Milena Balta
City of Hamilton
GIC
March 28, 2017

This presentation is about Benefits vs. Losses
Destruction of King Street

Business Loss

Job Loss

Dividing Lower City in HALF

It shows only losses
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Population Growth per Communities - Census 2016

1. Lower Hamilton -2%

2. Upper Hamilton 0.98%

3. Stoney Creek 6% (mostly by the lakefront)

4. Glanbrook/Binbrook 25%

5. Ancaster 9%

6. Dundas -2.5%

7. Flamborough 6%

8. Map included showing the growth area in dark brown

2016 Census Data shows there is no valid support for LRT.
1. All the growth is in the suburbs
Majority of Homes being sold in Ward 2, 3 and 4 are purchased by Torontonians
They are looking for an easy commute
This makes these Wards a Bedroom Community
Bedroom community will not use LRT
Lower Hamilton is declining in population
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Using these current statistics:
1. Population Growth from 2011 to 2016 is 3% (all in the suburbs)
2. Lower City -2% (lower city in decline)
3. Census Data included

Based on above data the growth is in the suburbs, which will have no use for the LRT

What facilitates population growth?

1. Jobs
We have all these brown fields at the north of the city
Transportation has to be flexible, environmentally friendly buses
They are not noisy
They have ability to change the lights, giving it right of way
This would help create a positive future for the whole city
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We were supposed to get 600 million for transit and infrastructure and instead we get LRT that
is most destructive path for this city.

1. It will cripple Hamilton

2. The suburbs have no benefit

It will punish our senior citizens with heavy burden to get to the LRT stops providing

barely any access

It will destroy all the businesses and decimate King Street

We will not have money for infrastructure

There is an urgent need to address our crumbling infrastructure

We will be haemorrhaging money to subsidize LRT without sufficient ridership to cover

the cost

8. Currently, the only profitable line for the HSR is the Beeline 10 Bus Route —the LRT
eliminates the Beeline and the HSR will require even more subsidy from the city

9. LRT is not flexible, where as smart buses can be added or removed based on need

10. In 2016 the ridership decreased by approximately 700,000
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McMaster University
1. There is large commute of their students from various cities using GO buses
2. Full time students already have HSR Bus pass included in their tuition

One of Hamilton's politicians made a comment to a businessman:

“Businesses come and go.”

2. ltis not about businesses rather people’s livelihood, some businesses have been there
for decades

3. Businesses employ citizens of this city — we certainly do not need to add to our
unemployment rate

4. Businesses are already banding together and will likely proceed with a class action suit
should the LRT proceed.
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We are giving up our street to Metrolinx
1. Once we give them our street
2. We no longer have control over our King Street
3. All decisions regarding changes to King street belong to Metrolinx

In closing | would like to ask all of you deciding on this destructive course for the City of
Hamilton
1. When this becomes a disaster: you will be putting our future and livelihood on the line
2. What are you going to put on the line?
3. We as citizens are asking you the following question
4. Will you give up your political pensions and that includes Premier Kathleen Wynn?
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2016 Census Population and Dwelling Counts for the City of Hamilton by Census Tracts

CensusTract - Population - Population ' -Population: :Population - Total Private = ' Private Area KM - Popuiation . Census Tract Community
2016 2011 Change Percentage - ‘Dwellings = Dwellings Density/KM Name
Change 2016 Occupled
2016
1.01 2,193 2,118 75 35 772} 766 5.52 397.6] 5370001.01 Upper Hamilton
1.02 5,302 5475 173 3.2 1,784 1,760 1.29 4,024/ 5370001.02 | Upper Hamilton
1.04 6,305 6,223 82| 1.3 1,930] 1,897 17 37025 5370001.04 | Upper Hamilton
1.05 5,344 4,695 649 13.8 1,624 1,619 1.55 3,443.7. 5370001.05 = Upper Hamilton
1.06 5,191) 5,411 220 441 1,623 1,609 1.48 3,511.0, 5370001.06 | Upper Hamilton
1.07 3,725 3,713 12 0.3 1,274 1,268 0.76 49227 5370001.07 | Upper Hamilton
1.08 6,556 6,125 431 7 2,063 2,051 1.64)  4,001.5] 5370001.08 | Upper Hamilton
1.00 4,566 4,445 121 2.7 1,406 1,389 1.97 2,3180, 5370001.09 | Upper Hamilton
2.01 5,122 5,079 43 0.8 1,639 1,614 1.48 34503 5370002.01 | Upper Hamilton
2.03 3,069 3,066 3 0.1 1,095 1,082 0.77 3,979.0, 537000203 | Upper Hamilton
2.04 4,629 4,790, -161 -3.4 1,556 1,541 098]  4,706.2] 5370002.04 | Upper Hamilton
2.05 7.625 6,138 1487 24.2 2,315 2,308 1.96 3,882.4) 5370002.05  Upper Hamilton
2.06] 3,544 2,686 858 31.9 1,444 1,408 2.67 1,329.4  5370002.06 | Upper Hamilion
3.01 5,224 5,257 33 06 1,097 1,975 1.22 4,2029 5370003.01 | Upper Hamiiton
3.02 3,494 3,445 49 14 1,317 1,314 0.87 4,013.8] 5370003.02 | Upper Hamillon
3.03 3,264 2,997 267 8.9 1,108 1,099 0.73 4,4469 5370003.03 | Upper Hamilton
3.04| 5,832 5,843/ -1 -0.2 2,310 2,247 1.74)  3,346.1] 5370003.04 | Upper Hamilion
4.01, 3,243 3,235 8 0.2 1,385 1,369 098 33088/ 537000401 | Upper Hamilton
4.02] 4,189 4,321 -132 -3.1 1,693 1676) 1, 4,189.0] 5370004.02 | Upper Hamilton
501 6,111 6,136 25 0.4 2,379 2,338 1.85 3,302.9] 5370005.01 | Upper Hamilton
5.02 3,893 3,884 9 0.2 1415 1414 0.95  4,107.4] §370005.02 | Upper Hamilton
5.03 4,003 4,053 50 1.2 1,530 1,518 0.94 4,2558] 5370005.03 | Upper Hamilton
6 4,699 4,699 0 o 2,122 2,066 22/ 21325 5370006.00 | UpperHamilton
7 3,382 3,201 181 5.7 1,628 1,586 0.86 3,943.1] 5370007.00 | Upper Hamilton
8 2,533 2,536 -3 0.1 1,118 1,098 0.8 3,156.4/ 5370008.00 | Upper Hamilton
9 3,601 3,723 122 33 1,451 1,412 0.86 4,707/ 5370000.00 | Upper Hamilton
10 3,132 3,136 4 0.1 1,392 1,360 0.91 3.459.6] 5370010.00 | Upper Hamilton
1 2,262 2,250 12 05 946 924 0.85 2,647.8, 5370011.00 | Upper Hamilton
12 1,524 1512 12 08 765 627 0.43 3,565.7] 56370012.00 | Upper Hamilton
13 2,818 2,816 2 0.1 1,126 1,073 155 1,822.2, 5370013.00 | Upper Hamilton
14 2,707 2,728 21 0.8 1,062 1,042 1.18 2,2039/ §370014.00 | Upper Hamilton
15 1,782 1,471 31 211 754 750 0.62 2,879.8 5370015.00 | Upper Hamilton
16 506 917 411 -44.8 170 0.46 1,104.1] 5370016.00 | Upper Hamiiton
17 3,450 3,302 67 2 1,346 2.64 1,310.7, 5370017.00 | Lower Hamilton
18 120 62 58 93.5 0 0.38 319.7 5370018.00 | Upper Hamilton
19 3,932 3,859 73 1.9 1,686 1.2 3,283.0 5370019.00 | Upper Hamilton
20 3,959 4,022 63 16 1,717 1.09 3,638.8] 5370020.00 | Upper Hamilton
21 4,441 4,598 157 34 1,989 1.05 42235 5370021.00 : Upper Hamilton
22 4,706 4,715 -9 0.2 2,359 0.92 51135/ 5370022.00 | Upper Hamilton
23 2,248 2,271 23 -1 951 0.83 2,705.8, 5370023.00 | UpperHamilton
24 2,500 2,584 -84 3.3 1,080 0.8 3,116.4] 5370024.00 | Upper Hamilion
25 2,817 2,756 61 2.2 1,140 226 1,244.0. 537002500 . Lower Hamillon
26.01 3,397 3,355 42| 1.3 1,656 0.95 3,583.01 5370026.01 | Lower Hamilton
26.02 1,819 1,881 62 3.3 893 062, 29353 5370026.02 | Lower Hamilton
26.03 2,056 2,122 -66| -3.1 720 097,  2,121.3] 5370026.03 | Lower Hamilton
26.04 1,534 1,573 -39 25 624 1 1,540.6, 5370026.04 | Lower Hamilton
26.05 400, 4,173 -73| .7 1,686 274 1,4937| 5370026.05 | Lower Hamilton
26.06 5,436 5,797 -361 6.2 2,061 147 4,647.7. 5370026.06 | Lower Hamilton
27 1,080, 1,064 16| 1.5 485 0.55 1,976.6/ 5370027.00 | Lower Hamilton
28 2,712 2,849 137 4.8 1,249 0.72 37609 537002800 & LowerHamillon
29 4,350 4,335 15| 0.3 2,000 101, 4,203.8/ 5370029.00 | Lower Hamilton
30 4,062 4,011 51 13 1,658 1.05 3,874.8 5370030.00 | Lower Hamilton
31 2,070 2,008 -28 -1.3 837 096 21666, 5370031.00 | Lower Hamilton
32 3,180 3,312 132 -4 1,468 0.74 4,270.7. 5370032.00 | Lower Hamilton
33 3,092 3,178 -86| 27 1,303 0.7 4,390.8, 5370033.00 | Lower Hamilton




2016 Census Population and Dwelling Counts for the City of Hamilton by Census Tracts

CensusTract Population Population Population = Population Total Private Private Area KM Population Census Tract Community
2016 2011 Change Percentage . Dwellings . . Dwellings Density/KM Name
Change 2016 Occupied
( ‘ - 2016 X ¢ , ,,

34 5,258, 5,019 239, 48 3,329 3,019 0.92 5,686.8 5370034.00 | Lower Hamilton
35 3,648 3,669 21 0.6 2,083 1,821 0.44 8,382.4 5370035.00 = Lower Hamilton
36 2,492 3,243 751 -23.2 1,615 1,374 0.36 6,926.1 5370036.00 | Lower Hamilton
37| 2,588 2,464 124, 5 2,152 1,047 0.32) 8,189.9] 5370037.00 | Lower Hamilton
38 3,914 3,633 281 7.7 2,805 2,615 0.33) 11,7644 5370038.00  Lower Hamilton
39 5,127 4,982 145 29 3,305 3,044 0.35/ 14,7965 5370039.00 | Lower Hamiiton
40 1,984 1,985 -1 0.1 1,107 1,055, 0.34 5808.0 5370040.00 = Lower Hamilton
41 2,168 2,001 167 8.3 1,252 1,079 0.44 53033 5370041.00 | Lower Hamilton
42 2,688 2,685 3 0.1 1,312 1,226 1.51 1,785.0/ 5370042.00 | Lower Hamilton
43 3,587 3,977 -390 98 2,413 1,493 1.88 1,908.3, 5370043.00 | Lower Hamilton
44 4,486 4,369 17 27 2,633 2,366 1.16! 3,861.20 5370044.00  Lower Hamilton
45 2,936 3,014 -78 2.6 1,944 1,157] 3.16 930.0, 5370045.00 | Lower Hamilton
46 3,353 3,165 188 59 1,610 1,389 1.22 2,740.7, 5370046.00 @ Lower Hamilton
47 3,140 2,867 273 9.5 1,797 1,685 1.23 2,546.2 5370047.00 | Lower Hamilton
48 1,898 1,858 40 22 1,062 950 0.37 5122.8) 5370048.00 | Lower Hamilton
49 2,422 2,473 -51 2.1 1,538 1,193 0.45 5432.9] 5370049.00 | Lower Hamilton
50 3,697 4,341 644 -14.8 2,097 1,761 0.55 6,701.1  5370050.00 = Lower Hamilton
51 4,334 4,236 98, 23 2,220, 1,817 0.55 7,917.4) 6370051.00 | Lower Hamilton
52 3,549 3,772 -223 59 1,935 1,622, 0.53 6.757.4 5370052.00 = Lower Hamilton
53 3,120 3,096 24 0.8 1,423 1,301 0.5 6,277.7/ 5370053.00 | Lower Hamilton
54 2,560 2,732 172, 6.3 1,233 1,153 0.48 5279.4) 5370054.00 | Lower Hamilton
55 2,920 2,943 -23 0.8 1,301 1,258 0.54 5410.4/ 5370055.00 | Lower Hamilton

56 3,231 3,266 -35 11 1,427 1,401 1.15 28164 5370056.00 = Lower Hamilton
57 2,997 3,070 73 24 1,418 1,334 0.61 4,916.3] 5370057.00 | Lower Hamilton
58 2,382 2,361 21 0.9 1,181 1,060 0.7 3,386.4 5370058.00  Lower Hamillon
59 3,026 3,173 -147 4.6 1,349 1,246 0.72 4,191.1, 5370059.00 | Lower Hamilton

60 2,629 2,770 -141 5.1 1,119 1,020 0.67 39134 5370060.00 | Lower Hamilton

81 3,012 3,151 -139, 4.4 1,468 1,169 06 50259 5370061.00 . Lower Hamilton

62 3,312 3,395 -83 2.4 1,613 1,345 0.59 5611.7] 5370062.00 = Lower Hamilton

63 2,705 3,381 -676 -20 1,483 1,142 0.57 4,722.4] 5370063.00 | Lower Hamilton

64 1,689 1,658 31 1.9 797 702 0.57 2,954.9 5370064.00 = Lower Hamilton
65| 2,410 2,413 3 -0.1 994 935 1.75 1,381.0, 5370065.00 | Lower Hamilton
66 4,965 5,189 -224 4.3 2,306/ 2,055 1.46) 3,401.2 5370066.00 = Lower Hamilton
67 1,855 1,687 168 10 762! 686 2.37 7822, 5370067.00 | Lower Hamillon
68 857 884 24 27 418, 381 495 17320 5370088.00 | Lower Hamilton

69 851 883 32, -36 390 368 5.53 153.8/ 5370069.00 | Lower Hamilton

70 2,101 2,207 -106. -4.8 910 870 2.37 886.9) 5370070.00 . Lower Hamilton

71 6,532 6,612 -80/ -1.2 2,860, 2,718 1.89) 34499, 5370071.00 | Lower Hamilion
72.01 115, 120 5 42 50 47 459 25.0, 5370072.01 = Lower Hamilton
72.02 3,903 3,931 62 1.6 1,824 1,771 1.4 2,857.7, 5§370072.02 | Lower Hamilton
72,03 6,550 7,055 -505 7.2 2,820 2,73 0.7 9,300.0 5370072.03 = Lower Hamilton
72.04 3,391 3,461 -70, 2 1,264 1,245/ 0.9 3,753.6/ 5370072.04 | Lower Hamilton
73 1,176 1,162 14 1.2 631 546 1.82 6455 5370073.00 = Lower Hamilton
80.01 2,197 2,447 250, -10.2! 804! 776! 54.92 400, 5370080.01 = Stoney Creek
80.03' 6,339 4,551 1788 3983 2,188 2,168 478 1,326.8.  5370080.03 Stoney Creek
80.05 7,111 6,546 565 8.6/ 2,138/ 2,118 3.44 2,066.7, 5370080.05 Stoney Creek
80.06 5,276 5,454 -178) 3.3 1,654 1,650, 2.16 2,445.1  5370080.06 Stoney Creek
80.07 3,046, 2,130 916, 43 978 969 142 2,139.3] 5370080.07 Stoney Creek
81 2,340 2,291 49 21 1,123 1,099 0.98 2,389.5  5370081.00 Stoney Creek
82 3,526 3,624 -98! 2.7 1,749 1,702! 1.15, 3,064.5! 5370082.00 Stoney Creek
83 2,378 2,383 -5 0.2 1,184 1,151 0.86 2,769 5370083.00 Stoney Creek
84.01 2,688 2,690 2! 0.1 1,000 983 1 2,680.5 5370084.01 Stoney Creek
84.02 3,009 3,029 70 23 1,274 1,263 1! 31055 5370084.02  Stoney Creek
84.03 2,022 -23] -1.1 763 752 0.96 | 5370084.03 | Stoney Creek
84.04 1,887 g 05 959 950 247 5370084.04 Stoney Creek




2016 Census Population and Dwelling Counts for the City of Hamilton by Census Tracts
CensusTract Population Population Population Population Total Private Private Area KM Population Census Tract Community
2016 2011 Change Percentage Dwellings Dwellings Density/KM Name
Change 2016 Occupied
; ‘ 2016 ,
84.05 3,002 2,962 40 14 1,053 1,033 0.92 3,269.1 5370084.05 | Stoney Creek
85.01 4,192 4,283 91 2.1 1,439 1,428 2.56 1,636.1 537008501 | Stoney Creek
85.02 6,528, 6,637 -108 1.6 2,249 2,233 1.73 3,762.8 5370085.02 | Stoney Creek
85.03 4,120, 3,606, 514, 14.3 1,628 1,572 8.02 513.9) 537008503 = Stoney Creek
86 9,719 8,564 1155) 13.5 3,218 3,181 11.88 817.9 5370086.00 | Stoney Creek
100.01 9,635 5,446 4189 76.9 3,194 3,150 33.23 289.8) 5370100.01 Glanbrook
100.02 7,891 6,229 1662 26.7 2,732, 2,671 77.55 101.8/ 5370100.02 Glanbrook
101.01 7,821, 6,862 959 14 3,256 3,230 27.69 282.4) 5370101.01 Glanbrook
101.02 4,514 3,901| 613] 15.7 1,554 1,510 65.06 69.4) 5370101.02 Glanbrook
120.02 2,163 2,203 40 -1.8 712 692 76.94 284 5370120.02 Ancaster
120.03 6,871 5,475 1396 255 2,206 2,185 2.31 29739 5370120.03 Ancaster
120.04 6,049 4,056 1993 49.1 1,878 1,844 3.28 1,847.0, 5370120.04 Ancaster
121 1,812 1,791 21 12 665 632 63.23 287, 5370121.00 Ancaster
122.01 5,386 5,574 -188 3.4 1,991 1,977 2.83 1,902.0, 5370122.01 Ancaster
122.02 6,724 6,741 -7 0.3 2,311 2,295 8 1,120.3 5370122.02 Ancaster
123 7,725 7,353 372 5.1! 2,742, 2,683 7.44 1,038.8  5370123.00 Ancaster
124 3,827 3,718 109 2.9 1,321 1,300 14.6 262.1] 5370124.00 Ancaster
130.02 3,808 3,955 -147 3.7 1,522 1,508 2.62 14522 5370130.02 Dundas
130.03 3,543 3,589 -46 1.3 1,336 1,317 2.08 1,7045, 5370130.03 Dundas
131 4,601 4,668 67 1.4 1,905 1,855 11.07 4155 5370131.00 Dundas
132 3,010 3,005 5 0.2 1,581, 1,532 11 2,7326, 5370132.00 Dundas
133.01 3,444 3,601 157 4.4 1,194 1,183 4.07 8465 5370133.01 Dundas
133.02 5,879 6,089 210 34 2,587 2,522 2.37 24826 5370133.02 Dundas
140.02 8,605 7,430 1175 15.8 3,075 3,045 10.22 8420 5370140.02 : Flamborough
140.03 7,579 6,140 1439, 234 2,532 2,524 6.86 1,105.4, 5370140.03 Flamborough
140.04 3,634 3,478 156 45 1,313 1,300 3.03 1,985 5370140.04 Flamborough
144 3,993 4,130 137 3.3 1,486 1,450 37.94 105.2] 5370141.00 Flamborough
142,01 3,898 3,932 -34 0.9 1,360, 1,328 12217 31.9  5370142.01 Flamborough
142.02 4,004 4,000 4 0.1 1,663 1,631 137.49 291 5370142.02 Flamborough
143 3,835 3,781 54 14 1,398 1,355 78.31 49,0, 5370143.00 Flamborough
5,161 5,331 70 3.2 1,741 1,704 60.89 84.8, 5370144.01 Flamborough
1,947 1,870 77 4.1 667 658 34.03 §7.2. 537014402 = Flamborough

536,917 519,949 16,968 3.3 222,918 211,596 1,117 480.6






Population and Occupied Private Dwellings, City of Hamilton by Community, 2001-2016

Lower Harillon
Upper Hamilton
Stoney Creek

February 2017

27,490
24,385
37,795
12,145
331,120
187,730
143,390
57,330
490,265

188,165

33,230
24,700
39,220
15,290
329,820
182,365
147,455
62,290
504,550

10,780
9,365
13,070
5,680
133,780
79,935
53,845
21,780

194,455

36,910
24,910
40,090
22,440
330,480
180,245
150,235
65,120
519,950

12,235
9,910
13,926
8,215
136,150
80,460
55,690
23,370
203,805

40,560
24,285
42,655
20,860
330,090
176,815
153,275
69,470
536,920

Source: 2001 - 2016 Statislics Canada Census (excludes +/- net coverage). Values may differ due to rounding of aggregated geographies. 2001 - 2016 values
produced by aggregating Census tracts to Community geographies. City of Hamilton, Planning and Economic Development Department, Produced by PED GIS,

7,330

-415
Flamborough 1,425 425 870 855 2,665 1,070 3435 1,925
Glanbrook 3,145 1,320 7,150 2,535 7.420 2,345 14,570 4,880,
Hamilton -1,300 430 660 2,370 -380 1,340 270 3,710
Lower Harmillon -5,365 -1,405 -3,430 -135 -5,550 390
Upper Hamillon 3,040 1,475 5,820 3,320

Stoney Creek 4,350 1,660 7,180

14,285

6,235

15,400

16,970

Population and Occupied Private Dwellings Change, City of Hamilton by Community, 2001-2016

Source: 2001 - 2016 Statistics Canada Census (excludes +/- net coverage). Values may differ due to rounding of aggregated geographies. 2001 - 2016 values
produced by aggregaling Census tracts to Community geographies. City of Hamilton, Planning and Economic Development Depariment, Produced by PED GIS,
February 2017

Population and Occupied Private Dwellings Percentage Change, City of Hamilton by Community, 2001-2016

Ancaster 20.9% 18.8%, 11.1% 13.5% 9.9% 22.1%

Dundas 1.3% 3.1% 0.9% 5.8% -2.5% 0.1% 1.7%

Flamborough 3.8% 3.4% 2.2% 6.5% 6.4% 7.7% 8.8%

Glanbrook 25.9% 30.3% 46.8% 44.6% 33.1% 28.5% 95.3%

Hamilton -0.4% 0.3% 0.2% 1.8% -0.1% 1.0% 0.1% X
Lower Hamiflon -2.9% -1.7% -1.2% 0.7% -1.9% -0.2% -3.0% 0.5%
Upper Hamilton 2.8% 3.5% 1.9% 3.4% 2.0% 2.6% 3.9% 6.2%

Stoney Creek 8.7% 10.5% 4.5% 6.7%

Source: 2001 - 2016 Stalistics Canada Census (excludes +/- net coverage). Values may differ due fo rounding of aggregated geographies. 2001 - 2016 values
produced by aggregating Census tracls to Community geographles. City of Hamilton, Planning and Economic Development Department, Produced by PED GIS,
February 2017



Persons Density and Persons per Occupied Private Dwelling for the City of Hamilton by Community, 2001-2016

Lower Hamitton
Upper Hamilton
Stoney Creek

Source: 2001 - 2016 Statistics Canada Census (excludes +/- net coverage). Values may differ due to rounding of aggregated geographies. 2001 - 2016 values produced by
aggregating Census tracls to Community geographies. City of Hamilton, Planning and Economic Development Department, Produced by PED GIS, February 2017



