limit was calculated.

The City approved $21.0 million in long-term debt for the funding of
Street Lighting LED Project ($18.0 million), and Dundas Street East
over Cooksville Creek ($3.0 million). Annual debt repayment
associated with these projects is estimated at $2.4 million.

The net amount available to support additional long-term debt and
financial obligations after deducting long-term lease commitments and
estimated debt servicing costs on approved debt is $137.0 million as
outlined below:

25% of Own Municipal Own Source Revenue $142,113,554

Less: 2012 Lease Payments ($ 2,669,803)

Estimated Debt Servicing of 2012
Debt Approval

2012 Updated Annual Debt Repayment Limit $136,998,660

{S 2,445,091}

The 2012 updated annual debt repayment limit of $137.0 million
translates into additional borrowing capacity for the City of $1,057.9
million (assuming debt issued at 5% over a period of 10 years).
Within the proposed 2013-2022 Capital Budget forecast the total
borrowing needs are estimated to be $375.2 million ($29.5 million
proposed in 2013) to finance the capital program.

The estimated annual payable debt repayment amount based on the
proposed 2013 capital borrowing needs is $2.8 million, well within the
updated limit of $137.0 million.

Based on issuing debt in April 2013, the City’s estimated debt
servicing costs in 2013 are 0.65% of the City’s projected Net Own
Source Revenues and are well within the City’s Debt Policy limit of
10% and significantly below the 25% Provincial limit.
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FINANCIAL IMPACT: Not applicable.

CONCLUSION: Mississauga’s 2012 Annual Debt Repayment Limit, as calculated
pursuant to Ontario Regulation 403/02, is $137.0 million. The
estimated annual amount payable based on the proposed 2013 capital
borrowing needs is $2.8 million, well within the debt repayment limit.

Brenda R. Breault, CMA, MBA
Commissioner of Corporate Services and Treasurer

Prepared By: Susan Cunningham, Senior Policy Analyst
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[ Direction Required

For

: . ity Services ieta ACYOY
Mayor Hazel McCallion B G aices Fppicpricie Aeton
Office of the Mayor b Gorpol® M o iniormetion

; o — [ Reply
City of Mississauga 0 Planning & Building 0 Repot
300 City Centre Drive 1 Transportaton & Works

Mississauga, ON L5B 3C1
Dear Mayor McCaltion,

| am writing to inform you of the views of the Mississauga Real Estaie Board (MREB) with regard fo
a Mississauga City Council potential request io the provincial govemment for additional texing authority,
specifically a municipal Land Transfer Tax.

Our City's economic competifiveness is a priority for MREB. Representing 1500 Board Members
and 4000 REALTOR® colizagues in Mississauga, MREB Members have helped to create jobs and stimulate
Mississauga's economic growth for 58 years; MREB Members and healthy real estate markets are
fundamental fo Mississauga's economic vibrancy.

The Board, its members and home owners understand taxation is necessary for quality service but

when poorly designed, it can have defrimental and unintended consequences and be unduly burdensome,
Such is the case with a municipal land transfer tax, which we believe will create a drag on economic activity,
impact real estate markets and reduce Mississauga's competitiveness. For this reason, MREB will not be
supportive and will advocate against legisiation or proposals that would allow for a municipaf land
transfer tax in Mississauga.

Public js Opposed fo Land Transfer Taxes

Recent poliing conducted by Ipsos Reid, for the Toronto Real Estate Board, shows that the pubiic
in Toronto and across the GTA is overwhelmingly oppesad to municipal tand transfer taxes. According to
this poll, 77 per cent of "905" residents planning to purchase a home, in the next two years, indicated that
they are more Jikely to purchase a home in the 905" fo avoid paying the Toronto Land Transfer Tax.
interesfingly, 74 per cent of Toronto residents planning fo purchase a home, in the next two years, indicated
that they are more likely fo purchase a home in the "905° {o avoid paying the Toronto Land Transfer Tax.
Cleariy, not having a municipal {and transfer {ax gives the City of Mississauga & competitive advantage in
the GTA.

Economic Analysis Shows Negative Impact of Municipal LTT
For your information, | have attached a copy of a recent study by the C.D. Howe insfitute, which

anafyzed the impact of the Toronio Land Transfer Tax on Toronto's real estate market. According to their
analysis, Toronto’s Land Transfer Tax has dampened home sales by an average of 16 percent, with
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the greatest "impact_felt by homes bzlow the median price, meaning lower income households are
impacted the most.

Every Last Housing Sale Costs Jobs

Resaarch conducted by the Altus Group, found that every resale housing transaction in Ontario
generates $40,350.00 in spin-off spending on things like moving expenses, renovations, fumniture and
appliances. A recent poll conducted by Ipsos Reid found that 51 percent of those who recently purchased 2
home in Toronto said if they had not had to pay the LTT, they would have spent that money on home
renovations or to purchase fumnishings or appliances for their home. This type of spending is critical for
Mississauga's economy and it creates thousands of jobs, In fact, according fo this research, approximately
4,000 Mississauga jobs refy on spending from re-sale housing transactions.

Lack of Public Consultation

Unfortunately, MREB was not consulted prior fo Mississauga City Council's recent consideration of
this issue. This is a crifically important issue for Mississauga and as such, MREB respectfully requests that
City Council consult with REALTORS® and the public prior to any potential future consideration of this issue.
Mississauga residents and businesses should have an opportunity fo comment on such an unprecedented
issue for our municipality, '

We hope you find our views helpful. We would welcome an opportunity to discuss the issue with
vou further.

Sincerely, .
AUGA REAL ESTATE BOARD

Fawz
President

.Cc: Mississauga Council
City Manager, Janice Baker
City Clerk, Laurz Wilson
MREB Board of Direcfors
MRER PAC Chair, Linda Finizzotto
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ble end sre peid directly by most
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