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Budget Committee - I - October 19, 2011 

CALL TO ORDER 

DECLARATIONS OF (DIRECT OR INDIRECT) PECUNIARY INTEREST 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

DEPUTATIONS 

A. Wendy Alexander, Director, Transportation and Infrastructure Planning, with respect to 
the Transportation and Works Pavement Investment Review. 

B. Ken Owen, Director, Facilities and Property Management, with respect to the Facility 
Asset Management Program. 

C. Patti Elliott-Spencer, Director, Finance, with respect to the 2012-2014 Business Plan 
Update and 2012 Budget, Infrastructure Gap and Funding Challenges. 

MA TTERS TO BE CONSIDERED 

I. Staffing for Garry W. Morden Centre (Ward 9) 

Corporate Report dated September 12, 2011 from the Commissioner of Community 
Services with respect to staffing for the Garry W. Morden Centre located in Ward 9. 

Recommendation 
That Council approve the hiring of the Facility Manager for the Garry W. Morden Centre 
as identified in the Fire and Emergency Services 2011-2014 Business Plan and Budget 
with a start date of November 1, 2011 and the complement be increased by I FTE. 

2. Option to Reduce the 2012 Budget: Suspension of the Driveway Windrow Snow Clearing 
Pilot Program 

Corporate Report dated September 27,2011 from the Commissioner of Transportation 
and Works with respect to the option to reduce the 2012 budget: suspension of the 
driveway windrow snow clearing pilot program. 

Recommendation 
That the Budget Committee provide direction on the option to reduce the 2012 Budget 
through the suspension of the Driveway Windrow Snow Clearing Pilot Program 
commencing with the 2011-2012 winter season as outlined in the report dated September 
27,2011 from the Commissioner of Transportation and Works. 



Budget Committee -2- October 19, 2011 

3. Transit Route Map Charge 

Memorandum dated October 5, 2011 from the Commissioner of Transportation and 
Works with respect to transit route map charge (Council referred this Item to the Budget 
Committee during its meeting on September 28, 2011 via Resolution 0229-2011). 

4. Toronto Service Review 

Corporate Report dated October 7, 2011 from the Commissioner of Corporate Services 
and Treasurer with respect to the Toronto Service Review. 

Recommendation 
1) That the report dated October 7,2011, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services 

and Treasurer entitled "Toronto Service Review" be received; and 
2) That Budget Committee provide direction with regard to any service reduction or 

elimination opportunities identified in the Toronto Service Review which they would 
like more information on or to be considered for the City ofMississauga. 

CLOSED SESSION - Nil 

ADJOURNMENT 
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Mississauga's Road Network 
Condition will Decrease Over Time 

• High average network condition due to 
number of new roads built during growth 
period 

• Growth is slowing and substantial 
portion of road network is reaching 
rehabilitation stage 

• Pavement management actions to extend life 
cycle 

MISSISSAUGA 
Leading today for tomo"ow 
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The Goal of a Pavement Management System 

To evaluate present pavement conditions and 
forecast future conditions while developing 
appropriate rehabilitation strategies to 
minimize the life cycle cost of pavement 
assets 

,., MISSISSAUGA _ ~ --.:: " - /iiiii Leading today for tomorrow =-------



Pavement Deterioration 

Very Good 
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70-75 

Very Poor 

t 
=;=-, --------- One unit of cost for rehabilitation 

30% drop in '" 
condition " 

70% of life I Four to five units of cost for rehabilitation 

30% drop in L/ 
condition . 

10% of 
life 

Time 
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The Challenge 

How to maintain Mississauga's road network at a 
reasonable level while controlling costs 
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Very Good Condition 
52% Of Network , I ~ i 

-0(180 -100 

- Pavement is in 
excellent condition 
with smooth ride 

- Possible minor 
surface distresses 

MISSISSAUGA 
ill!(Jding frxiay for tomorrow 



Good Condition 1 

25% of Network _ _____ 

·0(170 - 79 

• Pavement is in 
good condition with 
smooth ride 

• Slight to moderate 
surface deformation 
distresses 

• Good candidate for 
minor spot repairs 
and preservation 
treatments 

~ MISSISSAUGA 
Leading today for tomorrow 



Fair condi~ti~on~--===:::;; __ lil 
·oel 60-69 

• Pavement is in fair 
condition with 
acceptable ride 

• Intermittent to 
frequent surface 
defects and/or 
cracking distresses 

• Localized cracking 
may be present 

MISSISSAUGA 
Leading today far tomorrow 



7% of Network 

oel40-59 

epavement is in Poor 
condition with barely 
acceptable ride from 
frequent bumps 

• MOderate to severe 
frequent sUrface 
defects and/or 
localized cracking 
distresses 

• Good candidate for 
rehabilitation 

• ~!~~!f1~£~ 



Very Poor 
less than 1% of Net~ .. w~o~r:!!k~--=:::::;ii;:==;FiI.liir 

• Pavement is in 
very poor 
condition with 
uncomfortable ride 
• Frequent to 
extensive bumps 
with frequent to 
extensive surface 
defects and/or 
cracking distresses 
• Good candidate 
for reconstruction 
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Recommendations from 2005 

Recommendation Status 

I Adopt a network pavement condition target of Ongoing 
I between 70-75 Overall Condition Index (OCI) 
I "GOOD" 
I 

I Add no additional roads to the existing 10 year Implemented 
I program for local road "upgrade to curb and 
I gutter" 

I Pursue methods for maximizing value for money in Ongoing 
delivering the road rehabilitation program 

• -
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Recommendations from 2005 

Recommendation Status 

I Amend annual road rehabilitation budget to $26M $23.SM plus 
I $2·SM 

Establish an annual road rehabilitation budget Not 
target of $30 million as of 2010 implemented 

Establish a funding target of $18M for major and $16.SM plus 
industrial roads (60% funding split) as of 2010 $2·SM 

(70% split) 

Establish a funding target of $12M for residential $7M 
roads (40% funding split) as of 2010 (30% split) 

I!f MISSISSAUGA ---"-l8~ -
,.. ___ wding today for tomorrow :;""- ~ - .-
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Residential vs. Major/Industrial Roads 

OCI = 
Overall 84 
Condition 
Index 82 

(10-100) 80 

78 

76 
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H 82 
OCI 

Condition Index Comparison 
2005- 2009 

------------

80 
----II OCI 

75 
, t OCI 

Residential Residential 
2009 

Major/industrial 
2005 2005 
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Major/industrial 
2009 



OCI = 
Overall 
Condition 
Index 
(10-100) 

Percentage Comparisons 
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2005 vs. 2009 Changes 
By Condition Category 

~. ~ Good Fair Poor 
79-70 69 -60 59-50 

Very Poor 
49-10 

- 2005 

. 2009 
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Major/Industrial Road Condition Results 

Current Rank - Majors Only 

33% of Majors are 
in Fair to Poor 
Condition _ _ 

109:, 

~t~i~~SJ~~~~'!,~ 

39-10 

2009 



Residential Road Condition Results 

Current Rank Residentials Only 
59-40 39-10 

O~ 

15% of Residential 
Roads are in Fair to 
Poor Condition 

69-60 4% /"" v -11% 

t .t~d!;~!~':-~g,~ ~ 

2009 




















































































	Agenda
	Deputation A
	Deputation B
	Deputation C

