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VI.

VII.
VIII.

XI.
XII.

Call to order — Public Session
Roll call
Approval of the Agenda (pg. 3)

Approval of Minutes (pg. 4-5)
November 8th, 2024

Reports for Approval
A. TSTG Revised Draft Budget 2024-2025 (pg. 6-12)

Reports for Information
B. TSTG Annual Report 2023-2024 (pg. 13-40)

Communications

Matters referred/deferred from School Boards

C. TCDSB Special education Advisory Committee recommendation
to the Board of Trustees. (pg. 41-43)

Pending Items (pg. 44-45)

Next meeting

Friday May 9%, 2025

Adjournment

Glossary



Toronto Student Transportation Group
Committee Meeting

Friday November 8, 2024
Zoom Meeting

Present

C. Snider
M. Del Grande
M. Loberto
M. Rizzo
Z. Patel

Staff
K. Hodgkinson
G. Green
J. Hlady
M. Ouji
E. Cameron

The meeting was called to order at 10:01 AM
Roll Call was taken by today’s chair M. Del Grande
Moved by M. Loberto that the agenda be approved as presented.

Carried

Moved by M. Loberto that the minutes as presented be approved.

Carried

Moved C. Snider that the report titled “TSTG Start-Up Summary’ be received with direction to
staff:

1. To provide some data analysis and year over year data showing impact of ASD
students on transportation.
Carried
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Moved C. Snider that the report titled ‘First Student Licensing Issue Review’ be received with
direction to staff:

1. To confirm First Student provides the summary report and provides an update to
the committee.

Carried

Moved C. Snider that the Communication titled ‘Routing Simulation Data Collection’ be received
with direction to staff:

1. To draft a letter to be sent to the Ministry of Education detailing the concerns with
the use of opt in / opt out policy for the purpose of routing simulations and its
impact on transportation funding.

Carried
Adjournment at 10:28 AM
Carried
Co-Chair Secretary
Date
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TO: TSTG GOVERNANCE COMMITTEE
FEBRUARY 7, 2025

FROM: GENERAL MANAGER

SUBJECT: TSTG 2024-2025 REVISED DRAFT BUDGET
Origin:

Budget Submission

Executive Summary

The Toronto Student Transportation Group has prepared a revised draft transportation
budget for the 2024-2025 school year in the amount of $140.5M. There continues to be
pressures in the system that require additional vehicles and safety equipment that have
pushed costs over and above those reported on the original draft budget.

Comment(s):

1. The Toronto Student Transportation Group submitted a draft budget for the 2024-2025 school
year in the Spring in the amount of $137.5M. The revised budget submitted in this report has a
total value of $140.5 in transportation expenditures. An amalgamated consortium budget is
attached as Appendix A while a breakdown for each Board is attached as Appendix B. A copy
of the budget was circulated to both Boards Budget departments for review and comment. A
historical summary of Expenditure vs Grant is highlighted below for each of the School
Boards:
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2. The bulk of Transportation budget is attributed to contracted services. Including Public
Transit, the contracted services costs equate to 94% of the total budget. The remaining 6% is
evenly split between the Driver Retention Program (DRP) and Administration costs. The DRP
was downloaded from the Ministry of Education for the 2023-2024 school and remains a
significant expenditure as a means to help bus companies with driver retention. It is, however,
completely offset by additional Grant monies to cover this expenditure.



3. As part of the planning process over the summer, the planning team reviews and modifies
routes to create cost effective transportation solutions. There was an increase in the number of
buses required for September 2024. Due primarily to additional vehicles to service students
with special needs and relocation schools that did not go back to their home locations in
September as originally predicted.

4. There is no change to the pricing for TTC for the 2024-2025 school year, only in the number of
students accessing this travel mode. The TTC has also introduced a pilot ‘free ride’ program
for schools participating in extracurricular activities in the city. Schools continue to purchase
the tickets up front but if they meet the TTC guidelines then the TTC reimburses the Boards the
cost of the tickets.

5. Increases in student safety equipment along with new vehicles for unique transportation needs
continue to add expenditure to the Transportation budget. The installation of special plexiglass
barriers in mini vans has resulted in several additional buses needed to be added. These
barriers are provided when we have violent students that have been able to escape their safety
vests and have assaulted the bus driver. The number of students requiring safety vests has also
significantly increased over the last two years. For the 2024-2025 school year we are seeing as
many units in use at the midway point of the year as we had all of last year. These vests to date
have added $150,000 of costs to the transportation budget. The number of students with these
special needs has also increased year over year. Last year 771 students were set up on buses
who are identified as Autistic while this year 839 students have been assigned to transportation.
A summary of safety vest use at the TCDSB is summarized below:
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6. The Grant for student transportation services continues to be calculated based on a routing
solution prepared by the consortium using Ministry guidelines. This new funding formula has
been beneficial to the two Toronto Boards, but the Board’s transportation expenditure
continues to exceed the Ministry Grant.

7. We have entered an estimate into the fuel formula at $1.50 for the remaining months in the
2024-2025 school year. The formula and fuel price chart are attached as Appendix C&D. The
average fuel price for the first 4 months of operation in 2024-2025 school year is $1.4232. The
new fuel escalation base rate in the new contract is $1.20 so fuel escalation costs are projected
to continue to contribute over $1.4M in transportation expenditures for the 2024-2025 school
year. A historical summary of fuel costs and trends is highlighted below:
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8. Rising transportation costs along with more requirements for financial reporting has resulted in
the School Boards posting for a Transportation Financial Coordinator. This position will help
produce a more thorough transportation budget along with providing the school Boards and
TSTG Governance with more timely and helpful transportation financial data. The position has
three main components. The first is contract compliance oversight to ensure that all services
are delivered as expected and invoices updated accordingly to ensure costs are captured
properly and penalties applied where required. The second is budget creation and ongoing
financial analysis to ensure that transportation costs are reported in a timely and insightful
manner. The third is to work with the Transportation planning unit to drive transportation
efficiency and provide oversight to ensure resources are used in the most efficient manner
possible.

Recommendation:
1. That the TSTG draft 2024-2025 budget be approved.

2. That the General Manger provides each member Board with a copy of the budget in
format and content as prescribed by each School Board.

K. Hodgkinson
General Manager



Appendix A

Transportation Element TSTG Variance (draft to Rev Draft) Variance (Actual to Rev Draft)
Draft Rev Draft Actual

2024-2025 2024-2025 2023-2024 S % S %
Planning and Administration S 3,602,774 | $ 3,602,774 | S 4,150,001 | $ - 0.00%|-S 547,227 -13.19%
Regular Transportation (Non-transit) S 29,759,311 | S 29,759,311 | S 26,792,443 | S - 0.00%| S 2,966,868 11.07%
French Immersion transportation (Non-transit) S 7,811,701 | $ 7,811,701 | S 7,273,343 | $ - 0.00%| S 538,358 7.40%
Gifted Program Transportation (Non-transit) S 3,635,228 | $ 3,635,228 | S 3,384,700 | S - 0.00%| S 250,529 7.40%
Magnet Program Transportation (Non-transit) S 2,148,063 | S 2,148,063 [ S 1,903,001 | $§ - 0.00%| S 245,061 12.88%
Special Transportation Needs (Non-transit) S 64,910,575 | S 64,150,918 | S 57,778,558 | $ 759,657 1.18%| $ 7,132,018 12.34%
Transportation - Wheelchair Accessible Vehicles (Non-transit) S 11,032,518 | S 11,032,518 [ S 10,203,299 | $ - 0.00%| S 829,219 8.13%
Public Transit Passes S 2,660,785 | S 2,789,417 | $ 2,129,834 |-S 128,632 -4.61%| S 530,951 24.93%
Mobility Accessible Public Transit S - S - $ - S - S -
Section 23 (ECCP) transportation S 3,810,724 | $ 3,810,724 | S 3,841,141 | S - 0.00%(-S 30,417 -0.79%
Summer school transportation S 1,164,297 | $ 1,164,297 | $ 853,330 | S - 0.00%| S 310,967 36.44%
Late-bussing, Field Trips, and School to School Transportation S - S - S - S - S -
Board and lodging $ - S - s - ]S - $ -
Rider Safety Program S 172,890 | S 172,890 | $§ 144,900 | S - 0.00%| S 27,990 19.32%
Subtotal S 130,708,866 | $ 130,077,840 | S 118,454,550 | $§ 631,025 0.49%| S 12,254,316 10.35%
Fleet Costs S 1,723,067.00 | $ - S -
One Time Costs S 3,654,115 | S 3,049,662 | S 3,219,536 | $ 604,454 19.82%| S 434,579 13.50%
DRP S 4,468,843 | S 4,468,843 | S 4,777,338 | S - 0.00%
Total Calculated S 140,554,891 | $ 137,596,345 [ S 127,552,623 | $ 2,958,546 2.15%| S 13,002,268 10.19%
Total S 140,554,891 | $ 137,596,345 [ S 127,552,623 | § 2,958,546 2.15%| S 13,002,268 10.19%
Transportation GSN S 129,678,222 | S 129,678,222 | S 123,015,825 | $ - 0.00%| S 6,662,397 5.42%
Fuel Escalation/De-Escalation S - S - S - S - S -
Child in Youth Grant S 241,356 | S 241,356 | 241,356 | S - 0.00%| S - 0.00%
DRP S 4,468,843 | S 4,468,843 | $ 4,777,338 | $ - -$ 308,495
Other S - S - S - S - S -
Total Grant S 134,388,421 | $ 134,388,421 | S 128,034,519 | $ - 0.00%| $ 6,353,902 4.96%
Difference -$ 6,166,470 [-S 3,207,924 | S 481,896




Appendix B

Transportation Element TDSB Variance (Draft to Rev Draft) TCDSB Variance (Draft to Rev Draft)
Rev Draft Draft Budget Actual Rev Draft Draft Budget Actual
2024-2025 2024-2025 2023-2024 2023-2024 $ % 2024-2025 2024-2025 2023-2204 2023-2024 $ %
Planning and Administration $ 1,841,260.00 | $ 1,841,260.00 | $ 1,762,860.00 | $ 2,040,243.00 | $ - 0.00% $ 1,761,514.00 | $ 1,761,514.00 | $ 1,761,514.00 | $ 2,109,758.00 | $ - 0.00%
Regular Transportation (Non-transit) S 9,088,208.62 | $ 9,088,208.62 | $ 8,114,471.98 | $ 8,461,877.71 | $ - 0.00% S 20,671,102.45 | $ 20,671,102.45 | $ 18,456,341.48 | $  18,330,565.69 | $ - 0.00%
French Immersion transportation (Non-transit) $ 7,811,700.72 | $  7,811,700.72 | $  6,974,732.79 [$  7,273,342.75 [ $ - 0.00% $ - $ - S - $ - S -
Gifted Program Transportation (Non-transit) $  3,635228.15|$ 363522815 (S 3,245,739.42 | $  3,384,699.60 | $ - 0.00% S - S - S - S - $ -
Magnet Program Transportation (Non-transit) S - $ - $ - $ - S - S 2,148,062.93 | $ 2,148,062.93 | $ 1,917,913.33 [ $ 1,903,001.49 | $ - 0.00%
Special Transportation Needs (Non-transit) $ 44,188,577.58 | S 43,759,478.96 | S 39,070,963.36 [ S 39,675,646.00 | $ 429,099 0.98% S 20,721,997.57 | $ 20,391,438.88 | $ 18,206,641.86 | $  18,102,911.61 | $ 330,559 1.62%
Transportation - Wheelchair Accessible Vehicles (Non-transit) S 933392176 | $  9,333,921.76 | $  8,333,858.71 [ $ 8,690,657.07 | $ - 0.00% $ 1,698,596.15 | $ 1,698,596.15 | $ 1,516,603.71 [ $ 1,512,642.21 | $ - 0.00%
Public Transit Passes S 1,000,000.00 | $ 1,128,632.15 [ $ 880,038.55 | $ 737,315.00 |-$ 128,632 -11.40% S 1,660,784.95 | $ 1,660,784.95 | $ 1,660,784.95 | $ 1,392,519.00 | $ - 0.00%
Mobility Accessible Public Transit $ - $ - $ - $ - S - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
Section 23 (ECCP) transportation S 2,837,082.74 | $ 2,837,082.74 | $ 2,533,109.59 | $ 2,641,559.87 | $ - 0.00% S 973,641.26 | $ 973,641.26 | $ 869,322.55 | $ 1,199,581.00 | $ - 0.00%
Summer school transportation $ 714,272.83 [ $ 714,272.83 [ $ 637,743.60 | $ 462,312.00 | S - 0.00% $ 450,023.84 | $ 450,023.84 | $ 401,807.00 $391,018.00{ $ - 0.00%
Late-bussing, Field Trips, and School to School Transportation S - S - S - S - $ - S - S - S - S - $ -
Board and lodging $ - $ - $ - $ - S - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
Rider Safety Program S 100,000.00 | $ 100,000.00 | $ 100,000.00 | $ 87,330.00 | $ - 0.00% S 72,890.00 | $ 72,890.00 | $ 72,890.00 | $ 57,570.00 | $ - 0.00%
SubTotal $ 80,550,252.40 | $ 80,249,785.93 | § 71,653,518.00 | $  73,454,983.00 | $ 300,466 0.37% $ 50,158,613.16 | $  49,828,054.47 | $  44,863,818.88 | $  44,999,567.00 | $ 330,559 0.66%
Fleet Costs $  1,723,067.00 | $ - $ - $ 1,101,199.00 [ $ 1,723,067 $ - $ - $ - $ -
One Time Costs $ 1,143,297.60 | $ 888,977.60 | $ 793,730.00 | $ 1,124,495.00 | $ 254,320 28.61% $ 2,510,817.84 [ $ 2,160,684.00 | $ 2,461,586.12 | $ 2,095,041.00 | $ 350,134 16.20%!
DRP $ 2,880,093.00 | $ 2,880,093.00 | $ 3,077,036.00 | $ 3,077,036.00 | $ - 0.00% $1,588,750.00 | $ 1,588,750.00 | $ 1,700,302.00 | $ 1,700,302.00 | $ - 0.00%
Total Calculated $ 86,296,710.00 | $ 84,018,856.53 | § 75,524,284.00 | $  78,757,713.00 | $ 2,277,853 2.71% 54,258,181.00 | $ 53,577,488.47 | $  49,025,707.00 [ $ 48,794,910.00 | $ 680,693 1.27%
Total Entered $ 86,296,710.00 | $ 84,018,856.53 | S 75,524,284.00 [ $ 78,757,713.00 | $ 2,277,853 2.71% 54,258,181.00 | $ 53,577,488.47 | $ 49,025,707.00 | $  48,794,910.00 | $ 680,693 1.27%!
Transportation Grant $ 79,242,485.00 | S 79,242,485.00 | S 75,099,844.00 [ $  75,099,844.00 | $ - 0.00% S 50,435,737.00 | $ 50,435,737.00 | $ 47,915,981.00 [ $  47,915,981.00 | $ - 0.00%
Fuel Escalation/De-Escaltion $ - |3 - |3 - |3 - $ - $ - [$ - [$ - [$ - $ -
CIY Grant S 123,000.00 | $ 123,000.00 | $ 123,000.00 | $ 123,000.00 | $ - 0.00% S 118,356.00 | $ 118,356.00 | $ 118,356.00 | $ 118,356.00 | $ - 0.00%
DRP $ 2,880,093.00 | $ 2,880,093.00 | $ 3,077,036.00 | $ 3,077,036.00 | $ - $ 1,588,750.00 | $ 1,588,750.00 | $ 1,700,302.00 | $ 1,700,302.00 | $ -
Other $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ -
Total Grant $ 82,245,578.00 | $ 82,245,578.00 | $ 78,299,880.00 | $  78,299,880.00 | $ - 0.00% $ 52,142,843.00 | $ 52,142,843.00 | $  49,734,639.00 [ $ 49,734,639.00 | $ - 0.00%
Difference -S 4,051,132 |-$ 1,773,279 | $ 2,775,596 |-$ 457,833 -S 2,115,338 |-$ 1,434,645 | $ 708,932 | $ 939,729
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Appendix C - TDSB

TORONTO Student Transportation Group
FUEL ADJUSTMENT FORMULA

CARRIER:

72 Passenger Disel KM
20 & WC Diesel KM

DIESEL (72 Passenger)

B10 kilometres x 1.5
50

DIESEL (20 Passenger, Wheelchair)

B11 kilometres x 1.5
5.10 (kpl)

GASOLINE (20 Passenger)

C10 kilometres x 1.5
4.3 (kpl)

GASOLINE (Mini Van)

C11 kilometres x 1.5
8.08 (kpl)

MONTH:

BASE PRICE:
CURRENT PRICE:
DIFFERENCE:

4323.05 72 & 20 Gas KM
38379.66 MV Gas KM

(differnce)
( D8 pricellitre)

(differnce)

(.1279 pricellitre)

(differnce)
(_pricellitre)

(differnce)

(pricellitre)

SUBTOTAL:
HST:
TOTAL:

Oct-20 187
1.2000

1.5000
0.3000

4957.69 808410.35 927088.03

509.50 7176996.42  95276.5

$538.88

$3,386.44

$518.83

$28.38

$4,472.53
$581.43
$5,053.96 187 $945,090.31

11



Appendix D - TCDSB

TORONTO Student Transportation Group
FUEL ADJUSTMENT FORMULA

CARRIER: MONTH:
BASE PRICE:
CURRENT PRICE:
DIFFERENCE:

72 Passenger Disel KM 8076.5 72 & 20 Gas KM

20 & WC Diesel KM 11764.17 MV Gas KM

DIESEL (72 Passenger)
(differnce)
B10 kilometres x 1.5 X ( D8 pricellitre)
50

DIESEL (20 Passenger, Wheelchair)
(differnce)
B11 kilometres x 1.5 X (.1279 pricellitre)

5.10 (kpl)

GASOLINE (20 Passenger)
(differnce)
C10 kilometres x 1.5 X (_pricellitre)
4.3 (kpl)

GASOLINE (Mini Van)
(differnce)

C11 kilometres x 1.5 X (pricellitre)
8.08 (kpl)
SUBTOTAL:
HST:
TOTAL:

Oct-20 187
1.2000
1.5000
0.3000

2914.31 1510305.5 544976

509.50 2199899.79  95276.5

$1,006.77

$1,038.02

$304.99

$28.38

$2,378.16
$309.16
$2,687.32 187 $502,528.99
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General Manager’s Report

It is with pleasure that | provide this annual report on the activities of the Toronto Student
Transportation Group over the past school year. This report summarizes the activities and plans that
the transportation consortium has undertaken over the past school year. The summary of data,
activities, challenges, and successes is reflective of the joint transportation unit that has been
supplying transportation services to the Boards for over a decade.

The delivery of student transportation services can be an unceremonious business. A school bus
driver shortage across the province did not leave Toronto unscathed and we were pitched back into
delays throughout the start of the school year. Living in Toronto, with a population in excess of two
million people, you would think that we should have the ability to fill these positions readily. Sadly,
service was negatively impacted for many families as we worked with our school bus operators to
‘right the ship’. It is this partnership with our school bus operators that makes student transportation
a different kind of business found within the School Boards. One that relies on both parties to ensure
the success of the other. It is these relationships that we must build upon to improve the level of
service that we provide to our stakeholders.

This report highlights some of the issues, challenges, and successes that the Toronto Student
Transportation Group has experienced over the past school year.

Sincerely,

Kevin Hodgkinson

General Manger
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Mission and Vision Statement

Mission Statement

Service: To facilitate the provision of safe, secure, and consistently on-time delivery of student
transportation services for those students entrusted in our care.

Cost Effective: To provide adequate, equitable, and fair services to those members that actively
look for the best means to achieve cost effective transportation solutions.

Accountable: To provide effective, efficient, and accountable solutions that meets the needs of
our stakeholders.

Communications: To actively pursue initiatives that will maximize the level of service provided
to our stakeholders.

Responsibility: To actively pursue economic, environmental, and social initiatives that will allow
us to lead the way in meeting public demand.

Human Resources: To actively pursue programming and training that will assist staff in
delivering a level of service that exceeds our shareholder’s expectations.
Vision Statement

To provide and facilitate intermodal
transportation solutions so that all

,,;’*“‘" e, . school aged children can equally
P "ce99 goCuSs = :
o ““s\m access education.
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INTRODUCTION

The Toronto Student Transportation Group (TSTG) is a consortium formed to manage and
facilitate the student transportation services for the Toronto Catholic District School Board
(TCDSB) & Toronto District School Board (TDSB). The TSTG provides transportation services for
approximately 45,000 students in more than eight hundred schools and centres throughout the
City of Toronto. Seven different school bus operators in eleven divisions provide more than
1800 vehicles to provide transportation services for students with a budget of just over
$120,000,000.

The consortium is physically located at 270 Cherokee Blvd with a staff of twenty-eight
individuals responsible for the operation, planning, technology, and safety of transported
students.

History

The TDSB & TCDSB have been sharing transportation services since 1995. Laidlaw Planning
Services was originally hired to implement a computerized routing solution that optimized the
TCDSB regular home to school fleet and integrate the TCDSB and North York School Boards
special education routes. These two routing solutions removed over one hundred buses from
the road and saved the Boards over $3.2M in transportation expenditure. Over the next eight
years, the former cities making up the current City of Toronto were systematically introduced
into the combined routing solution removing an additional thirty-eight buses from the system.

In 1998 the key planning staff from Laidlaw was recruited to form the nucleus of shared
transportation services provided by the Boards. The mtroductlon of new staff was
complemented by an introduction of an upgraded ' ‘
transportation planning management software from
Education Logistics. With staff and technology in
place, the Boards had the key component to
managing and maintaining transportation services.
Transportation staff from both Boards relocated in
2005 to the TDSB’s Trethewey facility where the
operations, planning, technology, and safety units
work together to facilitate and deliver
transportation services. In September of 2011, the two School Boards signed a membership
agreement officially creating the ‘Toronto Student Transportation Group’. The organization in
2023 has relocated to the former TCDSB Our Lady of Mount Carmel site located on Cherokee
Blvd in North York.
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A Look Back

The 2023 -2024 school year provided the Toronto Student Transportation Group with several
challenges that not only provided obstacles but also opportunities to understand and improve
the way we do business.

No Snow Days!

Toronto has the good fortune of location as it relates to the weather. Situated on the north
shore of Lake Ontario and far enough away from Lake Huron and predominate westerly winds,
the city does not often get severe weather. School closures are almost unheard of in Toronto
as only 15% of the total student population is transported. However, that 15% translates to

’ o he s e v~ == gpout 45,000 students may rely on

Alerts Dec 23, 2022 Threat Assessment

Amount of snaw

99 ) ] 100%  warning

I R R | ‘ ‘ | | ‘ transportation to get to and from
“ | 11 | |

Temperature Ambient
Temperature Windehill
‘Type of percipitation ifrsezing rain)

poa e school. In a city of over 2.5 Million
om0 e residents, the schools provide a

significant support system for
families who rely on the system to
support their children while parents
are at work. Over the past 14 years there has been 14 school bus cancellations due to weather
during that time frame. In 2018-2029 we saw three school bus cancellations while in many
years we have not had to cancel transportation at all for inclement weather including 2023-
2024.

‘Travel Times 1 (401 - 400 to Merningside)
Travel Times 2 (427 - Evans o Huy 7)

Travel Times 2 (464 - York Mills Lo Green Lane)
Operators risk to Service 5
Operator Open Routes/Book off Service refusal 10 10 100%
Weather Network Risk Rating 10 ] o0%
Average 482 M5 795

100 100
100 100
5 5

100%  poor
100%  paor
100%

cococooococoocool

Cancelling student transportation due to the weather is not a job taken likely. Transportation
staff are up before 5:00AM to assess the conditions on the roads and check relative websites
that provide statistics around the weather. Staff are also connecting with our consortiums in
the GTA to get their feedback as there is cross jurisdictional transportation in place as well.

One of the items that makes Toronto more unique AT L 2 R T e

Instant Weather

than others is how the weather impacts traffic in our
city. We may not get as much snow as other areas
but how and when that snow falls will significantly
impact how traffic is moving and hence the decision
to cancel buses or not. Once all this data is collected
a meeting with senior team members from both = T
School Boards is called. The information is shared E—
and discussed amongst members and if the committee feels that cancellation of service is
required a call to the Direction of Education is made to confirm that decision. A mass
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communication blitz is then in order to ensure that all families are aware of the cancellation of
service for the day.

New Carrier Onboarding

With a new contract ready to be implemented for the 2024-2025 school year the TSTG
implemented an on-boarding process to ensure our new school bus carriers were prepared for
the new school year. These onboarding sessions included sessions on daily operations, contract

requirements, and compliance, transportation software in use and how
9 00 to use it, invoicing and contract financials, safety items and
expectations, parking, and summer school. The onboarding also
included site visits to the new carrier divisions to ensure operational
readiness and school visits so that TSTG and school staff can provide
feedback on how transportation services work at the schools here in Toronto. All carriers
including the two new carriers were also required to reach out to at least two school Principals
prior to the school year start to get their feedback on operational concerns and issues they
have experience over the years to hopefully head off any repeat of issues from the pat.

The onboarding process took place over 8 months prior to the school year start. Our existing
carriers were also invited to participate to facilitate a reminder for them as well but also to
allow them to share some of their experiences working in Toronto with the new carriers.
Having all buses equipped with GPS and having the
companies dry run their routes early was a way to ensure
that the company confirmed their drivers were
comfortable with the new runs but also to identify issues
if the timing of the run or order of stops may need to be
reviewed by TSTG staff. TSTG staff used this time to
ensure that all technology and access points were set up
and tested for the new carriers to avoid any delays once the school year started.
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Retention & Recruitment Download

The Ministry of Education had started a Driver Retention Program for the school bus industry
several years ago to help direct funding directly to school bus drivers for dedicated and
consistent service. School Bus driver shortages were reported throughout the Province directly
impacting the School Boards ability to ensure all students were
safely and consistently delivered to and from school. As
employees in an environment where there is significant
competition for part time workers it was found that many
school bus drivers were transient in nature and left in many
cases if another job opportunity presented itself. As paid
remuneration for drivers varied throughout the Province, the
Ministry established this new program to support drivers who
stayed with their school bus company for specific periods of
time. The hope was that the additional monetary bonus would help retain drivers and act as a
recruitment enticement as well.

Starting in the 2023-2024 school year, the Ministry of Education downloaded this program to
the School Boards and Transportation Consortiums. Renamed the Recruitment and Retention
(R&R) Program the School Boards and consortiums were expected to create some form of
contractual agreement with their school bus operators to
continue to flow through the funds to the drivers. As the
funding was added to the Transportation Grant the money :
was intended to flow through the School Boards and to the Current Trends &
carriers who would directly compensate their drivers who [ HOCETRARHERTARCES S
met the criteria established in a new Memorandum of ‘
Understanding (MOU). The TSTG maintained general
requirements outlined in the Ministry agreement with
carriers including the threshold of 95% driver attendance but eliminated all exceptions with the
exception of those guaranteed under the Ontario Employment Standards Act.

21



Toronto Student Transportation Group, ‘;;-'vr_m,m. I i

Transportation

Annual Report (2023-2024) Page 027

A Look Ahead

While successfully transporting over 45,000 students to and from school safely each and every
day for another year we look ahead to the challenges and opportunities that the upcoming
school years will hold for us.

RFID

Technology continues to be a significant area where we see improvements to school bus
transportation. The last student transportation contract saw the continuation of GPS
requirements on all buses and a new requirement to have tablets installed on all buses to
improve communication and confirmation
of vehicle assignment to improve the
accuracy of the GPS. The TSTG plans to
investigate RFID technology in the coming
years to see if it provides any value to the
student transportation system. An RFID
(Radio Frequency Identification) system
requires student to be issued a tag that
can be read by an RFID reader to confirm
that individual has passed by the scanner. So, on a school bus, students would be issued tags
and tap the card to the reader when entering and exiting the bus, so we have confirmation of
their location.

The reason this technology is of interest to the consortium is three-fold. Students falling asleep
on the bus and missing their stops continues to be an issue. Each bus is already equipped with
child check technology, but an RFID system would immediately notify a driver at their last stop
or school if there were students still on RFID TECHNOLOGY .
board when there shouldn’t be. The tags

also allow consortium staff to better track ))) ((( w . %ﬁ

and manage student loads on school ‘ =
buses. Currently, all eligible students are

assigned to the bus, but not all students RFID TAG RFID READER OR?{;;??;“;FON

are using the service, and many do not

alert the school to this issue. By knowing exactly how many students are using the bus each
day, there is a possibility of creating more efficient and effective bus routes given the accurate
data. The third benefit if a higher functioning reader is in place is to ensure that students are
getting on and off the bus are the correct location. Currently, there are issues at large bus
stops where students flood off the bus but using a card system will ensure that the one student
that is to get off at another stop does not mistakenly get off at the wrong stop. Improving
safety and efficiency are the hopeful goals of using this new technology.
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Electronic Workflow

The TSTG has been working with our software vendor to enhance the student transportation
application process. Currently, all applications are filled out on a form either electronically or
handwritten and then scanned and set to the transportation unit for processing. Attempts to
modernize this process has led us to the electronic workflow as a means to ensure greater
accuracy and improve timeliness of application
processing. Currently, a transfer of data
happens overnight between the School Boards
and the Transportation database. This
updates all student data in the transportation
database minus those that are protected due
to their significant transportation needs and
arrangements. With the data already housed
in transportation it allows the school, and later
the parents, to simply autofill the form when
they are applying for transportation.

The first stage will see the schools continue to process the applications at their end sending the
information to the transportation unit. Once any issues with the processing have bene
addressed, stage two will see the applications be open to the parents who will be able to
autofill their own child information into the application which is then sent to the school who
confirms the data and then the application automatically moves to transportation unit once the
form has been signed off at the school level. The

forms themselves have required fields so that all _
the data that is required for transportation staff to — ' '
set up transportation is documented on the form.
One of the major delays in setting up ’
transportation previously was the need to send TR : ' e
the form back and forth between the school and

transportation to ensure all this data is collected so the appropriate transportation can be set
up. The workflow will also allow the end user some accessibility controls so that it is easier for
them to complete and submit.
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School Staff Training

Since Covid, the School Boards and Transportation consortium have had to revisit how some
services are provided. With ever changing needs and the continuous flow of new staff
members into the system it is important that we keep them updated on how to access
transportation resources and where to find the tools so that
school staff can facilitate transportation at the local level. The
evolution of remote learning tools will allow the consortium
opportunities to provide this training to our school staff. Gone
are the days of forcing school staff to select certain days to
come into facilities to receive in person training. This adds
travel time to their days and time away from the office.

With these new virtual tools, the transportation consortium will be setting up live virtual
interactive training sessions with school staff. This process has all the benefits of in person

learning yet allows the staff member to remain at their station f,v 0 \
and participate as required. The recording of these sessions will / 4 0/7/%
also be captured so that the individuals who may not be able to //7@
participate have the ability to review the session at their leisure. /2’7//7//7
Having this materially situated in an easy to find location on our

websites will be a starting point for new staff administration to
get them up to speed on transportation requirements for their schools.
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Student Transportation Services

Financial

The Toronto Student Transportation Group was to spend about $128M on transportation
services for the TCDSB and TDSB for the 2023-2024 school year. The Ministry of Education
provided a transportation Grant in 2023-2024 of approximately $49.6M for the TCDSB and
$78.1M for the TDSB. The Ministry of Education introduced a new transportation funding
formula which has benefited the Toronto School Boards by providing dollar amounts closer to
real expenditure. A breakdown of the transportation budget along with a historical summary
of the Transportation Grant and Expenditure is displayed below:

1. Historical Transportation Grant vs. Expenditure
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2. Transportation Expenditure by Area

TCDSB
TCDSB 2023-2024 Expenditure By Service Area
One Time Costs
ECPP o DRP Planning & Admin
2% Provincial®School 4% 4%
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3. Historical Summary of Transportation Expenditure 2019 - 2024

TCDSB

TCDSB Historical Expenditure by Service Area
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Programming

The TSTG services a large and dynamic student population within the City of Toronto. A
majority of funding dollars is directed towards the student transportation services for students
with special needs. Unique needs, geography, and modified program hours are just some of
the factors impacting the delivery of transportation services for students with special needs.
French Immersion, Gifted, and specialized withdrawal programs also contribute to the
complexity involved in transporting students.

Special Education

Transportation for students with special needs has continued to grow from year to year. Given
the geographic diverseness of this student population there is a significant expenditure
required to ensure the safe and timely delivery of these students to their program locations.
The following graph shows the percentage of students receiving transportation by program.

4. Transportation of students with special needs by programming type.

Special Needs Programming By Type 2023-2024

Se(‘:ci;:)n Special Needs
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. - 0,
Disability 3% 2%
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Learning
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Operations

The transportation operations unit is responsible for the on-road delivery of transportation
services. Staff facilitates the communication of planning changes, monitors school bus

e .. operations, evaluate operator qualifications and
F = % QA R i .
sl performance, and resolve operational problems.
; A\ Operational staff uses several resources to help
7 : L\ monitor the integrity of the transportation system

and our performance.

Level of Service

As part of the Consortiums annual review of routes, statistics are collected that identify trends
in terms of how well services are provided. The most direct information is from schools and
parents through surveys but there are also indicators that can be used to better understand
service levels. All buses are equipped with GPS units. However, the school bus operators must
assign the correct vehicles to the correct routes so that the data that is pushed to the public
interface is correct. This has proven problematic for many of our carriers so we will have
tablets as part of the bus for the 2024-2025 school year so that drivers can sign into their route
prior to operating it that day. That should improve the accuracy of the data and minimize cases
where the data is not available to the end user.

5. GPS Dashboard and tools to monitor school bus operations

8 compare Bus Stop Ridership  £T Path Compare % _@ @'\ bog ) History Viewer [@ student Scan Search
=& Compare Route Time/Distance {g Driver Analyzer o - B Live Viewer b o Import =
@ On Time Reporting i GPS Vehicle Audit Compar.e Busppeedljardvwaref feeofence 8 Data Viewer VEh'C_IE @z 1il] Delete ~
Stop Times Tuner Analyzer Query Mapping Dashboard
Analysis Data Management
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Top Ten Reasons for School Bus Delays 2023-2024
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6. Service Level Indicators

Travel time and distance for students with special needs provides a picture of how services are

provided for that group. Although we utilize almost two thirds of our buses to accommodate
these students, most students use the large conventional school buses. The daily route time

and distance travelled by these three modes of transportation is highlighted below.

School Bus

School Bus Daily Travel
Distance (KM)
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6% 2% 8%

o

.
-

Minibus
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o 29
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=

School Bus Daily Travel Time
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WC Vehicle
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Operators

The Toronto Student Transportation Group secures transportation through a competitive
procurement process. The 2016-2017 school year was the first year of a new contract with a
term of six years plus two one-year options. The following chart highlights the number of
Operators that are providing service for the TSTG in 2022-2023.

7. Breakdown of contracted fleet

Vehicle Count By Company and Vehicle Type

WAT

TDSB Fleet
Switzer-Carty
Stock

Sharp
McCluskey

First Student

Attridge

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

B Fuyll-Size B Mini-Size B Mini-Size-Adapt B Passenger-Vehicle
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Count by Vehicle Type

Passenger-Vehicle

Mini-Size-Adapt 3% Full-Size
9% . 28%
M'nimv
60%

Fuel

One of the most volatile and unpredictable elements to funding transportation services is the
costing for fuel. Both gas and diesel type vehicles using various engines with different fuel
economy travelling varying distances generate different costs to be funded. Perspective is
everything. Looking at fuel trend line for the past ten years it shows a declining fuel trend. If we
extended the time frame out over 20 years, we would see an increasing trend line. The
following chart highlights the fuel costs over the years.

8. Fuel Trend over the last 20 years

Fuel Trends 2004 - 2024
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Fuel Costs 2023-2024
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Operator KPI

To monitor school bus operator performance a key performance indicator package is submitted
by the operators to the Consortium each week. The statistics provide an overview of how well
operations are proceeding at each individual division. Driver turnover remains a concern as it
has risen year over year resulting in bus companies having to recruit and train more drivers at

an accelerated pace. Where breakdowns are a concern impacting the level of service for
schools and families, companies have been asked to review their maintenance programs to

improve reliability.

1. Some of the Key Performance Indicators used to track Operator contract

compliance and performance.

Total Number of Routes Servicing Toronto (AM/PM)
Total Number of Routes Servicing Toronto (Noon)
Grand Total Of Routes (Sum of two above)

Total number of weekly Trips

Open Routes
Open Routes
Open Routes
Open Routes

- Yellow

- Wheelchair

- Mini Van

-Total (please specify each individual route below)

Number of drivers in training this week

Number of additional licensed drivers this week
Accumulated New Drivers

Driver recruitment %

Number of drivers who have left company this week
Driver Turnover Accumulated #

Driver Turnover (percentage of am/pm routes)
Driver Turnover Accumulated

Number of Collisions

Number of Collisions - Accumulated

Number of Collisions reported in TRACS
Collisions (as a percentage of am/pm routes)
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Driver Recruitment 2023-2024 (As % of Total Routes)
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Driver Recruitment as Compared to Turnover
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Active Transportation

The TSTG with funding from the City of Toronto is working towards expanding our active travel
initiatives. Working in tandem with the city if Toronto and their Vision Zero project, out active
travel initiatives are intended to identify obstacles and issues that parents face and addressing
them with active stakeholders to ensure a safe and healthy means to get to and from school.
The first year of the project saw over 20 schools being added to the project as a means to help
these communities with addressing concerns in and around their schools and communities.

The chart below from the TDSB census shows the general travel mode for students in grade 4 to
6.

(5) TRANSPORTATION TO AND FROM SCHOOL

(5.1) How do you usually get to school: TDSB
Walk 47%
Bicycle 1%
School bus 9%
Public transit (e.g., TTC bus, subway) 6%
Car 34%
Mare than one mode of transportation 3%
Other 1%

(5.2) How do you usually come home from school: TDSB
Walk 52%
Bicycle 1%
School bus 10%
Public transit (e.g., TTC bus, subway) 7%
Car 26%
More than one mode of transportation 2%
Other 1%
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Active Travel teams are out monitoring the morning and afternoon pick up and drop off
routines and making suggestions on how all students can pursue more active means to get to
and from school.

T T~ —.
=1 BB AT

AAATIRLIN
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.
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The Transportation supervisor is working with a team of facilitators at Green Communities
Canada to identify issues and hazards that prevent students from walking or cycling to school
and recommendations on ways to address. The full report for the 2023-2024 school year that
was submitted to the City of Toronto can be found here:
https://www.torontoschoolbus.org/?attachment id=108775
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Safety

One of the primary conditions for the transportation of students is that they are provided a safe
trip to and from school. A dedicated safety officer oversees the deployment of various school
bus safety programs, ensures schools and bus operators are following proper school bus safety
practices, and audits runs and routes to ensure drivers have the proper qualifications and are
following routes as planned.

School Bus Safety Program

The Toronto Student Transportation Group provides several transportation safety programs to
educate our students, families, and the general

o motoring public. A new program delivered by Intertrain
Rioer Rote Mooet . . . .
"L using interactive media helps promote the school bus
safety message to our students.

Accident Statistics

School bus accident statistics provide an insight into the type of accidents taking place on the
road along with the conditions from which these accidents take place. The reduction of
accidents and improving the safety of students in and around the school bus can be achieved
through the review of accident statistics.

2. Conditions impacting school bus accidents.

Accident Types 2023-2024

Approaching
3% Head On
1%

.

Passing
7%

Turning
5%

Sideswipe Hit Fixed Object
8%
Intersection

3%

8%
Parked Vehicle
2%

I Left Turn

Right Turn

3% Rear End Pedestrian
19% 1%
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3. Year over year summary of accident statistics

School Bus Accident 2017-2024
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Years with reduced service on account of Covid explain the dip in accidents in the chart above.

Accidents by Carrier 23-24 (As % of Total Fleet)
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Incidents

In terms of dealing with behavioural or other small incidents on the school bus, a ‘pink slip’ system is used to
communicate these issues to the school Principal so that they can be addressed. If a student continues to
misbehave on the bus and they receive multiple pink slips the school Principal may remove the student from
transportation for a defined period of time.

When something happens on the bus that is not considered a minor incident then the bus company will document
the issue as an incident. This may include several issues including violence, vandalism, or some other act that
needs immediate attention.

Incidents continue to trend higher year after year with some minor variances including the year with reduced
service for covid.

Incidents On The Bus 2017-2024
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Students with special needs may not always understand the result of their actions which triggers an
incident report to the school. As an extension of the classroom, behaviour on the bus is reported to
the School Principal so they can address with the student/family. The use of safety vests (which are
used to help secure students on the bus) has spiked in the 2023-2024 school year as per the chart
below.

Historical Safety Vest Summary

N
o

o

o

o

= N W AN OO
o o
1

# of Harness Requests

o O
1

™
Nz

b A a O N O H
NTON Q‘LQ‘L\‘L@W%

Q)
N ~ NN
SN AN N Scﬁ%ol?ear\% Ny Y 9

40



PUBLIC

REPORT TO REGULAR BOARD

RECOMMENDATION TO BOARD FROM THE SPECIAL
EDUCATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE

We ought therefore to show hospitality to such people so that we may work together for the truth. 3 John 1:8

Drafted \ Meeting Date

December 5, 2024 January 30, 2025

S. Harris — Recording Secretary
S. Adaikpoh — Assistant Recording Secretary

RECOMMENDATION REPORT

Vision: IN GOD'S IMAGE: Growing in Brendan Browne

Knowledge, with Justice and Hope. DireCtor Of Ed UcatiO n

Mission: Nurturing the faith development and academic
excellence of our Catholic learning community through the

love of God, neighbour, and self. .
o, Adrian Della Mora
IR S Associate Director of Academic
o Affairs & Chief Operating Officer

MULTI-YEAR STRATEGIC PLAN
2022 - 2025

IN GOD'S IMAGE: Growing in Knowledge, with Justice and Hope

Derek Boyce

Associate Director of Corporate
Services and Chief Commercial
Officer

Ryan Putnam

Chief Financial Officer and
Treasurer
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This report provides the Board of Trustees with a recommendation from the
SPECIAL EDUCATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE.

The cumulative staff time required to prepare this report was 0.5 hours.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to provide the Board of Trustees with a
recommendation from the Special Education Advisory Committee (SEAC).

BACKGROUND
On 2024-12-04, the Special Education Advisory Committee met.

At that meeting, there was a recommendation proposed to the Board of Trustees.

EVIDENCE/RESEARCH/ANALYSIS

The Special Education Advisory Committee met on 2024-12-04 and a motion
regarding Agenda Item 16b) Special Education Plan December 2024

Sections for Discussion:

5. Special Education Staff;
0. Specialized Equipment; and

7. Transportation for Students with Special Education Needs was unanimously

passed.

SPECIAL EDUCATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION TO THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES

The Special Education Advisory Committee recommends to the Board
of Trustees that the following be approved:
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Mandatory professional development for bus drivers that transport
students with special needs and provide ongoing support for bus driving
staff should they be experiencing challenges with special needs students;

That the Minister of Education consider funding for special needs staff
on school buses to assist with special needs students; and

That items 1 and 2 above be sent to the Transportation Consortium and
Minister of Education
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Pending List New

# |Date Motion Further details of motion
Moved by V. Rego that the report regarding TSTG Consortium Service
5 21-Sep-11|Agreements be approved and that
1. the General Manger facilitates the creation and signing of service
agreements between the consortium and service providers.
7 21-Sep-11|Moved by Trustee Gershon that the TSTG profile be received and that
6. the General Manager develops a business case identifying traffic as a
significant factor impacting the financial situation of the consortium here in
Toronto.
Rising out of discussion on the feedback from the Trustee Workshop the
36 13-Feb-13|following directions were given
Modify service agreements to be added as appendices to TSTG agreement.
Moved by V. Rego that the report titled Effectiveness & Efficiency Review
40 1-May-13|for 2013/2014 be amended as follows:
That the TSTG have the service level agreements signed by August 31st, 2013
Moved by C. Snider that the service level agreements on the pending list
be forwarded to Board staff to review and advise of items that are missing
16-0ct-13/°" should be added and if any costs is associated with those services.
Moved by C. Jackson that pending list be updated to capture the decision
to defer the report on TSTG Organizational Issues and that the issue is
161 18-May-18 being raised by both School Boards in their administrative councils.
165 20-Sep-18|Verbal Update received with direction to staff to:
Moved by M. Rizzo that the report titled ‘Draft 2019-2020 Transportation
Budget’ be deferred until the GSN is announced and with the following
178 8-Feb-19|direction:
1. That the transportation unit run multiple optimizations to identify
costs by service area and provide a risk analysis of the impact to School Boards.
Moved by M. Del Grande that the report titled ‘Student Transportation
194 14-Feb-20|RFP’ be received with direction to staff:

2. That a council of HGTA consortia Governance Committees be invited to a
meeting to discuss mutual student transportation issues.

Page 1 of 2

44



Pending List New

# |Date Motion Further details of motion
Moved by R. Pilkey that the report titled ‘Strategic Plan Update’ be
12-Nov-21|received and referred back to staff:
1. Tore-envision the strategic plan with input from various stakeholders and
reconstituted in a format presentable for public presentation.
2. To share with School Boards for their information and to receive their
respective feedback.
300 1-Sep-23 Moved C. Snider that the report titled ‘RFID School Bus Pilot ‘be approved
1. That the TSTG be given approval to reach out to two RFID vendors
and pilot the use of RFID student tracking on the school bus.
2. That a report on the viability of student tracking be brought back to
the TSTG Governance Committee once data has been collected and validated.
3. That vendors are aware that this is a proof-of-concept project, and
no award of any kind is part of the pilot, and a procurement process will need
to be undertaken should the consortium wish to pursue a larger
implementation of the technology.
4, That the vendors provide regular updates to the consortium with
metrics and information as required.
Moved by M. Del Grande that the report titled: ‘Student Transportation
306 1-Dec-23|Software Update’ be approved with direction:
2. That the TSTG pilot the BusPlanner ‘Chipmunk’ phone application at a
cost not to exceed $25,000 in year two of the contract.
Moved by D. Boyce that the report titled: ‘TSTG School Bus Parking
319 21-Jun-24|Strategy’ be amended and approved as:

3. That a report be prepared to provide to members of the City — School Board
Advisory council that outlines the request and need for the exemption to the
city overnight street parking bylaws and access to city facility parking locations
for school bus drivers.

Page 2 of 2

45



Glossary of Terms

Service Code (if any) |Definition
Regular Home to School Transportation that is provided for students using central pick up and
Transportation drop-off points
School to School Transportation that is provided for students who will walk to the closest
Transportation local school which is used as a pick up and drop off location.
Special Education Transportation that is provided for students with special needs and are
Transportation accommodated with a bus stop at their local home address.
Students who are eligible for transportation based on the Board's
Distance Transportation distance criteria within the transportation policy (TCDSB - JK-8 = 1.5km; 9-
12 = N/ATDSB jk - 5 = 1.6km; 6-8 = 3.2km, 9-12 = 4.8km)
, students who are eligible for transportation based on the hazard criteria
Hazard Transportation .
established by the Board.
Local Schools schools that service the educational needs of the local student population
MAG / FIM / Schools that provide congregated programs for students that reside
Magnet Schools GIF outside their local school area(French Immersion, Gifted, Sports, Music,
Eastern Rite)
Magnet schools operated by the Ministry of Education for students with
Provincial Schools specific disabilities (i.e. EC Drury in Milton - Deaf and Hard of hearing) -
Funded
Schools that tend to have congregated programs for students with severe
High Needs Schools . . eres . Prog
special needs. (Bloorview / Sunnyview etc.)
Magnet programs operated by the Ministry of Education for students that
i need specific treatment or direction not offered at school Boards (i.e.
Section 23 S23 . . . . .
Hospital for Sick Kids program, TPAS {Toronto Partnership for Autism
Services} programs etc.) - unfunded
Courtesy Seats Transportation service for students who are not eligible.
Courtesy transportation for students that will walk to an existing stop
Empty Seats EMP .
where capacity allows.
Courtesy transportation for students that are considered a priority for
Priority Seats ESP service where capacity and time allow(i.e. sibling of special needs
students, fresh start program etc.)
Courtesy transportation for students who are not eligible but require a
Extenuating Circumstance EXC Y P . . g a
home stop to meet their needs where capacity and time allow.
Courtesy transportation for students who are temporarily incapacitated
Temporary Medical TMD and can be serviced by a vehicle where capacity and time allow. (i.e.
broken leg)
L Transportation service for students in select geographical areas who do
Non Qualifying o . .
) NQ not meet the criteria in the transportation policy but have been approved
Transportation i
for service by the Board of Trustees.
Mini Bus Transportation VAN transportation provided by a mini bus, small bus, Type A bus
transportation provided by a modified mini bus to accommodate
Wheelchair Transportation |WC students with accessibility issues (wheelchair primarily)May be white or
yellow in colour.
Transportation provided by a mini van. Non yellow and primarily to
Mini Van Transportation MV , P P . y y . P y
service students with specific needs and or distance issues.
Big Bus Transportation BB transportation provided by a big bus, large bus, Type C bus.
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Glossary of Terms

Service Code (if any) |Definition
Taxi Transportation transportation provided by a taxi company. Generally mini-van or sedan
transportation provided for students who have program hours not
Specials adhering to the established times at the school outside of core operating
hours (between 9:00 - 11:00 and 1:00 - 3:00)
. transportation for students whose modified program hours generally fall
Noon Hour Transportation
P within the 11:00AM - 1:00PM timeframe
D-250 Standard that all school buses must adhere to based on Canadian
Standards Association
Effectiveness and efficiency reviews the Ministry of education conducted
E&E Review to ensure School Boards working together and as a trigger mechanism for
funding changes
o Term used to describe how the software system collects all the variable
Optimization . .
data and generates a new routing solution.
Site on the TSTG website that displays all bus routes that are currently
Delay Portal .
running late as posted by the school bus operators
Site on the TSTG website that will allow parents access to transportation
Transportation Portal information about their children and the ability to subscribe to the delay
portal and receive notifications of bus delays.
Initiatives to get more students walking and cycling to school promotin
Active Transportation & . & yeling P g
healthy and active lifestyles.
Tagging program used to identify students who must be met at the end of
Purple Equals Parent PEP 8giNng prog 4
the day at drop-off.
. devices used to track the exact whereabouts of a vehicle with an installed
Global Positioning System GPS .
GPS device.
. . Pink slips of paper used by drivers to advise school Principals of
Pink Slips .
unacceptable behaviour on the school bus
. Students who for whatever reason cannot ride with other students and
Ride Alones )
must ride alone on the bus.
Restraint systems used to ensure students with physical issues stay
Harness upright or secure students who do not have cognitive ability to remain in
their seats.
i i identifier for planning staff so that certain individuals are separated and
No To ride With .
NTRW routed on separate vehicles.
BusPlanner Pro Current student transportation management system in use in Toronto
Tool used for schools, operators and parents to access student
BusPlanner Web L p P
transportation information
TRACS Web tool used for operator billing and collecting accident and incident
data from operators
. Data supplied by the school bus operators and TSTG staff to monitor the
Key Performance Indicators
KPI system performance.

Run The collection of stops going into or out of a school

Route The combination of all the runs - The work that a vehicle completes in a
day.

Coupling Putting runs together.

OASBO Ontario Association of School Business Officials

SBO School Bus Ontario - School bus operator association
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