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The fast food industry touts the RWDI report as proof that drive-throughs
 are better for the environment but in looking at the report we find the
 report selective, manipulative and in some respects merely makes the
 case for why drive-throughs generate a greater burden upon climate
 change and air quality, even though the report’s conclusions on page
 24 (18-490) suggest otherwise. 

2 



 The focus of the RWDI report seems to be on the morning peak rush
 hour, using a Tim Horton’s restaurant on Bank Street in Ottawa as the
 “control” example of emissions from a non drive-through facility. 
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The RWDI report concludes on page 24 (18-490) that drive-through 
emissions are lower relative to the non drive-through restaurant.  

 Yes this is true, but only for the one hour that the study focuses upon.     
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The RWDI report states quite clearly that in a restaurant where there is 
ample parking the GHG emissions are less than 1/3 for someone parking 
their vehicle compared to using the drive-through.  

    By extension one has to ask the question what would be the emissions 
profile during non-peak hours, and what would be the emissions profile 
at a restaurant that had ample parking.  

Looking at the report I would call your attention to Appendix D which presents 
“Emission Calculations by store and by Scenario” 

If you compare Appendix D (18-514)  item 2.4 “Drive-Through Emissions for 
the individual stores you will find the emissions 70% higher than in the item 2.5 
below “Parking Lot Emissions” listed immediately below. 

Our conclusion is that this shows that given ample parking non-drive-through 
facilities are better for our environment. 
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At restaurants where there is ample parking, the statistics shown in 
Appendix D on page (18-514)  of the RWDI report clearly demonstrate 
that drive-throughs are a contributor of greater GHGs…  

By extension, Tim Horton’s should be closing down all of their drive-
through windows where this situation exists.   

RWDI report can’t have it both ways. 
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As an auto worker, I am particularly aware that cars pollute however they are a
 important part of our society.  
The following is a quote from the Vermont Idle-Free Zone website.  
Drive-throughs except if driving a hybrid vehicle which seldom idles--should be
 avoided. By far, what is best for both drivers and all people in the vicinity is to
 park the vehicle, turn it off and go into the place of business. Besides
 providing some exercise, this will save fuel, engine wear-and-tear and keep
 emissions out of the atmosphere.  
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Thank you for the opportunity to present the views of the London and 
District Labour Council, to the London City Planning Committee, on 
this important topic. I want to conclude this presentation by noting 
that the London and District Labour Council believes that leadership 
on this issue is now needed from London City Council. 


