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N ward 1
B ward 2

Ward 3
B Wward 4
B ward 5
B Ward 6

S
Dunnville
~

v

Ward
Number

2024 Total
Population

2034 Total
Population

Optimal
Range

Optimal

Variance
Range

Variance

2024 WARD BOUNDARY REVIEW

Principle

Does the
Current Ward
Structure Meet
the Respective

Comment

Representation by

Principle?

Two of the six wards exceed the +25%

Representation

No

Population range of variation.
Protection of . . )

. Partially Only two of the six wards include
Communities of . .

Successful coherent communities of interest.
Interest
Consideration of Population growth will not overcome the
Present and Future No existing population imbalance but will
Population Trends actually further put wards out of parity.
Consideration of
Most boundaries are regular and/or visible
Natural and Largely . L
i lines. A significant natural boundary

Physical Successful . .

. (Grand River) is not largely used.
Boundaries

) The relationships between constituents
Effective ) . .
No and councillors hinder the achievement of

effective voter representation.
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What We Heard °



Public Engagement — Round 1 ﬂ

177 Responses
Please indicate the ONE guiding principle that

should be given the greatest priority to ensure
effective voter representation:

Communities of

/ Interest

36%

Representation by
Population
33%

N

Population and

Growth Trends ~—__ Geographic

18% Representation
13%

N
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Public Engagement — Round 2

140 Responses

Which ward do you live in?

I don't know _Not applicable
145%_ [  2.90%
Ward 6

797% 4

AN

Ward4__ —
21.74%

A~ Ward 1

Ward 5 26.81%

9.42%

Ward 2
12.32%

TT——__ Ward3
17.39%

35
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z

Which community in Haldimand
County do you live?

|

|

22.46%

21.01%

17.39%

13.77%

10.87%
6.52%
I 3.62% 435%
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Public Engagement — Round 2

140 Responses

How long have you lived in
Haldimand County?

z

Which of the four
preliminary options do you
prefer?

120
80.15%
Preliminary N ‘
Option 4 o preference
100 1A% S 2111%
80
60
40 Preliminary Prelirpinary
Option 3 \ / Option 1
34.94% 10.84%
20 12.50%
0 - ~—Preliminary
0-5 Years 6-10 Years 10+ Years | do not live in Option 2
Haldimand County 12.05%
N, —a
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Preliminary Options Review



Caledonia split: river is a logical delineation;

Preliminary Option 1

Keeps the lakeshore in one ward with similar issues

Haldimand courty ; \\ Yoo | Lng under one jurisdiction BUT is a very large ward;
eg W;ng\ éiwy :ﬁ = SettlementAreas ] ] ) ]
- e |« Hagersville now in same ward with Jarvis/Townsend;
L e « We heard from many residents that the Dunnville area
A across the river should be contained with urban
o I waras .
| e Dunnville. T
oo ) 0| e e CurrentWard

Principle Structure Meet
the Respective
Principle?

Wellandport Rd.

All wards fall within the £25% range of
Yes variation with three wards within the
optional range (£5%).

All six wards include coherent
communities of interest with Caledonia

Representation by
Population

Protection of

Communities of Yes .
—— —" Interest being represented by two wards,
Preliminary Option 1 e s gy nteres . .
e § O [ divided north and south of the river.
s Consideration of Five of the six wards fall within the
s onsiderationo . L ) -
Laks Eris —J Partially +25% range of variation while growth in
Presentand Future . . .
) Successful Caledonia result in Ward 6 falling above
Long Point Bay o , Population Trends o .
2024 2034 i/ : the 25% variance.
Total Population Optimal Total Population Optimal [N Consideration of
Ward Population Variance Range Population VELE ] Range ) Natural and Most boundaries are regular and/or
Ward 1 8,892 099 © 9,284 0.84 N . Yes o
Ward 2 8,986 100 O 11,935 1.07 ‘ Physical visible lines.
Ward 3 7,818 0.87 8,499 0.77 / s Boundaries
Ward 4 10,557 1.17 11,531 1040 O | — -
) Future population imbalances hinder the
Ward 5 8,466 0.94 10,154 0.91 Effective Largely
Ward 6 9,209 1.02] O 15,231 1.37 . . achievement of complete effective
Total/Average 53,927 8,988 66,634 11,106 Representation Successful representation
—————
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Preliminary Option 2

Haldimand County
Preliminary Option 2

Long Point Bay

Total
Population

2024
Population

Variance

Optimal

Range

Ward 1 9,284
Ward 2 8,986 11,935
Ward 3 7,818 8,499
Ward 4 10,557 11,531
Ward 5 10,078 11,787
Ward 6 7,597 13,598
Total/Average 53,927 66,634

/ ~
’ &
/psranuegrioisied #

& =M

o E SettlementAreas
& -
&‘\\ Option 2

<
; =
Canh“gbomu b RdShR o oudd B Gre ™

Legend

==
. Current Wards [}

-20.Rd—] [7} Ward 1
Ward 2
} Ward 3
I ward 4
[ waras ®
- Ward 6

4 Do

PortDavidson:Rd—p

—(RR-2T

ellandport Rd— 4

Wards 1-4 remain unchanged from Option 1;

Balanced Caledonia populations both present
and future;

Caledonia wards no longer split cleanly by river

Haldimand County
Preliminary Option 2

cﬂyug o 8,
22

2034

Total Population Optimal g

Population Variance

Range

Legend
[ settementareas
Option 2
| | Ward 1
I wara2
Ward3
B wara 4
I waras
B verss

Ward 3

Principle

Representation by

Does the
Current Ward
Structure Meet
the Respective
Principle?

Comment

All wards fall within the £25% range of

Population Yes variation with two wards within the

optional range (£5%).

All six wards include coherent
Protection of communities of interest with Caledonia
Communities of Yes being represented by two wards. This
Interest configuration does not divide Caledonia

north and south of the river.
Consideration of Largely All six wards fall within the £25% range of
Presentand Future Successful variation while growth in Caledonia result
Population Trends in Ward 6 approaching +25% variance.
Consideration Of_ Most boundaries are regular and/or visible
Natural and Physical Yes lines.
Boundaries

This model meets all the guiding principles
Effective Yes and accounts for existing and future
Representation population parity while maintaining

communities of interest.
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Preliminary Option 4

Haldimand County
Preliminary Option 4

<
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Long Point Bay

~5€ix Nations 40

Total
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Legend
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==
Current Wards
LN

Option 4
[ Warat

Ward 2
} Ward 3
I ward 4
[ waras
- Ward 6

PortDavidson:Rd—p
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_Wellandport Rd—

Wards 1-4 remain unchanged from Option 1/2;

Balanced Caledonia populations both present and
future;

New Caledonia ward configuration compared with
Options 1 and 2.

Does the
Current Ward
Structure Meet
the Respective

Principle

Comment

Haldimand County
Preliminary Option 4

2024 2034
Population

Variance

Optimal
Range

Total
Population

Population
Variance

Ward 1 8,892 9,284
Ward 2 8,986 11,935
Ward 3 7,818 8,499
Ward 4 10,557 11,531
Ward 5 9,561 12,420
Ward 6 8,114 12,965
Total/Average 53,927 66,634

Optimal

Range

Principle?

Leaend i All wards fall within the £25% range of
9 Representation by L . .
[ setementeas . Yes variation with two wards within the
Option 4 Population .
wara 1 optional range (+5%).
x:j All six wards include coherent
[ vras Protection of communities of interest with Caledonia
B verss . Largely . )
I waas Communities of s ful being represented by two wards. This
uccessfu
Interest configuration does not divide Caledonia
north and south of the river.
Consideration of . .
All six wards fall within the £25% range of
Present and Future Yes iati
variation.
Population Trends
Consideration of
i Most boundaries are regular and/or visible
Natural and Physical Yes lines
wara 3 Boundaries '
This model meets all the guiding principles
Effective Yes and accounts for existing and future
Representation population parity while maintaining
communities of interest.
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Pre”minary Opthn 3 « Has similarities to the existing system outside of the

Caledonia/Dunnville areas;

Haldimand County
Preliminary Option 3

Legend * The lakeshore is split amongst 3 different wards (status

] ; ed, )[R quoy;

. ,54J : ook gy %: \//\\ |O|-)ti;n3 . ]

. - Ea « Ward 4 remains large and stretches from Hagersville to
s"; o &ix Nations 40 < \@' ; Ward 3 D un nVi I Ie ;

4
g

E I ward 4
o - Similar feedback to Options 1,2 & 4 regarding Dunnville

%,RRJ’ and the river-

Does the
Current Ward

Principle Structure Meet Comment
the Respective

Principle?
i All wards fall within the £25% range of
Representation by L . L .
. Yes variation with one ward within the optional
Population
range (+5%).
All six wards include coherent
Protection of Largel communities of interestwith Caledonia
e e Communities of s 4 yf I being represented by two wards. Rural
Preliminary Opt uccessiu . . . . .
Interest configuration is different than presented in
Preliminary Options 1, 2 and 4.
et ] . Five of the six wards fall within the £25%
Consideration of o . .
Long Point Bay Largely range of variation while growth in
Presentand Future ) ) )
e g P lation Trend Successful Caledonia result in Ward 6 falling above
; opulation Trends
A bt " : WY P the 25% variance.
Total Population Optimal Total Population Optimal : 3
Population Variance Range Population Variance Range W - X Consideration of L i Most boundari | d isibl
/ arge ost boundaries are regular and/or visible
Ward 1 8,420 8,661 Natural and Physical gely ) g
Ward 2 9,323 10,414 . Successful lines.
Ward 3 10,986 11,960 Boundaries
Ward 4 7,519 10,210 — -
. . Future population imbalances hinder the
Ward 5 9,719 11,429 Effective Largely e pop _
Ward 6 7.960 13.960 . achievement of complete effective
. . Representation Successful )
Total/Average 53,927 66,634 11,106 representation.

e
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For Consideration
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How should the lakeshore be distributed?

 Ward+
 wad2
. Ward3

anUaDI0}
8
2
|

/

& P ward 4
b" - -
/ $ | I veras If Considered too big:
& £ & 4 .
s 2 g e - Add eastern area to Dunnville?
\0‘537 r-',;,/./@ /\\ ,g ~«:‘j_3)__1 =
2 \\\New ST 1 é@_—_;e-anborough~Rdt;an5fJ,‘m,‘g“/"*°€/tj/‘§%z\'_—RR2

- Add in western area to
Hagersville/Jarvis/Townsend
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Adjusted Options For
Discussion
Option 1-B

« Adjustment made between Wards
1 and 4 (wards 2, 3, 5, 6 same as Option
1)

« Ward 4 outside of acceptable
population range in 2024 (+35%)
but comes into parity.

« Ward 1 falls outside of acceptable
25% population range in longer
term.

z

Total
Population

2024

Population
Variance

Optimal

Range

Total
Population

Population

2034

Optimal

Variance Range

Ward 1 7,058 0.79] O 7,040
5 |Ward 2 8,986 1.00] O 11,935
B \Vard 3 8,061 8,741
Ward 4 12,148 13,533
Ward 5 8,466 094 O 10,154
Ward 6 9,209 1.02] O 15,231 !
Total/Average 53,927 8,988 66,634 11,106




What areas are connected to Hagersville? ﬂ

\\\New Credit 40A

Z
ot »
=1, o,

)
)
@
&
(o5

irownsend ¢
/" Ward 1

Options 1, 2, 4 = large lakeshore ward Option 3 = large ward 4

It is practically impossible to attach Hagersville to other ward configurations due to its population
concentration
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Adjusted Options For
Discussion
Option 3-B

z

Adjustment made between Wards 2, 3
and 4 (wards 1, 5, 6 same as Option 3);

« Ward 4 becomes larger;

« Ward 3 outside of acceptable

population range in 2024 (+35%) but
comes into parity;

« Ward 2/6 fall slightly outside of the
acceptable 25% population range in

N //’ y ‘ilt 4
NS longer term.
2024 2034
e mas ke e Total Population Optimal Total Population Optimal
Population Variance Range Population Variance Range
_ 0 5 10 Kmfard 1
e (Frellai 2y e Ward 2 7,484 8,165
Ward 3 12,148 13,533
Ward 4 8,196 0.91 O- 10,886
Ward 5 9,719 1.08 O+ 11,429
Ward 6 7,960 0.89 O- 13,960
Total/Average 53,927 8,988 66,634




How should the proposed Caledonia wards be configured?

Option 2: Better Pop. Parity (In Option 3: Best Pop. Parity (In
2024 and longer term) 2024 and longer term)

Option 1: River Split (Good
population parity in 2024 but not in

future)
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D SettlementAreas
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0 wara2
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e lland River
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Questions?
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