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PTED at the City of Kitchener'ﬁ;arﬁ,;R

The City recognized the importance of CPTED
many years ago.

| Brian Page was instrumental in making CPTED a

.| formal part of the development review process.

The Mayor and Council of Kitchener along with

1 senior management staff were very supportive of

Implementing a CPTED program at the City.

The City has provided
CPTED training for
Staff from across the
corporation and the

| local consulting industry. SEE NCF SRS IEPIPEE " SR




anning and CPTED: &#@R

“CPTED is good planning. It's where you start,
and augment with good procedural and physical
security.”

- Timothy D. Crowe
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lanning at the City: Kﬁfﬁ%m

All development proposals in the City of Kitchener
are put through an intensive review process to
ensure that we get the best possible development.

We use the “multi-disciplinary” approach. _
Numerous city departments and outside agencies
are circulated for comment, such as:

Internal Depts: External Agencies:

- Planning - Grand River Conservation Authority
- Engineering - Ministry of Transportation

- Transportation - Waterloo Regional Police

- Community Services - Region of Waterloo

- Building - KW Hydro

- Utilities - School Boards

- Fire - Ministry of the Environment
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PTED Committee: KITCHENER

To further the advancement of CPTED at the City of Kitchener, at
| Council's request, a CPTED Committee was formed with staff trained in
CPTED from various departments across the corporation.

Building Security

Facilities ___ PLANNING — s Community

Management Services

/

Transportation Engineering
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urpose of the Committee:

KITCHENER

\. | where issues are identified.

To facilitate CPTED audits of City of Kitchener facilities

Members of the committee are available to undertake
CPTED audits of City facilities at the request of the
Mayor or Council.

Staff work with the appropriate departments and make
recommendations accordingly.

The Committee is chaired
through the Planning Division.
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PTED & Development Review: -,

The City’s Site Plan Approval process has
Incorporated CPTED as a condition of
development through the Ontario Planning
Act.

Each development application is reviewed by
staff to determine if a formal CPTED report will
be required.

CPTED reports are required [Ss
to be submitted by a trained §
professional.
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PTED Conditions: .

Prior to Site Plan Approval the Owner agrees:

To submit a CPTED report, including a detailed
maintenance schedule to the satisfaction of the City’s
Manager of Site Development.....

To retain a qualified CPTED Consultant to prepare the
CPTED Report.....
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Within six months of occupancy the Owner agrees:

| To Implement and/or install all CPTED measures in
accordance with the approved CPTED report.

To have Owner’s CPTED Consultant to inspect and
certify, that all CPTED measures...have been
Implemented in accordance with the approved CPTED
report prior to the reduction of the Letter of Credit.....
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For the life of the proposed development, the
Owner agrees:

To maintain the CPTED measures in accordance
with the approved CPTED report and maintenance
schedule in a state acceptable to the City’s
Manager of Site Development.
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CPTED Reports: mﬁm

The CPTED report is to clearly outline what crime
prevention strategies are being implemented into
the design of the site as they relate to the four
CPTED principles.
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The CPTED report is prepared by
the developer’s consultant and is
reviewed and approved by City staff.

The approved report becomes part of the
development approval registered on title.

The strategies implemented in the project are
required to be maintained for the life of the
development.
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What Staff Review: m%ﬁfr?ﬂz

Development proposals are reviewed from a
CPTED perspective and recommendations are
made for alterations or site modifications to the
developer or consultant.

On certain applications staff work with
Waterloo Regional Police in the review
process.

~— Staff work with the developer
~~ or consultant to implement the
CPTED recommendations into
the design of the project and

- ¢y ultimately into the required
SN < . CPTED report.
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ypes of Drawings Reviewed: Kﬂ%ﬁgﬁ

= Site Plan
= Lighting Plan
» Landscape Plan

» Building Elevations and Interior
(including parking garages)

= 3D Massing Model

» Grading Plan

= CPTED Report
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3D Massing Model: T




Parking Garage Interior:
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Urban Design Guidelines: KiTTNER

The City of Kitchener has an extensive Urban
Design Manual. An entire section has been
devoted to CPTED.

There are individual sections devoted to each type
of development including:

Subdivisions

Parks, Open Space & Trails
Single Family Homes
Multiple Dwellings
Institutional Uses
Commercial Store Fronts
Shopping Malls

Office Buildings

Industrial Uses

Parking Structures
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CRIME PREVERNTIOMN
THROUWUWSGH
ENWVIROMNMMERM T2
DESIGGM

Chme Prewvention Though Environmenisl Design
[CPTED) s defined as the properdesign and effective
uss of the built environmentto educe crime and the
faarassociated with crime, and an improvwemeant in the
quality of life.

The thrust of the CPTED conceptis that manipulstion
of the physical environmeantcan produce desired
human behasviourorconversehy reduce jorelininate)
undesired human behawviour. The conceptinvohres
more than physical secunty messures. 1t is bassed on
the belefthatcrirme can be directty related to the
design of the physical environment and
implementation of good urban desagn.

CPTED does not purport to provide crinne. prewvention
sojutions to the broad universe of hurman beheaviowr,
but rether specific behaviouws in 8 specific
environment. Theconcept seel=s to peventcocertain
types=s of crmes and the fear as=ociated with them by
manipulating vanables that are closehy relsted to the
specific enwvironment.

CPTED s the specific design of physcal space in the
context of theneeds ofthe legitimete users of that
space, the expeciedintended useof the space and the
anticipated behaviour of both legitmete users and
potential offEenders.

CPTED s a pmoactive approsech o crime prewvention.
The principles of CPTED owverlap in manyarreasand
waork togetherto provide 8 safe and secur=
environment forlegitimais user=s of 8 space, whilke
increasing the perception ofnisk to 8 potential
offender.

It i= inmportant to implement the CPTELD prindgplesat
the eafdiest stage of 8 dewilopmentpmoject Owners,
dewvelopers, architects, planners, landscapsa architects,
ghting and grading engineers need towork together
to achiewve the highest level of safety forall
dewvelopmeants.

Soal

The goalof CPTED s to emphasize the percened sk
of detection and apprehension to a potential offendear.
The key is to hawe potential offenders perceive that an
unwamanted intrusion will ehcit 8 protecive response
from not only those having legitimete sccessto s
space, but also the casuasluserofa space. The
amangemant anddesign of buidings {intenorand
extenor), structures and open speces AN eNCOUTAQGE
ordiscourage undesirable behsviourand crimminal

activity.

Litimatety, the CPTED concept strives to achiewe 5
de=sign that is approprate for the designated use of the
=pace by identifying the potential for crimminal activity
and prowviding a8 solution compatible with the
designated use by implementing strategiesthatwill
enhance the effective use ofthe =pacs.

Key Principles:
The key prnciples of CPTED amre:

= Access Conteol
- Surveillance
- Temtonal Reinformemeant

- Maintenance

Access Control

Thi=s strategy is directed at decreasing crimminal
opporunity by denying access to cnme targets and
creating a perception of risk to offenders.

Thi=s can be accormplished by the judicial placement of
building=, entancesisxts, parking amress, fencingand
hghting forexample. This strategy can alsoinciude
the u=se of physicsl and mechanical means of
controlliing aocoess through locking device s, alamn
systems, and signage to mentona few.

Aooess control linnits the opportunity for crime by
taking steps to clearty differentiate between public
space and prvale spece. The aim s to physicalhy
guide people through a space by strategicaily locstng
streets, sidewalks, building entrances, ighting and
landscaping.



} Quide people throwgh spaces
fo fhe infended desfinzfion

Cileardy defined wallvwsys

Crefine prblc space (sidewalk) from Semi-pavaie spece

{Tronf yard) and povalfe space [Tronf porch) wifh soff and

hzrd [ andscasps sleaments [planfs omamenfal fencing.
sffemafve swizce fresfmenfs)

Eunreillaru:e

This strategy refers to the placemsant of physicsal
features, activiies and people in 8 way that maximizes
wisibility and obsenyability of a spaoce. Itis directed
toward keeping intruders essily observable and
therefore kess likely to commit cnmmmal acts. Site and
buikding design must ensure that users can see and be
seaern.

This can be acoonmplished by the proper selection and
placemeant of landscape matenal, ighting, building
onentation, parking ot location, and window loocations
to prowvide maxinmum visibility and observation.

Surveillance can also include more formalized
measures such as CCTY, secunty guardsora police
presence.
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Ey'ewﬁnesspufmﬁalaaﬂp.mmdes a.rnen.ﬂ‘jaa' for aduffs
fo supernvise fheir chidren

Penmsfer frees showld be imbed wp fo 1.8 mefres
abowve grads fo provide clear visiblify info 2 properfy

especialy parking lofs. Bwildings showld be onsnfed 50
wandows over ook parking lofs.



NG MRUNTENaNRcCE IS Wery Imporfanl fo snsure
appropnzsfe bghf levels are mainfaned fo eliminafe dark
or shadowed srsss.
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TP TED Reppart S ualby i s =siacem
Recguuirerrmenyt=s

Al develpment propossals in Kitchenerare to
incornporate the prnciples of CPTED. Certain site
plan proposais, as detemmined by the Supervisorof
Site Plan Developrment and certain subdiwvision
proposals as detEmmined bythe Managerof
Dewveloprment Rewview, will be required to submit s
CPTED report forthe City's approval as a Condition

for |lssuance of Site Plan Approwal or priorto Draft
Plan Approwval for subdivisions. Consulants
submitting 2 CPTED report are to be knowledgeable in

ZPTED and formally treined.

The CPTED report i= to clearty outline how esch ofthe
CPTED prnciples will be incorporated iinto the
dewvelpprment with detsils of the specific stralegies to
be implemented foreasch of the principles.

Az each development is unigue and will hawve
indmwidusal challenges, the suggested CPTED
strategies provided in this section are not intended to
be a chedkiist or complete isting of strateges, but
ratherguidelines to be consdersd in the desgn
prooess.

=

TP TED Strateqgies —
S diwvisicoornTs

Subdivisions are the core of a community. They
mcomporate s multitude of uses; from housing o
schools to neighbourhood shopping to public spaces,
aswell as the road network and public walloways that
connect all of these uses.

Considerastion neseds to be given toeachoftheusesn
a subdvision and to how these uses will intersct with
one another. GatEway entrance features, traffic
c:alming measures and front loting dwelling=sonto
public spaces will create a greater percepticn ofnisk to
a potential offender and create a stronger sense of
commmu Nty

Soal

To create a safe environment where people ve | work
and play.

Cesign Guidelines
Access Control:
&  The street network should be designed to linnit

acocecs without disconnecting one aea from
snother.

& Streets should be designed to discoursge cut-
through trafhc.
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Trafhc calming messures should be immplenemed
on highervolume streets to not onhy deter
speeding but al=o immpede escape rnouies from
subdivisions.

All streets should provide sidewalk on both sides.

Prowvide gatewsy festures such as a columned
entrance with landscaping to cleary define the
entrance to a8 subdwvision .

Public wallowsays should be invited in length and be
obzervable from sumounding properties and
streats.

Surveillance:

Locste pars and open spacesin front of
residental areasso theycan be easily observed
frorm nearby homes or provide a larger street
frontage forwviews into park and open space asas.

Crevellings should front onio streets (rear-ipiting
dwelliings should be avoided as it creates a
disconnect and eliminates the opportunity for
surveillance}.

=& pedestrian scale ighting in high pedestrian
traffic areas.

Land=scaping should not create hiding areas or
entrapmentareas.

Locate cental mail boxes in high pedestrian snd
wehiculartrafiic areas

Territorial Reinforcement:

Public spaces and parks should be signed with
howurs of opermton and behaviour expecdatons.

Locate public spaces and parks in front of
dwellings to extend the homeowners sphere of
mfluence to nclude the public orpark space.

AccentuaiE emrances with different surfacea
treatments, architedural elements and landscape
design.

Whernre possible use shorter length stresetsto
create more of a community feel forresidents

Ce=ign homes with frontporches and recessed
garages to encourage interacikon betweaen
residents.

All buidings should prowvide the municipal address
on both the front and rearof the struchire with
numbers at kast 1 50nm in heikghtin a visible
location.

Maintenance:

Maintain landscaping to a high standard in all
SEESONS.

Prowide a ight standardifocture numbenng system
to aliow the public to easily report brok=norbumt
out ights.
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“The city should be applauded
for its work through strong
partnerships on community
safety and crime prevention.
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