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Distributed September 12, 2025 Item No. 

C1. Eddy Aceti, Tracie Court, Vaughan, dated September 11, 2025 1 

C2. Jean-François Obregón, Laurel Valley Court, Vaughan, dated 
September 12, 2025 

1 

C3. Feedback received from residents by Members of Council 1 

C4. Memorandum from the Deputy City Manager, Public Works, dated 
September 12, 2025 

1 

C5. Confidential memorandum from the City Solicitor and City 
Manager, dated September 12, 2025 

1 

Distributed September 14, 2025  

C6. Alan Archibald, Conley Street, Thornhill, dated September 12, 2025 1 

C7. Marinka Nupoort, Maple, dated September 12, 2025 1 

C8. Robert Okamoto, Vaughan, dated September 13, 2025 1 

C9. Robin Jones, Association of Municipalities of Ontario, University 
Avenue, Toronto, dated September 10, 2025 

1 

C10. Presentation to York Region Committee of the Whole, dated 
September 11, 2025 

1 

C11. Kathryn Angus, dated September 13, 2025 1 

C12. I. Poretta, dated September 13, 2025 1 

C13. Feedback received from residents by Members of Council 1 

C14. Presentation material (revised September 15, 2025) 1 

C15. Confidential presentation material 1 

Distributed September 15, 2025  

C16. Newspaper article from the National Post submitted by Councillor 
Martow 
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C17.  Andrea Agh, Dina Road, Maple, dated September 14, 2025 1 

C18. Newspaper article from the Toronto Star, dated September 13, 
2025, submitted by Councillor Iafrate 

1 

C19. Lou Rossi, dated September 14, 2025 1 

C20. Jean-François Obregón, Laurel Valley Court, Vaughan, dated 
September 15, 2025 

1 

C21. Sean Shapiro, The Canadian Organization for Better Traffic and 
Education Inc., Millway Avenue, Concord 

1 

C22. David Schenck, Mira Vista Place, Woodbridge, dated  
September 15, 2025 

1 
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Please do not scrap the automated speed enforcement program. I hope that ASE’s continued
usage can help to prevent similar incidents in the future.

Thank you for your time and attention.

Sincerely,

Jean-François Obregón

 Laurel Valley Court
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June 27/25
To:
Adriano Volpentesta
Ward 2 (Woodbridge West)
Vaughan City Hall, Level 400,
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive,
Vaughan, L6A 1T1
Dear Councillor Volpentesta,
I hope this message finds you well.
You may not remember me, but we’ve met a few times over the years—the most
memorable being when we sat at the same table  a few
years ago.
Anyway, I am writing to bring to your attention what I believe is a deeply unfair
situation. Normally I wouldn’t bother you about something like this, but it is regarding
a speed camera ticket issued to my vehicle, on May 13, 2025 under offence number

This vehicle is registered to and old accounting practice
that I used to operate known  have since sold the business
but still own the name.
The ticket in question recorded a speed of 82 km/h in a 50 km/h zone. The fixed fine
is $477.25, but due to my fixed pension, I initially submitted a request for a reduction
in the fine. That request was denied, by way of a scripted email response, though I
was granted an extension to pay until November. Should you wish to take a look, I
have taken the liberty of attaching the email above.
Since that time, I learned that the City has suspended enforcement of speed camera
fines and is now issuing warnings instead of penalties for similar infractions. I
referenced this major policy change in a follow-up response to Mr. Passley from the
camera enforcement division.
Following this, I was told I could appeal again — which I did. However, during the
appeal hearing, the tribunal representative told me that she was unable to even
consider the new information I had submitted, including the fact that the City had
changed its enforcement approach. She stated she could only address the original
decision and could not access the updated materials.
This is what I find especially unjust: I took the proper steps, submitted my explanation
in good faith, and followed the City’s process. Yet the system was incapable of
reviewing the full picture — particularly new and very relevant facts. The tribunal
member simply disregarded the updated submission, not because of its content, but
because she couldn’t access it.
If this is the process, then I must ask — what other way could I have presented my
case? How can a resident reasonably be expected to make a fair appeal if the most
current and relevant information is excluded from consideration?
To add to the frustration, the only difference between my situation and that of others
now receiving warnings — rather than fines — is timing. Weeks later and I wouldn’t
have been fined at all. That makes the outcome feel arbitrary, and frankly, punitive in
a way that contradicts the City’s current enforcement standards.
Since I have exhausted the appeal process and the tribunal has refused to



acknowledge the updated facts, I am appealing to your office. I would be grateful if
you could review this situation, or advise if I can elevate it further — perhaps through
your office, the Mayor’s office, or the City Ombudsman — to have this ticket
reconsidered or cancelled.
Thank you for your time and attention to this matter. I truly hope you will agree that
this situation deserves a second look, based on fairness and common sense. I would
also welcome the opportunity to connect directly if you feel a conversation would help
better explain my position.
Sincerely,

************************************************************************
This electronic transmission, including any accompanying attachments, is confidential and
intended for the exclusive attention of the addressee(s) indicated and may contain material that
may be privileged and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any review,
retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon, this
information by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. Any opinions or
advice given are not necessarily those of the person or company from which this email was sent.
If you are not the intended recipient, this email should not be read or disclosed to any other
person. Please contact the sender immediately and permanently delete this e-mail from your
computer system. Although this email has been checked for viruses and other defects, no
responsibility can be accepted for any loss or damage arising from its receipt or use.
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
************************************************************************
This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for
the attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended
recipient or have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return
e-mail and permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including
any attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message
and attachment(s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.



CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing
email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: [External] Profound Disappointment
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:32:46 AM

From: Adriano Volpentesta 
Sent: Sunday, June 15, 2025 11:42 PM
To: Steven Del Duca 
Subject: Fw: [External] Profound Disappointment

  
Sent: Sunday, June 15, 2025 10:00:16 PM
To: Adriano Volpentesta 
Cc: Lucy Cardile 
Subject: [External] Profound Disappointment

Dear Councillor Volpentesta,

I’m writing to you not just as a taxpayer, but as someone who’s deeply frustrated and, frankly,
fed up. The speed cameras being installed across Vaughan feel like nothing more than a
blatant cash grab. We already pay some of the highest property taxes in the region—what
exactly are we getting in return? More fines? More automated surveillance?

These cameras are not about safety. They’re about revenue. And it’s hard not to see this move
as an insult to every resident who works hard, drives responsibly, and expects fairness from
those in public office.

This kind of decision pushes people away. It’s making a strong case for me not to vote for you
in the future. In fact, I’m seriously considering using my time, voice, and resources to support
your opponents—those who genuinely listen to their constituents and understand the
difference between enforcement and exploitation.

You still have a chance to make this right. But if this is the direction you continue to take, I—
and many others—will remember it at the polls.



Sincerely,







On Tuesday, May 13, 2025 at 10:38:29 a.m. EDT,  wrote:

Hello Honourable Council members, Mayor and Mr. Premier,

I read this online: "Police in York Region are looking for witnesses after nine speed
enforcement cameras were damaged in Vaughan. The cameras were damaged at
three separate locations across the city from Jan. 11 to April 24, York Regional Police
said in a news release Wednesday."

Is anyone surprised? These cameras, and in general this surveillance society we are
rapidly becoming, are an afront to mankind. It's wrong, it will always be wrong! We are
not a zero tolerance society and they need to go. Heck, I really dislike politics but
even I'll run for councillor and if win, will drive you crazy until they are gone. I told you
before and I am 100% right, road bumps in front of schools are just as, if not even
better then these cameras.

On Monday, April 28, 2025 at 03:03:58 p.m. EDT,  wrote:

Thank you for your response. I didn't find anything that disproved my point in the
website you provided.

Further to that, everyone should be safe, period. Unfortunately, were human. And
perfection doesn't exist in the human condition. And therein lies my problem with
speed cameras, there is no tolerance, no allowance. As stated in my previous
correspondence, it is a rare thing for a police officer to pull anyone over for doing
10km's over the speed limit. Mankind was not made for a zero tolerance society. And
as I'm sure you will agree, right and wrong is not black and white, even if it should be.
Road bumps are the best way to slow people down in school zones because people's
selfish nature in terms of damaging their own vehicles (a damaged vehicle is more
time consuming and painful to deal with for most people then just paying a fine) and
will pretty much guarantee compliance (as much as is possible). These cameras
really aren't about safety because the only way to really ensure safety is to get bad
drivers and/or persistent speeders off the road. Cameras do not collect merit points,
only cash. And if you do try to connect merit points to a system with no allowance or
empathy, I think the city will see acts of vandalism (which I do not condone) jump
exponentially, because that is human nature.

I doubt you'll take my words seriously because so many cameras have already gone
up. But when Mike Harris became Premier, he made them disappear. Hopefully, we'll



find someone like him to take up other government positions like mayors and
councillors and do the same.

On Monday, April 28, 2025 at 12:05:31 p.m. EDT, Elliot Van Woudenberg wrote:

Hello 

Thank you for reaching out to Councillor Fletcher’s office regarding your concerns about
speed cameras. Councillor Fletcher is deeply concerned about the safety of our community
and addressing community concerns, which has led to the deployment of Automated Speed
Enforcement (ASE) cameras in our ward. I would like to clarify that the ASE cameras
deployed around the city do not require the posted speed limit to be followed exactly. Within
our ward, speed cameras have been deployed in school and community safety zones only
where provincial legislation permits them. If you’d like to learn more about the ASE
program, you can refer to this webpage.

All the best,

Elliot Van Woudenberg

_________________________

Constituency Assistant (He/Him)

Councillor Paula Fletcher
Ward 14 Toronto-Danforth
100 Queen Street West, Suite C44
Toronto, ON M5H 2N2
Office Line: 416-392-4060

www.paulafletcher.ca

Facebook | Twitter | Instagram

Sign up for email updates

The City of Toronto is on the traditional territory of many nations including the Mississaugas of the Credit, the Anishnabeg,
the Chippewa, the Haudenosaunee and the Wendat peoples and is now home to many diverse First Nations, Inuit and Métis
peoples. We also acknowledge Toronto is covered by Treaty 13 signed with the Mississaugas of the Credit, and the Williams
Treaty signed with multiple Mississaugas and Chippewa bands.

Communicating with the councillor or councillor’s staff at the City of Toronto on certain subject matters (e.g. all communication covering sales information, pricing and business development) may
require you to register as a lobbyist. To help determine if you are required to register, you may refer to the interactive tool on the Office of the Lobbyist Registrar website. You may also contact the
Office of the Lobbyist Registrar by phone at 416-338-5858 or by email at lobbyistregistrar@toronto.ca

From:  
Sent: April 17, 2025 6:06 AM



To: Mayor Chow 
Cc: Councillor Fletcher ; Councillor Moise 
Subject: [External Sender] Speed cameras - Not in favour

Hello Ms. Chow and Honourable Council Members,

I want to bring to your attention all the speed cameras that are active and that will be going active. These
cameras are an attack on human nature and a contributor to the general population’s metal health.

Let me explain, we do not live in a zero-tolerance society!! And that's why, while speed limits are the law,
they are not zero tolerance, hence no one is ticketed for going 120km/h on the highway when the limit is
100. Rarely will the police pull someone over when they are less than 10km's an hour over the speed
limit, even in a school zone. Once again, the people in charge of putting these cameras up are not
realistic. 40km/hr is a very difficult speed to maintain, cars very easily surpass that limit and with these
cameras there is no situational awareness, no tolerance, nothing.

Last point, I ask you to speak to someone in your engineering department who's designed a
manufactured part in the past and ask them if they designed it with zero tolerance? In short, the only way
to get it apart if there's no tolerance is to break it. And I'm afraid your already starting to see it with people.
People will start "breaking" to, because of these zero tolerance speed cameras (hence vandalism against
these cameras) and who knows how else that will manifest itself. This surveillance society is wrong and
needs to be eliminated sooner rather than later.

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the attention and
information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or have received this
message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete the original
transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure
or copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.





CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing
email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: [External] Automated Speed Enforcement Appeal
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:29:01 AM

From:  
Sent: Friday, June 6, 2025 9:54 AM
To: Victoria Mckaig 
Cc: Adriano Volpentesta ; Lucy Cardile ; Diana Ientile ; Nicole Di Lecce 
Subject: Re: [External] Automated Speed Enforcement Appeal

Hi Adriano,

I hope you are doing well. I noticed your post on Instagram with Mayor Del Duca's pause on
the ASE program. Thank you for all your work on the Automated Speed Camera's and
listening to the citizens or Ward 2. I would like to know if this has any effect on tickets that
have already been issued. I have my appeal coming up soon and with the program being
paused I would like to know if these tickets will be cancelled as well.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Thank you,

On Fri, May 30, 2025 at 9:57 AM Victoria Mckaig <Victoria.Mckaig@vaughan.ca> wrote:

Good morning 

Thank you for your email and feedback. I apologize for the issues you have encountered.
Automated Speed Enforcement is a new system and process with the City of Vaughan and we are
doing our best to work through them to minimize issues to residents. Unfortunately, no system is
flawless and have glitches.

I can assure you that we are working on allowing residents to re-schedule their own disputes via
the online system rather than having to call in or email our office.

In future, if you need any further assistance, please do not hesitate to reach out to me directly.

Thank you,

Victoria Mckaig





CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and
carefully examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may
be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

My apologies for the wait.

By copy of this email to Service Vaughan, I am requesting that they follow up with you.

Lucy

From: 
Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2025 1:03 PM
To: Adriano Volpentesta <Adriano.Volpentesta@vaughan.ca>; Lucy Cardile
<Lucy.Cardile@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Automated Speed Enforcement Appeal

Hi Adriano,

My name is  a City of Vaughan Ward 2 resident. My vehicle received and
automation speed enforcement ticket on May 9th which I am trying to appeal. I scheduled
an appointment which is tomorrow, May 30th at 9:30am which I need to reschedule to
attend a funeral. I have been trying to get in touch with bylaw to reschedule since Tuesday
which I have not been able to do either because of long wait times or a service disruption.
I tried to reschedule online and I am not given that option which is ridiculous.

I am currently on hold and have been for over 30 minutes and I have gone from 13 to 11
on the cue. I do not have hours to wait for this and need to join another call for work soon
so I can not wait for this.

I also understand there is a $60 fee if I am unable to make the appointment tomorrow. As
I mentioned earlier I have a funeral to attend which takes precedence over this.

It should not be this difficult to reschedule an appointment. I should be able to easily do
this online.

I have called numerous times with no luck and also emailed bylaw yesterday but the
automated response said it could take 2 days for someone to read my email and get back
to me.

I appreciate your assistance in this matter.

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for
the attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended
recipient or have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-



From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: Voice Mail (1 minute and 22 seconds)
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:28:04 AM
Attachments:

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2025 2:36 PM
To: Adriano Volpentesta 
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 22 seconds)
Hi Adriano, my name is  and I live in the World T2 and my phone number is

 We do know each other. I just would like to join that petition regarding those
speed camera because I believe they are nonsense. I would understand around elementary
school, but high school, no it's just a RIP off. It's just to make money because people now they
look more at the speedometer than they look in the front of them. And always a chance to
make an accident just to keep an eye all the time on the speedometer, because it's ridiculous.
Like a Rutherford and Islington have 50 kilometres an hour. That's ridiculous. So just money
grabber. I would like to join the petition. If you want to give me a call, like I say, it's 

Take care Adriano. Bye bye.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the
audio quality was not clear enough to transcribe.



From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: [External] Concerns and Feedback
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:27:31 AM

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 30, 2025 1:54:44 PM
To: Adriano Volpentesta ; Mayor Support Staff ; mayor@vaughan.ca 
Subject: [External] Concerns and Feedback
CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any
links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the
Phish Alert Button.

Hi Mayor Del Duca and Adriano. Me and my family and many friends and fellow citizens have a
concern about your leadership.

Handing out speed camera tickets is not the problem. It’s the fact your judgement believing that
fining people for travelling let’s say 42, 49, or even 53 in a small reduced speed zone of 40km/kr
limit on a road where normal limits are 50 or 60 is unacceptable and does provide the perception you
both have poor judgement in such a decision.

I can understand giving tickets for 60+ in a 40 or 70+ in a 50 zone, may be more reasonable. You
need to reconsider your actions. This is ridiculous. How can you give tickets on main roads such as
Rutherford and Maj Mac, Keele, Ansley Grove for going 52 in a 50 or 42 in a 40 when the rest of the
road limit is 60.

If this does not change we will allow our votes to speak for itself. Everyone I know is talking about
it. Typical Liberal nonsense. People of Vaughan spoke loud and clear at the last Provincial and
Federal election done with the Liberal Party. You both are not making it easy to vote for you the
next election.

Time to change these zones to handing out tickets if 15km or 20km over the limit. Let’s see how
serious you are at getting re-elected.





are not affordable housing. It's sad to look around and see that the Woodbridge I grew up in is pushing me and my
family out while also having no alternative of where to go.

Thank you for always listening to us, the people. We appreciate all you do.





CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing
email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: [External] COPIES OF Automated Speed Enforcement TICKETS - AS PER YOUR REQUEST
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:25:47 AM

  
Sent: Saturday, May 17, 2025 10:20 AM
To: Adriano Volpentesta 
Subject: [External] COPIES OF Automated Speed Enforcement TICKETS - AS PER YOUR
REQUEST

HI ADRIANO

Attached are copies of the three Automated Speed Enforcement tickets I received recently - as
per your request.

You will see that Tickets #1 and #2 are both for "speeding on April 4, 2025". I have already
paid the ridiculously high fines for these 2 tickets.

The third ticket is for "speeding on April 10, 2025" - I have yet to pay this ticket.

It was my understanding that the Automated speed enforcement cameras were going "LIVE as
of April 23rd, 2025" as per the attached Vaughan notification.

I am therefore confused as to why I am being ticketed for offences PRIOR TO the effective
April 23rd date. If I am mistaken in my understanding kindly clarify for me.

I thank you for taking the time to look into this issue for me and look forward to hearing from
you.



From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: [External] Speed cameras
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:25:33 AM

From: Adriano Volpentesta 
Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2025 6:01 AM

  
Cc: Lucy Cardile 
Subject: Re: [External] Speed cameras

good morning
Thanks for your email 
I heard your feedback and will address this at the June meeting.
Adriano

Get Outlook for iOS

  
Sent: Friday, May 16, 2025 8:43:03 PM
To: Adriano Volpentesta 
Subject: [External] Speed cameras
CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any
links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the
Phish Alert Button.

TOO MANY!!!!!
Enough!
Does everyone have to start fighting each ticket.
That would be faster than electing new officials.

Sent from my iPhone









From: Adriano Volpentesta
To: Najva Amin
Subject: Fw: Voice Mail (1 minute and 23 seconds)
Date: Thursday, September 11, 2025 9:23:50 AM

From: 
Sent: Tuesday, May 6, 2025 9:11 AM
To: Adriano Volpentesta 
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 23 seconds)
Hey, Adriano, good morning. It's . Don't mean to bother
you man, but I just, I got, I just want to talk about the speeding cameras. I don't know, I don't
want to sound like a grumpy old man, but we got three tickets yesterday for $500. Me and my
wife traveling the same route that we always travel. And I don't know, I just said and then I
put it in my one of my chats on my group chats and everybody replied with the same thing.
234 tickets like people, I mean they must have a 10,000% increase in the ticket. These are
huge amounts for basically the same driving patterns. 51 and A40I mean it's just, it's a little,
it's a little, I don't know, a little creepy, little bureaucratic. I'm just curious if the, you know, to
see what the, if you've been getting other calls about it, it's pretty, pretty crazy. And they drive
down the same Rd. all the time for 10 years. All of a sudden now you know these behaviors
are considered dangerous or whatever. I would have never even got stopped by a cop I don't
think doing 51 and a 40. So anyway, just something that crossed my mind, thought I'd bring it
up. Hope you're doing well. Thanks. And if you want to give me a call back 
Cheers.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the
audio quality was not clear enough to transcribe.



































































































































 

 
 
 
DATE: September 12, 2025 

TO:  Mayor and Members of Council 

FROM: Emilie Alderman, Deputy City Manager, Public Works 

RE:  COMMUNICATION – September 15, 2025 
Special Committee of the Whole  

  The City’s Automated Speed Enforcement Program 
 

 

1. Purpose 
 
The purpose of this Communication is to provide Mayor and Council information 
regarding the current state of the City’s Automated Speed Enforcement program 
following recent statements from Premier Doug Ford calling for municipalities to remove 
automated speed enforcement cameras.  
 

2. Analysis  
 

On June 4, 2025, Council approved a motion to pause the City’s Automated 
Speed Enforcement program. 
  
The Automated Speed Enforcement program is a key initiative under the MoveSmart 
Mobility Management Strategy, which focuses on improving the municipal road network 
and road safety while supporting the development of more cycling and pedestrian 
infrastructure to create fully connected and integrated communities. MoveSmart was 
approved by Vaughan Council on March 10, 2021. The implementation of the 
Automated Speed Enforcement program was approved on December 12, 2023 and 
came into effect on April 23, 2025 following a 176-day notice period, prior to being 
paused on June 4, 2025. 
 
The City’s Automated Speed Enforcement program has been planned and implemented 
to meet or exceed all regulatory and legislative requirements to achieve consistency, 
fairness and transparency while complementing other road safety measures, including 
physical traffic calming and traditional police enforcement. In Ontario, over 500 
Automated Speed Enforcement cameras are active across seven regions, 13 
municipalities, and nine townships. An additional seven municipalities received Council 
approval to implement Automated Speed Enforcement programs in the near future 
which will result in over 700 Automated Speed Enforcement cameras being in place 
across Ontario by 2026. 
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The City’s 10 Automated Speed Enforcement locations that were in effect at the time of 
the program pause were selected based on data-driven criteria and deployed with 
signage in advance to ensure public awareness. The program adhered to all applicable 
operational, signage and enforcement protocols as outlined in agreements with 
provincial partners and applicable legislation. 
 
Data collected during the original launch of the program and following the 
program pause show that Automated Speed Enforcement is effective in reducing 
vehicle speeds on community roads.  
 
Prior to the program’s launch on April 23, 2025, the number of speeding vehicles each 
day remained consistently high, averaging over 5,000 speeding vehicles per day with a 
slight upward trend. This figure dropped by 56 per cent to 2,207 per day on average 
across all 10 Automated Speed Enforcement locations following the activation of the 
City’s Automated Speed Enforcement cameras. There was also an immediate and 
sustained decrease in speeds over the six-week enforcement period. Specifically, the 
average speed dropped by 23 per cent across all 10 locations from 48 kilometres/hour 
before the enforcement period to 37 kilometres/hour during the last week of the 
enforcement period. The posted speed at all 10 locations is 40 kilometres/hour.  
 
Following the announcement of the Automated Speed Enforcement program pause on 
June 4, 2025, there was a noticeable rise in the number of speeding incidents. The 
average daily number increased by 59 per cent from 1,657 per day during the last week 
of the enforcement period to 2,635 per day in the last week of July. Average speed 
increases have also been observed across the Automated Speed Enforcement 
locations since the program pause (June 4, 2025 to July 31, 2025) compared to when 
the program was in effect (April 24, 2025 to June 4, 2025). 
 
Council approved the Neighbourhood Traffic Calming Policy in October 2024 to 
identify a consistent, evidence-based framework for identifying and implementing 
traffic calming measures.  
 
The policy sets out measurable criteria, including traffic volumes, operating speeds and 
collision history to ensure that locations are assessed fairly and objectively, aligned with 
national and industry best practices.  
 
The City’s approach to traffic calming aligns with the Transport Association of 
Canada/Institute of Transportation Canada engineering and design guidelines and 
includes: 

• Level 1 Measures: These measures are passive, use interim materials, and/or 
allow for quicker implementation and include flexible signs (seasonal), temporary 
speed cushions (seasonal), planters (seasonal), and specialized pavement 
markings. 

• Level 2 Measures: Physical measures resulting in changes to streets that 
typically have a higher cost compared to Level 1 measures and a faster 
timeframe for planning, design, and installation compared to Level 3 measures. 
These include asphalt speed cushions. 



 

• Level 3 Measures: Physical measures resulting in permanent physical changes 
to streets that typically have higher costs compared to Level 2 measures and 
require a longer timeframe to plan, design, and construct compared to Level 2 
measures. These include curb extensions and roundabouts. 

• Education: This includes supportive education tools and programs that reinforce 
desired driver behaviour. These measures can be applied as standalone or 
combined with Level 1 to 3 measures. Measures include radar message boards, 
boulevard signage including silhouettes and education campaigns. 

 
The Province of Ontario proposed legislative amendments to Automated Speed 
Enforcement under Schedule 9 of Bill 24 – Plan to Protect Ontario (Budget 
Measures) Act, 2025 which received Royal Assent on June 5, 2025. 
 
The amendments introduced new requirements related to Automated Speed 
Enforcement camera vendor compensation, expanded oversight authority for the 
Minister of Transportation, increased transparency obligations, and enhanced provincial 
regulatory powers. These changes were intended to strengthen enforcement integrity, 
promote consistency across municipalities, and increase public confidence in camera-
based traffic enforcement. Although Bill 24 received Royal Assent, some of the 
Automated Speed Enforcement amendments have not yet come into effect. 
  
Key impacts include restrictions on vendor payment structures, mandatory public 
disclosure of camera locations, and the potential for the Province to establish uniform 
criteria for Community Safety Zone designations and signage standards. The City’s 
existing agreements and public-facing disclosure practices are already aligned with the 
new requirements that have been set out in the legislation.  
 
On Sept. 9, 2025, Premier Doug Ford is quoted following a breakfast speech to 
the Toronto Region Board of Trade as telling reporters “Get rid of the speed 
cameras or I'm going to do it.” 
 
The Canadian Press reported: Ford called the cameras nothing more than a cash grab 
for the city (of Toronto) and suggested there are better ways to deter speeding, 
particularly in school zones. “If you want to slow down traffic at school, you put the big 
huge signs, big flashing lights, ‘Crossing Area,’” he said. “People will slow down.” 
“Hopefully the cities will get rid of them like Mayor (Steven) Del Duca did in Vaughan, or 
I'm going to help them get rid of them very shortly,” the Premier said. 
 
The CBC reported: In an email on Tuesday, Dakota Brasier, spokesperson for Ontario 
Transportation Minister Prabmeet Sarkaria, said the province will take steps later this 
year to get rid of speed cameras. “We are exploring alternative tools to enhance traffic 
safety without the use of automatic speed cameras that are nothing but a cash grab. We 
want to see cities take steps to remove them, otherwise we are prepared to help 
get rid of them when the House returns in the Fall.”  
 
The legislative authority for Automated Speed Enforcement came into effect in 2019 
and, in 2022, the Province of Ontario amended the Highway Traffic Act to allow 
Automated Speed Enforcement to become enforceable under Administrative Penalties. 

https://www.msn.com/en-ca/news/canada/ontario-prba247ier-doug-ford-threatens-to-do-away-with-automated-speed-cameras/ar-AA1McJIZ?ocid=BingNewsSerp
https://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/toronto/more-toronto-speed-cameras-found-cut-down-1.7628876


 

The City’s Automated Speed Enforcement program is currently paused and the above-
mentioned legislative authorities remain in effect.   
 
For more information, contact Emilie Alderman, Deputy City Manager, Public Works, 
ext. 6116.  
 

Approved by 

 

 
Emilie Alderman, Deputy City Manager, Public Works 
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measure. 

Coming down from the Premier of Ontario, Doug Ford, who wants to disband the
infrastructure already set up, what about increasing the threshold limit for the cameras. 
Instead of the assumed limit of 10% over the posted limit, increase this to 20%.  This
way, only those who have a complete disregard for their speed, deserve to get penalized.

Cameras offer a consistent, low-maintenance way to encourage safer driving without
creating daily traffic jams. They are posted, so it cannot be a surprise to drivers, unless
they are not observing the posted signage. 

As for the claim that speed cameras are just revenue tools, fines only occur when laws
are broken—avoiding a ticket is as simple as following the speed limit, which in turn
keeps Vaughan residents safe. We cannot forget that driving is a privilege and not a right.

I urge you to keep the cameras going. My neighbour, who is a habitual speeder, learned
his lesson and does not speed anymore. A kick in the pocketbook does work if the city of
Vaughan has the courage to protect its vulnerable residents with a solution like speed
cameras. 

As I keep saying: "you do the crime, you do the time, or pay the fine"

Regards,
Alan Archibald

Conley Street, Thornhill
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7. I do not believe Vaughan’s intent in installing speed cameras was a cash grab, for the
revenue. But let’s look at the flip side of the coin, the citizen who got the ticket and is
paying the revenue. The cost of the speed camera ticket is significant, well over $100 per
ticket. It’s a tough enough go in today’s economy, inflation,  tariffs, interest rates, job
cuts, etc. without adding speed camera tickets to the mix.

 
8. Unlike typical speeding tickets, there is little recourse to contest a speed camera ticket.

And this also raises the question, whose jurisdiction is it anyway? The speed cameras
are on city streets, the city gets the revenue from the tickets, but the province reviews
and issues the tickets.

 
9. I think a more effective way of slowing down cars is speed bumps, like the ones

scattered throughout Vaughan. Virtually all cars slow down for the bumps, and speed
bumps don’t  need  signage or cameras to elicit this driving behaviour.

 
10. The York Region’s Zero Traveller Safety Plan Year 1 that was presented to council on

September 11, 2025, does NOT prove the effectiveness of the speed camera program.
Other than a reference in slide 2 of the plan, to increased pedestrian and cyclist safety,
and slide 3 where speed cameras are noted as one of the 20 types of countermeasures
implemented at 225 locations in Vaughan, there is no further direct reference to speed
cameras or their effectiveness. And there is an emphasis on vehicle collisions, whereas
I would think safety cameras and where they are placed,  would be more so for
pedestrian or cyclist injuries. And slide 6 with statistics on speeding,  impaired driving,
stunt driving, distracted driving, not wearing a seatbelt and move over, has no relevance
at all to speed cameras other than speed camera tickets perhaps being included as par
of the 21,572 speeding.   I think better metrics for assessing the effectiveness of speed
cameras would be to have a baseline before cameras for a given location, of how many
cars were speeding and how many were not, and at what hours.  And then have counters
measure the same criteria after the installation of the cameras.

 
Respectfully, Robert Okamoto. Bellaria Towers.











 

155 University Ave., Suite 800 
Toronto, Ontario M5H 3B7 
Telephone: 416.971.9856  

Toll-free in Ontario: 
1.877.426.6527 
Fax: 416.971.6191  

Sent via e-mail to: premier@ontario.ca  
 
September 10, 2025 
 
The Honourable Doug Ford 
Premier of Ontario 
Legislative Building, Room 281 
Queen’s Park 
Toronto, ON 
M7A 1A1 
 
Dear Premier Ford, 
 
Ensuring the safety of all road users, including drivers, cyclists and pedestrians is a 
common priority for all municipalities and the provincial government. Municipalities were 
strong supporters of your government’s decision to enable Automated Speed 
Enforcement (ASE) in 2019. Since that time, municipalities have explored opportunities 
to use it in targeted community safety zones to improve road safety. The results have 
been positive on many fronts – ASE encourages safer driving while reducing 
enforcement costs and alleviating pressure on the provincial offences system.  
 
Automated speed enforcement is making roads safer. A July 2025 study from SickKids 
and Toronto Metropolitan University confirmed what municipalities have been seeing in 
communities across the province – ASE cameras are improving road safety. In Toronto, 
ASE cameras reduced the number of speeding vehicles by 45 per cent across 250 
urban school zones. This included an 88 per cent decrease in vehicles travelling more 
than 20 km/h over the speed limit. This study also found that when cameras are 
removed, speeds return to pre-ASE levels.  
 
Automated speed enforcement is cost effective. Speed limits are legal requirements and 
enforcement of the law is not a cash grab or a tax. Net ASE revenues are reinvested in 
community safety improvements and mean that police officers can focus on other 
higher-impact activities.  
 
The Ontario public supports automated speed enforcement. A survey from CAA South 
Central Ontario found that despite the increase in ASE tickets issued this year, nearly 
three-quarters of Ontario drivers support its use in targeted areas like school zones or 
community centres.  
 
Municipalities are best placed to develop transportation plans based on their local 
knowledge and community input. Municipalities understand the need to use these tools 
thoughtfully and can be counted on to do so. AMO would welcome the opportunity to 
work with the province to ensure that ASE is used effectively and to improve public 
understanding of their importance.  
 

mailto:premier@ontario.ca
ferranta
Sp. CW



2 
 

There were nearly 100 pedestrian deaths in Ontario in 2023. The evidence shows that if 
ASE cameras are removed, speeds will increase in community safety zones and more 
pedestrians will be at risk. Instead, we strongly recommend that you work with 
municipalities to ensure we have the tools we need to ensure road safety.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
Robin Jones 

President, Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) 

cc:  The Honourable Rob Flack, Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing 

The Honourable Prabmeet Singh Sarkaria, Minister of Transportation 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



York Region Vision Zero Traveller Safety Plan Year One Results
Presented to
Committee of  the Whole

September 11, 2025

Presented by
Joseph Petrungaro, Director, Roads, Traffic and Fleet 
Nelson Costa, Manager, Traffic Safety and Signal Operations
Todd Snooks, Constable, York Regional Police

Presented on

16832439
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Agenda

• Accomplishments

• Results

• Next steps

Learn more at 
york.ca/TravellerSafetyPlan
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Public feedback

3

The Region will continue using various communication channels to 
keep residents informed and involved

Increased pedestrian 
and cyclist safety

More active 
transportation

More controlled 
crossings

2 million+
views of the

Traveller Safety Plan



2024 safety countermeasures

4

20 countermeasures 
implemented at 225 locations



Safety measures are showing positive results

5

100%
in collisions using fully 

protected left turn signals 
at five new intersections

Highway 7 and Silver Linden, Richmond Hill

75%
in collisions with no right on 

red at 12 intersections

Islington Avenue and Langstaff Road, Vaughan



Automated Speed Enforcement is an effective safety tool

66



2024 York Regional Police enforcement statistics

7



Traffic volumes and active transportation increasing

8
Rising travel volumes +2.6% outpacing the +1.2% in severe collisions

*2020 to 2023 data excluded due to COVID-19 irregular travel and collisions



Severe collisions 5% lower than forecasted
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Severe collision trends by emphasis area

10

2%
in severe 

collisions related 
to aggressive, 
distracted and 

impaired driving



Continuing to make progress on Vision Zero 

11

Automated speed 
enforcement

No right turn on red

Red light camera

Radar speed board 
program

Fully protected left 
turn signals

Pedestrian crossings



THANK YOU
For more information contact:

Joseph Petrungaro, Director Roads, Traffic and Fleet
Nelson Costa, Manager Traffic Safety and Signal Operations
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From:
To: Clerks@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] In support of speed cameras
Date: Saturday, September 13, 2025 7:18:27 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Yes,
I fully support speed cameras  - sadly too many innocent victims have paid the ultimate price  as a result of speeders.

Respectfully
I. Porretta

Sent from my iPhone
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If you reduce the speed limits in Community Safety Zones to 30 km/h as is currently being
proposed, I can't imagine how frustrated drivers will be. Have you tried driving 40 km/h on
Clark from Dufferin to Bathurst when there is no traffic? It feels incredibly slow! . Clark is a
major arterial road; it is a wide street engineered for 50 or 60 km/h, with wide grass
boulevards separating the street from the sidewalk — pedestrians are far from the roadway.
This is not about safety; unnaturally low speed limits and speed cameras placed right after the
speed limit is reduced have no effect on safety, contrary to the skewed online public
engagement vaughan.ca/30km survey. According to the information presented in this survey,
it would be even safer to reduce speeds to 20 km/h, and even safer at 10 km/h. Should we
revert to riding horses or walking rather than driving so that there will be no car accidents?

I am boiling mad at the City's attempt at a cash grab. The city is supposed to serve residents,
not gratuitously pick our pockets.

Every member of my community who I have talked to is incensed with these speed cameras.
We are fed up with the over-regulation in Vaughan, and we feel we have no recourse.

Please get rid of these useless speed cameras.

Thank you,







From:
To: Adriano Volpentesta; Steven Del Duca
Subject: [External] Speed cameras - recommendation
Date: Tuesday, May 27, 2025 9:39:12 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Good evening,

Thank you, Adriano for responding to my suggestion and I’m happy to share it here for consideration by the City.

I am very much supportive of the new speed cameras and other measures to keep our roads safe, especially around
school. In fact, I’ve contacted the city several times about making improvements in my personal neighborhood
(Kleinburg - Donhill Cres/Camlaren/Rushworth area) - though noting has been implemented.

Regarding the new speed cameras, I noticed there’s confusing signage at the Rutherford one (near Al Pal):

There is a “60” speed limit sign just a meters before the camera zone and the new “40” sign. This is going eastbound
on Rutherford.

I believe the 60 sign is old/from before the new rules, but it’s certainly confusing for drivers as they see it just as
they are entering the 40 camera zone.

Perhaps the 60 sign can be move to the other sign of the intersection or simply replaced with a 40 sign?

Thank you!





I think this is something that should be re-evaluated.
Was I speeding yes, was it way over.. no – 51 in a 40… so fine, I was speeding
and the Penalty is $55. No problem, I will pay.
BUT..

By the time you finish paying online the total is not $55 it’s… $80.25!
Victim Fine Surcharge - $15
Licence Plate Search Fee - $8.25
Fee to pay online $ 2
That’s an extra $25.25 on top of the Penalty.
A bit of a “gouging,” don’t you think?
Would suggest the “extra fees be reduced” as with all the AI technology in the
world, I am sure it doesn’t cost $25 more per ticket to process.
The Automated Speed Enforcement is already being perceived as a “CASH
GRAB” and now you are just rubbing it in our faces with extra fees.
Thanks





to be protected, the way they are being implemented and
administered was the issue that brought out the most
emotion by residents.
From a personal front, I can attest that I myself was
ticketed last Friday, May 21st at 6:48 p.m., driving
northbound on Hilda north of Jonathan Gate for going 52
km's in a 40 km per hour zone. You have no idea how
careful I am driving knowing these cameras are
omnipresent, and even then, going the speed of traffic and
letting my guard down for a second caught me for a minor
infringement.
Let me summarize based on the meeting my own concerns
and those of others that were voiced at the meeting:

Speed limits keep getting lowered to the point where driving at it
becomes unsafe driving it due to tailgating and cars swerving around you
Some operate outside of school hours like the one that I got
Feels like a cash grab when for very marginal speed infringements we are
being ticketed for, like mine
The proceeds apparently go back into the road safety and speed program,
so in essence the money collected does not go back into lowering our
taxes or paying for much needed services.
Is there a proper accounting of who installs the cameras, administers it,
and what % of the revenue generated goes to them and not back to the
City of Vaughan

Bottom line we all felt this program is in immediate drastic need of alteration
to operate in a fair manner to protect kids and also to the drivers. A direct
consequence of this is that I will choose to drive on side streets to avoid the
cameras, so do you think that the local residents on those streets will prefer
having me there, where kids are often playing in front of their houses and/or on
the street itself?



While we would prefer it is removed permanently and manned police officers
were the ones giving out tickets with real consequences like demerit points,
that ship seems to have sailed, so at minimum please modify it to reflect
reality and not the cash grab it is now.
Best Regards,





I hope this message finds you well.
I am writing to respectfully request your consideration in cancelling two recent
Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) tickets I received in the mail, both issued within a
very short time frame in the City of Vaughan.
The first ticket was issued on a Friday evening around 7:00 PM, and the second followed
less than 48 hours later, on a Sunday morning at approximately 8:00 AM. Both were in a
school zone, and the combined fines total nearly $400 — a significant financial burden,
especially during such economically challenging times.
What I find particularly concerning is the fact that there was no opportunity for
awareness or correction between the two incidents. There was inadequate signage in
the area, and I had not yet received the first ticket in the mail by the time the second one
was issued. This made it impossible for me to know that a speed camera was active at
that location and adjust my driving accordingly — a point that I understand you
acknowledged in your recent Instagram post announcing a pause to the program.
I do not believe that the speed camera program is an effective way to create safer roads.
Receiving a ticket in the mail days later does nothing to immediately change driver
behavior or protect pedestrians in the moment. If the City of Vaughan is truly committed
to road safety, I believe the funds used to install these cameras would be better spent on
proven tools like speed bumps, raised crosswalks, or flexible speed signs placed in the
middle of the road. These are real-time, physical deterrents that directly influence driver
behavior and enhance safety in school zones. I appreciate your leadership in recognizing
the current flaws in the ASE program — particularly around signage, fairness, and the
sheer number of tickets being issued. Given that the City is now re-evaluating the
program for these very reasons, I strongly feel that residents like myself should not be
penalized under a system that is now acknowledged to be flawed.
I respectfully ask that you consider cancelling or voiding these two tickets under the
circumstances. Doing so would not only offer fair relief but also reinforce public trust in
the City’s commitment to transparency and meaningful road safety improvements.
Thank you for your time, attention, and service to our community. I look forward to
hearing from your office.





greater rate than utilizing the resources of the police department. This allows for those resources to be deployed in
activities that are of benefit to the community. I also understand that the automated system provides municipalities
the ability to collect incremental revenue versus utilizing police resources.
That said, challenges will undoubtedly take place as citizens question technological errors, malfunction due to
weather, damage from vandalism ,etc. These challenges will be even more rampant when citizens feel the fines are
excessive. The challenges will serve to negate some of the financial benefit of the automated system as costs to
defend these mount.
While safe roads are of paramount concern, the punitive aspect should support and complement the intended goals.
I trust that Council will put this on the agenda and, through staff, examine and develop a revised approach that
strikes a balance and supports the achievement of the goals.
As always, I appreciate the time to consider my thoughts, as we all work together to build a stronger and safer city in
Vaughan.
Thanks,





Dear Steven Delduca And Adriano Volpentesa

I hope this message finds you well. I am writing to express my concerns about the recent
installation of speed cameras in our community. While I understand the importance of
maintaining safety on our roads, I believe that the current implementation may
inadvertently lead to significant financial burdens for residents.

Many members of our community, including myself, have been receiving speeding
tickets on a regular basis since the cameras were introduced. The fines can add up
quickly, and it is becoming increasingly difficult for families to manage these
unexpected expenses. I fear that this may lead to frustration and division rather than
fostering a sense of safety and community responsibility.

I encourage you to consider the potential impact of the speed cameras on residents’
finances and quality of life. Perhaps there could be alternative solutions to address
speeding concerns—such as increased signage, public awareness campaigns, or
community speed reduction initiatives—that could enhance safety without imposing
such a heavy financial strain.

Thank you for taking the time to consider this issue. I appreciate your commitment to our
community and look forward to seeing how we can work together to ensure both safety
and fairness .
Thank you

Get Outlook for Android

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the
attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or
have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and
permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s).
Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and attachment(s) by
anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.





#1
08 May
2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound

11:03
AM 93.25 Yes

#2
02 May
2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound

12:07
PM 78.25 No

#3
14 May
2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound

3:42
PM 208.25 No

Total 379.75
I have shared the tickets in the summary Table in the order that they I received at my home address.
Below is my rationale on why I think this should be contested by me.

1. I have a very clean record and got a very few traffic tickets in the past 28 years of driving in Ontario, and I intend to keep it that way
for rest of my driving time on this earth.

2. The cameras were placed on new Westminster drive next to St Elizabeth School, Thornhill very recently and I do appreciate that city
is making efforts to have safe community zones in city of Vaughan. I do agree that this is an excellent way of making sure that our
children are safe, and traffic is not moving at high speed. I get 3 tickets within a span of 10 days at the same spot showing how
consistently I am making the same error, therefore, I decided to analyze the situation in the hand and start asking why I am making
the same error again and again. My analysis is explained in #2.

3. There are 3 schools on the New Westminster Drive and numerous signs indicating that this is a school safety zone starting and then
the safe zone is ending and then safe zone starting. Anyone will feel dizzy with this many signs and will be confused as I was. Since
we established that these signs may be too confusing, and someone ( e.g. a subject matter expert from traffic department with the
input from diverse drivers) needs to look at these signs closely. The outcome could be very different after these discussions e.g.
changing the New Westminster drive to a designated 40 km zone for the drivers in the area.

4. The signs are not only confusing but are also inconsistent. Additional camera signs can become too much for people like me who
are driving every day on the same road for work. To add to the complexity of the signs, there are numerous traffic lights on this road
along with a downhill road where speed zone suddenly becomes 40 kms (next to LHF and catholic school) from a 60 km zone going
south on New Westminster.

5. So overall, in my opinion, the road signs on New Westminster drive northbound and southbound needs to be evaluated and being a
law abiding citizen, I am like to raise awareness to this confusing road signs situation to your kind attention via this letter.

6. Having described the tricky situations on driving conditions on new Westminster drive, I still have no excuse to drive fast on this
road. I will be happy to consider working with a traffic consultant to come up with the solution that works for safety of our children,
drivers, pedestrians as well as a common citizen like me. For your consideration only, one example to avoid the future safety related
driving tickets is making new Westminster Road as 40 km road for school timings (between 7:00 am to 5:00 pm) and for the rest of
time, it could be still a 60 km speed road.

7. I am certain that this is not the only solution and you can come with better solutions that will work for safe school zones and law
abiding citizens.

8. I am a law abiding Canadian citizen and do take pride in my slow and safe driving habits but still admit that I am only a human and
not a computer and can get confused with the confusing signs. I do promise to reset my mind to make sure that I don’t break any
driving rules in future.

9. Please note that I will be trying my level best not to get any more traffic tickets at least on new Westminster drive. I am expecting
that as I have already paid for one ticket, that the other two tickets should be cancelled or reduced for penalty as it is a large $
amount for me. I will be happy to present my case to the authorities (if needed) and will like to request to combine all 3 tickets
together. Thank you for looking into this matter and reading my email. I will be delighted if you can sort this out by email itself and I
don’t have to come to the court to repeat my story which I have already described above.

10. However, If this hearing needs to happen in person, I will have to request an online hearing as I work full time.
Best Regards

From:  
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 3:06 PM
To: bylaw@vaughan.ca
Cc:
Subject: 3 tickets in less than 2 weeks appeal

Dear Screening and hearing officer
I am extremely sad and disheartened by the fact that I received 3 tickets in mail over past few days
See summary below; I will be preparing my summary and sending why I would like to contest

Date Error
Made Direction Time

Penalty
$ UFN Paid

#1
08 May
2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound

11:03
AM 93.25 Yes

#2
02 May
2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound

12:07
PM 78.25 No

14 May 3:42



#3 2025 New Westminster Dr Northbound PM 208.25 No
Total 379.75

I have shared the tickets in the order that they were received.
Equitable innovation

"

This communication and any attachments hereto may contain information that is confidential, proprietary or not intended for disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any review,
dissemination, use or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the sender immediately by return e-mail, and delete it from his or her
computer. To unsubscribe from our electronic mailing list, click here.

Cette communication ainsi que tout document joint aux présentes peut contenir des renseignements protégés par des droits, confidentiels ou soustraits à la divulgation en vertu de la loi. Si vous n'êtes
pas le destinataire prévu, veuillez prendre note que la révision, la divulgation, la distribution ou la reproduction de cette communication sont strictement interdites. Si vous avez reçu cette
communication par erreur, veuillez immédiatement en avertir l'expéditeur par retour de ce courriel, et supprimer la communication de votre ordinateur. Pour retirer vos coordonnées de notre liste
d’envoi électronique, cliquer ici.

"





As a law-abiding, tax paying citizen and longtime safe and conscientious driver, I am very
very disappointed in you and your committees that have installed this speed trap /
money grabbing program.
Again, I repeat, install signs with flashing warning lights in the safety areas.
Regards,

From: York Region - Administrative Penalty Tribunal <apt@york.ca> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 1:45 PM
To: 
Subject: York Region Administrative Penalty Tribunal: Screening Decision

Penalty Order #:

Dear 

A screening review was conducted for the Penalty Order referenced above.

The result of the review is that the Penalty Order has been confirmed and therefore the Penalty
Order has not been changed. The reason(s) are outlined below:

Thank, you, for your screening request. Automated Speed Enforcement violations are
classified as owner liability offenses. This means that whenever a municipal speed camera
records a vehicle surpassing the speed limit, the Penalty Order is directed to the registered
owner of the license plate associated with the vehicle. The photographic evidence indicates, on
a balance of probabilities, that the contravener’s vehicle committed the offence. I have heard
and read your submissions, along with the officer’s evidence, photographs, and certified
statement, and concluded that there is insufficient evidence to justify reducing or cancelling
the penalty order. All drivers must adhere to the posted speed limits, regardless of situational
circumstances, without exceptions. The officer certifies that the automated speed enforcement
system used complies with the Ontario Regulation and was in operation and functioning
properly at the time the photograph was taken. The officer also certifies that they have
reviewed the Certificate of Accuracy, which is twelve months of the date of the contravention
for the automated speed enforcement system and confirmed that it measured the motor
vehicles speed correctly. Also please note as mentioned during the screening that the
affirmation of this penalty at this time currently, based on the existing legislation, does not
result in the accrual of demerit points, does not affect your insurance, and is not recorded on
your driving record. Should you find my decision unfair or inappropriate, you have the option
to request a review before a Hearing Officer. Please note, however, that no new evidence will
be accepted, as this review is not intended to serve as a new hearing. The purpose of the
review is solely to assess whether my decision was fair and appropriate under the
circumstances.

You are required to pay the amount of $88.25 by Friday, June 6, 2025. To make payment, you
can use one of the following methods:



1. Pay online: https://york.ca/PayMyPenalty
2. Pay by telephone: 1-888-448-0000
3. Pay in person: 17150 Yonge Street, 2nd floor

If you disagree with this decision, you may request for a review by an independent Hearing
Officer within 30 days of the date of this letter. Hearing reviews may be requested at
https://york.ca/PayMyPenalty.

Where an Administrative Penalty is not paid, notification may be made to the Ministry of
Transportation (MTO) to deny renewal of your vehicle’s license plate until the fee is paid. The
MTO will add an additional $20 administrative fee to each outstanding Penalty Order.

If you have any further questions or need additional assistance, please go to
https://york.ca/PayMyPenalty or our customer service team is here to support you. Please feel
free to reach out to a member of the team at apt@york.ca or 1-888-448-0000.

Sincerely,

Marie Reilly | Screening Officer | 1-888-448-0000



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Fwd: City of Vaughan Screening Decision – Document Attached
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 10:48:22 AM

Good morning
Thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the City of Vaughan’s
Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) program.
From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas
where our most vulnerable residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we
understand the concerns raised by members of our community about how the program
has been implemented.
That’s why, on June 4th, I brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause
the ASE program until September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices
as of June 5th. I have also asked that staff work on issuing warning notices as part of
an educational campaign, so that residents are made aware of enforcement zones over
the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through awareness.
During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve
the program’s transparency, fairness, and effectiveness. Rest assured, fines will not
be reinstated until Council has approved a new implementation plan.
Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an
exhaustive list):

Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones
where ASE cameras are deployed;

Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety
zone and to encourage slower speeds;

Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and
flexi-posts;

Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can
receive in a short period; and

Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas
across the city;

If you received a penalty order (or ticket) for speeding infractions that occurred prior
to June 4 at 5 p.m., you have two options:

Pay the fine according to the instructions outlined on the ticket.
Request to attend a screening to appeal the ticket.

I want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to
resident concerns while continuing to prioritize road safety for all.
Regards,
Steven
From:  















proposal.

Despite getting some rather expensive tickets lately, I think that speed cameras are a good
idea, but that they're not being used appropriately.

1. Our current vehicle violation fines are set with the assumption that people rarely get
caught, so the penalty needs to be high enough to deter people from speeding even
though the risk of being caught is low. That principle is no longer valid with speed
cameras that catch 100% of violators. So, I believe that the fines could be much
lower ($1-$2 per km) and still deter people from speeding. To make matters even
worse, the fines are doubled in community safety zones where these cameras are
placed even though the violation may be occurring way outside of school hours. It's
not surprising that most people I talk to about this call it a "cash grab".

2. Most people normally drive at 5-10 km/hr above the speed limit because it would
be rare for a police officer to stop someone going at that speed or less. I don't know
the exact number but speed cameras enforce a speed closer to the actual limit
because of the 100% chance of getting caught. That's okay but it should be
recognized that adding speed cameras is essentially reducing the speed limit by 5-
10 km/hr. The current discussion on further reducing the limit to 30 km/hr is just
getting ridiculous. I have submitted my survey saying as much.

3. The York Region speed camera on Yonge St. near Arnold is even more annoying
than the others (and that's not where I got my tickets). Major streets should be 60
km/hr, possibly reduced to 50 km/hr in a few limited places like that one. A speed-
camera-enforced 40 km/hr limit is 15-20 km/hr too slow for a major street like
Yonge.

4. I received two rather expensive tickets on the same day for offenses that were two
days apart so I got hit in exactly the same way that Ms. Martow's amendment was
trying to address. I don't support the amendment as written because I think a 30-day
immunity is too long but I do think that people need to be notified of these tickets as
quickly as possible (using email as suggested by Ms. Martow) and that if people get
multiple tickets before they know they have any, they should have to pay only the
most expensive one.

By the way, I'm curious about what percentage of people get their fines cancelled or reduced
by appealing. I tried appealing my more expensive ticket, giving several arguments to get
the fine reduced, and they were all rejected by the screening officer with one brief sentence.
With the old manual system, it was common for police officers to reduce the stated speed on
the ticket and I've heard that it was not uncommon for a judge to reduce the penalty for those
who chose to attend court but it seems that's not the case here.

Thanks for listening,

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the
attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or
have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and
permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any
attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and





I am writing to formally request a refund for the Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE)
speeding tickets I have recently paid. I understand that the City of Vaughan has temporarily
suspended the ASE Program, and given this change, I believe it is fair to reconsider penalties
issued under the program during its operation.

In early May of this year, I was surprised to receive a speeding ticket for a road that I have
travelled numerous times over the last 20 years "Major Mackenzie Drive". The ticket was
dated April 9th, I was caught off guard as I was unaware of a speed reduction along with the
installation of a speed camera. That same evening I took a drive to where the infraction had
occurred, only to find that I had not seen any signage alerting drivers to the change. I was
extremely upset, as I felt that the signage was not appropriately placed or visible.

Subsequent to receiving the first ticket, I received two additional tickets before I was made
aware of the speed reduction. However, as I am an upstanding citizen, I did not consider
appealing the tickets and went ahead and paid all three.

In light of the temporary suspension of the ASE Program put forward to city council as many
residents agree with my concerns regarding unclear signage, I respectfully request a review of
my case and a refund / partial refund of the amount paid. I would appreciate any guidance on
the process for submitting a formal appeal or refund request.

I received and paid the following ASE speeding tickets: Ontario Licence Plate CWCD507

Penalty Order Number - , Issued April 9, 2025, Amount
Paid $208.25
Penalty Order Number -  Issued April 30, 2025, Amount
Paid $113.25
Penalty Order Number -  Issued May 2, 2025, Amount
Paid $208.25

Total amount paid $529.75 on May 31, 2025
Once again, given the temporary suspension of the program, I kindly request a review of
my case and a refund / partial refund of the amount paid. I would appreciate any
guidance on the process for submitting a formal appeal or refund request.

Please let me know if any additional documentation is required to support my request. I look
forward to your response and appreciate your time and consideration.

Sincerely,





even a fender bender) nor have I even gotten a traffic ticket.
Being a father I take to heart traffic and community safety.
However, I received a penalty order from the automated speed enforcement camera for an
apparent speeding infraction at 6:36pm in front of Father Bressani on Anysley Grove.
The total charge was $268.25.
$268.25 represents a full days take-home pay for me and we are a single income family.
I appealed online the speeding infraction on the basis of below to provide me a warning or
reduced fine.

The speeding cameras have just recently been implemented
- Alleged infraction was not during school hours

I have a perfect traffic safety and criminal record in Vaughan for 15 years

The high dollar amount of the infraction is excessive.
The appeals officer rejected my appeal proposal only extending the due date to make the
payment.
What is concerning is the appeals officer reply seemed harsh, unflexible and did not seem
interested in providing financial leniency.
This is not the way the "scales of justice" have typically worked in Ontario/Canada, especially
for residents with clean records.
Law enforcement and the judiciary, based on the record of the resident being ticketed, will
offer a reduced penalty or warning.
This seems not to be the policy in Vaughan.
Alot of the concerns / outrage from Vaughan residents is from the excessive fine amounts, not
the actual initiative to increase community traffic safety.
In the short term, I believe a mandate should be given to the appeals officers in Vaughan
immediately to provide financial leniency either by providing a warning or reducing the
penalty amount. I am sure with this policy the concerns / complaints of Vaughan residents
would be less and people more supportive of this safety initiative.
Please advise.
I look forward to hearing from you.
Thank you





your reply.
Thank you



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Speed cameras
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2025 9:18:10 AM

Good morning 

 Thank you for reaching out regarding the City of Vaughan’s Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) program.

From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas where our most vulnerable
residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we understand the concerns raised by members of our
community about how the program has been implemented.

That’s why, on June 4th, I brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause the ASE program until
September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices as of June 5th. I have also asked that staff work on
issuing warning notices as part of an educational campaign, so that residents are made aware of enforcement zones
over the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through awareness.

During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve the program’s transparency,
fairness, and effectiveness. Rest assured; fines will not be reinstated until Council has approved a new
implementation plan.

Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an exhaustive list):
•       Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones where ASE cameras are
deployed;
•       Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety zone and to encourage slower
speeds;
•       Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and flexi-posts;
•       Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can receive in a short period; and
•       Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas across the city;

If you received a penalty order (or ticket) for speeding infractions that occurred prior to June 4 at 5 p.m., you have
two options:
•       Pay the fine according to the instructions outlined on the ticket.
•       Request to attend a screening to appeal the ticket.

Please note that the pause does not reflect the York Region ASE program where your ticket was received.

I want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to resident concerns while
continuing to prioritize road safety for all.

Regards,

Steven

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Monday, June 9, 2025 9:06 AM
To: mayor@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] Speed cameras

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.



Good morning Mayor

We have met on many occasions at the BAYT and other Jewish community events and I really appreciate all that
you do for all citizens of Vaughan

I just watched your instagram video advising of the temporary suspension of the program

Unfortunately I received one ticket in April on the busy Friday morning before the commencement of Passover
allegedly going 51 south on yonge south of Arnold and promptly paid same

Kindly advise how I go about applying for a refund

Thanks for your understanding and assistance

Yours truly,





it's true, when it goes into effect.
My concern is that people may be misinformed and could potentially be exposing
themselves to fines.
Can you or your office please provide clarification on this issue?
Thank you in advance for your consideration.
Regards,





The camera is located approximately 1/3 of a kilometer south of St. Cecilia Elementary
School. Therefore any vehicle travelling southbound on Peter Rupert from Major
Mackenzie to St. Cecillia will not encounter any speed camera and also would also be
driving past
Romeo Dallaire Public School. The speed camera is located 300 metres south of St.
Cecillia and 1 KM south of Romeo Dallaire. Please explain how this makes sense in the
name of having a Safe School zone for both schools. Why was the speed camera not
placed on Peter Rupert between the 2 mentioned schools? Why do some areas have
speed enforcement from September to June and between the 7am and 5pm and other
areas 24 hours a day all year round thus leading to mass confusion with the rules on City
of Vaughan roads?
The speed camera is placed at the bottom of the hill on Peter Rupert, it's a perfect speed
trap. This makes it feel less about safety and more like a cash grab. I am not about
opposing safety, it's about using common sense with placement.
In speaking with neighbours there is a very clear sense of frustration with the whole
speed camera setup and also the appeals process. Since these infractions are a
violation of the Highway Traffic Act why are the appeals not heard by an impartial Justice
of the Peace as opposed to a City of Vaughan employed Screening Officer or Hearing
Officer? The appeals process does pass the smell test to put it bluntly and it all appears
to be a money grab.
If changing the speed behaviour of the motorist was the main objective behind the speed
cameras, there are several other options that should have been considered such as
speed cushions/ speed bumps and traffic furniture to reduce speed. Also the speed
bumps and speed cushions would be much more cost effective to the Taxpayers than
the speed cameras and all the staff that is required to install, operate and office staff to
deal with the appeals process.
I am in receipt of seven fines within a 3 week period totaling over $1000.00, and only 2
tickets were during school hours.
The hard working people of this community are clearly frustrated and need the City of
Vaughan to act in the best interest of safety but also balance the economic burden this
is causing everyone in the community during these difficult economic times.
I am looking forward to hearing back from you and the copied Councillors.
Yours sincerely,



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Speed Enforcement Cameras
Date: Monday, May 26, 2025 3:02:45 PM

Good afternoon 

Thank you for including the Mayor in your correspondence. We appreciate your feedback.

Evidence and research show that when deployed responsibly, ASE programs are a valuable tool for protecting
vulnerable road users and keeping roads safe.  Last week Mayor Del Duca requested staff provide Council with an
update on the program, to be completed by the end of June.

Thank you again for taking the time to share your thoughts

Anna Venturo
Executive Assistant to Mayor Del Duca
Tel: 905-832-8585, Ext. 8834 | anna.venturo@vaughan.ca
City of Vaughan l Office of the Mayor
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
Subscribe to Mayor Del Duca’s eNewsletter
vaughan.ca     

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Saturday, May 24, 2025 11:09 PM
To: mayor@vaughan.ca; Linda Jackson <Linda.Jackson@vaughan.ca>; Mario Ferri <Mario.Ferri@vaughan.ca>;
Gino Rosati <Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; Mario G. Racco <MarioG.Racco@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Speed Enforcement Cameras

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Dear city of Vaughan Mayor and Regional City Council members

I am writing to express my thoughts on the recently installed speed enforcement cameras.

Generally speaking, I think that speed cameras are a good idea, but the number of them and fine amount need to be
reconsidered.

Speed bumps are very effective in controlling the speed and we have enough of them. The speed enforcement
cameras in more sensitive areas are good backups. But so many and 100% of violators are captured. No wonder
people call them cash grabs.

Our current vehicle violation fines are set with the assumption that people rarely get caught, so the penalty needs to
be high enough to deter people from speeding even though the risk of being caught is low. But, that’s is not the case
since the speed cameras catch 100% of the violators. So, I believe that the fines should be much lower ($1-$2 per
km) and still deter people from speeding. To make matters even worse, the fines are doubled in community safety
zones where these cameras are placed even though the violation may be occurring way outside of school hours. The
current discussion on further reducing the limit to 30 km/hr is just getting ridiculous.

By the way, I'm curious about what percentage of people get their fines cancelled or reduced by appealing. I tried



appealing my more expensive ticket, giving several arguments to get the fine reduced, and they were all rejected by
the screening officer with one brief sentence. With the old manual system, it was common for police officers to
reduce the stated speed on the ticket and I've heard that it was not uncommon for a judge to reduce the penalty for
those who chose to attend court but it seems that's not the case here.

Please reconsider this matter. Thank you.

Sincerely



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Speed Enforcement Cameras
Date: Wednesday, June 11, 2025 12:27:45 PM
Attachments: image001.png
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Good afternoon 
Apologies for the delay in my reply, I understand you’ve since connected with Councillor Ainsworth.
Thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the City of Vaughan’s Automated Speed
Enforcement (ASE) program.

From the outset, the goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas where our most
vulnerable residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we understand the concerns raised
by members of our community about how the program has been implemented.

On June 4th, the Mayor brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause the ASE program
until September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices as of June 5th. He has also asked
that staff work on issuing warning notices as part of an educational campaign, so that residents are
made aware of enforcement zones over the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through
awareness.

During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve the program’s
transparency, fairness, and effectiveness. Rest assured, fines will not be reinstated until Council has
approved a new implementation plan.

Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an exhaustive list):

Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones where ASE
cameras are deployed;

Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety zone and to
encourage slower speeds;

Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and flexi-posts;

Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can receive in a
short period; and

Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas across the city;

Please be assured that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to resident concerns
while continuing to prioritize road safety for all.

Regards,

Anna Venturo
Executive Assistant to Mayor Del Duca
Tel: 905-832-8585, Ext. 8834 | anna.venturo@vaughan.ca
City of Vaughan l Office of the Mayor
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
Subscribe to Mayor Del Duca’s eNewsletter

vaughan.ca   













CAUTION! This is an external email.
Verify the sender's email address
and carefully examine any links or

On Sunday, May 18, 2025, 11:46 AM, Marilyn Iafrate
<Marilyn.Iafrate@vaughan.ca> wrote:

Thank you for your email.

Given your address, you are not a resident of my
Ward.

Your councillor is Chris Ainsworth, Ward 4, whom
I have copied in my response.

Just as a general comment, signs warning of the
upcoming speed cameras were installed 90 days
prior to installation and activtation of those
cameras and then the signs were changed to
clearly indicate that the area had speed cameras
in operation.

All communities where cameras were installed
have had 3 months notice.

Please direct any further comments to your local
councillor.

With thanks,

Marilyn Iafrate
Councillor, Ward 1
Maple/Kleinburg
905.832.8585 x 8344
marilyn.iafrate@vaughan.ca
City of Vaughan

2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A
1T1
vaughan.ca
To subscribe to my E-Newsletter, please click
here
My work day may look different than your work
day. Please do not feel obligated to respond out
of your normal working hours.

From: 
Sent: Sunday, May 18, 2025 11:36 AM
To: Marilyn Iafrate <Marilyn.Iafrate@vaughan.ca>
Cc: 
Subject: [External] phone meeting



attachments before clicking. If you
believe this may be a phishing email,
please use the Phish Alert Button.

Hello - I live in Vaughan at . I've
lived here since 2009.

I am disgusted by the number of tickets I've
gotten while taken my children to their activities in
my neighborhood. I've driven the same way since
I've moved here and am expected to transform
my driving habits over night?

This week (week of May 11th) I received a ticket
for an infraction on April 26, 2025 going 14km/h
over the limit. When I logged in to pay this
infraction, I then saw 2 other infractions (May 10
and May 11), for which I did not receive any
notices in the mail (or email) for even more
money ($123.25 and $183.25). This is a total of
$401 dollars within a few weeks of driving my
family around the community which I live.

This is obscene amount of money to pay out. I
wasn't aware of all the cameras installed. Also, fr
the $183 ticket, the cameras are installed on the
downhill of Peter Rupert where cars naturally
accelerate.

I've been living and driving in this area for 15
years without getting pulled over for speeding and
now I'm expected to pay out $400?

Would like to discuss on how we're governing the
community.

Thanks,

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be
confidential and is intended solely for the
attention and information of the named
addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient
or have received this message in error, please
notify me immediately by return e-mail and
permanently delete the original transmission from
your computer, including any attachment(s). Any
unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of
this message and attachment(s) by anyone other
than the recipient is strictly prohibited.





Brownridge/New Westminster) are not based on any reality of what the speed of traffic
flow is. The New Westminister camera specifically is not even in a residential
neighbourhood and is forcing folks to drive 40km/h.
It feels like a massive cash grab under the premise of safety. Between my immediate
family and closest friends I know of $1000+ in tickets that have been issued.
Additional cameras at major intersections like Bathurst and Atkinson will not help with
safety and feel as though they are being used to fill city coffers.
There are other serious issues that we as a community are facing, lets not add to the
stress with unnecessary financial hardship due to a poorly throughout speed plan.
Thanks,



 
 

                                      
 
RE: SPEED CAMERAS 
 
On April 11th, 2025 I drove my husband to the hospital due to a medical emergency. I 
travelled safely keeping up with the traffic. I have not had a speeding ticket for the past 30 
years. The following week I received two speeding tickets issued by the speed cameras, 
one travelling to the hospital and the second on our return. 
 
The Ontario speeding fines range from $3.00/km to $9.75/km for driving over the speed 
limit. One ticket issued was in the amount of $238.25 for travelling 76/km in a 50/km zone. 
The second ticket was in the amount of $547.25 for 87/km in a 50/km zone. The fines 
issued by these cameras are quite excessive. This is another form of taxation. 
 
I requested a review to dispute the charges. I explained the medical situation and the fact 
that I drove safely. The only changes made to the ticket was that I was given additional time 
to pay as we are pensioners. I am quite repulsed that no sympathy or concern offered given 
my clean record and husband’s suffering. 
 
My nephew received a ticket as well for travelling 8 km over the speed limit. This confirms 
Premier Ford’s comment stating that these cameras are Revenue Tools. I understand totally 
speed cameras in school zones.  
 
The Vaughan mayor said he was going to deal with Vaughan, Ontario traffic congestion. If 
this is his answer to traffic this is not working. Traffic is now worse than ever in Vaughan.  
 
I will be forwarding a copy of this letter to Premier Ford as well.  
 
 



From:
To: Steven Del Duca
Subject: Voice Mail (2 minutes and 52 seconds)
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2025 3:02:47 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

hi good afternoon this message is for the mayor hello there steven question whose idea was it to put
the scooters and these bikes all over the bloody city here you know the sad part about it just dropped
off on the sidewalks and right here glen shields i see about peter ruppers i see them all over the place
they're all they're all scattered even in some of the parks they just leave them in there like why don't you
guys whose bright idea was why don't you guys have it how they have it in toronto the bike goes back
into iraq and locks up and having these stupid things all over the place there you know what's going to
happen these kids kids are kids you get someone they're going to vandalize they're going to start
throwing into a live lane you know this is crazy man crazy you know and these scooters go faster and
these bikes go faster than these cars you want to reduce the speed limit to 30 oh my gosh these things
go faster than 30 so bring that to your committee i think you guys should go you got some homework
to do and also the speed cameras you spent all that money and why don't you keep enforcing it people
don't have money to pay for it their problem tell them to slow down OK put them everywhere not in
the school zones put them everywhere get people to slow down never mind it's going 30 kilometers
put it in there if it's 40 kilometers they're going over 40 you got them OK stop spending money and
also those stupid things you guys put on the road of peter ruppers buses can make a turn on those
pillars and all that put all over the place there go back and look at whoever put them in there stupid OK
so somebody's going to get run over anyways mayor you got your hands full you have a wonderful day
i said get rid of those stupid bikes or make sure they get locked in how they do in city of toronto OK uh
they go back the bicycle into a lock and the way they go they're not scattered all over the city the guy's
finished driving it he's got to find a place to plug it back in and the scooters i don't think it's a good idea
my friend OK have a nice day thank you bye mr mayor

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Steven Del Duca
Subject: Voice Mail (3 minutes and 32 seconds)
Date: Sunday, June 8, 2025 8:39:15 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Association for the duplicate office. I read this evening that you are putting your help to the program
for the automated speak out. At first I didn't support it, but at this time I do support the idea. It's
unfortunate that people are renting a rating to your officer, other work counselors with respect to this
program. There is some merit to the fact that it wasn't properly addressed to the city. There are
programs in both the region as well as in the CITY OF Vaughan as well. With these cameras, they are
what they are. You travel across Ontario, they're all over the place. I read this e-mail that you're putting
it out to the program for the audience because I didn't support it, but at this time I do support the idea.
It's unfortunate that people are rating and waiting to your office or other counselors with respect to this
program. There is some merit to the fact that it wasn't properly addressed in the city that programs in
both the region as well as in the city of as well with these comments, they are what they are. You travel
across Ontario, they're all over the place, etcetera. The fact that people getting cameras, et cetera, the
fact that people getting cameras I believe is all the size of the majority that these cameras should
remain their drivers don't pay attention with the fact that there's a camera, but in a location you can see
it online. If you'd like to know the design that says you have any cameras enforcement and it's pretty
clear to someone where they are. Now the fact that someone may not pay attention, I can understand
that. I don't believe that there should be a threshold set because it's a 40 area ticket. I think that should
be definitely some administration side that you could be done a better job. I agree with that. I think that
there are things such as traffic lights when they go on pedestrian. I believe it's all the majority that these
cameras should remain. Their drivers don't pay attention to the fact that there's a camera, but in a
location you can see it online. If you'd like to know there's a sign that says you have any cameras
enforcement and it's critical to someone where they are and the fact that someone may have attention
that they don't really frequent. I can understand that. I don't believe that there should be a special set of
40 areas before you get a ticket. I think that should be there's definitely some administration side that
should be done a better job. I agree with that. I think that there are things such as traffic lights when
they go on pedestrian presses a button that they should get a signal for the 5 or 10 seconds before
people turn right or left. They should get a signal for the 5 or 10 seconds before people turn right or left
so that they're able to get across interception before the floor traffic as they do into the trial. In any
case, there are going to be people that don't like these cameras. It's just how they are and I understand
that. But at the same time, I think it's important that you realize that people are not calling your office to
tell you these things are people that don't have the tickets. There's lots and lots of people now. You
know you're just better than I do of how many people driving etcetera. I think it's important when I see
in the areas of someone who wants some bikes etcetera, that is unsafe. A lot of times driving cars that
don't pay attention, that do things that in any case there are going to be people that don't like these
comments, which is how they are and I understand that. At the same time, I think it's important that you
realize that the people that are not calling your office to tell you these things are people that don't have
the tickets. There's lots and lots of people, you know, you're just a better idea of how many people
driving, etcetera. I think it's important when I see in the areas of someone who wants and bikes etcetera,
that is unsafe. A lot of times driving cars that don't pay attention, that do things that their signage is up
in there and these things should be done better. That's up for debate and they're not paying attention
much about in the area. Maybe things should be done better. That's up for debate and they're not
paying attention to exactly. So the fact that smaller drivers don't pay attention, I think it's important that
you craft a better threshold to speed on it because these things are important that you keep drivers
more than that. The people that are on the roads in the vulnerable people, the kids that don't have the
experience, the seniors that maybe don't know what's going on safe on these rooms. So that's my call
this afternoon or this evening 'cause I think it's important that people that are calling your office telling
you why do I get ticket after ticket after ticket. The other side needs to call as well. The people that don't
necessarily get the ticket, and I'm not saying I truly say that this is exactly conclusive guidance to the fact



that the small drivers don't pay attention. I think it's important again, that you perhaps do a better
threshold to speed on it when it comes to these things. That's important that you keep drivers more
than that. The people that are on the roads in the vulnerable people, the kids that don't have the
experience, the seniors that maybe don't know what's going on safe on these. So that's my call this
afternoon or this evening 'cause I think it's important that people that are calling your office telling you
why do I get ticket, ticket after ticket, the other side needs to call as well. The people that don't
necessarily get the ticket. And I'm not saying I truly say this is the best way to do things are better ways.
I'd like to see police. That's why it should be done. There needs to be more police. Do you think there
are better ways? I'd like to see police. That's what I think should be done. There needs to be more
police officers in these areas, targeting people. I see running soft signs, being etcetera. At the end of the
day, I think this could be done better, but I think it's important that cameras are going to be around
which they are because they're managed by the problems, that they're done in a way that's fair to all
drivers and pedestrians etcetera. That's my policy. I hope you listen to the people and keep the people
protected. These areas targeting people I see running soft signs, being, et cetera. At the end of the day,
I think it's gonna be done better, but I think it's important that the cameras are going to be around,
which they are because they're many problems, that they're done in a way that's fair to all drivers and
pedestrians, etcetera. That's my policy. I hope you listen to the people and keep the people protected
specifically because they get tickets. I would probably be in the same way if I got a ticket. I don't think
it's necessarily the best program. I think a lot of things to do are not done the right way, but I do think
that it's important help people so that people don't die on the roads.

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Steven Del Duca
Subject: Voice Mail (30 seconds)
Date: Monday, June 9, 2025 10:03:45 AM
Attachments: audio.mp3

hi i would like to know if there's an update on the on the cameras in bonn i received an email or from
others saying that stephen del duca the mayor pause cameras until september i would like to know if
that's real or is it a scam email my name is  and it's  thank you have a great day

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.









From: Steven Del Duca
To: Anna Venturo
Subject: Fw: Voice Mail (35 seconds)
Date: Tuesday, June 17, 2025 9:24:00 AM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Can u pls call this resident?

Get Outlook for Android

From:  
Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2025 9:23:15 AM
To: Steven Del Duca 
Subject: Voice Mail (35 seconds)
Good morning, Mayor Dukakis. It's my name is  Excuse me, I live in Weston Downs. I
just received 2 automatic speeding enforcemen to speak to you about them. If you can
call me back as soon as possible 'cause they do. One of them do June 20th, which is Friday. I need to
speak to you about these. If you can call me  that would be appreciated. Thank you.

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.





On Friday, June 13, 2025 at 01:15:32 p.m. EDT, Anna Commisso wrote:

Good afternoon, 

Thank you for your email, and for taking the time to share your concerns.

We understand your frustration, especially in light of the recent Council decision to suspend the City's
Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) program until September. It's important to note that the motion
approved by Council applies only to tickets issued on or after June 4, 2025, at 5:00 p.m. This was the
point at which the administrative direction to halt enforcement took effect.

Based on the information you've provided, it appears that your tickets were issued prior to this date and
time. As such, they remain valid and are subject to the standard process—either through appeal (which it
seems you’ve already pursued) or by payment before the respective due dates.

We understand that this is a disappointing outcome, particularly given the recent developments. I do
encourage you to share your feedback on the ASE program with the rest of council members
(council@vaughan.ca ). The more voices we hear, from both perspectives—the better informed their
decisions will be.

Thank you again for reaching out.

Warm regards,

Anna

Anna Commisso

Executive Assistant

905-832-8585 x8198 | anna.commisso@vaughan.ca

City of Vaughan | Ward 4, Councillor Chris Ainsworth

2141 Major Mackenzie Drive., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1

To subscribe to the Ward 4 E-Newsletter click here

From: 
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2025 11:07:08 AM
To: Chris Ainsworth <Chris.Ainsworth@vaughan.ca>; mayor@vaughan.ca
<mayor@vaughan.ca>
Cc: 
Subject: [External] ASE program suspension







Dear Mr. Mayor,
I was recently fined, on 3 different days within the span of about 10 days in April, for exceeding the
speed limit of 40km/h on New Westminster Drive. For each fine, the excess speed was 51km/h,
52km/hr and 53 km/h. When I called your staff to “complain” that I was surprised by these fines
since there was no awareness program, no signage, and no other warning of this new program. I
received all 3 fines by mail after they occurred. I was told that while I can request a review it would
not change anything since there is irrefutable proof that I exceeded the speed limit. As such, I paid
$336 through my Mastercard.
I commend your decision to pause the program in order to receive feedback and recommendations
to make the program fairer. In this regard, I am in favour of this program as safety is a primordial
priority and this program can change driving behaviors. Indeed, I think the program should be
expanded and enhanced.
However, I respectfully request that the City of Vaughan provide a refund of the last 2 fines that I
paid on the basis that the program was not rolled out properly and it resulted in an unfair outcome
in my situation.
Regards,





 in Woodbridge.
I would like to address a favour, if you can kindly wave the ASE tickets we  have
incurred this past month.
We recognize our error for not noticing the new automated speed enforcer. Hoping a
mutual agreement can be pardoned at this time. We will be more mindful and we look
forward to your new implementation for September 2025.
I can be reached by cellular at or by email

Please feel free to contact me if you require any further information.
I will attach the a copy of the traffic tickets for your consideration.

Sincerely yours,









I am writing to express my disappointment regarding the recent decision to pause the speed
camera initiative. According to news reports, this decision was made in response to
complaints from individuals who received multiple speeding tickets within the first three
weeks. Frankly, I find this reasoning absurd.

Having lived in Vaughan for 20 years, I have witnessed a noticeable decline in traffic law
enforcement over the past decade, leading to increasingly reckless speeding – often exceeding
limits by 15 km/h or more. While laws and regulations exist, they are ineffective without
proper enforcement.

Now that a promising initiative has been introduced, it is disheartening to see it put on hold
due to complaints from those who disregard the law. I urge you to reconsider this decision
and prioritize the safety and well-being of all residents.

In addition, the current road safety measures are highly ineffective. Installing posts in the
middle of streets and on turning curves to remind drivers of speed limits not only fails to curb
reckless driving but actively makes roads more hazardous by creating unnecessary obstacles.
These structures obstruct visibility, hinder maneuverability, and ultimately prevent streets
from being properly cleared, further compromising safety rather than enhancing it.

In the last few years, I have filed complaints regarding unsafe winter road conditions. Every
winter, people push snow onto the street because they have no space to store it. This issue
arises because homeowners expand their driveways to accommodate more parking, leaving
no green space for snow accumulation. Doesn't the bylaw specify a required percentage of
green space for each lot? Additionally, I have noticed an increase in artificial grass installations
in front lawns. What does the bylaw say about this?

In conclusion, I am deeply disappointed by many of the city’s decisions regarding general
safety programs. This time, I choose to speak up loudly because it is unacceptable for the city
to be intimidated by those who break the law instead of standing firm on the right course of
action.

Thank you





I am also aware that the program has been put on hold
until September.
Unfortunately, I was the beneficiary of 2 speeding tickets
within a few days of each other.
I hadn't even received the first notice of the first.
As I am a senior, I'm used to a police person stopping me
and giving me a ticket.
Having said that, I haven't had a speeding ticket in
decades.
That one experience meeting the police person and
receiving a ticket would have been sufficient for most
people to be more aware and not do it again.
What Vaughan has done on Westminster is both unfair,
and a cash grab.
I am surprised and very disappointed.
Further to the speed limit. I think lowering it to 30KM is far
too low.
I also believe, to be fair with people/drivers, tickets should
NOT be issued for less than 55 or 60KM.
It might be an idea to act in good faith and send a warning
ticket only, no fine, to people going 41 to54 KM for at least
3 months.
Again. This was extremely unfair. I hope you or the
appropriate individuals can do something about rescinding
the second ticket for everyone.



Ward 5





tickets-handed-out-in-3-weeks/
I do not understand. Lots of people are speeding which means our communities are very
unsafe and the response is to....PAUSE the program?
Shouldn't the response be to increase penalties or even suspend these drivers
licenses?!?!
Will it take a young child being hit and killed for someone to re think this strategy?
We need to remember that driving is a privilege not a right and people need to be
responsible on the roads otherwise face proper and timely consequences.





From: 
Date: Thu, Jun 12, 2025 at 10:48 AM
Subject: UFN : 
To: <bylaw@vaughan.ca>

Sir/Madam,
I have received your above Penalty Order for Automated Speed Enforcement. I
immediately paid the Total Penalty Amount of $120.25 online, because I am very fearful
of authorities and I am not very knowledgeable of the law.
I have now been advised that there are some issues of fairness. On the Penalty Order,
the city has just shown a picture of my car on a street. They have not proven the speed I
was travelling at, the time and date and the street. I should not have pleaded guilty and
should not have paid the fine.
I now would like to take back my guilty plea and request the city to refund the $120.25 I
have paid. I would then appeal the Penalty Order.
Please treat this as my formal Appeal of the above UFN Penalty Order.
Your attention in this matter is appreciated!
Yours Truly,









Westminster would be a much safer street.
This is an illogical decision!









From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Speed camera forgiveness - not good
Date: Thursday, July 3, 2025 12:20:25 PM
Attachments: image001.png

image002.png
image003.png
image004.png

Hi 
On behalf of Mayor Del Duca, thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the
City of Vaughan’s Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) program.
From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas where our
most vulnerable residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we understand the
concerns raised by members of our community about how the program has been implemented.
That’s why, on June 4th, Mayor Del Duca brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily
pause the ASE program until September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices as of
June 5th. He has also asked that staff work on issuing warning notices as part of an educational
campaign, so that residents are made aware of enforcement zones over the summer, reinforcing
the goal of behaviour change through awareness.
During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve the
program’s transparency, fairness, and effectiveness.
Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an exhaustive
list):

Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones where ASE
cameras are deployed;

Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety zone and to
encourage slower speeds;

Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and flexi-posts;

Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can receive in a
short period; and

Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas across the city;

We want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to resident
concerns while continuing to prioritize road safety for all.
Regards,
Francesca
Office of Steven Del Duca
Mayor of Vaughan
905-832-8585, ext. 8888 | mayor@vaughan.ca

   
City of Vaughan
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
vaughan.ca







CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully
examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a
phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

You’re the Mayor. These speed cameras exist because you allow them to exist. 32,000
tickets in what, less than a month? Must be making bank for the city and who knows who
else, robbing citizens who can barely afford groceries for going speeds that would NEVER
yield a ticket otherwise. I know you’ve received more complaints than you can imagine and
I know you’re aware of how this is affecting your popularity.

As a citizen who once thought you were the best choice for the job, I’ve lost all confidence
in you. You’re supposed to help us in these economic uncertainties; not gauge us for more
money.

The first candidate who pledged to get rid of this absolute scam of an initiative is getting my
vote.

On Fri, Jun 13, 2025 at 2:51 PM Steven Del Duca <Steven.DelDuca@vaughan.ca> wrote:
Hi 

Thanks for your message. For what it's worth, I didn't "sign off" on this program.
Council, as a group, approved the program many months ago.

The decision to pause the program was in response to the motion that I brought
forward.

Hope this helps to clarify the situation. Happy to chat more about it if you'd like.

Regards,

Steven

Get Outlook for Android

From:  
Sent: Friday, June 13, 2025 2:47:07 p.m.
To: Steven Del Duca <Steven.DelDuca@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Speed Cameras.

These speed cameras are an absolute slap in the face to everyone who supported you. It’s
hard enough to live in this economy without being gauged by your own city. Disgraceful.

I don’t care that you paused you them, I would never vote for you again after this, and I’ll



make sure everyone I know is aware you signed off on these. With the all bullshit we have
to deal with in the city that NEVER gets dealt with, we have to worry about being robbed
by you in top of it all. Good riddance, you absolute disgrace of a mayor.

-a disgusted and embarrassed citizen who actually voted for you.

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for
the attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended
recipient or have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-
mail and permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any
attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and
attachment(s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Speed cameras
Date: Monday, June 16, 2025 10:00:35 AM

Hi 

Thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the City of Vaughan’s Automated Speed
Enforcement (ASE) program.

From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas where our most vulnerable
residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we understand the concerns raised by members of our
community about how the program has been implemented.

That’s why, on June 4th, I brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause the ASE program until
September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices as of June 5th. I have also asked that staff work on
issuing warning notices as part of an educational campaign, so that residents are made aware of enforcement zones
over the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through awareness.

During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve the program’s transparency,
fairness, and effectiveness. Rest assured, fines will not be reinstated until Council has approved a new
implementation plan.

Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an exhaustive list):
•       Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones where ASE cameras are
deployed;
•       Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety zone and to encourage slower
speeds;
•       Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and flexi-posts;
•       Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can receive in a short period; and
•       Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas across the city;

If you received a penalty order (or ticket) for speeding infractions that occurred prior to June 4 at 5 p.m., you have
two options:
•       Pay the fine according to the instructions outlined on the ticket.
•       Request to attend a screening to appeal the ticket.

Please be aware that the pause relates to the City of Vaughan’s ASE program and not that of York Region. 

I want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to resident concerns while
continuing to prioritize road safety for all.

Steven

-----Original Message-----
From: 
Sent: Saturday, June 14, 2025 10:35 AM
To: mayor@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] Speed cameras

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.



Hello
My name is . I am writing to complain about this automated speed cameras.
I am not a fast driver but have had 2 tickets in the last month. This is concern as the new speed cameras have gone
up and really not knowing exactly where they are. The ticket is okay and the fine. However the air charges of
20.00!and license plate look up is absolutely ridiculous! This is a cash grab on the city. I will be appealing this
tickets. I also learned that you have paused this process.
I am so upset I don’t want to drive as I am only following traffic. So I can only imagine how many tickets have been
issued. What a cash grab on your part.

Sent from my iPhone







From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: RE: [External] Support for Resuming the Automated Speed Enforcement Program
Date: Thursday, June 19, 2025 3:03:34 PM

Hi 
Thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the City of Vaughan’s
Automated Speed Enforcement (ASE) program.
From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas
where our most vulnerable residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we
understand the concerns raised by members of our community about how the program
has been implemented.
That’s why, on June 4th, I brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause
the ASE program until September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices
as of June 5th. I have also asked that staff work on issuing warning notices as part of
an educational campaign, so that residents are made aware of enforcement zones over
the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through awareness.
During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve
the program’s transparency, fairness, and effectiveness.
Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an
exhaustive list):

Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones
where ASE cameras are deployed;

Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety
zone and to encourage slower speeds;

Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and
flexi-posts;

Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can
receive in a short period; and

Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas
across the city;

If you received a penalty order (or ticket) for speeding infractions that occurred prior to June
4 at 5 p.m., you have two options:

Pay the fine according to the instructions outlined on the ticket.
Request to attend a screening to appeal the ticket.

I want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to
resident concerns while continuing to prioritize road safety for all.
Regards,
Steven
From:  
Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2025 11:20 AM







From:
To: Steven Del Duca
Subject: Voice Mail (2 minutes and 35 seconds)
Date: Friday, June 13, 2025 2:28:17 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Hi, this message is for the mayor Steven Del Duca. My name is  and my cell number is 
 I'm a resident of Maple and my husband was driving my car on May 27th and he received a

ticket from the cameras on Melville. So I have an issue with this. I am not paying this ticket. You need to
call me back because I understand that these cameras have been paused and I think that everybody
who has gotten a ticket since they've been implemented the wrong way, then should tickets should all
be suspended, not just as of June 3rd, OK Because first of all, the signs on Melville don't make sense. It
goes from 50 to 40. By the time I see the 40 or anybody sees the 40, it's around the curve. So I'm going
around the curve and I don't see that it's 40, OK, Nobody sees it. Secondly, there's 2. When the ticket
was issued coming to my house, there's two cars on the road, 1 was beside my husband and 1 was my
husband and the car beside my husband was going was way ahead of my husband. So how do I know
that ticket is an issue for that person and not my husband? So that's another thing that the cameras
can't tell that who's the ticket for. OK, that's two. And third, you're charging me You guys are charging
me to look up my license. Sorry to look up my information from my license plate. You're charging me.
OK, I got charged on the ticket, OK to look up my license plate, which is personal information that I
didn't agree for you to do. So you know what? I'm not paying this ticket. You need to call me back
because those cameras that have been suspended due to further investigation, which I don't know why
it wasn't investigated before you implemented the program. Like other areas you could have looked at
like Richmond Hill to see how they did it, which you guys didn't. And I know for sure council members
must have got tickets and have been disputing it as well. So you know what? You need to call me back
because this is not fair. I'm not going through a whole thing of having to pay this ticket. I'm not paying
it. So you need to call me back. Someone needs to be able to suspend this ticket. Someone in there
needs to do their job and suspend my ticket, OK? Because not only that, my taxes that I'm I pay for are
going to go up because of all these cameras in Vaughan for no reason at all. So please call me back

 Goodbye.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Steven Del Duca
Subject: Voice Mail (35 seconds)
Date: Monday, June 16, 2025 1:15:48 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Hi, good afternoon. This is a message for Steven Del Duca. It's regarding the speeding cameras in
Vaughan. I'm just wondering when those will be reinstated. I saw in the paper that those were
temporarily removed, and I'm calling to understand why that was done and what the plan is from here.
But the name is  and the phone number is  Thank you.

You received a voice mail from

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From: mayor@vaughan.ca
To:
Subject: Voice Mail -Automated Speed Enforcement
Date: Friday, June 13, 2025 5:04:22 PM

Good afternoon 

Thank you for reaching out and sharing your feedback regarding the City of Vaughan’s Automated Speed
Enforcement (ASE) program.

From the outset, our goal has always been to make our roads safer—particularly in areas where our most
vulnerable residents, including children, frequently travel. However, we understand the concerns raised by
members of our community about how the program has been implemented.

That’s why, on June 4th, I brought forward a motion at Committee to temporarily pause the ASE program
until September 2025 and to suspend any further penalty notices as of June 5th. I have also asked that
staff work on issuing warning notices as part of an educational campaign, so that residents are made
aware of enforcement zones over the summer, reinforcing the goal of behaviour change through awareness.

During this pause, City staff will work to report back with recommendations to improve the program’s
transparency, fairness, and effectiveness. Rest assured, fines will not be reinstated until Council has
approved a new implementation plan.

Staff were asked to consider the following recommendations (this is not meant to be an exhaustive list):

Installing larger, more visible, and clearer signage in Community Safety Zones where ASE cameras
are deployed;

Adding pavement markings to alert drivers they are entering a school or safety zone and to
encourage slower speeds;

Exploring alternative traffic-calming measures such as speed cushions and flexi-posts;

Reviewing options to limit the number of infractions a single vehicle owner can receive in a short
period; and

Providing a warning notice each time ASE cameras are relocated to new areas across the city;

If you received a penalty order (or ticket) for speeding infractions that occurred prior to June 4 at
5 p.m., you have two options:

Pay the fine according to the instructions outlined on the ticket.

Request to attend a screening to appeal the ticket.

Please be aware that the pause relates to the City of Vaughan’s ASE program and not that of York
Region.
I want to assure you that we are listening and taking meaningful steps to respond to resident concerns
while continuing to prioritize road safety for all.
Steven













It’s been a while. I hope everything is well with you.
I’m reaching out as we received our first speeding camera ticket on one of
our response units and I’m wondering how you guys at York Region EMS deal
with this.
Thank you in advance.





On Mar 5, 2025, at 12:05 PM, mayor@vaughan.ca wrote:

Good afternoon Councillor Martow and 

I have reached out to the Region and will be back in touch once I have information to
share.

Kind regards,

Anna Venturo

Executive Assistant to Mayor Del Duca

Tel: 905-832-8585, Ext. 8834 | anna.venturo@vaughan.ca

City of Vaughan l Office of the Mayor

2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1

Subscribe to Mayor Del Duca’s eNewsletter

vaughan.ca

From: Gila Martow <Gila.Martow@vaughan.ca> 
Sent: Tuesday, March 4, 2025 7:13 PM
To: ; mayor@vaughan.ca
Cc: 
Subject: 

, I am going to forward this issue with the speed camera on
Yonge St to the mayor’s office.

Gila

Local Councillor, Ward 5 Vaughan





under this section do not apply to: (c) an ambulance while
responding to an emergency call or being used to transport
a patient or injured person in an emergency situation; of
the highway Traffic Act.

If an exemption is applied, the appropriate information is
submitted to the Regional Courts. In those situations
where our vehicle has not been exempted, the
department is responsible for submitting payment.

As I’m unsure if your response units would be classified as
an ambulance/emergency response vehicle per O. Reg.
257/00, I would contact your legal counsel on how to
proceed.

Hope that helps!

-J

Jeffrey D. Field NCIT-S, ACP, BA | Commander (A)
– Operations,

Paramedic and Senior Services, Community and
Health Services Department

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

The Regional Municipality of York | 80 Bales Drive
East (R.R. #1) | Sharon, Ontario L0G 1V0 
1-877-464-9675 ext. 76226 | C:905-806-2471 |
jeffrey.field@york.ca | york.ca

Our working hours may be different. Please do not feel
obligated to reply outside of your scheduled working
hours. Let’s work together to help foster healthy work-
life boundaries.

Our Mission: Working together to serve our
thriving communities – today and tomorrow

Confidentiality: The information contained in this
communication is confidential and is intended only for
the use of the individual or entity to whom/ which it is
addressed. The contents of this communication may
also be subject to legal privilege, and all rights of that
privilege are expressly claimed and not waived. Any
distribution, use or copying of this communication, or
the information it contains, by anyone other than the
intended recipient, is unauthorized. If you have

















Dear Mr. Mayor and Council members,

I live next to Mackenzie Glen P.S. and do not understand why your lowering speed
limits to 40km/hr. That's completely unrealistic and unnecessary. I say unnecessary
because I live here, aside from the fact your always going to have the odd jackass
that speeds, it's not a major problem, especially with all the speed bumps on
Melville/Drummond. I ask that you reconsider because it's not too late to change your
mind.

Vaughan

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the attention and
information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or have received this
message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete the original
transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure
or copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Cc:

Subject: [External] Speed Limits in School Zones
Date: Thursday, April 17, 2025 12:50:56 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Hi Gila,
I hope you are well. I am writing to you about speed limits in school zones. We all want to keep children safe. 
However, is it necessary to enforce school speed limits when there are no children in school?  Progressive cities in
Canada and the US commonly reduce speed limits only during school hours. Vaughan can accomplish this with little
or no cost. Another thing that should be in upcoming city plans is synchronized stop lights that allow flow-through
at a pre-set speed. It is environmentally efficient, reduces congestion and calms drivers.  Currently it is not usual to
stop at red light while the following block is green and then arrive at the next block only to be stopped by a newly
changed red light.  This is poor city planning.

We all live here and appreciate when the city looks for ways to make life in Vaughan smoother. I am sure it is no
surprise to you that I am not alone with these concerns.  For information sake, please include the names listed above
when you respond.  I look forward to hearing from you. Thanks in advance for your efforts to help our community.

Be well.  Chag somayach,

Sent from my iPhone





Reasons for Appeal  

I received a speeding ticket while travelling south on Yonge St. past the 
Thornhill PS in January and I find this newly set 40 km speed zone completely 
unreasonable and unnecessary.   

My reasons are as follows; 

School Catchment Zone – according to the YRDSB all of the students that attend Thornhill PS live west of 
Yonge St. so there is no need for any of the Thornhill PS students to cross over Yonge St. getting to and 
from school or their home.  

 

Pedestrian traffic – It is important to note, owing to a tall chain link fence, there is no vehicle or 
pedestrian access to the school along its entire Yonge St. frontage.  Access to the school is from further 
west on Arnold Ave. via a one-way driveway where school busses park to pick up and deliver students 
and the parents, doing the same, park along Arnold Ave. next to the school and driveway. 

 

Inconsistent – The Thornlea SS and the Bayview SS on Bayview Ave in Markham also have School Zones 
governed by speed cameras.  Anyone who drives past these two schools during school hours is well 
aware of the stream of students crossing Bayview Ave. (and Major MacKenzie Dr.) as they head to the 
local plazas during breaks and at lunchtime.  Despite the resulting steady pedestrian flow along and 
across these streets, the posted speed limit for both these monitored school speed zones is set at 50 
km. 

 

Confusing –   There are two traffic signs situated on the south side of Arnold Ave. (@ 25 feet and @ 30 
feet +/-) west of Yonge St.  They signify the end of the Community Safety Zone and the end of the 40 km 
Speed Zone.  Hence, the speed limit shifts back to the normal 50 km on Arnold Ave. as one approaches 
Yonge St. 

However, turning right onto Yonge St, normally a 50 km zone, with little advance notice one is thrust 
back into another Community Safety Zone and a 40 km Speed Camera Zone while heading southbound 
on Yonge St.  I reiterate, owing to a tall chain link fence, there is no vehicle or pedestrian access to the 
school along the school’s entire Yonge St. frontage.  The 40 km is unnecessary. 

 

YR Policy – Reduce Speed limit by 10 km in all School Zones.  Yonge St. has a 50 km posted speed limit 
for much of its length through Thornhill.  A further 10 km reduction to 40km in this newly designated 
zone (with no plaza across Yonge St, no driveways off Yonge, no lunchtime stream of students, no 
jaywalkers) on a wide open road is excessive and completely un-necessary.  In fact, it will likely cause 
more traffic chaos and accidents than the previous normal 50 km speed condition. 



This potential for traffic concerns could be eliminated if York Region’s Policy was tailored to local 
conditions, as should be the case along Yonge St. in front of the Thornhill PS, and by simply raising the 
speed limit back to (a speed camera regulated) 50 km.  

 

Recommendations 

 

That York Region return to the 50 km speed limit through the Thornhill PS Zone and maintain the 
Speed Camera system also set at 50 km similar to the monitored school zones on Bayview Ave.  

That the York Region install properly backlit speed limit signs at each of the existing and proposed 
School Speed Zones so drivers get a fair and obvious warning of a reduced speed zone ahead. 

That these backlit flashing warning signs and speed cameras operate only during the school days and 
hours as specified on these new traffic signs within the these zones. 

Until these backlit signs are operational, the Region should provide for a grace period and suspend the 
fines associated with the speed camera operations sending drivers a “NO FEE” notice of their 
infraction. 

Drivers already ticketed be reimbursed for fines paid and any drivers holding an unpaid speeding 
ticket should receive a “NO FEE” letter cancelling all the tickets until the backlit signs installation is 
complete. 

 

 

 

 

 

 





From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 9 seconds)
Date: Monday, January 27, 2025 3:45:03 PM
Attachments:

Excuse me. Hi, My name is . My phone number is . I live in your ward. I
 Like in the condo, I'm calling to complain about the radar

that's been placed right at Young and Arnold's reducing the street limit to 40 kilometers an hour. In the
past week I've received 3 speeding tickets and for doing like 50 kilometers an hour. I find this with the
fixed income I'm under. I find this kind of ridiculous. Doing 40 kilometers an hour on Young St. So it's
the same speed limit that you have on Arnold Ave. If you could call me back, please, I'd really
appreciate it. I don't know how I can how I can respond to these ridiculous penalties that I'm receiving.
Thank you again. My name is 

You received a voice mail from .

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 15 seconds)
Date: Friday, February 07, 2025 3:23:43 PM
Attachments:

Hello, my name is , live in Ward 5. My mobile number is . I don't
know if you're the right person to speak to about the new speed cameras, and I'm not complaining
about speed cameras, but the one on Young Street at Arnold is just very unfair. If the municipality or if
it's the region wants people to truly slow down, they should have a big flashing light as you'll see on
Beecroft. So the Finch wanted to warn you to slow down, but no one expects the speed limit to drop to
40 when it's 50 just about everywhere on Young Street from the lake all the way up to lake to lake. So I
already got 1 ticket and I think maybe I got 1 today again because I forgot for some I didn't know.
Anyways, I don't understand the speed cameras there, but there's not sufficient warning, that's I guess
from my comment. Anyway, sorry about the long message. I

. Thank you.

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.







· not looking at phones while crossing;

· very importantly, understanding what a driver can and cannot see, and what a driver can react
to when making turns;

· riding a bike/scooter on the proper path, in the proper direction, and how to safely cross at an
intersection;

· the additional dangers of high-speed crosses on a crosswalk, e.g. bicycling on the pedestrian
walkway rather than walking the bike, or using a skateboard, scooter or e-bike at faster than
walking speed on a crosswalk – especially when the biker/rider is continuing onto the
crosswalk at higher-speed from driving along the sidewalk, as opposed to having started
from a standing stop at the intersection where a car driver can readily see them – and again,
understanding what a driver can and cannot see and can react to (especially when the car is
turning);

· additional dangers if the vehicle is a truck or bus (regarding turns, stopping distances, etc.); and

· obviously, but maybe not – the safety value in observing road signs and the law!
3. Additional Safety Measures

Given the increase of “higher-speed users” of sidewalks (such as those riding scooters, e-bikes,
bicycles, etc. – whether legal on sidewalks or not), one item that is related to safety is that shrubs
and other installations often block the view of the sidewalk and/or roadway from a driver trying to
enter the road from a parking lot or other off-road area. Danger is created if the driver is blocked
from seeing whether anyone is coming along the sidewalk, especially if it involves a higher speed
than a pedestrian walking. A municipality I used to live in prohibited any kind of fence, wall, shrub,
tree or other growth that exceeded a very low height (maybe 30-40 cms.), within maybe 10 metres
of an intersection or exit road from any property. If the City does not have – and enforce – such a by-
law, it should consider it.
4. Congestion

I also note that the City’s Vaughan News says that Mayor Del Duca is committed to “fighting traffic
gridlock”.
In my view, 30kmh limits will only exacerbate the traffic congestion we have in this City.
I’ve been living in Vaughan for over 30 years (and have been driving for over 50 years), and I am
appalled at how traffic management (mis-management?) is making this city so unliveable.
Eliminating right-hand turn lanes and right-on-red where it makes no sense, narrowing lanes to
intentionally slow down vehicles, adding exclusive bus lanes when busses are way too few and far
between to make them a reasonable alternative to travel by car, and on and on, all add up to
increasing congestion, less enjoyment of living and working in Vaughan, and, I expect, more road
rage.
If the Mayor is truly committed to fighting traffic gridlock, it is obvious that speed limits in CMZ’s
should never be reduced to 30kmh.
All of which is respectfully submitted.
- - - -



















CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and
carefully examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe
this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Happy Easter to you and your family.

Marilyn Iafrate
Councillor, Ward 1
Maple/Kleinburg
905.832.8585 x 8344
marilyn.iafrate@vaughan.ca
City of Vaughan
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
vaughan.ca
To subscribe to my E-Newsletter, please click here
My work day may look different than your work day. Please do not feel obligated to respond
out of your normal working hours.

From:  
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2025 7:20 AM
To: Rosanna DeFrancesca ; Marilyn Iafrate ; Adriano Volpentesta ; Chris Ainsworth
; Gila Martow 
Subject: [External] Fwd: ASE and road design concerns

Hello councillors,
Please see below.
Happy Easter,

Begin forwarded message:

From:  
Date: April 17, 2025 at 11:10:54 PM EDT
To: service@vaughan.ca
Subject: ASE and road design concerns

 Hello,

I am writing to express concerns with ASEs and road design as a
citizen of Vaughan.
The concern is that more and more ASEs are popping up without any
regard to actual road design improvements. York Region’s own
website states that speed compliance is increased by 25% in areas
where these cameras are in use - a pretty dismal number when it's the
second top thing the region lists for ways to improve road safety.
ASEs are typically used in community safety zones where there may



be a higher incidence of car-pedestrian conflict. However, the main
issue is that many of the roads ASEs are used on are still designed
like a wide two lane highway; take Ansley Grove for example.
Everything about road designs like this is telling drivers to drive
quickly because driving is a subconscious act as we drive according
to the road design. Sure there is signage that we must look out for,
but that does not change the fact that the act is fundamentally
subconscious. Unfortunately, what is not listed in York Region’s road
safety plan are road design changes. I'm not talking about things like
painting slow down on the road, but about things such as medians
that narrow the lanes that will actually make drivers slow down
because the road design will make drivers uncomfortable to drive
quickly. But if the municipalities did that, it would not make millions
of dollars off the cameras. So if municipalities truly cared about
reducing child deaths in a major way and not just using a half
measure to make money, it would take major steps into road design
changes. Cameras are a lazy way to try to solve road safety issues,
and miss the mark as they are not nearly as effective as road design
changes that will force drivers to alter behaviour in real time. This
must take courage to implement. 

PS, a great video on this topic for your visualization:
The Wrong Way to Set Speed Limits [ST06]
youtube.com

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended
solely for the attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not
the intended recipient or have received this message in error, please notify me
immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete the original transmission
from your computer, including any attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution,
disclosure or copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone other than the
recipient is strictly prohibited.























From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 7 seconds)
Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2025 10:23:15 AM
Attachments: audio.mp3

My name is . I live at  in Thornhill. I've been a resident here for
almost 40 years and I'd like to have a conversation with Gila. Gila, I've spoken with you before. If you're
taking your own messages, I do want to have a conversation on an e-mail, not a delegate, about the
speeding enforcement. And my wife took five speeding tickets and there are modest offences over a
period of three days without knowing she was speeding. And I wanted to know what your voting
position was on this matter and I would appreciate a call back just to understand the rationale and how
that this type of enforcement improves safety for and good behavior. So I would like to have that
conversation and I'd appreciate it not to be delegated. Thank you.  Thank
you.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 45 seconds)
Date: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:56:10 AM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Hi, Gila, My name is . I'm a resident in Vaughan. I live at  In a condo
and I'm calling regarding and you probably heard from many people already, but tickets I'm receiving in
the mail that are issued when they claim this seating They have the cameras showing me my picture on
Young St. South of a young St. southbound South of Arnold. And one of my complaints is that I
received only receive it a month later. So if it's something that I speeded somewhere, I speeded over
the limit according to the picture, I would see the months later. So far we received two. The first one we
paid, and now I see there's a pattern. And to many of people they've been getting issued these tickets.
You know, it's like, no. But what I wanted to say is we're out of the country for six months. We live in
Israel, and we came back and we didn't know anything about this. I know it says new speeding or new
enforcement, new speed limit, and I'd like to know what to do about this. We can try to appeal it, but
it's I don't know how far we're going to get with that and we want let's like to what you can tell me
about that and how to proceed. So my phone number 00. Thank you so much and look
forward to hearing from you. Thank you.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (18 seconds)
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2025 2:12:55 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Please call  regarding concerns of the automated speed enforcement
system that's been put in place on New Westminster. I'm a resident . Please call me.
Thank you.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (46 seconds)
Date: Thursday, May 22, 2025 2:01:45 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

It's  calling. I received the call yesterday from Vaughan City Council and I have no idea.
There's no message left so I don't know if it was you who phoned me and I think it's I dealt with Eden so
it's so cough. Shop  with regards to violation penalty speeding on April 28th and I'm
asking for the secon e me a call back if that was you. Thank you.

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.









If you reduce the speed limits in Community Safety Zones to 30 km/h as is currently being
proposed, I can't imagine how frustrated drivers will be. Have you tried driving 40 km/h on
Clark from Dufferin to Bathurst when there is no traffic? It feels incredibly slow! . Clark is a
major arterial road; it is a wide street engineered for 50 or 60 km/h, with wide grass
boulevards separating the street from the sidewalk — pedestrians are far from the roadway.
This is not about safety; unnaturally low speed limits and speed cameras placed right after the
speed limit is reduced have no effect on safety, contrary to the skewed online public
engagement vaughan.ca/30km survey. According to the information presented in this survey,
it would be even safer to reduce speeds to 20 km/h, and even safer at 10 km/h. Should we
revert to riding horses or walking rather than driving so that there will be no car accidents?

I am boiling mad at the City's attempt at a cash grab. The city is supposed to serve residents,
not gratuitously pick our pockets.

Every member of my community who I have talked to is incensed with these speed cameras.
We are fed up with the over-regulation in Vaughan, and we feel we have no recourse.

Please get rid of these useless speed cameras.

Thank you,





are often playing in front of their houses and/or on the street itself?

While we would prefer it is removed permanently and manned police officers were
the ones giving out tickets with real consequences like demerit points, that ship
seems to have sailed, so at minimum please modify it to reflect reality and not the
cash grab it is now.

Best Regards,







fine reduced, and they were all rejected by the screening officer with one brief sentence. With
the old manual system, it was common for police officers to reduce the stated speed on the
ticket and I've heard that it was not uncommon for a judge to reduce the penalty for those who
chose to attend court but it seems that's not the case here.

Thanks for listening,







From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: [External] Speed Cameras in Vaughan
Date: Saturday, May 24, 2025 10:21:33 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Dear Ms Gila Martow

I am writing to express my thoughts on the recently installed speed enforcement cameras.

Despite getting some rather expensive tickets lately, I think that speed cameras are a good idea, but that they're not
being used appropriately.

Our current vehicle violation fines are set with the assumption that people rarely get caught, so the penalty needs to
be high enough to deter people from speeding even though the risk of being caught is low. That is no longer the case
with speed cameras as they catch 100% of violators. So, I believe that the fines could be much lower ($1-$2 per km)
and still deter people from speeding. To make matters even worse, the fines are doubled in community safety zones
where these cameras are placed even though the violation may be occurring way outside of school hours. It's not
surprising that most people I talk to about this call it a "cash grab".

Most people normally drive at 5-10 km/hr above the speed limit because it would be rare for a police officer to stop
someone going at that speed or less. I don't know the exact number but speed cameras enforce a speed closer to the
actual limit because of the 100% chance of getting caught. That's okay but it should be recognized that adding speed
cameras is essentially reducing the speed limit by 5-10 km/hr. The current discussion on further reducing the limit to
30 km/hr is just getting ridiculous.

By the way, I'm curious about what percentage of people get their fines cancelled or reduced by appealing. I tried
appealing my more expensive ticket, giving several arguments to get the fine reduced, and they were all rejected by
the screening officer with one brief sentence. With the old manual system, it was common for police officers to
reduce the stated speed on the ticket and I've heard that it was not uncommon for a judge to reduce the penalty for
those who chose to attend court but it seems that's not the case here.

I agree wholeheartedly that speed control is essential. Speed bumps are very effective and have enough of them.
Speed cameras in more sensitive zones are a good backup but having so many points to only one thing that is cash
grabs. Since you are catching 100% of violators, the fines should be more reasonable.

Please look into and follow up. Thank you.

Sincerely





From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 15 seconds)
Date: Monday, June 09, 2025 5:27:32 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Hi, good afternoon. The message for Gila. Hi, my name is . I'm calling you regarding an
article that you wrote, important update on speed enforcement cameras. Also regarding the camera
that's singing everybody on New Westminster, could you please give me a call back? My number is 

We know each other from somewhere else as well, which I will explain to you when I speak
with you. I'm available today and being Monday the 9th of June, I will only be available tomorrow after
2:00 PM. If you can call me. If you can't call me today, I understand If you can call me tomorrow,
Tuesday the 10th after 2:00 PM please, or during the week, OK? It's important that I speak with you and
I'll just give you the details when I hear from you. Thank you very much. Again, my name is 

 and my phone number is  Thank you. Bye bye.

You received a voice mail from

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (50 seconds)
Date: Tuesday, June 10, 2025 12:04:56 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Hi there, it's . I had originally spoken to Eden a few days back and regarding speeding
tickets on Westminster, and I noticed some kind of message on Facebook that appears that people in
this ward, at least there in Facebook, don't count on the pullback. I don't know, can't find it on the site
so I can put something so I can test. If somebody can give me a call back I would appreciate it.

.

You received a voice mail from

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.













Good morning, 

Your May 8, 2025 email below sharing your concerns regarding York Region’s Automated
Speed Enforcement (ASE) Program and the associated appeal process was directed to me
for reply. We appreciate your engagement and the opportunity to provide clarification on the
matters you’ve raised. Responses to each of your enquiries are set out below.

Can York Region “cancel” your ticket?

Neither York Region staff nor Regional Council have jurisdiction or legal authority to
“cancel” tickets where the facts supporting the penalty order are supported by evidence
following review by a Hearing Officer and subsequently confirmed by an Appeal Officer.
Pursuant to the Highway Traffic Act and associated regulations, Hearing Officers and
Appeal Officers are required to exercise independent decision-making authority.

What qualifications and training are required for Screening and Hearing Officers?

Screening Officers are employees of York Region who are required to meet the minimum
qualifications as outlined by York Region hiring policies and York Region’s Hearing and
Screening Officer Bylaw. Screening Officer qualifications and requirements are as follows:

Successful completion of a College Diploma in Paralegal Studies, Paralegal Court
and Tribunal Agent Program, Law Clerk or a related discipline or approved equivalent
combination of education and experience.
Minimum three (3) years demonstrated experience in interpreting and applying
legislation, bylaws, policies, regulations and/or Administrative Penalty System
processes and procedures.
Satisfactory Police Criminal Background Check.
Demonstrated knowledge of a broad range of applicable legislation, bylaws, and
adjudicative procedures as they relate to administrative penalties.
Demonstrated ability in the Region’s corporate core competencies.
Excellent communication and interpersonal skills including the ability to listen
effectively, summarize information, and provide clear and concise written decisions.
Demonstrated skills in providing excellent customer service including the ability to
diffuse difficult situations while maintaining professionalism, diplomacy and tact with
members of the public.
Strong organizational and time management skills with the ability to work
independently while managing a large caseload and adhering to a set schedule.
Strong ability to develop relationships and work in a welcoming and inclusive
environment, where diversity is celebrated and where everyone can develop to their
full potential.
Advanced skills in virtual platforms and use of virtual platforms for conducting
meetings . Intermediate skills in MS Office Suite.
Ability to work outside regular business hours, as required

Hearing Officers are independent contractors recruited through a public appointment
process, where candidates are interviewed and selected for consideration by the Regional
Solicitor and General Counsel and subsequently recommended to Regional Council, in
accordance with York Region’s Hearing and Screening Officer Bylaw. All individuals
appointed by Regional Council as Hearing Officers have significant adjudicative expertise;
qualifications and requirements for appointment are as follows:



• Be of good character

• Ability to act impartially and maintain impartiality

• Formal post-secondary education in Law Enforcement, Regulatory Law, Public
Administration, Paralegal or related field and/or have an equivalent combination of education
and experience

• Demonstrated knowledge and experience in adjudicative processes, including hearings for
administrative tribunals

• Knowledge of and experience in the practice of administrative law, alternative dispute
resolution, mediation, adjudication and decision-making

• Knowledge of, and experience in, interpreting and applying legislation, including municipal
bylaws, the Highway Traffic Act, and the Municipal Act, 2001

• Demonstrated respect for diversity and inclusivity in maintaining a fair and transparent
process for all persons

• Excellent communication skills (verbal, written, and presentation), with the ability to
formulate reasoned decisions and communicate them clearly and effectively

• Highly effective leadership, facilitation, and organizational abilities

• Ability to deal courteously and effectively with staff, stakeholders, consultants, and the
public

• Good organizational, time management and interpersonal skills

• Knowledge of and experience in the use of technology in the performance of work duties,
including virtual conferencing technology

• Demonstrated knowledge in the use of computer software including Microsoft Office Suite
(Outlook, Word and Teams)

• Committed to ongoing professional development to enhance expertise and remain current
in the field

• Satisfactory Police background check

Additionally, all Screening and Hearing Officers receive mandatory training appropriate to
their respective roles to confirm their understanding of the legislative framework, procedural
fairness and their responsibilities under York Region Bylaw 2024-38 and the Highway
Traffic Act and associated regulations.

Appeals process

York Region’s Administrative Penalty appeal process is designed to be accessible and
transparent, in accordance with Provincial regulations. Upon receiving a penalty notice,
individuals have two options:

1. Pay the penalty; or
2. Dispute the penalty by requesting a screening review.

A screening Officer’s role is to determine whether it was reasonable for the Automated
Enforcement Officer to impose the penalty order based on the evidence provided. A
Hearing Officer’s role is to determine whether the decision of the Screening Officer was



reasonable. Subsection 14(3) of Ontario Regulation 355/22 stipulates that the decision of a
Hearing Officer is final; accordingly, as noted above, the Region does not have jurisdiction
or authority to review Hearing Officer decisions. This is consistent with the administrative
penalty framework used by municipalities across Ontario.

Concerns Regarding the System’s Intent and Fairness

The primary goal of the automated speed enforcement program is to enhance road safety,
particularly in Community Safety Zones where vulnerable road users, such as students, are
present. The program is not intended to be punitive (noting below the significantly reduced
penalties for ASE infractions as opposed to Highway Traffic Act speeding infractions at the
same speed) but rather to encourage and reinforce compliance with speed limits to reduce
the risk and severity of collisions—particularly between vehicles and pedestrians. York
Region’s program is implemented strictly in accordance with all applicable Provincial
regulations to ensure consistency and compliance across the Region.

The existing 50 km/h speed limit has been in place in this location since 1996. In 2012,
Yonge Street between Centre Street and Clark Avenue was designated as a Community
Safety Zone and a 10 kilometre per hour school speed reduction was subsequently
implemented in 2021 to further enhance safety. Since ASE was introduced at this location,
average vehicle speed has decreased by 14 kilometres per hour and speed limit
compliance has increased by 21%. These are significant and encouraging results; a 14
kilometre per hour speed reduction reduces the risk of severe injury by nearly 30%.

While we understand your comparison to other areas such as Lawrence Avenue west of
Allen Road in the City of Toronto, the Region’s ASE signs and implementation align with
Provincial legislation to ensure uniformity and legal compliance across all York Region
school and community safety zones. It would not be appropriate, nor do Screening and
Hearing Officers have legal jurisdiction to consider how other jurisdictions mark particular
Community Safety Zones which, among other considerations, may have different physical
environments or other characteristics which may call for enhanced signage and lighting.
Having said that, as the end goal is to reduce speed and reduce pedestrian/vehicle
collisions in Community Safety Zones, your comments are well-taken. The Region and
every other road authority in Ontario should always be striving to improve compliance and
user-experience, taking public feedback into account. We also understand that the Province
is considering further regulation to enhance ASE signage visibility and we will closely
monitor and apply any changes that may be directed.

Quantum and Proportionality: How is the amount of the Penalty Order determined?

The amount of the $477 penalty order you received for exceeding the posted speed limit by
32 kilometres per hour in a Community Safety Zone is prescribed by the Province through
Highway Traffic Act, Ontario Regulation 355/22. As indicated above, we also note that
automated speed enforcement penalty order amounts are significantly lower than fines that
would be applicable to a speeding charge and conviction resulting from charges laid by
police officers—and also do not result in demerit points or impact the driver or owner’s auto
insurance. In comparison, had a police officer using a roadside radar detector issued a
Highway Traffic Act ticket to a driver traveling at 72 km/hr in a 40 km/hr zone, the fine and
related costs upon conviction would have been $548 along with 4 demerit points and
potential insurance implications.

Thank you for your feedback and questions. I know that the end result is ultimately not what



you were looking for, but I do appreciate your engagement and the reasoned and respectful
way in which you raised your concerns.

Best regards,

Dan Kuzmyk (he/him) | Regional Solicitor & General Counsel
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

The Regional Municipality of York | 17250 Yonge Street | Newmarket, ON L3Y 6Z1 
1-877-464-9675 ext. 71401 | Dan.Kuzmyk@york.ca | york.ca

Our Mission: Working together to serve our thriving communities – today and tomorrow

Confidentiality: The information contained in this communication is confidential and is intended only for the use of the
individual or entity to whom/ which it is addressed. The contents of this communication may also be subject to legal privilege,
and all rights of that privilege are expressly claimed and not waived. Any distribution, use or copying of this communication,
or the information it contains, by anyone other than the intended recipient, is unauthorized. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately and destroy the communication without making a copy. Thank you.

From:  
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 7:38 PM
To: Gino Rosati <gino.rosati@vaughan.ca>; mayor@vaughan.ca; Mario Ferri
<mario.ferri@vaughan.ca>; Linda Jackson <linda.jackson@vaughan.ca>; RC, Mario G.
Racco - Vaughan <mariog.racco@vaughan.ca>
Cc: gila.martow@vaughan.ca; Transportation <transportation@york.ca>
Subject: Yonge St. Community Safety Zone -

I am emailing you in regard to the recent photo radar ticket received
and the attached administrative penalty of $477.25. Upon

receiving the ticket, I requested a screening and upon denial an appeal, thereafter. I have
several questions and concerns regarding the screening, the appeal and how my valid
points were insufficiently addressed.

1. What are the qualifications and training required for a screening and appeal officer?

2. In my original screening, the officer rendered her decision by email - neither
cancelling nor reducing the amount payable. But moreover her written decision did
not address any points I had brought up during the screening. That is odd. And
therefore requested an appeal for that reason

3. The appeal officer was diligent in referencing all of my points in his email decision
and referred to one of my points as 'valid' - but surprisingly gave no actual weight to
this in his decision by neither cancelling or reducing the penalty payable.

I will include both email decisions here.

However, in summary the photo radar on Yonge is problematic for numerous reasons
below. This affects all York Region residents.

1. Signage is not visible enough and consistent with other regional road signage found
around the city. One example is Lawrence Ave. West of the Allen Road. It is a
community school zone and present are flashing lights, a digital radar display and the
black and white community safety zone signs. The area on Yonge St, has only the
black and white signage. If the goal of the community safety zone were to increase
safety and reduce accidents why wouldn't York Region resist investing with visible



and clear signage?

2. But after the fact, why would York Region not even give consideration to this point in
rendering their decision? Does not acknowledging this point, in fact, serve to preclude
reasonable and needed changes that would effectively make all residents more
aware of the community zone? If the goal is safety, why would the Region have any
issue with investing and listening to its residents but rather affirm their decision by
citing their adherence Province's minimum standards?

3. Regarding fairness and proportionality. If the community safety zone at 40 km/hr is a
new change to the existing regulations of 60 km/hr that have existed for years, would
it not be fair or reasonable to allow grace for a first-time offense, especially after
making a formal appeal? Is the set penalty amount of $477.25 proportional? How is
the set amount decided?

Every resident wants to live within a safe and fair community. What I, along with many other
residents have experienced with the changes enacted by the region fail to adequately
address changes that would improve safety for all, fairly and equitably.

I am respectfully requesting the ticket in question be cancelled for the reasons stated
above.

Thank you,





From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: [External] Speed limits
Date: Friday, June 20, 2025 5:42:20 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Dear Gila Martow
As perhaps you already know the frustration of people living in Thornhill area, those misleading speed  signs will
cause more accidents and drivers will end up getting fines again and again
Pl look into it
Thanks
Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: Council@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] Speeding Camera Ticket
Date: Friday, June 13, 2025 2:22:53 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Good afternoon,

I am writing about the recent speeding cameras in Thornhill. I received two ticket - one May 1 and May 2. I paid the
tickets when I got them in the mail but this is really not fair as now the tickets are being paused for the time being.
Since this is the case I must get the money back I paid. These signs are not easy to see, they need to be big with
flashing lights and yellow so people can see them. I always believed the speeding limit in the places I was driving
was 50km as that is the flow of traffic.  I firmly believe this is injustice and everyone who got a ticket should get
their money back. I am so concerned with the speed limit that I feel unsafe on the road. The city should be focused
on fining people with road rage and reckless driving rather than this.

Please can you help me and refund me my money.

Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: [External] Thank Heavens you are introducing rationality to the Cash Grab of the Speed Cameras.
Date: Friday, June 13, 2025 9:48:05 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: Gila Martow
Cc:
Subject: [External] Vaughan’s pause of Speeding Tickets and refund request
Date: Thursday, June 12, 2025 10:27:31 AM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Hi Gila,

I read that Vaughan is pausing its speeding camera initiative.

We received 2 fines last month. I requested a review via the dispute option, but it was rejected.

I paid both fines, but in view of the City’s admission to the obvious faults of the program, I would like to have your
assistance in receiving a refund for the fines already paid.

I trust you will kindly look into this matter thoroughly.

Thanking you, in advance, for your assistance.



 

June 25, 2025 
 
City of Vaughan   
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive Vaughan,  
Ontario L6A 1T1 
Attention: Gila Martow 

Re: Penalty levied for exceeding the speed limit northbound on Hilda Avenue 

when approaching Clark Avenue – May 24, 2025.  

I have been living in Thornhill near the Spring Farm Plaza for 35 years. Over this 

time period I have probably travelled both North and South on Hilda Avenue on 

average about once a month, which over the time period makes it about 900 

times. The limit was I believe 50Km/h for decades and drivers like me were always 

aware of the fact that on school days it is busy around the York Hill Public school, 

so they would drive more slowly and with extra care on this section of road, and 

often in compliance with the 40 km/h speed limit that was put in place in 2021. 

As of Saturday May 24, 2025 however, and probably a month or so earlier speed 

cameras were erected to strictly enforce limits on a 24/7 basis. This new 

enforcement is excessive and unnecessary since there is no school activity at night 

or on weekends. In addition, the sign erected on the northbound section 

indicating a 40km/h limit is easily outside a driver’s field of vision from the centre 

lane which drivers use regularly to ready themselves for the turn into Spring Farm 

Plaza or Clark Avenue West.  

The new community safety zones are as of today, very visible but the speed limits 

in these zones can vary. This makes no sense. All of these zones should have one 

speed limit or be indicated with painted roadways and not just ever-changing 

speed limit signs. The current situation leaves drivers constantly on the lookout for 

what speed to drive at in each zone, with the added fear that even driving at 

1Km/h over the limit may result in a fine. 

If the intention was to improve safety, the City has clearly missed the mark. 

Drivers may drive more slowly but they will be more fixated on their speed dials 



and looking out for speed limit signs than looking out for pedestrians, cyclists, and 

vehicles; rather than improving safety, this may have the effect of reducing safety 

in reducing driver attention and adding to driver frustration.  

Finally, the surcharges levied on minor infractions are hardly appropriate. Drivers 

that are speeding by less than 5 km/h pose little added danger to other road 

users. There needs to be a little more discretion with respect to this added charge.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

 



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 3 seconds)
Date: Friday, June 20, 2025 1:50:45 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

Gila, good afternoon. My name is  Phone number is I have to tell you, we
have a retired couple and we've been living at the intersection of Hilda and York here for the last 40
years. Now for the first time, this beautiful communicate this area, it's turning into sheer hell because of
your camera so-called speeding ticket. I would like something to be done about it because it's causing
there is no, absolutely no logic in what they're doing and it's I would like you to help us to, to make
sense and to reverse it. Please call me. I'll be awaiting your phone call Thank you and
bye bye.

You received a voice mail from

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the
Phish Alert Button.

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert
Button.

From:
To: mayor@vaughan.ca
Cc: Council@vaughan.ca; Gila Martow; Anna Venturo; Mario G. Racco; Anthony Tersigni
Subject: [External] Are Automated Speed Enforcement Zones Dangerous? - Cash grab for the city?
Date: Wednesday, June 25, 2025 3:53:55 PM
Attachments: signature-1.png

bg glasses.png

Hi Anna et al;

I appreciate your response to my concerns about the Automated Speed Zone enforcement project and am pleased to hear that it has currently been halted and is under review because of
numerous concerns.

As I was one of the first people who received a ticket and have paid my fine, (I heard on the news that Vaughan clocked 32,000 infractions in its first month of the programme), I continue to be
very concerned about this programme. I’ve been observing how although it may be intended to bring safety to communities, it is possible in fact that it is creating more dangerous driving
conditions throughout both the city and the region.

What I see repeatedly are two opposite extremes of driving behaviour.

1. People are aware that there is a camera in the upcoming stretch of road and slow down through that stretch and then immediately speed up, perhaps to an even faster speed than if they
just kept a reasonable and normal speed for the area.

2. People are now so fearful or paranoid of getting a ticket, that they are driving ridiculously slow everywhere, even when the speed limit is listed at 60 kmh.

Both of these scenarios are extremely dangerous and the most logical way to address this, is to keep lights synchronized so there is a traffic flow. Right now it seems one light turns green and
even driving the speed limit to the next light, instead of it staying green and allowing traffic to flow, it turns red making traffic come to a stop and creating more pollution from idling cars.

People are not going to give up driving and it is impossible to legislate safety for everyone, so the more frustrated drivers become, the more dangerous they become, by either driving faster
than they normally would, or driving much slower than the speed limit.

For me who is on the roads of the city every day, I trust your advisors are not just implementing suggestions based on ’theory’ and statistics, but are on the streets, observing what is actually
happening day to day and all hours of the day and night.

I look forward to the day when Vaughan and York Region have implemented a traffic flow system that keeps traffic moving.

I’m always happy to speak with anyone as well: 416-399-1448

Peace Always,

On May 12, 2025, at 3:33 PM, mayor@vaughan.ca wrote:

Hi 
Thank you for sharing the letter with the Mayor that includes all your comments and suggestions, they will be forwarded to our Mobility Management team.
Road safety continues to be a leading priority for the City of Vaughan – and we’re taking many steps to reduce speeding in our community.
'Municipal Speed Camera Coming Soon’ signage was installed in October 2024 at 10 locations where mobile cameras went live on Wednesday, April 23. These locations were chosen using a data-driven approach to identify

areas where speeding is of concern, prioritizing sites based on overall traffic volume, collision history and the presence of schools, parks, community centres, libraries, sidewalks and/or cycling facilities. The City has undertaken
extensive efforts since October 2024 to notify residents about the Automated Speed Enforcement program.
Regarding the $15 Victim Fine Surcharge, that is levied by the province on all provincial offence tickets whether issued by automated enforcement or not.
We appreciate you taking the time to write and share your thoughts.
Kind regards,
Anna Venturo
Executive Assistant to Mayor Del Duca
Tel: 905-832-8585, Ext. 8834 | anna.venturo@vaughan.ca
City of Vaughan l Office of the Mayor
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
Subscribe to Mayor Del Duca’s eNewsletter
vaughan.ca

From:  
Sent: Friday, May 9, 2025 3:38 PM
To: mayor@vaughan.ca; Anna Venturo <Anna.Venturo@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Citizen feedback: Automated Speed Enforcement - Cash grab for the city?

Dear Mayor Del Duca;
Please see the email below that I sent to my local MPP Gila Martow about the city’s new automated speed enforcement initiative.
I look forward to your reply.
Peace Always,

Begin forwarded message:
From:
Subject: Automated Speed Enforcement - Cash grab for the city?
Date: May 9, 2025 at 2:38:53 PM EDT
To: Gila Martow <gila.martow@vaughan.ca>
Hi Gila;
As you know I live in a community safety zone . just south of Clark Avenue. The volume of traffic and the ongoing speeding cars who seem to disregard the 40 km



speed limit and the crossover has yet to result in anyone being ticketed for driving faster than the limit.
Recently I was driving on New Westminister, a route I’ve been driving for years, and this week received a penalty order for an automated speed enforcement infraction. I now know
this is something new the city has implemented and to be honest, it feels like a cash grab by the city. New Westminister is not a residential area, there is already both a crosswalk
and a stop light at Brownridge into the promenade, so the short stretch from Clark Avenue to Brownridge seems like an unlikely place to put cameras to ‘catch’ drivers. I was
apparently going 52 km an hour, which is barely 30 miles an hour. 40 km an hour is 24 miles an hour. This is a very slow speed to keep traffic moving in a non-residential area. Yes, I
know there is a school on Clark Avenue. A flashing light as an additional warning or alert in these ‘automated speed zones’ would go a long way to educate drivers.
What is most disconcerting is the $15 Victim Fine Surcharge and an $8.25 Licence Plate Search Fee. No idea what a Victim Fine Surcharge is, as it feels like drivers who are just
attempting to get through the traffic chaos in our area, are actually the victims.
It seems every area is now labeled a community safety zone and as a driver who has lived in this area since 1983, it feels like things are regressing when it comes to keeping traffic
moving without construction slowing things down and now automated speed enforcement cameras.
I have learned that a lot of people are calling the city and asking about this, as the education factor was non-existent, unless you happen to visit the city website. I knew nothing
about this and have asked for a call for an appeal. I do hope you are aware of what seems like a cash grab for the city, as from a traffic flow and concern for the environment, this
makes little sense. Keeping traffic moving is healthiest for the environment.
I’ll appreciate hearing your feedback.

This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or have received this
message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s). Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or
copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.











day the speed penalty was issued, there was only one speed camera sign, located right beside the speed
camera, which was hard to see and gave no time to react. Currently, York Region has added two
additional signs before and after the original speed camera sign. They have also added a new sign in the
opposite direction." The Appellant shared several screenshots and videos setting out the signage. The
photographs make it clear that the signage required by Regulation 398/19, Automated Speed
Enforcement, made under the Highway Traffic Act is present. This is also confirmed in the certified
statement of the Municipal Officer that issued the Penalty Order. If in fact tit is the case that the Region of
York has, subsequent to his infraction date, erected additional signage that in itself has no bearing on
whether or not the speeding infraction occured and all regulatory requirements have been met. I find that
the Screening Officer made a thorough assessment of the evidence presented and that which has been
filed and that her decision is reasonable.

You are required to pay the amount of $88.25 by Wednesday, September 24, 2025. To make payment,
you can use one of the following methods:

1. Pay online: https://york.ca/PayMyPenalty
2. Pay by telephone: 1-888-448-0000
3. Pay in person: 17150 Yonge Street, 2nd floor

Where an Administrative Penalty is not paid, notification may be made to the Ministry of Transportation
(MTO) to deny renewal of your vehicle’s license plate until the fee is paid. The MTO will add an additional
$20 administrative fee to each outstanding Penalty Order.

The decision is considered final, and no further appeals are available. If you have any further questions or
need additional assistance, please go to https://york.ca/PayMyPenalty or our customer service team is
here to support you. Please feel free to reach out to a member of the team at apt@york.ca or 1-888-448-
0000.

Sincerely,

Maureen Helt | APT Hearing Officer | 1-888-448-0000





From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: [External] Speed camera ticket
Date: Thursday, July 31, 2025 2:48:20 PM

CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine any links or
attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please use the Phish Alert Button.

Hello Gila,

I hope you’re doing well and enjoying the summer.
My name is  was wondering if I could speak to you about a speed camera ticket?  I received one at
the end of May and I know that they paused the camera mid June.
They are Quite hefty fines and  I understand.  I wrote in to fight the ticket and I called them last week and asked
them what’s going on with that and they told me that they sent me an email right after I asked to fight the ticket but I
didn’t see it so obviously it was a monthly past the 30 days so they send me an extension to have a screening only.
I wrote to them that I really cannot afford these things right now. I lost my husband suddenly last year and I’m
inundated with all the finances as I never did it before and I wondered if you could help me because I think the
ticket is about $88.

You let me know if there’s anything you can do. My phone number is 

Regards,

Sent from my iPhone



From:
To: Gila Martow
Subject: Voice Mail (1 minute and 27 seconds)
Date: Friday, August 1, 2025 12:03:58 PM
Attachments: audio.mp3

hi councillor martel my name is i wanted to ask you or your offices a question umm i've
recently received UH-5 speeding tickets uh or rather might have been a month or two ago uh i had
applied for the tickets to be forgiven as there was an article i remember reading that many speeding uh
speed cameras excuse me have been removed because there was an over well they were just taking so
many people i want to get these tickets forgiven i'm not sure how it can go about that i certainly had
applied for the proper channels the ticket provided to have them forgiven however they've been
reinforced and reaffirmed i should say umm i think this is frankly just unfair considering that the specific
camera that had taken to be all five times had been removed umm and again i'd like to reference the
specific article forget exactly it might have been the thornal post but the specific article that said all
these cameras have been taken down for an over ticketing problem my number is if you
can help point me in the correct direction to get this taken care of i'd be very grateful thank you so
much

You received a voice mail from 

Thank you for using Transcription! If you don't see a transcript above, it's because the audio quality was not
clear enough to transcribe.



The City’s Automated 
Speed Enforcement 
Program
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2. Program Efficacy
3. Traffic Calming 
4. Bill 24 – Plan to Protect Ontario
5. Recent Provincial Context
6. Status of the City’s Program
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Direction
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Recent Council Direction
 On June 4, 2025, Council directed staff to immediately temporarily pause the City’s Automated 
Speed Enforcement program

 Effective June 4, 2025 at 5 p.m., new fines associated with the City’s Automated Speed 
Enforcement program were paused

 On September 9, 2025, Committee of the Whole recommended that a Special Committee of the 
Whole meeting be convened at 1 p.m. on Monday September 15, 2025, followed by a Special 
Council meeting immediately thereafter, to discuss Automated Speed Enforcement cameras in the 
City of Vaughan



Program Efficacy
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Program Impacts on Speeding
 Data collected during the original launch of the program and following the program pause show 

that Automated Speed Enforcement is effective in reducing vehicle speeds on community roads

Before the Enforcement 
Period

During the Last Week of the 
Enforcement Period

During the Last Week of July 
2025 After the Program Pause

Average Number of Speeding 
Vehicles per Day Across All 10 
Automated Speed Enforcement 

Locations 

5,000 1,657 2,635

Average Speed Across All 10 
Automated Speed Enforcement 

Locations 

(Posted Speed Limit is 40 km/h)

48 km/h 37 km/h 40 km/h

67%

23%

59%

8%



Traffic Calming
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Neighbourhood Traffic Calming Policy
 Establishes a consistent, evidence-based framework for identifying and implementing traffic 

calming measures

 Sets out measurable criteria, including traffic volumes, operating speeds and collision history to 
ensure that locations are assessed fairly and objectively, aligned with national and industry 
best practices 

 The City’s approach to traffic calming aligns with the Transport Association of Canada/Institute 
of Transportation Canada engineering and design guidelines 
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Traffic Calming Measures
Type Description Examples of Measures*

Level 1 
Measures

• Passive, use interim materials, and/or allow for quicker implementation • Flexible signs (seasonal)
• Temporary speed cushions 

(seasonal)
• Planters (seasonal)
• Specialized pavement markings

Flexible signs (seasonal) Temporary Speed Cushions 
(seasonal)

Planters (seasonal) Pavement Markings

*Applicability, efficacy, implementation considerations, and limitations are site specific 
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Traffic Calming Measures
Type Description Examples of Measures

Level 2 
Measures

• Physical measures resulting in changes to streets
• Typically have a higher cost compared to Level 1 measures
• Potential for a quicker timeframe for planning, design, and installation 

compared to Level 3 measures

• Asphalt speed cushions

Level 3 
Measures

• Physical measures resulting in permanent physical changes to streets 
• Typically have higher costs compared to Level 2 measures 
• Require a longer timeframe to plan, design, and construct compared to 

Level 2 measures

• Curb extensions and roundabouts

Asphalt Speed Cushions Curb Extensions Roundabout
*Applicability, efficacy, implementation considerations, and limitations are site specific 
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Traffic Calming Measures
Type Description Examples of Measures

Education

• Supportive education tools and programs that reinforce desired driver 
behaviour

• Can be applied as standalone or combined with Level 1 to 3 measures

• Radar message boards
• Boulevard signage including 

silhouettes
• Education campaigns

Radar Message Board Silhouettes Education 
Campaign

*Applicability, efficacy, implementation considerations, and limitations are site specific 



Bill 24 – Plan to 
Protect Ontario 
Act

12



 The amendments, however, allow the Province to enact regulation to address various matters, 
such as the establishment of uniform criteria for Community Safety Zone designations and 
signage standards 

 The City’s existing agreements and public-facing disclosure practices are already aligned with the 
new requirements that have been set out in the legislation 

13

 Bill 24 recently received Royal Assent:
• Amendments introduced new requirements related to Automated Speed Enforcement camera vendor 

compensation, expanded oversight authority for the Minister of Transportation, increased transparency 
obligations, and enhanced provincial regulatory powers

• Although Bill 24 received Royal Assent, some of the Automated Speed Enforcement amendments have 
not yet come into effect

Future Legislative Impacts



Recent Provincial 
Context
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 Premier Doug Ford was quoted as telling reporters: 
• “Get rid of the speed cameras or I'm going to do it”

• “If you want to slow down traffic at school, you put the 
big huge signs, big flashing lights, ‘Crossing Area’” 

• “Hopefully the cities will get rid of them like Mayor 
(Steven) Del Duca did in Vaughan, or I'm going to 
help them get rid of them very shortly”

 A spokesperson for Ontario Transportation Minister 
Prabmeet Sarkaria provided a statement to the CBC:

• “We are exploring alternative tools to enhance traffic 
safety without the use of automatic speed cameras that 
are nothing but a cash grab. We want to see cities take 
steps to remove them, otherwise we are prepared to help 
get rid of them when the House returns in the Fall.” 

Remarks on September 9, 2025



Status of the City’s 
Program
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 The legislative authority for Automated Speed Enforcement came into effect in 2019 and, in 
2022, the Province of Ontario amended the Highway Traffic Act to allow Automated Speed 
Enforcement to become enforceable under Administrative Penalties 

 The City’s Automated Speed Enforcement 
program is currently paused following the 
June 4, 2025 Council approved motion 
and the above-mentioned legislative 
authorities remain in effect  

Current Status



Thank you!
City of Vaughan

2141 Major Mackenzie Dr.
Vaughan, ON  L6A 1T1

vaughan.ca



https://nationalpost.com/opinion/anthony-furey-doug-ford-is-right-every-cash-grabbing-speed-camera-
must-go 
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https://nationalpost.com/opinion/anthony-furey-doug-ford-is-right-every-cash-grabbing-speed-camera-
must-go 
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Dear Councillor Iafrate,

Having called Vaughan, Maple, Sherwood Forest Ward 1 area home for 27 years, I have seen
the city undergo significant growth with more homes, more cars, more families with children
and elderly, our the most vulnerable population. 

Change brings opportunities, one of which is making it safer with a focus on safety.  I have
observed the city's safety initiatives of new policies,  lowering speeds, clear signage, new road
paintings (SLOW DOWN 40 Km) speed metering boards posted temporarily and the
installation of safety cameras. In my opinion, these cameras are crucial in promoting
responsible driving habits and enforcing safety measures. I ask that these cameras be kept on
in Vaughan.

Emergency room doctors and nurses say they work, seeing less speed factor victims as new
patients. 

I am for safety cameras to enforce the limits and slowly make a positive change supporting a
safer Vaughan for all residents.  With conditioning and time  humans will get use to it. 

 

Signed,

Concerned constituent, 

 

Andrea Agh

 Dina Rd.

Maple, ON, 



https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors/cash-grab-if-there-s-a-problem-with-toronto-s-speed-cameras-it-s-

that/article_e20260ea-93ea-47d6-a754-138e5bedd21a.html

Sept. 13, 2025

Opinion | Cash grab? If there’s a problem
with Toronto’s speed cameras, it’s that they
aren’t grabbing enough cash

The data shows that if the Parkside Drive camera’s job is to grab cash, it’s doing a pretty lousy job  of it.

Nick Lachance Toronto Star

By Matt Elliott Contributing Columnist

Matt Elliott is a Toronto-based freelance contributing columnist for the Star. Follow him on

Twitter: @GraphicMatt.

THE  BIG  NUMBER

40,000
the hypothetical number of charges the Parkside Drive speed camera could

be issuing each month if every driver exceeding 12 km/h over the limit

were ticketed. In reality, the camera averages around 2,000 charges a

month.

CONTRIBUTORS

https://www.thestar.com/users/profile/Matt-Elliott
https://twitter.com/GraphicMatt
https://www.thestar.com/opinion/contributors
ferranta
Sp. CW



Drivers with a hate on for Toronto’s automated speed camera program like to use

two words and an exclamation mark to sum up their opposition: cash grab!

The idea — used by some as a justification for the recent wave of vandalism that

saw 16 cameras damaged across the city on a single night — is that the cameras are

just unfair, snapping photos and issuing tickets every time a car even sniffs the

other side of the posted speed limit.

Critics suggest the cameras are holding drivers to a far harsher standard than a

police officer with a radar gun — and are intended to just generate as much fine

revenue as possible.

But the data, it turns out, disagrees.

Consider Parkside Drive as an example. The speed camera on that corridor has been

cut down seven times over the past year, suggesting that someone really, really

hates it.

But while the Parkside camera issued a lot of tickets before the vandalism began,

speed data collected by Toronto city hall’s transportation department suggests the

number of tickets issued by the camera is a small fraction of the tickets it could be.

In other words, if this camera is supposed to be a cash grab, it’s doing a pretty lousy

job of grabbing up cash.

Here’s what the math says: During a traffic count conducted between Tuesday,

April 29 and Thursday, May 1 this year, the city recorded an average speed of 39.6

km/h. Since the speed limit on Parkside is 40 km/h, that’s good news. The “average

driver” is a law-abiding driver.

But there were still lots of speedsters. The city’s data says about 15 per cent of cars

were going about seven kilometre an hour or more above the limit. About five per

cent of cars were going 12 kilometres an hour or more above the limit.

During this traffic count, the city recorded daily volumes of 27,077 cars. In a

hypothetical world where the machines were enforcing 24/7 — the city has said

sometimes the machines stop issuing tickets to manage volumes — and some

drivers weren’t using illegal plate covers to fool the machines, the cameras would be

snapping a lot more often.

If every one of the cars exceeding the speed limit by at least seven kilometres an

hour got hit with a ticket, the cameras would be writing more than 4,000 tickets a

day, or well over 100,000 tickets a month. Limit the tickets to only the five per cent

or so going about 12 over, and they’d be issuing about 1,300 tickets a day, or about

40,000 a month.

Let’s switch back to reality now. The most tickets ever issued in a single month by

the Parkside drive camera? Just 3,586, in April 2022 — the very first month it was

active. Setting aside the months where vandals with power saws screwed with the

data, the camera has averaged about 2,000 tickets per month over its 40-plus

months of service.

The real numbers are not even in the same universe as the hypotheticals. They

suggest that most months, only about five per cent of speeding cars are getting

tickets. Maybe less.

https://www.thestar.com/news/gta/a-bad-joke-16-speed-cameras-mysteriously-vandalized-overnight-from-etobicoke-to-scarborough/article_44a3dd8e-27f3-4395-b9fd-21ecf6263c57.html
https://www.thestar.com/news/gta/a-bad-joke-16-speed-cameras-mysteriously-vandalized-overnight-from-etobicoke-to-scarborough/article_44a3dd8e-27f3-4395-b9fd-21ecf6263c57.html
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Shawn Micallef: Doug Ford is encouraging vigilantes who destroy
Toronto speed cameras. What does that say about his ‘law and
order’ stance?

And the cash city hall is supposedly grabbing with these cameras is mostly being

left on the table. The city has told me the average fine for a ticket camera infraction

is $107.32. That means, in a world where it was logistically possible to issue tickets

to every driver clocked over the limit, city hall could have generated more than $500

million from this single camera alone.

Across all 150 cameras in the city, the maximum cash-grabbiest approach could

literally generate billions of dollars — enough to finance a new subway line, spruce

up every park in the city and maybe even install a giant solid gold raccoon statue at

the foot of Yonge Street.

But it’s clear from the data that the intent of the program is not to fund golden

idols. Contrary to what some critics believe, there is indeed an undisclosed

threshold programmed into the cameras before tickets are issued. They don’t just

ticket cars going a click or two over the speed limit. And the city says every photo is

reviewed by a provincial offences officer before the ticket is confirmed, so there’s

still some human discretion.

And while the data doesn’t really support calling this program a cash grab, it is clear

about one thing: this program makes streets safer. Average speeds on Parkside are

down more than 10 kilometres an hour since the camera was installed. And a

recent study by the Hospital for Sick Children confirmed the city’s automated

enforcement program reduced speeds and the proportion of aggressive driving.

These cameras aren’t here to grab cash. They’re here to stop crashes. And they seem

to be doing a pretty decent job at that.

Opinion articles are based on the author’s interpretations and judgments of facts, data and events. More details

GTA

‘A bad joke’: 16 speed cameras mysteriously vandalized
overnight, from Etobicoke to Scarborough
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From: Clerks@vaughan.ca
To: Assunta Ferrante
Subject: FW: [External] Speed reduction and speed cameras
Date: Monday, September 15, 2025 8:44:51 AM
Attachments: png-img-0a4bac1e-0fac-4e2d-af86-0cc380febe50.png

 
From: Najva Amin <Najva.Amin@vaughan.ca> 
Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2025 7:53 PM
To: Clerks@vaughan.ca
Cc: Adriano Volpentesta <Adriano.Volpentesta@vaughan.ca>
Subject: Fw: [External] Speed reduction and speed cameras

 
Please accept below as communication for tomorrow's Special CW. 
 
Thank you,
Najva
 
Najva Amin
Chief of Staff to Mayor Steven Del Duca
najva.amin@vaughan.ca
 
City of Vaughan l Office of the Mayor
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1
vaughan.ca
 

 

 

From: Adriano Volpentesta <Adriano.Volpentesta@vaughan.ca>
Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2025 7:38:41 PM
To: Najva Amin <Najva.Amin@vaughan.ca>
Subject: Fw: [External] Speed reduction and speed cameras

 
Navjat can you please send this to the clerk
Adriano 
 
Get Outlook for iOS

From: Lou Rossi 
Sent: Sunday, September 14, 2025 5:02:40 PM

ferranta
Sp. CW



To: Adriano Volpentesta <Adriano.Volpentesta@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Speed reduction and speed cameras

 
CAUTION! This is an external email. Verify the sender's email address and carefully examine
any links or attachments before clicking. If you believe this may be a phishing email, please
use the Phish Alert Button.

Decrease speed increase revenue from speed cameras.
Elections equals elected officials unemployment.
You are there because we put you there and we can remove you.
Anyone with an IQ above 60 can tell you. You can speed all you like in Vaughan just pay to do
it! Then when you kill someone the elected officials can say how though a child is dead the
overall numbers are down and revenue is up. While your patting each other on the back think
about this, it is not because the rich kid in his parents car got a camera ticket that he will never
know about and wouldn’t care about if he did because his parents will just pay it with the other
bills. The overall numbers are down will go down because of the seniors that will have to go
without dinner five times this month to pay for a ticket they got and will never remember doing
anything wrong.
Punishment is to correct improper behaviour. Hard to do if you don’t remember doing anything
wrong or if you never even know about the penalty.
Let the revenue roll in. Forget about representing the people that elected you, at least until we
vote you out.
I will be taking this matter to the Premier of Ontario. He knows it is a tax grab and looks like he
is willing to do the right thing. Not like you guys!
If you do end up reading this do not bother to reply as I am not interested.
Sent from my iPhone
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MONTREAL BARCELONA

ROAD REDESIGN EXAMPLES



BUDGET 2021 DEPUTATION
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CITY OF VAUGHAN BUDGET 2025-26
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DISCOURAGE LARGE PICK-UP 
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