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President’s Message
The Annual Report provides a snapshot of the many activities that have engaged staff, Council members,
and volunteers during the past year, and gives you, our members, the opportunity to reflect on the work
of the Institute. From my perch as President, it is rewarding to see so much accomplished and to see CIP’s
work carried out with enthusiasm and passion – those key values that inspired so many of us to become
planners in the first place.
Like most professional organizations, CIP strives to deliver activities that align most closely with members’
needs and aspirations, in keeping with the resources at hand. Accordingly, we have supported programs
and projects aimed at strengthening the profession, not only internally from the perspective of our
members, but also externally, from the perspective of the public, governments, and other stakeholders.
Some of our key domestic initiatives this year include:
• Planning for the Future project: The culmination of five years of task forces, reports, CIP and Affiliate
 reviews, and member input occurred this past Spring with the by-law vote to implement new standards
and new processes. As a result, we have strengthened the professionalism of planning, created clear
systems of accountability, and enhanced the portability of credentials.
• “Great Places in Canada”: CIP’s first-ever nationwide competition engaged the public in numbers we
could hardly have anticipated. More than 5,000 entries were submitted, coming from places big and
small, from coast to coast to coast. We have made great strides in connecting the dots between “great
places” and “good planning.”
• “Water in Regional and Land Use Planning Issues”: This commissioned report addresses a broad sweep
of issues related to water and land use planning. Completed this past year, it will serve as the basis for
an action plan to guide how planners can better integrate all aspects of water into their practice.
• Census of Canada: CIP was one of the first organizations to speak out against the cancellation of the
mandatory long-form Census. Even though we, and 350 other advocates, did not prevail, we spoke out,
and someone listened. CIP was one of a handful of institutions invited to give evidence to a House of
Commons sub-committee (subsequently cancelled due to the election).
Of course, many initiatives were carried forward from 2010, including, for example, improvements to the
governance of the Institute and advancing our flagship program on climate change. CIP’s work on climate
change adaptation planning continues to provide a platform for national and international recognition.
With the help of our Affiliates, more and more members have had the opportunity to participate in our
climate change adaptation workshops. As we near the completion of our current partnership with Natural
Resources Canada, we can proud of the range of activities we have completed – from community climate
change plans in the Arctic and the Maritimes to the design of a university-level lecture series.
On the international front, we have expanded our reach in Latin America and the Caribbean through our
partnership in Guyana. We are fostering community planning locally, but at the same time, trying to
establish networks of planners in a region with few planning institutions. Elsewhere, we work with the
Commonwealth Association of Planners (CAP) to address issues of rapid urbanization in developing
countries. This past year, we succeeded in establishing a Vice-Presidency for Canada within CAP.
As President of CIP, I have had the privilege of representing you and the planning profession for the past
two years. I have seen first-hand how much can be accomplished by an Institute with only a handful of
staff, whose dedication and commitment, in turn, support many volunteers from every region of Canada.
Thank you for giving me this opportunity.
Sincerely,

Marni Cappe, MCIP, RPP
President
Canadian Institute of Planners
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Report from the National Membership Standards
Committee (NMSC), formerly the National/
Affiliate Membership Committee (N/AMC)
The National Membership Standards Committee (NMSC), which was formerly known
as the National/Affiliate Membership Committee (N/AMC), met on two occasions since
the submission of the last annual report.
One meeting was held in Ottawa on July 8
to 9, 2010 and a second meeting was held
on February 12 to 13, 2011 in Ottawa.

It was agreed that the NMSC Co-Chairs would
provide an information session for members on
the PFF project at the annual CIP Conference to
be held in Montreal in October 2010 and to meet
with ACUPP (Association of Canadian University
Planning Programs) representatives to discuss their
concerns and the recommendations and modifications made to the Accreditation Task Force Report.

The focus of the work of the NMSC for 2010/11 and
its main objective was the substantial completion
of the reports and recommendations as well as
communications related to the Planning for the
Future (PFF) project. The NMSC also continued work
associated with general membership procedures
and practices, and the accreditation (recognition)
review of university planning programs.

The NMSC also recognized the work started by
the Administrative Task Force and noted that
they would be looking at the “non-corporate
classes of membership” and how to address
and support those within this group.

July 2010 Meeting
At the July 2010 meeting, Karen Russell MCIP was
announced as one of two new Co-Chairs with
Dana Anderson MCIP, RPP being considered as
a Co-Chair for confirmation at the next meeting.
The former Co-Chairs of the NMSC, Ron Keeble
MCIP, RPP and Greg Hofmann MCIP, RPP, remained
as members and Co-Chairs of the PFF project.
Planning for the Future
The majority of the discussion at the July 2010
meeting focused on the PFF project. Considerable
feedback from Affiliates and stakeholders was
received, including letters from several of the
Universities’ faculty and student members on the
Certification, Fellows, and Accreditation Task Force
Reports. A considerable length of time was spent
discussing the issues raised and whether changes
could or should be considered. Several recommendations were endorsed to make modifications
to the reports’ recommendations to address many
of the issues and concerns raised. The NMSC also
noted the need to proceed with clear structured
timelines for next steps, which would involve
the modified reports going back to the Affiliates
and CIP for final endorsement and for continued
communication to members on the process and the
recommendations coming out of the PFF project.

Canadian Institute of Planners

Other Membership Matters
The NMSC approved the Site Review Panel
report and recommendations for the five year
review and accreditation of the two graduate
planning programs (Masters and PhD) at UBC.

February 2011 Meeting
The meeting commenced with a motion to remove
the report on consultation that occurred in January
2010 through a joint planning practitioner/ACUPP
working group struck to address outstanding
accreditation issues. The motion failed and the
PFF Co-Chairs, Ron Keeble MCIP, RPP and Greg
Hofmann MCIP, RPP, both left the meeting and
announced their resignations. The joint practitioner/
ACUPP report was discussed and received by the
NMSC. The NMSC recommended that CIP and
the Affiliates consider the establishment of an
Accreditation Implementation Task Force to develop
similar implementation tools and guidelines for
accreditation processes as is being developed by the
Administrative Task Force for membership processes.
The majority of the remaining February 2011
NMSC meeting was spent addressing the PFF
project. The NMSC reviewed and endorsed, with
several amended recommendations, the draft
Administrative Task Force Report. The NMSC also
approved the revised Membership manual which
now reflects the new processes and standards.
This is to be circulated to CIP for approval.
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The NMSC also discussed the Legislative Task
Force and the next steps in PFF including ongoing
communication, specifically the Q and As with
students, and the preparation and timing of
CIP and Affiliate by-law amendments.
Other items related to the timing of planning
program accreditation reviews and CIP international
reciprocal agreements as well as other general
membership issues were also discussed.
The work completed by the NMSC over the past
two years has been significant and the completion
of the PFF project marks a significant chapter in
our profession’s history and its advancement. It
reflects an incredible amount of work by member
volunteers across all Affiliates as well as dedication

and work of Affiliate and CIP staff. It also reflects a
willingness to address difficult issues and diverse
opinions with a common goal to reach the best
outcome on behalf of the profession. The current
NMSC Co-Chairs would again like to express their
gratitude to the former Co-Chairs, Greg Hofmann
MCIP, RPP and Ron Keeble MCIP, RPP, as well as
all of the dedicated volunteers and the project
consultant, Jim Pealow, who have all contributed
greatly to the PFF project over the last six years.

Respectfully submitted,
Dana Anderson, MCIP RPP and Karen Russell, MCIP
Co-Chairs, National Membership
Standards Committee
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Report from the Academic and
Student Affairs Committee
Meetings
CAPS Conference — University of Guelph:
February 4 – 6th, 2010

Objectives for the Year
Complete MOU between CIP and CAPS: After six
years of development between CAPS and CIP, the
MOU is now complete and signed by both parties.
John Atienza and Brad Bradford (current CAPS President) were instrumental in completing the work and
getting CAPS financial reporting in order. The new
MOU outlines the reporting relationship between
CIP and CAPS, removes financial obligations on
behalf of either party, and sets out the terms for
how each group will support the other’s mission.
Attend CAPS Conference: Adam Cooper, Stephanie
Chai, and Wayne Caldwell attended the CAPS
conference. CIP hosted a lunch where the
committee was able to speak to student reps
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from around the country about the Planning
for the Future initiative and ways that we could
improve communication about the project.
Support for Student Travel and Making Presentations at Conferences: Adam and Stephanie have
met to discuss how to implement a Council motion
that approves funding for student presenters,
generated from past conference surpluses.
Adam is awaiting information from the CIP office
on the average number of student presenters.
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Determined funding should be available for out-of
-province students first, and students must have
applied for other funding sources first (Affiliate,
school, etc).
CIP will reimburse students for travel expenses when
presented with original receipts and a disclaimer that
they have not received funding from other sources to
pay for these expenses. The committee hopes to implement this funding mechanism for 2012 conference.
Review CIP Bylaws Re: Proposed Changes to Student
Representative on CIP Council: This action is on hold
as part of a larger governance review by CIP. It should
be noted that some student candidates for 2011 are
campaigning on examining the issue of overlapping
terms or changes to the structure of the CIP Student
Rep role.

Revamp the Student Zone in the CIP Web Site:
On hold as part of a larger strategy to revamp
the entire CIP website.
Issues or Difficulties: Getting the CAPS/CIP MOU
completed was challenging due to the changing
nature of the CAPS organization and varying availability of proponents to pursue this discussion.
Having a long-term committed CAPS Director and
a committee chair with experience on this project
helped to bring this long-standing issue to closure.

Respectfully Submitted,
Adam Cooper, B.A., B.A., M.A.
Chair, Academic and Student Affairs Committee
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Report from the National Continuous
Professional Learning Committee
Since the Continuous Professional Learning
(CPL) initiative commenced in 2002, four Affiliates have adopted mandatory CPL, while members in two other Affiliates record CPL units on
a voluntary basis, and one Affiliate does not
participate in CPL. Requirements respecting
CPL expectations and logging of experience
are for the most part standardized amongst
those Affiliates where CPL is mandatory.
All Affiliates offer a range of learning opportunities.
Some offer these directly, others partner with
government and like organizations. Participation
in these courses, workshops, and conferences is
increasing as members strive to increase knowledge and skills necessary to meet the challenges
of professional practice.
Committee Meetings
Since its Annual Report to Council in June of last
year, the CPL Committee held five teleconferences on the following dates: November 15
and December 13, 2010 and January 24, March
1, and April 5, 2011. The committee’s annual
in-person meeting will be coordinated this fall
with a meeting of the National Membership
Standards Committee to allow joint discussion
of CPL matters including federation-wide CPL
development and delivery needs/strategy in the
context of the outcome of the Planning for the
Future vote at the national and Affiliate levels.
Committee Objectives for the Year
The committee had a number of objectives for the
year including: (i) increasing awareness of existing
learning opportunities including enhancing the
links listed on the Learning Net component of
the CIP website; (ii) enhancing existing learning
opportunities in the Affiliates including the use of
the two-hour climate change modules developed
as part of the Climate Change Project initiative;
and (iii) initiation of discussions with the state
Professional Development Officers (PDOs) of
the American Planning Association (APA) (the
equivalent counterparts to the CPL Committee
Affiliate representatives) to discuss CPL-related
matters common to both organizations.
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Other items set out in the CPL
Committee’s 2010–11 action plan
included the continuation of committee
discussions regarding consistency
of allocation of learning units across
Canada, strategies and implementation
techniques to ensure a high percentage
of compliance in provinces with mandatory CPL requirements, and consistency
and fairness in the implementation of
discipline for non-compliant members
Committee Progress towards
Achievement of Objectives
(i) 	The Learning Net feature of the CIP website
has been enhanced with the posting of a
brochure sharing Affiliates’ ideas for
providing low-cost learning opportunities
and a preface to the extensive inventory of
movies with a planning theme listed on
	The Learning Net. Committee members also
continue to populate the events calendar.
(ii) The Committee regularly discussed the
challenges and opportunities for Affiliate use
of the two-hour modules resulting from the
Climate Change project and exchanged ideas
as to how these modules could be shared
with the membership on a low- or no-cost basis.
(iii) The CPL Committee Chair and PIBC CPL
Committee representative Dan Wallace met
with a group of the APA PDO’s on April 10, 2011
during the annual APA conference in Boston.
We discussed the CPL Committee’s interest in
promoting awareness, attendance, and coopera tion for cross-border learning events, which was
well received. A California PDO expressed interest in exploring Canadian content for the APA’s
2012 annual conference to be held in Los Angeles.
Respectfully submitted,
Vicky Simon, MCIP, RPP, AICP
Chair, National Continuous Professional
Learning Committee
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Report from the Recognition Committee
Objectives
The key objective of the Recognition Committee is to
identify those projects submitted to the CIP Awards
of Planning Excellence that are most deserving of
recognition by the profession. Secondarily, the
committee works to continually improve the
categories, criteria and process for the Awards.
Meetings and Process
This year, the Recognition Committee recommended
eight Awards of Planning Excellence and 5 Honourable Mentions for 2011 at Jury Meetings in Ottawa on
March 12 and 13, 2011. No awards were given in the
category of International. Awards will be presented
at the National Conference in St. John’s in July.
These March meetings were the culmination of a review process, which started December 17, 2010 with
a teleconference that introduced the new member of
our ten-person committee (Stephanie Chai, CIP Council Liaison), confirmed a working timetable, and provided an opportunity to discuss procedures and issues.
On February 1, 2011 following the January 17
deadline for submissions, we convened a teleconference to identify 11 two- or three-person sub-groups
that would focus on specific awards categories. A total
of 44 submissions were received by the deadline.
Typically each committee member reviewed three or
four different categories. Following individual reviews,
each sub-group tried to identify a winning submission
or at least a short-list of three submissions through
ongoing email and telephone discussion. The short-lists
were forwarded to Bianca Spence by March 7, 2011.
Issues and Resolutions
This year the committee recommended adjustments
to clarify category descriptions. We found, in particular, that there were significant overlaps between
submissions to the Environment category and others,
and therefore renamed this category “Natural Systems
Planning.” Definitions of the City Planning, Neighbourhood Planning, and Social Planning categories were
revised, and the former was renamed “City and
Regional Planning.” The Transportation and Infrastructure definition was also revised. We also looked at
ways to encourage submission of more built plans

and considered, but did not approve, a category
related to New Trends/Emerging Issues. Discussion of
criteria emphasized the need to review the sustainability and health, public engagement, and innovation
implications of all submissions. Another issue discussed
was the need for representation from B.C., and perhaps
greater diversity on the Recognition Committee.
All members would like to come back next year.
I would like to sincerely thank all of the committee
members for their substantial contributions of
time, their thoughtful deliberations and their great
company. In particular I would like to recognize Bianca
Spence, CIP Program Coordinator, Communications for
her tireless work in organizing committee meetings
and teleconferences, and managing the overall
Awards process, including: advertising, receiving and
distributing submissions to the committee, arranging
great meals, and coordinating final Jury Statements.

Respectfully submitted,
Don Hester, FCSLA, MCIP
Chair, CIP Recognition Committee
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Report from the Plan Canada Editorial Board
Meetings
The Plan Canada Editorial Board met in person in
Montreal, Quebec on October 2, 2010 at the CIP
annual conference, Climate Change + Communities.
The purpose of that meeting was to discuss and
ratify the magazine’s new publication model, as
well as choosing a new Board Chair. Other issues
included the need to upgrade the Plan Canada
component of the CIP website to be more current
and interactive and accessible. There were no
conference calls held over 2010, although the
intention is to make these quarterly in 2011.
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Objectives
The editorial board’s prime responsibility for 2010
was to transition to a new structure geared towards
centralizing and coordinating publication tasks.
Michelle Garneau as Managing Editor will undertake
the major responsibilities associated with producing the magazine, including communication with
authors. This coordination means that members
of the Editorial Board will no longer be tasked
with rotating as Senior Editor on ‘theme issues’,
nor will the Chair need to follow up with authors.
The publication model will now be more flexible,
with opportunities for “cover stories” arising from
the nature of submissions or contemporary issues
as they arise, rather than being decided a year in
advance. The final issue employing the previous
model was the Winter 2010 CIP conference issue.
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Issues, Successes or Difficulties
A significant success over the past year was the 50th
Anniversary issue which saw the magazine move to
a new format and visual style with full colour and
“newsstand-worthy” graphic design. It was also
managed differently in that we had guest editors
(Ian Skelton, Jill Grant and David Gordon) and
greater CIP staff involvement with the production.
After six years of leadership, Mark Seasons
stepped down after the fall issue as Chair of the
Editorial Board and was replaced by Michael
Dudley, who in the new arrangement will be
tasked with coordinating the efforts of Board and
communicating with the Program Coordinator,
Communications, and the Managing Editor.
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The Board is examining ways to use information
technology to communicate and collaborate
more effectively in between meetings.
The Plan Canada Editorial Board appreciates and
thanks Michelle Garneau for all of her efforts in
producing a terrific-looking publication, and further
thanks Executive Director Steven Brasier and
Bianca Spence, Program Coordinator Communications for their support during this transition.

Respectfully submitted,
Michael Dudley, MLIS, MCP, MCIP
Chair, Plan Canada Editorial Board
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Report from the Communications Committee
On behalf of the members of the Communications Committee, I am pleased to
submit our annual report for 2010–2011.
During the past year, the Committee focused on
launching the Great Places in Canada Program.
The program went live on the Great Places in
Canada website (www.greatplacesincanada.com) in
November of 2010 and from its inception, attracted
a significant amount of interest from the public. In fact,
when the competition closed in March, almost
6,000 Canadians participated in the program and
hundreds of places were nominated from coast
to coast to coast. The program met and exceeded
the expectations of the committee. The program
was able to attract traffic to the website because
of numerous interviews undertaken with the committee members with various radio and television
stations across the country. On May 16th, 2011,
the Institute announced nine winners in three
categories (Great Streets, Great Neighbourhoods,
and Great Public Spaces). The judging panel
includes a student member, a Fellow, a representative from the Council of Canadian Urbanism (CanU),
and the Chair of the Communications Committee.

Launching this program did not come without some
unanticipated challenges. After all of the submissions were reviewed, it was evident that there were
two distinct types of individuals nominating places.
Specifically, there were very detailed nominations
that provided a photograph(s) and attempted
to respond to all of the questions and criteria
outlined on the website for a complete submission.
Most of the detailed submissions were made by
planners, but not all. The majority of the submissions received came in without a photograph or
a detailed submission. We responded quickly to

the problem of having no pictures submitted by
making it mandatory to have a picture to complete
the nomination. Next year, it will be mandatory to
have a photograph as well as a certain minimum
amount of information in the required entry
form fields to ensure we receive more complete
submissions. The challenge for the program is to
find the appropriate balance between having very
detailed submissions by professional planners who
have a natural advantage in responding to planning
issues and continuing to engage the public in a fun
program that is not too laborious to participate in.
We anticipate that the program will be tweaked on
an annual basis until we find the correct balance.
Public participation in this program has given it the
initial momentum to move it along and increase
CIP’s media exposure.In April, the committee also
focused on the work plan for the balance of the
year. As Council is aware, the CIP web site will be
redesigned in 2011 and the committee will be
working with the National Office to ensure that
these changes respond to our members’ needs.
In addition, we felt that if resources were available
to hire a summer student, that an inventory of
CIP publications, booklets, and press releases
would be helpful in determining what has been
done in the past and whether this information is
still current. The National Office is also working
with the committee on establishing protocols for
releasing information to the media. The committee also recognized that time will need to be set
aside to respond to requests for assistance from
either the National Affairs or Policy Committee.
In conclusion, the Communications Committee
has completed its first major milestone by getting
the Great Places Program off the ground. The
committee is looking forward to continuing to
expand its role by assisting Council in moving
the strategic plan forward. I would like to
thank Council and staff in the National Office
for their ongoing support and look forward to
working on new challenges in the future.

Respectfully submitted,
Alex Forbes, MCIP
Chair, Communications Committee
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Report from the Policy Advisory Committee
Year in Review
The Policy Advisory Committee went through a
year of transition in 2010. I succeeded CIP Policy
Chair Mark Seasons, and the Policy Committee
has been actively recruiting new membership.
The Policy Advisory Committee continues to
progress on developing proactive policy and
related tools for CIP and the membership, stimulate
timely new research and thinking on issues of
concern to the planning profession, and provide
a resource and voice for advocacy for issues of
import to the membership across Canada.
In the past year, the Policy Advisory Committee
has been progressing on two main fronts:
• development of new policy – specifically
the Water Policy; and
• advocacy work in support of existing
policy positions.
New Policy Development
Development of new policy has focused on
development of the Phase A Water Policy conditions report engaged by a consultant, as directed
by the Policy Advisory Committee. This material
has been prepared as background material, and
as context for the development of a CIP policy
position on water and issues pertaining to water
management including price, equity, management, environmental considerations, and other
elements. This research will lead to the drafting
of a technical whitepaper on the issue of the
Water and the Public Interest, a draft Policy for
Water, and technical tools for use by CIP, and the
membership, to consider the management of water
within the ability of the planning profession.
The Policy Advisory Committee will continue to
track and provide guidance for the action phase of
the research so as to provide continuity, while new
committee members are brought up to speed.
Going forward, the Policy Advisory Committee will
be building on previous steps and moving forward
with the agenda on developing policy positions
that are proactive, meaningful, timely, well
researched, and relevant to the profession – and
communicated effectively to the membership.
A component of this will be the development of
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a consolidated policy resource guide, which will
contain past policies and positions of the CIP on a
wide number of fronts, provide guidance for future
policy directions, and identify areas of synergy, or
areas that require revisiting to retain relevancy.
Advocacy
John Wall, Manager of National and International
Affairs, has pressed forward on advocacy work
and in representing the positions of the CIP. CIP
has taken a consistent stand against changes to
the long form Census and has been constructively
engaged to promote access to information that
planners need to make effective decisions and
recommendations for Canadian communities.
The coming year will include continuing work
on water and planning, including tools and
information for members, the consolidation of our
new and existing policy statements, and further
development of our proactive advocacy efforts.
Respectfully submitted,
David Wise, RPP, MCIP
Chair, Policy Advisory Committee
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Report from the National Affairs
Advisory Committee (NAAC)
In 2010, the committee held one in-person meeting
in Ottawa, November 5–6th and a teleconference
on March 23. The purpose of the in-person meeting
was to identify possibilities for cooperation and
synergy between the different topic areas in order
to maximize overall effectiveness. An update
from each sub-committee is provided below:
Indigenous Peoples Planning Subcommittee
This NAAC subcommittee has been actively working
on a number of activities and initiatives. Building
on the in-person meeting in Ottawa last year and
the action plan developed, the committee has been
focused on developing: outlines for two exciting
initiatives – the Integrated Community & Watershed
Planning Demonstration Initiative and the Strategic
Plan for Indigenous Peoples Planning Education;
IPPC Online Consultants’ Roster; IPPC brochure to
communicate the committee’s role and activities;
and International Indigenous planning connections.
Climate Change Subcommittee
The climate change subcommittee began scoping a
number of projects in the areas of climate change
mitigation, outreach to members and allied professionals, climate policy, and continued professional learning.
Since the last update to Council, several efforts were
completed or initiated, including a presentation on CIP
climate change activities to the Canadian Association
of Planning Students. The main feedback was a desire
to see CIP collaborate more with allied professions;
extensive CIP member feedback was gathered as part of
the NRCan climate change project (benchmarking and
focus group feedback). Building on that, the Climate
Change Subcommittee will provide recommendations
to strengthen the climate change policy. The sub-committee will aim to work with the Policy Committee on
updating and strengthening the policy; the committee is
planning to develop a series of webinars that draws on
the material produced as part of the NRCan and INAC
climate change projects. It is hoping to offer continuous
professional learning credits for attending the webinar.
The webinars are an opportunity to extend information,
elicit member feedback, build a national community of
practice around climate change, and test new webinar

technology on behalf of CIP. The committee is seeking
funds to develop a scope of work for a climate change
mitigation module (similar to the adaptation module).
Healthy Communities Initiatives
This subcommittee structure is unique because it provides a national structure that includes representation
from CIP’s Affiliates. This is necessary for several reasons: (1) Affiliate liaison is important to coordinate CIP’s
work with existing activity under way by some Affiliates;
(2) it provides the opportunity to learn about the work
of health and planning professions at the provincial
levels; and (3) since Affiliate capabilities on Healthy
Communities differ across Canada, it is hoped that the
integrated structure will also help increase Affiliate
capacity for involvement. By September 2010, all CIP
Affiliates were formally represented on the committee.
CIP enjoys a formal partnership with the Heart and
Stroke Foundation of Canada, and has obtained funded
that it being used by the committee to undertake
various project activities developed in November
2010. Called “Taking the Pulse”, this CIP program
proposes a number of learning opportunities, tools,
and member services over a 15-month period. One
of the overarching goals is to bring the health and
planning professions together to address health issues
associated with our built environment. Progress is
being monitored regularly by way of sub-committee
teleconferences. The partnership (formerly “CLASP”,
but now called “Healthy Canada by Design) includes
a number of national and regional partners. At the
national level, the partners include CIP, Heart & Stroke
Foundation, Canadian Partnership Against Cancer,
Urban Public Health Network, and National Collaborating Centre for Healthy Public Policy. The subcommittee
also provides CIP representation on the Public Health
Agency of Canada’s Age Friendly Communities initiative.

Respectfully submitted,
Chris Leach, MCIP
Co-Chair, CIP National
Affairs Committee
Karin Wall, MCIP
Co-Chair, CIP National
Affairs Committee
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Report from the International
Affairs Advisory Committee (IAAC)
This report of the International Affairs Advisory Committee
outlines and updates our
main activities for 2010.
Due to turnover in staff with
the arrival of John Wall,
the transition of the chair
from Ron Shishido, and our
respective immersion periods,
there has been a disruption
in the committee’s meeting
schedule and we did not
have a face-to-face committee meeting. Despite the
transitions, our international
program and representation
has continued to do well.
Canada/Guyana Community
Planning Partnership
This CIDA-funded project has
been proceeding on schedule,
with the most recent activity
being certificate-based training
for Guyanese planning and
related professionals conducted
by Canadian and Caribbean trainers from November
2010 onward. During that period, planning was
underway for a regional event in Guyana in April
2011 to bring together planning professionals from
across the Caribbean and from the APA and CIP. The
Commonwealth Association of Planners, CARICOM,
and the Caribbean Land and Urban Management
Network (blueSpace Network) collaborated to
the organization of this event with an objective of
developing a professional organization in the region.
Commonwealth Association of Planners
During the national conference in Montreal last
fall, I was elected as Vice-President (Americas)
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of the Commonwealth Association of Planners, and we have a commitment from the
other CAP Americas members that there will be
a CIP representative on the CAP Executive on
an ongoing basis (as a VP alternating between
a CIP and Caribbean representative).
WorldLink Program
The WorldLink Program, our internship program, is
proceeding on schedule, with 16 interns in the midto late part of their internships. A new internship
cycle will take place beginning in March 2011.
Global Planners’ Network
With CIP staff, we continued to represent CIP at
the Global Planners’ Network through regular
communication and conference calls with our
global partners. Our representation remains
strong and during the last months, we planned
our participation to GPN and international
sessions to be held in April 2011 at the American
Planning Association conference in Boston.
China Initiative
We received an expression of interest from the
Ministry of Lands and Resources in China to renew
our partnership with them on a revised basis.
A planned mission to negotiate a new agreement
in December or January was postponed to allow
more time for development of a project concept
and seek new sources of funding. We are appealing
to members and members’ employers who export
services to China or wish to join a potential CIP
leaded trade mission. CIP staff and China Sub-committee volunteers have been examining the options
in terms of funding and programming, in order to
set a negotiation mission in the coming months.
Respectfully submitted,
Jacques Besner, urbaniste, MICU, MOUQ
Chair, International Affairs Advisory Committee
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Message from the College of Fellows
I am providing this report to you as the
Chair of the College of Fellows. The College
is a group of 75 planners who have been
elected as a Fellow of the Canadian Institute
of Planners. This honour, and with it the
right to be designated a Fellow of the Canadian Institute of Planners (FCIP), recognizes
professional achievement of an exemplary
nature to Canadian planning and society.

a more structured organization, and in a more
focused manner. We recently completed a
detailed survey of our membership to understand what resources, experience, and energy
would be available to serve the profession. The
results show a very active and involved group
of planners across the country who are eager
to be involved in mentoring and advocacy at
both the individual and institutional levels.

As with any similar group, our membership
changes each year. The past 18 months saw the
passing of three eminent planners, all members
of the College – Jeanne Wolfe, Eli Comay, and
Macklin Hancock. One of my unexpected functions
as Chair of the College has been to coordinate
the appropriate recognition of Fellows, including material for obituaries in the media.

An example of this involvement would be our
“Think Tank” sessions where Fellows provide their
experience directly to a community on specific issues, asking only for expenses and a contribution to
our scholarship fund in return. We hope to continue
to serve as a resource to CIP Council on specific issues when asked. For example, one of our members
has suggested that we might facilitate a discussion
in the future on a new definition for ‘planning.’

Also, this year five new Fellows will join the
College – Marta Farevaag of Vancouver, Diana
Santo and John van Nostrand of Toronto, Donald
Stastny of Portland, Oregon, and Alex Taranu
of Brampton. We will welcome all of them in
St. John’s at the National Conference.
The College is currently completing a report to CIP
Council on how best it may contribute to the
profession. We have reviewed other similar professional organizations, consulted widely, and will be
publishing our report to Council early this summer.
Our work and consultations see the potential for us
to continue our primary role of mentorship through

This involvement will require a modest internal
structure to ensure ongoing oversight and
responsibility. To that end, we will recommend
a structure and relationship to CIP in our
report to Council. Watch the CIP website for
further news on the College. If you have any
ideas or suggestions on how we might contribute,
send me a note bob@lehmanplan.ca.
Respectfully submitted,
Bob Lehman, FCIP, RPP
Fellows Representative
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CIP Rosters — Committee Members
CIP Council 2010-11

Fellows Selection
Subcommittee

Ms. Marni Cappe, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Andrea Gabor, FCIP RPP
M. André Daigle, MICU RPP
Ms. Chantal Laliberté, MICU,OUQ
Ms. Mary Lou Tanner, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Donovan Toews, MCIP
Ms. Karen Bolton, MCIP PPS
Mr. Brian Kropf, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Hazel Christy, MCIP
Ms. Stephanie Chai
Mr. Robert A. Lehman, FCIP, RPP
Mr. Wayne Caldwell, MCIP, RPP

Dr. Beth Moore Milroy, FCIP, RPP (Ret.)
Mr. Murray Pinchuk, MCIP
Ms. Linda McFadyen, FCIP
Mr. Barry G. Braitman, MCIP, PPS
Mr. R. Bruce Duncan, FCIP, RPP
Mr. Anthony H.J. Dorcey, FCIP
M. Serge Filion, FICU, OUQ
Ms. Pamela A. Sweet, FCIP, RPP

Advisory Committees
National Membership
Standards Committee
Ms. Karen Russell, MCIP
Ms. Dana Anderson, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Mary Lou Tanner, MCIP, RPP
Mrs. Mary Bishop, FCIP
Mr. Claude Beaulac, MICU, OUQ
Mr. Charles Lanktree , MCIP, RPP
Ms. Misty Carson, MCIP
Ms. Jennifer Taylor, MCIP, PPS
Ms. Emilie Adin, MCIP
Mr. Wayne Caldwell, MCIP RPP
Mr. Greg Hoffman, MCIP, RPP

International
Membership Committee
Ms. Diana L. Hawryluk, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Christopher J. Leach, MCIP
Mr. Kennedy L. Self, MCIP, RPP

Continuous Professional
Learning Subcommittee
Ms. Victoria Simon, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Daniel B. Wallace, MCIP
Mr. Robert A. Lehman, FCIP, RPP
Mr. Dallas Gillis, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Kate A. Greene, MCIP, LPP
Ms. Marilyn Radman, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Stephen Walker
Mr. Doug Daniels MCIP, PPS
Mr. Gary Buchanan, MCIP, RPP
Dr. Clarence Woudsma

Canadian Institute of Planners

Recognition Subcommittee
Mr. Donald K. Hester, MCIP
Ms. Stephanie Chai
Ms. Terri-Lynn Donia, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Steven H. Heuchert, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Robert Jahncke, MCIP, LPP
M. Bernard McCann, MICU, OUQ
Ms. Elisabeth Miller, MCIP, PPS
Mr. Andrew D. Palmiere, MCIP,RPP
Mr. Gordon Shaw, MCIP, RPP

Plan Canada Awards
Jury Subcommittee
Mr. Chris Sholberg, MCIP
Ms. Stephanie Chai
Ms. Carla M. Bing-Wo
Ms. Michelle Garneau

Academic & Student
Affairs Subcommittee
Mr. Adam Cooper
Mr. Wayne Caldwell, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Daniella Fergusson
Ms. Stephanie Chai

Plan Canada Editorial Board
Mr. Michael Dudley, MCIP
Ms. Chantal Laliberté, MICU, OUQ
Ms. Catherine Ascroft, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Adam S. Cooper
Ms. Deborah Lise Jensen, MCIP
Mr. Richard Milgrom, MCIP
Mr. Kenneth O’Brien, MCIP
Ms. Michelle Garneau

National Affairs
Advisory Committee
Mr. Christopher J. Leach, MCIP
Ms. Karin Wall, MCIP, RPP
Mrs. Hazel Christy, MCIP

Ms. Emilie Adin, MCIP
Mr. Aaron Aubin, MCIP, RPP
Mr. David W. Harrison, MCIP, LPP
Ms. Olimpia-Violeta
Pantelimon-Negrut, MICU, OUQ
Mr. David W. Wise, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Taylor Zeeg, MCIP

Indigenous Peoples
Planning Subcommittee
Mr. Aaron Aubin, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Christopher J. Leach, MCIP
Ms. Patricia S. Lumb, MCIP
M. Yves Richard, MICU, PPS
Mr. David J. Stinson, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Tracey L. Wade, MCIP, RPP
Dr. Ryan C. Walker, MCIP, PPS
Mr. Reginald C. Whiten, MCIP RPP

Healthy Communities
Subcommittee
Mr. David W. Harrison, MCIP, LPP
Mr. Christopher J. Leach, MCIP
Ms. Emilie Adin, MCIP
Mrs. Hazel Christy, MCIP
Mr. George H. McKibbon, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Olimpia-Violeta
Pantelimon-Negrut, MICU, OUQ
Ms. Kendra Raymond
Ms. Kamila Tomcik, MCIP, LPP

Climate Change
Subcommittee
Mr. Taylor Zeeg, MCIP
Ms. Karin Wall, MCIP, RPP
Dr. Stephen Tyler, MCIP
Ms. Leah Carson
Ms. Ana Stuermer

International Affairs
Advisory Committee
M. Jacques Besner, MICU, OUQ
Mr. Donovan Toews, MCIP
Ms. Dominica Babicki, MCIP
Miss Chandra Sharma, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Matthew W.B.
Somerville, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Lynn Wilson, MCIP
Dr. Larry D.S. Wolfe, MCIP

Communications
Advisory Committee
Mr. Alex Forbes, MCIP
Ms. Andrea Gabor, FCIP, RPP
Mr. Kenneth J. Forrest, MCIP, RPP
Chantal Laliberté, MICU OUQ
Ms. Lisa Holowchuk
Ms. Autumn D. Dawson, MCIP, PPS
Mr. Bruce Duncan, FCIP, RPP
Mr. Gary Noble, MCIP

Policy Advisory Committee
Mr. David W. Wise, MCIP, RPP
Ms. Karen Bolton, MCIP PPS
Ms. Laura Atkins-Paul, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Devin L. Causley, MCIP, RPP
Mr. Gary Holisko, MCIP
Mr. Jason Thorne
Mr. David T. Smith, MCIP

Conference Committee
Mr. Stephen Jewczyk, FCIP
Mr. Ken O’Brien, MCIP
Ms. Elaine Mitchell, MCIP
Ms. Kim Blanchard, MCIP
Mr. Dennis Knight
Mr. Paul Boundridge, MCIP
Mrs. Mary Bishop, FCIP
Ms. Dawn Boutilier, MCIP
Mr. Stanley Clinton, MCIP
Mr. Corrie Davis, MCIP
Ms. Nancy Griffith, MCIP
Mr. Richard Kanne
Ms. Lindsay Lightle-Brushett
Ms. Connie Fleming
Mr. Reginald Garland MCIP
Mr. Robert Griffiths MCIP
Ms. Geralyn Lynch MCIP
Mr. Blaine Yatabe
Mr. Hazen Scarth
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