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Here I am, Lord; I have come to do your will. 
 
A Syrian woman was hopeful her family would be accepted into Canada so her children would 
have a future in a peaceful country. She heard she had a small chance of being accepted as a 
refugee. She stood in front of her picture of Mary and prayed, “If this is good for my family, 
open the door. If it’s not good, it’s okay. Close the door.”  
She was entirely ready to follow God’s will even if it was different than her plan. Doing God’s 
will involves deep trust in God, who loves us and wills that we have what we need to flourish.  
 
God, we ask your blessings on those who live in danger,  
those who are deprived of their needs. 
May we, who live in security and plenty,  
be eager to help those who don’t share our good fortune. 
Serving you, O Lord, through actions, words or attitudes,  
may we be agents of your grace  
in a world that desperately needs healing and love. 
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PURPOSE  

To provide an opportunity for individuals or groups to delegate or make a presentation to the Board of 
Trustees on matters relating to educational issues and/or other matters within the Board’s jurisdiction.   

 

APPLICATION & SCOPE 

I. Ad Hoc Delegations 

This policy applies to any individual or group wishing to delegate or make a presentation to the 
Board of Trustees on an ad hoc matter that falls within the Board’s jurisdiction  

II. Process Review Delegations 

This policy applies to delegations on matters pertaining to a review process (e.g. School Boundary 
Review, School Accommodation Review) 

 

PRINCIPLES 

 The Halton Catholic District School Board values relationships and partnerships and is 
committed to providing meaningful feedback mechanisms that encourage and support two-
way communications 

 The Board recognizes individuals or groups affected by a decision of the Board should have 
the opportunity to present their position or concern to the Board of Trustees.  

 All requests to delegate to the Board will be subject to the approval of the Chair, which will not 
be unreasonably withheld.  

 

REQUIREMENTS 

 An individual or group wishing to delegate to the Board, shall submit the request in writing to 
the office of the Director of Education and Secretary of the Board no later than (7) days prior 
to the meeting of the Board.  

 A student, or person, under 18 years of age, who wishes to make a delegation to the Board 
must do so with the consent of, or written permission by, a parent/guardian. 

 Any one delegation or individual shall be permitted to make only one presentation to the Board 
on an issue.  Any additional presentation on the same issue is permitted provided that the 
significant difference(s) are outlined and presented in writing to the Chair of the Board and/ 
Secretary of the Board seven (7) days prior to the Board meeting.  

 The Chair of the Board, in consultation with the Secretary of the Board, shall determine 
whether there are significant differences in the written request for an additional presentation 
and grant or deny the request to delegate to the Board.  Appeals to this decision must be made 
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by a trustee and shall come before the Board for decision.  Should the appeal be successful, 
the delegation or individual will be allowed to appear at the request of meeting. 

 A detailed list of delegations that have not been approved by the chair will be provided to the 
Board of Trustees prior to the meeting of the Board 

 Employees of the Board or representatives of employee groups shall not delegate to the Board 
to express their views relative to their employment or professional interests 

 Commercial enterprises are prohibited from appearing before the Board as a delegation for 
purposes of promoting their products/services. 

 The request shall outline in some detail the subject matter(s) to be presented and indicate who 
the presenters(s) will be for the group or organization.  A maximum of three (3) presenters and 
no other person may address the Board unless approval is given by the Chair of the Board. At 
the discretion of the Chair, delegations with similar rationales will be grouped together (for a 
total of a 10 minute presentation).  

 A complete script and presentation must be delivered or sent electronically to the Office of the 
Director of Education and Secretary of the Board at least four (4) business days prior to the 
Regular Board meeting (by 1:00 pm).  

 At the Board Meeting, the presenter(s) will use the script that they provided in their package 

 Personal information as defined by the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy 
Act (MFIPPA) is collected under the authority of the Education Act and the Municipal Act, in 

accordance with the provisions of MFIPPA.The name and the contents of the submission are 
subject to disclosure by way of publication of the agenda on the Board’s website. As well, all 
Board Meetings are video and audio recorded.  

 There may be up to a maximum of five (5) delegations. At the discretion of the Chair of the 
Board, additional delegations may be added as deemed appropriate.  

 Trustees may ask questions of the delegate(s) for clarification purposes.  

 The complete presentation by any delegation shall not exceed ten (10) minutes, exclusive of 
trustee questions. 

 To allow for equitable time allocated to each delegation, the Chair shall act as the moderator 
for each delegation presentation and will govern the questions from The Board of Trustees, 
preserving the intent of the questions to be strictly for clarification purposes. 

 Presenters and guests in the gallery are expected to maintain a level of decorum, which will 
allow meetings to proceed without interruptions, and free of abusive or derogatory language 
at all times. Individuals and delegations are advised that placards and disruptive 
demonstrations are not permitted at the Board’s Catholic Education Centre or at any other 
location where a Board meeting is held. The Chair may expel or exclude from the meeting any 
person(s) who engages in this or any other form of improper conduct. 

 

Response to Delegation(s) 

I. Ad Hoc Delegations 

 The Board’s agenda shall include, an action item, entitled Board Response to the 
Delegation(s) at the same meeting.  Trustees in attendance may move and approve a 
motion for: 
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 a decision on the matter at the same meeting; 

 referral of the matter to a future meeting; 

 a staff report on the matter to be considered at a future meeting. 

 to receive for information 

II. Process Review Delegations 

For delegations on matters under review by a committee of the Board with recommendation(s) 
for action, the Board of Trustees shall make a decision on the matter no fewer than ten (10) 
business days from the public delegation(s).  

 Once the Board makes a decision on a presentation, the Secretary of the Board shall 
communicate the Board’s decision in writing to the spokesperson for the group or organization. 

 

The Director of Education shall develop administrative procedures to support the implementation, 
compliance and enforcement of this Policy.  

 

 

APPROVED: Regular Meeting of the Board 

 

DISTRIBUTION: Board Members, Administration, Principals & Staff 

 

 

 

 

 

Authorized by: __________________________________________________________________ 

     Chair of the Board 
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   Regular Board Meeting 
 Tuesday, January 17, 2017 
  

ACTION REPORT   ITEM 8.8 

2017 SCHOOL CONSOLIDATION CAPITAL FUNDING  
BUSINESS CASE SUBMISSIONS 

PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this report is to obtain Board approval for the priority ranking of the 2017 Ministry request 
for School Consolidation Capital Funding Submissions. 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

1) Staff Report 6.1, “2017 School Consolidation Capital Funding Business Cases Submissions” from 
the January 10, 2017, Special Board Meeting. 

2) Staff Report 9.1, “2017 School Consolidation Capital Funding Business Cases Submissions” from 
the December 20, 2016, Regular Board Meeting. 

COMMENTS: 

On December 1, 2016, the Ministry of Education circulated Business Memorandum 2016: B19 – Request 
for School Consolidation Capital (SCC) Funding Submissions, requesting Boards submit up to eight (8) 
SCC priorities by January 27, 2017, for all projects that have or will have Board approval by March 24, 
2017. 

On December 21, 2016, staff met via-teleconference with the Ministry of Education to discuss the five (5) 
priorities that were presented as part of Staff Report 9.1 of the December 20, 2016, Regular Meeting of 
the Board.  

The Ministry suggested that St. Dominic Catholic Elementary School partial-rebuild be removed as a 
priority project from the submission, as it was not considered to be a consolidation project as per the 
Ministry definition. It was recommended that the project be re-submitted as part of the 2017 Capital 
Priorities projects as a renewal and re-build project. The Ministry also suggested that the Board, where 
feasible, pursue more cost effective solutions to address the reduction of surplus pupil places. To 
demonstrate cost effective alternatives to the Ministry, the business case submission for the Oakville 
Northeast Catholic Elementary School will entail two (2) accommodation plans. The first accommodation 
plan will entail a new school project; the second will be presented as an addition and alternation projects. 
Note, the options presented to the Ministry will be the same as those to be presented at the upcoming 
January 19th, 2016, Community Consultation Meeting.  
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For the Oakville South Central Catholic Elementary School project, staff is providing two (2) funding 
proposals to the Ministry to construct a new 527 pupil place facility on the St. Joseph School site. The 
first funding option is to request full Ministry funding. For the second funding option, staff would compare 
the cost of constructing a new facility on the St. Joseph School site versus constructing an addition and 
forced alterations to the existing St. Joseph Catholic Elementary School to accommodate enrolment from 
both consolidated schools. Staff will then propose an alternative funding solution, whereby the Ministry 
fund the equivalent cost of the addition, forced alteration, and renewal needs to St. Joseph School, and 
the Board finance through Proceeds of Disposition (POD) the remainder of the costs to construct a new 
facility. For example, if a new school facility cost $10.0M and an addition cost $6.0M, the Board would 
fund the difference in cost of $4.0M. Board and Ministry approvals are needed to expense the $4.0M in 
POD. 

As previously discussed in the December 20, 2016, Staff report, staff is also recommending to re-instate 
the priority to demolish a portion of the St. Mark Catholic Elementary School, namely the 11 classroom 
portapac located at the rear of the school. Currently, the portapac has a renewal need of approximately 
$750K – $1.0M, and has 5 surplus classroom capacity. Staff presented the project to the Ministry for a 
demolition and 5 classroom addition, and staff’s intent to discuss with the Region for partnerships. The 
Ministry was receptive to the project.   

Board staff met with the Consolidated Municipal Service Manager (CMSM) of the Halton Region on January 
11, 2017, to discuss potential projects that would be of interest for the 2017 SCC Submission. The 
CMSM noted that there was not a need for additional Child Care spaces within the Oakville South Central 
School and Oakville Northeast School review areas. The CMSM confirmed that there is a continued need 
for the Child Care Centre for the North Georgetown School project, and will support a 2017 Child Care 
Submission.  

Board staff presented the St. Mark Catholic Elementary School Project to the CMSM, and the staff’s 
interest in having the Region participate in the project. This said, the CMSM identified a potential need for 
re-locating existing or introducing new not-for-profit Child Care spaces in this location to better serve the 
neighbourhood area. The Region is expected to confirm this need prior to the January 27, 2017, 
submission date. 

Pending Board approval, staff would recommend the following two (2) options for the St. Mark Catholic 
Elementary School project to be submitted to the Ministry for approval: 

Option #1 (Preferred): Partial Demolition + 6
Classroom Addition and 3 Room Child Care 

Option #2 (Alternate): Partial Demolition 

1) Demolition of 11 Classroom Portapac  
2) Construction of 6 Classroom addition 
3) Construction of 49 Child Care spaces for 

Infants, Toddlers, and Pre-school kids 

1) Demolition of 11 Classroom Portapac 
2) Introduction of 6 portable classrooms 

For the 2017 School Capital Funding Submission, staff is also recommending to re-submit two (2) 
consolidation/renewal projects that were submitted as part of the 2016 Capital Growth Submission; the 
new Oakville Northeast School project, if approved by the Board on March 7, 2017; and the St. Mark 
Catholic Elementary School project.  
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Please note that staff will not be altering the Oakville South Central School or North 
Georgetown School Accommodation Plans, approved by the Board of Trustees on 
April 19, 2016.  

Accordingly, Staff recommends the following School Consolidation Capital Priority projects priority ranking 
for Board approval: 

TENTATIVE 
RANKING 2017 CONSOLIDATION PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

CONSTRUCTION 
START YEAR 

EFFECTIVE 
SCHOOL YEAR 

1 Oakville Northeast Elementary School (Approval 
anticipated for March 7, 2017) 

2016-17 2018-19 

2 Oakville South Central Catholic Elementary 
School – St. Joseph Site Rebuild  

2016-17 2018-19 

3 St. Mark Catholic Elementary School partial 
demolition 2016-17 2017-18 

4 North Georgetown Catholic Elementary School 2016-17 2018-19 

CONCLUSION: 

In taking into consideration the latest 2016 Capital Priorities Submission response from the Ministry, and 
new projects presented, staff has identified four (4) priorities for consolidation projects and two (2) Child 
Care Centre projects to be submitted as part of the 2017 School Consolidation Capital submission. 

RESOLUTION:      Moved by: 
       Seconded by: 
 
RESOLVED, that the Board approve the proposed ranking of the 2017 School Consolidation Capital 
Business Cases Submission as follows: 
 
RANKING 2017 SCHOOL CONSOLIDATION CAPITAL PROJECTS DESCRIPTION 

1 Oakville Northeast Catholic Elementary School project 
2 Oakville South Central Catholic Elementary School – St. Joseph Site Rebuild 
3 

 
St. Mark Catholic Elementary School 12 classroom portapac demolition with 
5 classroom addition (Preferred); or 12 classroom portapac demolition (Alternative). 

4 North Georgetown Catholic Elementary School project 
 
RESOLVED, that the Board approve the potential Child Care projects for 2017 as follows: 
 2017 CHILD CARE PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

 St. Mark Catholic Elementary School – Child Care Centre 
North Georgetown Catholic Elementary School – Child Care Centre 

  
RESOLVED, that the Board authorize staff to submit the Board’s 2017 School Consolidation Capital 
Business Cases Submission to the Ministry of Education for funding consideration on January 27, 
2017. 
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REPORT PREPARED BY:  F. THIBEAULT 
  ADMINISTRATOR OF PLANNING SERVICES 

  G. CORBACIO 
  SUPERINTENDENT OF FACILITY SERVICES 

  T. OVERHOLT 
  SUPERINTENDENT OF EDUCATION 

SUBMITTED BY:   R. NEGOI 
SUPERINTENDENT OF BUSINESS SERVICES AND TREASURER OF THE BOARD   

REPORT APPROVED BY:  P. DAWSON 
  DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION AND SECRETARY OF THE BOARD 
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   Regular Board Meeting 
 Tuesday, January 17, 2017 
  

INFORMATION REPORT   ITEM 10.9 

PROPOSED 2017 AMENDMENT TO THE  
2013 EDUCATION DEVELOPMENT CHARGES (EDC) BY-LAW 

 
PURPOSE: 

The purpose of this report is to present the Board with a proposed amendment to the 2013 
Education Development Charges (EDC) By-Law. This amendment is in light of continued increases in 
land values over the past two (2) years in the Halton Region since the 2015 amendment passed in 
June 2, 2015, and later amended on March 1, 2016, following an appeal made by BILD to the OMB. 
 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION: 

1. Action Report Item 8.1, “2015 Joint Review of the 2013 Education Development Charges By-
Law” from the June 2, 2015 Regular Board Meeting. 

2. Action Report Item 8.1, “2014 Joint Review of the 2013 Education Development Charges By-
Law” from the June 3, 2014 Regular Board Meeting. 

3. Action Report Item 9.2, “2013-2018 Education Development Charges By-Law” from the June 18, 
2013 Regular Board Meeting. 

HISTORY: 

An Education Development Charge (EDC) is a levy that is imposed under a Board enacted By-Law 
respecting growth related net education land costs incurred or proposed to be incurred by a School 
Board.  EDCs are the primary source of funding for the acquisition and preparation of school sites 
and related costs to accommodate growth-related pupil needs within a Board’s jurisdiction.  

To collect the necessary funds, levies are applied and collected to all new residential and non-
residential development, with certain exceptions.  The existing By-Law recovers 85% of education 
land costs from residential development and 15% from non-residential development.   

On June 18, 2013, the Board adopted a region-wide 2013 EDC By-Law under the Education Act, a 
joint undertaking with the Halton District School Board (HDSB).  The 2013 EDC By-Law had an 
effective implementation date of June 24, 2013 and is to be in effect for no more than five (5) years.  

In 2014, Board staff undertook a review of the 2013 EDC By-Law in response to recent land 
purchases made in Oakville by the HCDSB, and in Milton by the HDSB. These transactions 
demonstrated that the price per acre in both municipalities had increased significantly over the 
course of the year. Accordingly, on June 4, 2014 the Board passed Education Development Charges 
Amending By-Law (2014) that amended the levies listed within the 2013 Education Development 
Charges By-Law of the Board. Refer to Appendix A for further information on the rationale for 
undertaking a 2015 amendment to the 2013 EDC By-Law.    
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As a result of the site valuation review, the EDC’s at the time needed to be increased so that the 
Board collects the appropriate amount of funds that are required to finance the cost of site 
acquisitions.  Watson & Associates Economists Ltd. updated the calculation model.  As a result the 
Board of Trustees approved an amendment to the EDC By-law on June 2, 2015. 

Development Type June 18, 2013
EDC By-Law 

June 3, 2014 
EDC By-Law 

June 2, 2015
EDC By-Law 

$ per residential unit (as defined in the 
EDC By-Law) 

$1,484  per 
residential unit 

$1,839  per 
residential unit 

$2,176.00 per 
residential unit 

$ per sq. ft. of gross floor area or $ 
per sq. m. of gross floor area (as 
defined in the EDC By-Law) 

$0.38 per sq. ft. 
or 

$4.09 per sq. m. 

$0.47 per sq. ft. 
or 

$5.06 per sq. m. 

$0.56 per sq. ft. 
or 

$6.03 per sq. m. 

However, both the HCDSB and HDSB 2015 EDC By-law amendments were appealed by the Building 
Industry and Land Development Association (BILD) to the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB), citing 
concerns with the methodology used by the boards’ consultant in developing the rates.  

A mediation was held by the OMB in February 2016 in an attempt to resolve the issues before going 
to a full OMB hearing. Respective staff from both Boards, legal counsel, and Watson & Associates 
met with BILD representatives.  

The results of the mediation past as follows: 

1. The methodology used in the respective Boards’ EDC By-law amendments was modified, 
resulting in a new residential rate of $2,035 per unit and a non-residential rate of $0.51 per 
square foot; 

2. BILD agreed to the new methodology when the Boards calculate future EDC B-law 
amendments; 

3. The EDC By-law amended by the OMB as of March 1, 2016 would reflect the new rates; 

4. The HCDSB and HDSB would not be required to refund any portion of the EDCs collected; 
and, 

5. The next EDC By-law amendments for the respective school boards would not take effect 
prior to December 1, 2016. 

The current Halton Catholic District School Board (HCDSB) EDC charges (as amended in 
March 1, 2016) were as follows: 

Development Type June 2, 2015
EDC By-Law 

March 1, 2016
EDC By-Law 

$ per residential unit (as defined in the 
EDC By-Law) $2,176.00 per residential unit $2,035.00 per residential unit 

$ per sq. ft. of gross floor area or $ 
per sq. m. of gross floor area (as 
defined in the EDC By-Law) 

$0.56 per sq. ft. or 
$6.03 per sq. m. 

$0.51 per sq. ft. or 
$5.49 per sq. m. 
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COMMENTARY: 

As part of the Education Development Charges Background Study completed for the 2013 EDC 
By-Law, the Board identified a total of 12 sites anticipated for purchase over the next 15 years. This 
includes 3 elementary and 1 secondary school site in Oakville; 5 elementary and 1 secondary school 
site in Milton; and 2 new elementary school sites in Halton Hills.  

Of the aforementioned sites, the Board has: purchased one (1) elementary school site in Oakville for 
the St. Gregory Catholic Elementary School; placed on option to purchase on a second site in North 
Oakville also referred to as North Oakville CE#4; exercised an option to purchase an elementary 
school site in Milton for April 2017, referred to as Milton #8 CES. For additional information on future 
land purchases, please refer to Appendix B. 

The Education Act provides the Board an opportunity to amend its EDC By-Law annually, based on 
increasing site acquisition and site preparation costs.  For this purpose, staff from HCDSB and HDSB 
met with Jack Ammendolia from Watson & Associates Economists Ltd. and Brad Teichman of 
Overland LLP in January 2017 for the purpose of completing an annual review of the 2013 EDC 
By-Law to monitor ongoing increases in site acquisition costs in Halton. 

At the meeting, both boards confirmed that they will be proceeding with an amendment to their 
respective EDC By-Laws. Cushman & Wakefield has been retained to provide appraisals on the 
remaining designated sites by utilizing recent school site purchases and other land transactions 
information across the Halton Region to assess the required levy increases for each Board. Once the 
appraisals are complete, they will be circulated to the Building Industry and Land Development 
Association (BILD) for review and comment. Once vetted by BILD, the final appraised values will be 
used to calculate the residential and non-residential EDC levies. 

The purpose of annually monitoring escalating land costs and adjusting residential and commercial 
levies is to ensure that the existing EDC reserve account shortfall is balanced over a 15 year horizon, 
and aligns with long-term development trends in the Region.   

As of January 31, 2017, the HCDSB EDC reserve shortfall is approximately $40.25 million, which 
has caused increased cash flow pressures to the Board. 

As a result, both Boards will undertake an amendment to their respective EDC By-Laws.  The process 
the HCDSB will undertake to amend the EDC By-Law is detailed in Appendix C, and is summarized 
below: 

1. Review site costs and prepare addendum to the 2013 EDC By-Law Background Study. 

2. HCDSB will provide the public with a ‘Notice of Public Meeting’ for the proposed EDC By-Law 
amendment. 

3. HCDSB will make the ‘2013 EDC By-Law Background Study’ and subsequent ‘Addendum’ 
available for public for review. 

4. HCDSB will hold a ‘Public Meeting’ on the EDC By-Law amendment at least 20 calendar days 
after the date of ‘Notice of Public Meeting’. 

5. On the same night, immediately following the Public meeting, HCDSB Board of Trustees will 
consider and decide on the approval of the proposed 2013 EDC By-Law Amendment. 

6. If approved, HCDSB will provide the public with a ‘Notice of Passing’. 
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It is anticipated that information on the proposed amendments will be presented to the Board at the 
Regular Board Meeting scheduled for April 4, 2017. This will be followed by a public meeting and 
Board decision to occur at a Regular Board Meeting scheduled for April 18, 2017.  

CONCLUSION: 
 
HCDSB staff, in conjunction with HDSB staff, is moving forward with the annual EDC By-Law review.  
As a result of this review, it is likely that rates in the 2013 EDC By-Law will be amended to reflect 
increasing site costs.  A public meeting on the EDC By-Law amendment and a Board resolution will 
occur at the Board’s April 18, 2017 Regular Board Meeting.  
 
  
REPORT PREPARED BY:  F. THIBEAULT 
  ADMINISTRATOR OF PLANNING SERVICES 
 
REPORT SUBMITTED BY:  R. NEGOI 

SUPERINTENDENT OF BUSINESS SERVICES AND TREASURER OF THE BOARD 
 
REPORT APPROVED BY:  P. DAWSON  
  DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION AND SECRETARY OF THE BOARD 
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Halton Catholic District School Board
Education Development Charges Submission 2013
Form G - Growth-Related Net Education Land Costs

ELEMENTARY PANEL

Site Status Net Growth- Percent of Capacity Total Number of

(Optioned, Proposed Related Pupil Proposed Attributed to Net Growth- Acres Required Acreage To Be Eligible Site Land Total

Review Purchased, Year Of Site Location/ Place School Related Pupil Place (Footnote Funded in EDC Cost Per Education Preparation Escalation Financing Education

Area Reserved, Etc.) Acquisition Facility Type Requirements Capacity Requirements Oversized Sites) * By-Law Period Acre Land Costs Costs Costs Costs Land Costs

CEB3 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 13                                  -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEB6 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 13                                  -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEB7 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 3                                     -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEO2 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 119                                -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEO5 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 11                                  -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEO6 TBD 2014 New North Oakville Elementary School 612 612 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            900,000$                          6,300,000$            1,215,050$           157,500$               1,601,685$            9,274,235$                 

CEO6 TBD 2017 New North Oakville Elementary School 612 612 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            900,000$                          6,300,000$            1,297,020$           654,021$               1,722,448$            9,973,489$                 

CEO6 TBD 2025 New North Oakville Elementary School 318 612 51.96% 7.00                                         3.64                            900,000$                          3,273,529$            802,102$              430,169$               940,609$               5,446,409$                 

CEM1 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 194 -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEM2A TBD 2014 New Milton Elementary School 671 671 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            725,000$                          5,075,000$            1,215,050$           126,875$               1,339,567$            7,756,492$                 

CEM2A TBD 2021 New Milton Elementary School 467 671 69.60% 7.00                                         4.87                            725,000$                          3,532,079$            984,792$              464,144$               1,039,813$            6,020,828$                 

CEM2B TBD Accommodated in existing facilities 3 -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEM3A TBD 2019 New Milton Elementary School 671 671 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            725,000$                          5,075,000$            1,354,717$           666,897$               1,481,455$            8,578,069$                 

CEM3A TBD 2023 New Milton Elementary School 671 671 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            725,000$                          5,075,000$            1,477,924$           666,897$               1,507,175$            8,726,996$                 

CEM3A TBD Accommodated in existing facilities 49 -$                        -$                       -$                        

CEM3B TBD 2027 New Milton Elementary School 160 671 23.77% 7.00                                         1.66                            725,000$                          1,206,352$            383,260$              158,525$               364,933$               2,113,070$                 

CEH1 TBD 2020 New Halton Hills Elementary School 612 612 100.00% 7.00                                         7.00                            725,000$                          5,075,000$            1,384,521$           666,897$               1,487,677$            8,614,095$                 

CEH1 TBD 2023 New Halton Hills Elementary School 287 612 46.90% 7.00                                         3.28                            625,000$                          2,051,675$            595,150$              269,607$               608,820$               3,525,252$                 

Total: 5,485                             6,415                  70.00 55.46 42,963,636$          10,709,586$         4,261,531$            12,094,183$          70,028,936$               

Appendix B
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Halton Catholic District School Board
Education Development Charges Submission 2013
Form G - Growth-Related Net Education Land Costs

SECONDARY PANEL

Site Status Net Growth- Percent of Capacity Total Number of

(Optioned, Proposed Related Pupil Proposed Attributed to Net Growth- Acres Required Acreage To Be Eligible Site Land Total

Review Purchased, Year Of Facility Place School Related Pupil Place (Footnote Funded in EDC Cost Per Education Preparation Escalation Financing Education

Area Reserved, Etc.) Acquisition Type Requirements Capacity Requirements Oversized Sites) By-Law Period Acre Land Costs Costs Costs Costs Land Costs

CS02 TBD 2023 New North Oakville Secondary School 458 1350 33.93% 16.00                                       5.43                            900,000$                          4,885,333$            1,146,056$           641,973$               1,393,099$            8,066,461$                 

CS04 TBD 2017 New Milton Secondary School 1303 1350 96.55% 16.00                                       15.45                          725,000$                          11,199,585$          2,862,283$           1,162,661$            3,178,200$            18,402,729$               

CS05 - - Accommodated in existing facilities 180 -$                        -$                        

Total: 1,942                             2,700                  32.00 20.88 16,084,919$          4,008,339$           1,804,633$            4,571,299$            26,469,190$               
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Approved 
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Box 2064, Suite 1804 
20 Eglinton Avenue West 
Toronto, Ontario M4R 1K8 

 T. 416.932.9460  F. 416.932.9459 
 ocsta@ocsta.on.ca   www.ocsta.on.ca 
 
 Patrick Daly, President 
 Beverley Eckensweiler, Vice President 
 Nick Milanetti, Executive Director 
 

P R O M O T I N G   A N D   P R O T E C T I N G   C A T H O L I C   E D U C A T I O N 

 

January 9, 2017 
 
TO:  Chairpersons and Directors of Education 

- All Catholic District School Boards 
 
FROM: Patrick J. Daly, President 
 
SUBJECT: Significant Events in the History of Catholic Education and the Ontario 

Catholic School Trustees’ Association 
 
 
As you know it is very important that all involved in the tremendous gift of publicly funded 
Catholic Education have a good understanding of our rich history and the vision and sacrifice of 
those who built such a strong foundation.  Particularly for those in governance and administrative 
leadership positions it is crucial we are able to articulate, celebrate and share “Our Story”. 

In this regard you will find attached a document prepared by OCSTA entitled “Significant Events in 
the History of Catholic Education and the Ontario Catholic School Trustees Association” 
(Appendix 1).  It was updated in 2004 to commemorate the 75th Anniversary of our Association.  It 
outlines significant milestones, legal decisions and legislative changes that incrementally have 
positively impacted Catholic Education in Ontario.  Among the most consequential of these events 
was the passing of Bill 30 which led to the extension of funding to Grades 11, 12 and 13 (OAC) in 
Catholic schools.  You will find attached a copy of the text of Premier Bill Davis’ June 12, 1984 
speech which ushered in this historic change (Appendix 2). 

There have of course been a number of events since 2004 which have impacted Catholic Education.  
Among these would be the passing of Bill 177, “The Student Achievement and School Board 
Governance Act” in 2009 and Bill 122, “The School Boards Collective Bargaining Act” in 2014.  
As you know both of these pieces of legislation have more clearly defined and changed the 
role/responsibilities of trustees, school boards and the Ontario Catholic School Trustees’ 
Association. 

It is our plan to update the 2004 document over the next few months and forward it to you along 
with other historic information.  We ask that you share this with the trustees of your board as well 
as others who you believe it would benefit. 

If you would like additional information or have questions regarding any of the specific events, 
please let us know. 
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Significant Events in the History of Catholic Education 
& 

the Ontario Catholic School Trustees’ Association 
 
 

1841  First School Act for the Province of Upper Canada 
 

 There was a need to obtain some financial support from the Crown 
to pay teachers’ salaries 

 Government responds – permitting the establishment of 
denominational schools and more permanent funding growth 

 
Taché Act 

 
 Extends right of Upper Canada’s Catholic minority to create and 

manage their own schools 
 
 
1863  Scott Act 
 

 Sectarian bitterness was very strong and threatened minority rights 
in Upper Canada 

 Archbishop Charbonel provides leadership 
 Government responds 
 Gave Catholic trustees all the rights and powers of their public 

school counterparts; Catholic schools were also allowed a share of 
Common School Fund by Canadian government 

 
 
1867  British North America Act 
 

 Need to constitutionally secure minority rights of Catholics re: 
education 

 Government responds by including Section 93 and the educational 
rights of the Catholic minority were secured constitutionally 

 
 
1925  Tiny Township Case 
 

 Need for financial support for high schools 
 Lay Catholic leadership emerges 
 Government responds – Catholics have just claim to funds for 

Grades 9 and 10 – no constitutional rights beyond that but opens 
the door by stating that the provincial government could grant 
funds beyond grade 10 
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1930  Ontario Separate School Trustees’ Association is Founded 
 
 
1930’s Catholic Taxpayers’ Association 
 

 Efforts made to secure equitable distribution of corporate and 
business tax to Catholic boards 

 
 
1950/60 Hope Commission 
 

 Recommends that elementary level be cut back to K-6 
 
 
1961  OSSTA Publishes First Catholic Trustee Magazine 
 

 Publication continues until 1997 with revised format introduced in 
1986 

 Replaced by Catholic Trustee Newsnotes in 1997 
 
 
1963  Ontario Foundation Tax Plan 
 

 Many Catholic school boards benefit 
 
 
1969 Equal Opportunity for Continuous Education in Separate Schools of 

Ontario – Brief to Premier and Minister of Education 
 

 This was a major step towards obtaining full funding for Catholic 
schools. The Brief enjoyed the support of all Catholic partners 
including the Bishops 

 One of the highlights of the Extension campaign was the Student 
Rally at Maple Leaf Gardens organized by the Ontario Catholic 
Students’ Federation 

 In 1971, the Brief was rejected by the then Prime Minister, William 
Davis 

 
 
1969 County and District School Boards Created (known as Larger Units 

of Administration) 
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1969 OECTA/OSSTA Religious Education Courses Launched 
 

 Courses in the teaching of catechetics offered in winter and 
summer 

 Certificates issued by joint associations to teachers who 
successfully complete the course 

 Courses would eventually expand to Course 1, 2 & 3 and be 
recognized by the Ministry for qualification purposes 

 
 
1972  Focus on Faith for the Future Program Established by OSSTA 
 

 Major thrust of the program was to develop a total Catholic school 
community which would embrace all its component parts – trustees, 
teachers, administrators, priests and parents 

 
 
1976 Blair Commission Tours Province to Assess Reaction to Taxing 

Catholic High School Property 
 

 Through the combined efforts of clergy, trustees, teachers, parents 
and students the Tax Plan was scrapped 

 
 
1978  Government Approves Religious Education Credits for Grades 9 & 10 
 
 
1980 Bill 82 Grants Catholic Schools the Right to Provide “Special 

Education” 
 
 
1984 Grade 9 & 10 Students in Catholic Schools are Recognized as 

“Secondary” School Students 
 
 
1984 Premier Bill Davis Announces Intention to Extend Funding to Grades 

11, 12 & 13 (OAC) in Catholic Schools 
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1985 Passage of Bill 30 (including s. 136 1.a.) – Extends Full Funding to 
Grades 11, 12 & 13 (OAC) in Catholic Schools 

 
 Would be challenged in the Court of Appeal of Ontario and in the 

Supreme Court of Canada 
 Section 136 1.a., a clause which restricted to a ten year period, the 

rights of Catholic school boards to prefer to hire Catholic teachers 
was inserted. It would later be challenged in court 

 
 
1985  Completion Office of the Separate Schools Founded 
 

 Provides a forum for Catholic partners, including OSSTA, to 
address political issues arising from “extension” – Bill 30 

 
 
1986  Bill 30 Declared Constitutional by the Ontario Court of Appeal 
 
 
1987  Bill 30 Declared Constitutional by the Supreme Court of Canada 
 
 
1991  ICE Publishes “Blishen Report” 
 

 Provides a vision of the goals for Catholic students as they were 
articulated by parents, clergy, teachers and trustees 

 
 
1992  Ontario Fair Tax Commission 
 

 OSSTA participates in Work of Property Tax Working Group 
including presentation of Minority Report 

 
 
1993  Royal Commission on Learning Appointed 
 

 OSSTA attends hearings and presents submission, The Hope That 
Lives Within Us 

 
 
1995 Royal Commission on Learning Issues Report: For the Love of 

Learning 
 

 OSSTA responds 
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1995  School Councils Established 
 

 Purpose is to bring parents and teachers together for the local 
management of their schools 

 OSSTA published two major documents, Evolution of Catholic 
School Councils and Involving Other Parents 

 
 
1995/96 Senate Committee on Legal and Constitutional Affairs re: 

Amendment to Term 17 of the Terms of Union Between Canada and 
Newfoundland 

 
 OSSTA supports Newfoundland Catholics in their fight to protect 

Catholic education in their province 
 
 
1997 Justice Sharpe Rules that Section 136 of the Education Act is 

Unconstitutional and of No Force or Effect 
 

 This ruling would be appealed in the Appeal Court of Ontario 
 The Appeal Court supports Justice Sharpe’s ruling 
 Application to appeal the Appeal Court’s decision is dismissed 
 Section 136 was struck out by the Court as it was unconstitutional. 

Catholic boards have the constitutional authority to take matters of 
faith into account in hiring, advancing, promoting and dismissing 
employees. Employees are entitled to challenge such preferential 
practices, however, where the qualification is not reasonable and 
bona fide 

 
 
1997 OSSTA Adopts New Name – Ontario Catholic School Trustees’ 

Association 
 

 This name more accurately reflects our mission as the provincial 
representative of English Catholic school trustees 

 
 
1997  Bill 104 – Fewer School Boards Act (1997) 
 

 Roman Catholic Separate School Boards reduced from 53 to 29 
Catholic District School Boards and 6 School Authorities. Catholic 
trustees reduced from 710 to 250 
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1997  Education Improvement Commission 
 

 Commission mandated to oversee and direct the amalgamation 
and operation of schools and to oversee the transition of the new 
system of education governance in Ontario 

 
 
1997  Bill 160 – Education Quality Improvement Act, 1997 
 

 Introduces a fair and equitable funding formula for public and 
Catholic schools 

 OCSTA supports direction taken by the government in the area of 
curriculum standards, accountability, reporting and funding 

 OCSTA expresses reservation about some of the initiatives in the 
area of governance, in the matter of labour relations and 
negotiations and about the pace of the comprehensive educational 
reforms in certain areas 

 
 
1997 Ontario Regulation 461/97 Establishes Policy Guidelines for 

Representation of the Interests of Pupils on School Boards 
 

 OCSTA publishes Embracing the Future Catholic Pupil 
Representatives on Catholic School Boards to help school boards 
develop local policies 

 OCSTA launches website for student representatives 
 OCSTA assists in coordinating in-service opportunities for student 

representatives 
 
 
1997 Religious Education as Teaching Subject Introduced in Faculties of 

Education 
 
 
1998 Bill 160 – Constitutional Challenges 
 

 Justice Peter Cumming (General Division Court of Ontario) finds 
that it is unconstitutional for the provincial government through Bill 
160 to suspend the right of Catholic school boards to set a local mill 
rate 

 All other aspects of the challenge are unsuccessful 
 OCSTA reaffirms that it is unlikely that Catholic boards would see 

any benefit in exercising their right to tax, as raising money beyond 
equitable levels would be inconsistent with our long-standing goal 
of fair funding for all students 
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 The government appeals the lower court’s decision re: taxation and 
OPSBA, OECTA, other teacher unions and individuals appeal other 
parts of the lower court’s decision. OCSTA is an intervenor 

 A panel of five Ontario Court of Appeal judges hear the appeals 
and eventually reverses the ruling of the lower court. OCSTA is an 
intervenor 

 The decision of the Court of Appeal would be challenged in the 
Supreme Court of Canada 

 
 
1998 Government Financial Support for Creation of Catholic Curriculum 

for Catholic Schools 
 

 Coordinated through the Institute for Catholic Education 
 
 
1999  OCSTA Adopts New Logo 
 

 Considerations which guided the design included the need to 
symbolize in a contemporary style the traditional goals and mission 
of the Association 

 
 
2000 OCSTA Launches Province-Wide Discussion on Our Catholic 

Schools 
 

 Approximately 3000 participants engaged in conversation across 
the province 

 Report on discussion issued November 2000 
 
 
2000  Charter of Education Rights and Responsibilities 
 

 Heralds an era of accountability 
 OCSTA publishes document Visioning the Future: A Reflection on 

the Charter of Rights and Responsibilities from the Perspective of 
Catholic Schools 

 
 
2000  Bill 74 – Education Accountability Act, 2000 
 
 
2001  Bill 160 Declared Constitutional by the Supreme Court of Canada 
 
 
2001  Bill 80 – Stability & Excellence in Education Act 
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2001  Task Force on Effective Schools Established 
 

 OCSTA responds with document entitled, A Catholic Response to 
the Task Force on Effective Schools 

 
 
2003  Report of the Education Equality Task Force is Released 
 

 Final recommendations reflect funding principles advocated by 
OCSTA boards 

 
 
2004  Report of the Provincial Legislative Review Committee 
 

 After considerable analysis, the Legislative Review Committee 
concluded that the legislation and regulations governing education 
funding appear to operate in a fair and non-discriminatory manner. 
OCSTA was part of the committee and generally concurred with the 
conclusion but reserved judgement on some special purpose grants 

 
 
2004 OCSTA Publishes Catholic Trustees: Advocates, Guardians and 

Stewards of Catholic Education 
 

 This Association publication articulates the distinctive role of the 
Catholic trustee in Ontario’s education system 
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NEWS RELEASE  

  
Ontario Students Create 2-Minute Videos About Catholic Schools 
  
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE  
  
Toronto—January 13, 2017—What’s in a name…of a school? Students at Ontario’s Catholic 
schools answered that question in 2-minute videos as part of a contest sponsored by the 
Ontario Catholic School Trustees’ Association (OCSTA). The winning videos were announced 
today. 
  
“A lot of thought goes into naming Catholic schools and for good reason as names have a role 
to play in inspiring students and the community as a whole. The saints and leaders, for whom 
many of our publicly funded Catholic schools are named, lived faith filled and courageous lives 
which is ideal material for students entering our contest. It is very important that our students 
have a good understanding and appreciation for the Charism of the person/symbol their school 
is named to honour.  We were very impressed by the depth of research and creativity 
demonstrated by the elementary and secondary school students participating this year,” said 
Patrick Daly, OCSTA President. 
  
Ontario’s Catholic school students in grades 4-12 were invited to create 2-minute videos that tell 
the story of the person or saint for whom their school was named. OCSTA received over 170 
submissions. 
  
Following are the six elementary and secondary school winners for the OCSTA “The Story 
Behind the Name of Our Catholic School” Short-Video Contest for Students:  
  
Elementary Panel Winners: 
  
1st place: St. Andrew CES, CDSB of Eastern Ontario 
2nd place: St. Michael the Archangel CES, York Catholic District School Board 
3rd place: Mary Ward CES, Niagara Catholic District School Board 
  
Secondary Panel Winners: 
  
1st place: St. Roch CSS, Dufferin-Peel Catholic District School Board 
2nd place: St. Jean de Brebeuf CSS, York Catholic District School Board 
3rd place: Monsignor Doyle CSS, Waterloo Catholic District School Board 
  
To view ALL videos visit: 
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLto1VDXqXYlPYlsg2CJL73Fdy3xbOwAgl 
  
The Ontario Catholic School Trustees’ Association is the provincial voice for Catholic education. 
Founded in 1930, OCSTA represents the interests of Catholic school boards that collectively 
educate almost 545,000 students in Ontario, from Junior Kindergarten to Grade 12. 
  
For more information, please contact:  
Sharon McMillan, Director of Communications 
Tel: 416-932-9460, ext. 232 – smcmillan@ocsta.on.ca 
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From: Maria Lourenco [mailto:lourencoowen@hotmail.com]  
Sent: January 12, 2017 1:25 PM 
To: Dawson, Paula <DawsonP@hcdsb.org> 
Cc: Danko, Anthony <DankoA@hcdsb.org>; Iantomasi, Arlene <IantomasiA@hcdsb.org>; Rabenda, Diane 
<RabendaD@hcdsb.org>; Michael, Jane <MichaelJ@hcdsb.org>; Karabela, Helena 
<KarabelaH@hcdsb.org>; Marai, Paul <MaraiP@hcdsb.org>; Quinn, Anthony 
<AnthonyQuinn@hcdsb.org>; Rowe, Mark <RoweM@hcdsb.org>; Trites, Susan <TritesS@hcdsb.org>; 
DiPietro, Rosie <DiPietroR@hcdsb.org> 
Subject: RE: Response to December 20 2016 Delegation 
 
Hi Paula, 
 
Thank you for forwarding the response to my delegation. 
 
I am following up for further clarification as to next steps given that the description in your 
correspondence does not reflect my understanding of what Trustees requested at the December 20th 
meeting.  I have watched the video to confirm my recollection and invite you to do the same. 
 
While Trustee Quinn initially requested that staff review Regulation 612 with respect to the uniform 
policy, he did not specify "the CPIC section".  Trustee Danko then broadened the motion when he 
suggested "looking at parent engagement in totality as a policy or procedure of our Board overall" and 
not limiting the review to "one aspect".  My guess is that the confusion may be a result of how the 
motion was ultimately worded.  When asked for wording for the amendment, Trustee Danko did 
mention the "CPIC section" but he also mentioned "sections cited in the Education Act".  His earlier 
comments would also indicate that the intention was to make the motion fairly broad. 
 
I can most certainly appreciate the challenge of wording a motion on the fly, not to mention capturing it 
accurately during a fast paced meeting, particularly as motions are made and then amended. 
 
Nonetheless, it is clear to me that Trustees were looking for a review of all aspects of Regulation 612 as 
they relate to parent consultation, and this is consistent with what was requested in my delegation. 
 
The response also references an information report and again this is not what was requested.  An 
information report is not one of the four possible responses to a delegation; staff report is the only 
reporting option provided in the bylaws.  You made a clear distinction between an information report 

and a staff report in response to a Trustee question at the June 21st meeting.  You indicated an 

information report was a one time report, "for Trustees' information"  whereas a staff report was 
(future) action oriented.  These are two different things. 
 
Based on the foregoing, my expectation was and remains for a staff report which reviews HCDSB's 
compliance with the various sections of Regulation 612 regarding parental engagement as referenced in 
my delegation. 
 

Please include this correspondence in the January 17th Board meeting materials. 
 
Thank you 
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Sent from Mail for Windows 10 
 
From: DiPietro, Rosie 
Sent: January 11, 2017 4:24 PM 
To: 'Maria Lourenco SEAC' 
Cc: Danko, Anthony; Iantomasi, Arlene; Rabenda, Diane; Michael, Jane; Karabela, Helena; Marai, Paul; 
Quinn, Anthony; Rowe, Mark; Trites, Susan 
Subject: Response to December 20 2016 Delegation 
 

Good afternoon, 

 

Attached, is the Director's response to your December 20, 2016 delegation.  

 

Kind regards, 

 

Rosie 

 
Rosie Di Pietro 
Executive Assistant | Director of Education  
Halton Catholic District School Board  
 
802 Drury Lane, Burlington, ON L7R 2Y2 
(905) 632-6314, ext. 115 | dipietror@hcdsb.org 
 
Achieving     Believing     Belonging     www. hcdsb. Org 
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