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Appendix A Guide to City Council Minutes

12.1

12.2

12.3

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL
OF THE

CITY OF TORONTO

TUESDAY, OCTOBER 26, 1999 AND
WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 1999
City Council met in the Council Chamber, City Hall, Toronto.
CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Lastman took the Chair and called the Members to order.

The meeting opened with O Canada.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

Councillor King, seconded by Councillor Lindsay Luby, moved that the Minutes of the
Special Council meeting held on the 31st day of August, 1999; the regular Council meeting
held on the 28th and 29th days of September, 1999, and the Special Council meeting held
on the 5th day of October, 1999, be confirmed in the form supplied to the Members, which
carried.

PETITIONS AND ENQUIRIES
Councillor Altobello filed  with the City CI erk, a copy of a petition containing
1,367 signatures of concerned residents, regrding the Senior Men’sHostel at 1673 Kingston

Road, for consideration with Notice of Motion I.

Council received the aforementioned petition.


http://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/1999/minutes/council/appa/cc991026/agendain.htm
http://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/1999/minutes/council/991026.ccg.pdf
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PRESENTATION OF REPORTS

12.4  Councillor Pantalone presented the following Reports for consideration by Council:

12.5

Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.
Report No.

8 of The Policy and Finance Committee,

5 of The Planning and Transportation Committee,
4 of The Works Committee,

6 of The Administration Committee,

4 of The Community Services Committee,

4 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee,
9 of The North York Community Council,

12 of The Scarborough Community Council,

13 of The Toronto Community Council,

10 of The York Community Council,

11 of The East York Community Council,

12 of The Etobicoke Community Council,

6 of The Audit Committee,

8 of The Board of Health, and

11 of The Striking Committee,

and moved, seconded by Councillor Walker, that Council now give consideration to such
Reports, which carried.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Adams declared his interest in Clause No. 14 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed “Tree Injury - 7 Gange Avenue (Downtown)”, and in Notice
of Motion J(23), moved by Councillor Rae, seconded by Councillor Jakobek, regarding the
re-opening of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 12 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Ontario Municipal Board Appeal - Committee of Adjustment Decision - 7 Gange Avenue”,
in that he owns property within the Committee of Adjustment notice area of the subject site.

Councillor Ashton declared his interest in Clauses Nos. 3 and 4 of Report No. 8 of The
Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Response to the Provincial Operational Review of
Toronto’s Implementation of Ontario W orks and Child Care F ee Subsidy Programs™ and
“Learning, Earning and Parenting (LEAP)”, respectively, in that his daughter is registered
in a non-profit child care centre.

Councillor Augimeri declared her interest  in Clause No. 3 of Report No. 6 of The
Administration Committe e, he aded “ Review a nd Ha rmonization of Envir onmentally
Responsible Procurement”, in that her husband is a shareholdetin a companythat deals with
environmentally-responsible goods.
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Councillor D isero d eclared h er in terest in Cla use N 0.4 o fRe port N o. 6 of The

Administration Committee, headed “1171 St. Chir Avenue West and 1345 St. Clair Avenue
West, Appeal of Interim Control By-law 1997-0321, Ontario Municipal Board”, in that she

has a legal interest in this matter.

Councillor Fotinos declared his interest in Clause No. 61 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed “Establishment of a Student Pick-up/Drop-off Zone - Poplar
Plains Road, East Side, From Lynwood Avenue to Clarendon Avenue (Midtown)”, in that
his children attend the subject school.

Councillor Gardner declared his interest in Clause No. 8 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and
Finance Committee, healed “Veterans’ Clubhouses and Legion Halls -Property Tax Rebates
Under Section 442.1 of the Municipal Act ”, in that he is a member of the Queen’s Own
Rifles Officers’ Association, which is an affiliate of the subject properties; and in Item (1),
entitled “Preliminary Evaluation Report - Zoning Amendment Application UDZ-99-19 and
Site Plan Application UDSP-99-085 - Del Real Estate Consultants - 12 McKee Avenue,
33 Doris Avenue and 21 Church Avenue -North York Centre”, embodied in Clause No. 17
of Report No. 9 of The North York Community Council, headed “Other Items Considered
by the Community Council”, in that he is a me mber of a B oard of Directors of a private
company and another member of that B oard of Directors is involved in the ownership of
property that is involved with this application.

Councillor Jakobek declared his interest in Noti ce of Motion J(21), moved by Councillor
Moeser, seconded by Councillor King, respecting asite plan control application with respect
to 34 Morrish Road, in that his father-in-law owns property within the area of 34 Morrish

Road.

Councillor Johnston declared her interest in Notice of Motion J(4), moved by Councillor
Miller, seconded by Councillor King , regarding the health o f the rivers of the Greater
Toronto Area and of the Oak Ridges Moraine, in that she owns property on the Oak Ridges
Moraine.

Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski declared his interest in Clause No. 6 ofReport No. 12 of The
Etobicoke Community Council, headed “Hnal Settlement, Park lawn Cemetery, 2801 Boor
Street West (Lakeshore-Queensway)”, in that he owns propertywithinPark Lawn Cemetery.

Mayor L astman d eclared his inte rest in I tem (h), entitled “ Area Spe cific De velopment
Charges”, e mbodied in Clause No.19 o fR eport No. 8 ofT he P olicy and F inance
Committee, headed “Other I tems Considered by the Committee”, in that the Applica nt’s
solicitor is employed by the same law firm as his son who is not a reakstate lawyer and does
not personally act on this file.
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Councillor Pantalone declared his inerest in Clause No. 3 of Report No. 8 of The Policyand
Finance Committee, headed “Response to the Provincial Operational Review of Toronto’s
Implementation of Ontario Works and Child Care Fee Subsidy Programs”, and in Item (a),
entitled “Response to the Provincial Operationa | Review of Toronto’s I mplementation of
Ontario W orks and Child Care F ee Subsidy Programs”, embodied in Clause No. 12 of
Report No. 4 of The Community Services Committee, headed “Other Items Considered by
the Committee”, in that one of his children is registered in a day care centre which has a
purchase of service agreement with the City of Toronto.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSES RELEASED OR HELD FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION
12.6  The following Clauses were held by Council for further consideration:

Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, Clauses Nos. 1, 2, 5,6, 7,8, 9, 10, 11,
13, 14, 16, 17 and 19.

Report No. 5 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, Clauses Nos. 2, 3 and 4.

Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, Clauses Nos. 1, 5,6, 7,9, 10,12, 13, 16, 21,22, 28,
29 and 30.

Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, Clauses Nos. 1, 3 and 4.

Report No. 4 of The Community Services Committee, Clauses Nos. 2, 4 and 5.
Report No. 4 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee, Clause No. 1.
Report No. 9 of The North York Community Council, Clauses Nos. 13 and 16.

Report No. 13 of The Toronto CommunityCouncil, Clauses Nos. 5, 6, 7, 13, 14, 16, 31, 35,
48, 60 and 61.

Report No. 10 of The York Community Council, Clauses Nos. 4 and 8.
Report No. 11 of The East York Community Council, Clause No. 2.
Report No. 12 of The Etobicoke Community Council, Clause No. 5.
Report No. 6 of The Audit Committee, Clauses Nos. 1, 3 and 4.

Report No. 11 of The Striking Committee, Clause No. 1.
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12.7

The following Clauses which were held by Council for further consideration were
subsequently adopted without amendment or further discussion:

Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, Clauses Nos. 5 and 17.

Report No. 5 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, Clauses Nos. 3 and 4.
Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, Clauses Nos. 5, 7, 16, 21 and 30.

Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, Clause No. 3.

Report No. 6 of The Audit Committee, Clause No. 1.

The Clauses not held by Council for further consideration were deemed to have been

adopted by Council, without amendment, in accordance with the provisions of the
Council Procedural By-law.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSES WITH MOTIONS, VOTES, ETC.
Clause No. 16 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Installation of Speed Humps - Kennedy Avenue, from Bloor Street West to
Morningside Avenue (High Park)”.
Motion:
Councillor Miller moved that the Cl ause be amended in accordance with the report dated
October 25, 1999, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, embodying
the following recommendations:
“(1)  That the Draft By-law contained in Clause No. 16 of Report No. 13 of The
Toronto Community Council be amended to replace the reference under
Column 6, Drawing No./Date with the following:
‘421F-5497, dated October, 1999’; and
(2) That the Draft By-law, as amended, be approved.”
Votes:

The motion by Councillor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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12.8

12.9

Clause No. 31 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Maintenance of Fences - 348 Bartlett Avenue North (Davenport)”.

Motion:
Councillor Disero moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that th e report dated Oct ober 22, 1999, from the
Commissioner of W orks and Emerg ency Services, em bodying t he fol lowing
recommendation, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that City Council approve driveway widening fronting

344 Bartlett Avenue North, subject to the owner submittingn application for
driveway widening and paying all applicable fees, in accordance with the

requirements of Chapter 248 of the fo  rmer City of Toronto Munici pal

Code.” ”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Disero carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 8 of Report No. 10 of The York Community Council, headed “Other Items
Considered by the Community Council™.

Motion:
Councillor Nunziata moved that the Clause be received as information, subject to:

(1) striking out and referring Item (r), entitled “Poll Results: Propos al to Change
Direction of Traffic on the Municipal L ane Between Nickle Street and Mahon ey
Avenue from Two-W ay to One-W ay Southbound, W ard 27, York Humber”,
embodied therein, back to the York Community Council for further consideration;
and

(2) adding thereto the following:

“Notwithstanding subsection 127(5) of  the Council Procedural B y-law, it is
recommended that the action of the YorkCommunity Council embodied in tem (f),
entitled ‘Application for Liquor Licence - Madeira Cafe, 1671 Keele Street, Ward
27, York Humbe r’, be rescinded, a nd tha t City Counc il a dopt the f ollowing
recommendations:

‘It 1s recommended that:
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(1

)

Votes:

City Council advise the Alcohohnd Gaming Commission that itdoes
not object to the issuance of a liquor licence to the Madeira Cafe at
1671 Keele Street, Ward 27, York Humber, having regard that:

(a)

(b)

(c)

the School Trustee for the area has no objection to the
issuance of the liquor licence;

the Manager of Traffic, Building and Zoning, has confirmed
that the site conforms to the former City of York Parking
By-law; and

the applicant has acknowledged that the followingconditions
shall apply to this licence and shall be binding on the current
and future owners:

(1) no dance floor;

(i1) no video, arcade, gambling machines or game tables
(foosball or air hockey) allowed on the premises;

(i11))  no live music; and

(iv)  no liquor sales after 11:00 p.m.; and

the departmental c omments outline dinthe r eportda ted
September 14, 1999, from the City Clerk, pertaining to thi s
application, be forwarded to the Alcohol and Gaming Commission.”

Part (1) of the motion by Councillor Nunziata carried.

Adoption of Part (2) of the motion by Councillor Nunziata, insofar as it pertains to waiving
the provisions the Council Procedural By-law to consider Item (f):

Yes - 36

Councillors: Adams, A Itobello, As hton, Augi meri, Balkissoon,

Berardinetti, Brown, Bussin, Chong, Chow, Dug uid, F lint,
Gardner, Holy day,J akobek, J ohnston, Kinahan, Kin g,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, L indsay L uby, Mahood,

McConnell, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone,
Prue, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sinclar, Soknacki, Tzkas, Walker

No -4

Councillors: Berger, Giansante, Rae, Saundercook

Carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Part (2) of the motion by Councillor Nunziata carried.
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12.10

12.11

12.12

The Clause, as amended, was received as information.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 10 of The York Community Council, headed “Change In
Regulations on Scott Road at Cameron Avenue, Ward 27, York Humber”.

Motion:
Councillor Saundercook moved that tle Clause be anended by adding thereto the following

“It is f urther r ecommended tha t the report dated October 14, 1999, from the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, be received.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Saundercook carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 11 of The East York Community Council, headed “Esandar
Drive - Prohibition of Parking on the East Side from Industrial Street to a Point
36.6 Metres South”.

Motion:

Councillor Pitfiel d moved that the Clause be amended by deleting the words “Esander
Drive” wherever they occur in the Clause and inserting in lieu thereof the words “Esandar
Drive”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Pitfield carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Ootes in the Chair.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “School
Planning - City-Wide”.

Motions:

(a) Councillor McConnell moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It is further recommended that the following motion be adopted:
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‘WHEREAS the proposed school closures by the Toronto District School
Board (TDSB) will cost the City 27 acres of open space, between 300 and
1,000 ¢ hild care spaces, 4,000 hours of recreation prog rams serving
10,000 children, past capital investments of $6,000,000.00 and $2.4 million
in future capital costs for day care; and

WHEREAS the TDSB is moving forward with the closing of schools; and

WHEREAS there are steps the Citycan take to protect our nterests without
committing funds;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City work with the
TDSB to review the implementation options developed by the Community
Implementation Te ams to ensure that the impa cts on the City and the
community from the closures are i dentified and t hat the affected Council
Members receive full notification at all steps in the process;

AND BE FURTHER IT RESOLVED THAT the City enter into dscussion
to ensure that the TDSBimmediatelyprovides existing child care spaces with
leases to remain in closed facilities until the 2000/2001 year;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the TDSB and the City, in
consultation with loc al c ommunities, de velop pr otocols for the reuse of
school sites, by exploring opportunities to meet mutual service objectives
such as day care, giving existing service providers first option to lease the
space, preserving access to the open space currently provided by school
yards, and ensuring the ultimate use is compatible with the surrounding
community and the users remaining on the site;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City develop a response
to the TDSB proposal call which identifis current City interests such as loss
of programming and the resultingcost ofalternate service provision, and that
this response be forwarded to the appropriate Committee;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT t hese principles and
protocols be reviewed by both the City and the TDSB by the spring of 2000;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT st aff be di rected and
authorized to g ive e ffect to the foregoing, r eporting to t he a ppropriate

Standing Committee where financial policy considerations arise.” ”

(b) Councillor J ohnston moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It 1s further recommended that:
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12.13

(c)

Votes:

(1

)

the City Solicitor be requested to submit a report to Council for its meeting
to be held on November 23, 1999, through the School Tax Sub-Committee
and the Policy and Finance Committee, on the possibility of an injunction to
prevent the School B oards from making final decisions, in view of the
considerable sums of money invested by the City in schools in the City of
Toronto; and

the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services be requested to submit a
report to Council, through the School Tax Sub-Committee and he Policy and
Finance Committee, outlining a communications strategy in this regard.”

Councillor King moved that the Clause beamended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the School Tax Sub-Committee be requested to
identify those communities where school closings have been announced byboth the
public and separate School Boards and review the issue of such school closing s in
these areas.”

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor McConnell:

Yes - 43
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Adams, Al tobello, Ashton, A ugimeri, Bal kissoon,

Berardinetti, Bossons, Brown, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero,
Duguid, F eldman, F lint, Gardner, Giansante, Holy  day,
Johnston, J ones, Kinahan, King ,L ayton, Li Preti,
Lindsay L uby, Mahood, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc,
Miller, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Motion (b) by Councillor Johnston carried.

Motion (c¢) by Councillor King carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 8 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Veterans’
Clubhouses and Legion Halls - Property Tax Rebates Under Section 442.1 of the
Municipal Act”.
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Motions:

(a)

(b)

(c)

Votes:

Councillor Jones moved that the Clausebe amended by adding to Recommendation
No. (4) of the Assessment and Tax Po licy Task F orce, embodied in the
communication dated September 24, 1999, fro m the City Clerk, the words “and
further that they provide a current c opy of the ir Multi- Cultural Race Re lations
Policy”, so that such recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(4) each veterans’ organization receiving a property tax rebate provide
annually to t he City by S eptember 1 eachy ear, org anizational,
operational and financial information in a form satisfactory to the
Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer and further that they provide
a current copy of their Multi-Cultural Race Relations Policy;”.

Councillor Nunziata moved that the Clau se be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It 1 s furt her recom mended t hat t he C hief Financial Offi cer and Treasurer be
requested to submit a report to the Policy and Finance Committee on a grandfather
clause for Veterans’ Clubhouses that ha ve commercial sig ns on their building s,
exempting those Clubhouses that have filed applications for at least a year.”

Councillor Prue moved that the Clause be amended by:

(1) deleting from the recommendation of the Policy and Finance Committee, all
of the words after the words “City Clerk™, so that such recommendation shall
now read as follows:

“The Policy and Finance Committeerecommends the adoption of the
recommendations of the Assessmen t and Tax Policy Task F orce
embodied in the following communication (September 24, 1999 )
from the City Clerk:”; and

(2) adding to the recommendations of the Assessment and Tax Policy Task
Force, embodied in the communication dated September 24, 1999, from the
City Clerk, the following new Recommendation No. (8):

“(8)  the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer be requested to work with
individual legion halls which have existing contractual agreements,
with a view to phasing them out.”

Motion (a) by Councillor Jones carried.

Part (1) of motion (c) by Councillor Prue carried.
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12.14

Part (2) of motion (c) by Councillor Prue carried.

Having regard to the foreging decisions of Council, motion (b) byCouncillor Nunzata was
declared redundant.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 6 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Water
Harmonization and Universal Metering in the Former Cities of Toronto and
Etobicoke”.

Motion:

(a) Councillor Bussin moved that the Clause be struck out and referred back to the
Works Committee for further consideration.

Vote on referral motion:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Bussin:

Yes - 19

Councillors: Altobello, Augimeri, Bussin, Chong, Chow, Fotinos, Gardner,
Holyday, Kinahan, Korwin-K uczynski, Layton, McConnell,
Miller, Nunziata, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Silva, Walker

No - 25

Councillors: Ashton, B alkissoon, B erardinetti, B erger, Bossons, Brown,
Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Flint, Giansante, Jones, L1 Preti,
Lindsay L uby, Mihevc, Minnan-W ong, Moeser, Mos coe,
Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas

Lost by a majority of 6.
Motions:

(b) Councillor Ashton moved that the Clausbe amended byadding to Recommendation
No. (4) embodied in the joint report dated Jme 30, 1999, from the Commissioner of
Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, as
amended by the Works Committee, the words “subject to the approval of the Capital
Works Program”, so that such recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(4)  Council redirect the provisi ~ on of $21.0 million contained in the
1999-2003 Capital W orks Plan of the Water and W astewater Prog ram
respecting Universal Meteri ng to providing funding to the City ’s water
efficiency programs, and that the Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services report to t he W orks Committee in the fall of 1999 ona W ater
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Efficiency Plan for the new City and the use of these funds, subject to the
approval of the Capital Works Program;”.

(c) Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by deleting Recommendation
No. (2)(i) embodied in the joint report dated June 30, 1999, from the Commissioner
of Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, as
amended by the Works Committee, viz.:

“(2)  with respect to funding the Mandatory Meter Conversion Program:

(1) the rate decrease t hat would be real ized by former City of
Toronto’s metered customers under tke phased-in competitive
rate structure be deferred for a period of three and one- half
years, and effective April 1, 2003, the harmoniz ed
competitive rate structure be applied for metered customers
in the former City of Toronto;”.

Votes:

Adoption of motion (c) by Councillor Miller:

Yes - 14
Councillors: Adams, B ossons, B ussin, Chow, Korwin-Kucz  ynski,

McConnell, Mihevc, Mille r, Pa ntalone, Prue, Rae, Silva,
Tzekas, Walker

No - 35

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, B erardinetti,
Berger, B rown, Chong , Davi s, Disero, F eldman, F lint,
Fotinos, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan, King,
Layton, L i Preti, L indsay L uby, Mahoo d, Mammoliti,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes,
Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 21.

Motion (b) by Councillor Ashton carried.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:
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12.15

12.16

Yes - 34

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, B erardinetti,
Berger, B ossons, B rown, Chong , Davis, F eldman, F lint,
Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan, King, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammoliti, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong,
Moeser, Moscoe, O’Brien, Ootes, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas

No - 15

Councillors: Adams, Bussin, Chow, Disero, Fotinos, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, McConnell, Miller, Nun ziata, Pantalone, Prue, Rae,
Silva, Walker

Carried by a majority of 19.

Clause No. 10 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Property
Tax Relief for Low-Income Disabled Persons - Criteria and Program Enhancement”.

Motion:

Councillor Kinahan moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation
No. (2) of the Assessment and Tax Policy Task Force by:

(a) inserting, after the words “deferral of”,the words and figire “up to $600.00 of”’; and

(b) adding thereto the words “which was to be retroactive to 1998,

so that such recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(2) the Mayor be requested to write to the Premier of Ontario requesting the

provincial government to expedite the special legislation requested by the
City respecting deferral of up to  $600.00 of property tax for low income
persons and seniors which was to be retroactive to 1998.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Kinahan carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 11 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed

“Association of Municipalities of Ontario - Gas Franchise Defence Fund”.

Motion:
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12.17

Councillor Adams moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the recommendations of the Telecommunications
Steering Committee embodied in the communication dated October 25, 1999, from
the City Clerk, be adopted, subject to amending Recommendations Nos. (2) and (4)
by inserting after the word ‘counsel’ the words ‘and technical consultants’, so that
such recommendations shall now read as follows:

‘The Telecommunications Steering Committee recommended to City Council

that:

(1)

)

©)

4

Votes:

the grant to the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) Gas
Franchise Defence Fund be conditiona on the Cityof Toronto having
a representative on AMO’s Gas Franchise Committee;

the City Solicitor be granted the authority to e ngage outside le gal
counsel and technical consulta nts, if necessary , to supplement
internal e xpertise in the areas of natural gas distribution, making
submissions to the Ontario Energy Board and rights-of-way issues;

if necessary, the City Solicitor be authorized to go to court to ensure
that the City of Toronto has a fair opportunity to participate in
relevant Ontario Energy Board proceedings; and

any necessary funds for the purpose of the City Solicitor engaging
external legal counsel or technical consultants for these activities be
provided from the Corporate Contingency Account.’ ”’

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 13 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
“1999 Levy on Railway Roadways or Rights-of-Way and on Power Utility
Transmission or Distribution Corridors”.

Motions:

(a) Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause  be amen ded by adding thereto the

following:

“It 1s further recommended that:

(1) the phrase ‘not including land leased by the railway company to a nother
person for rent or other valuable cons ideration’, as embodied in the first
paragraph of the draft Bill, be referred to the City Solicitor for report thereon
to the Policy and F inance Committe e, thr ough the Te lecommunications
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Steering Committee, such report to include a review of the extent to which
this policy applies to land leased by the Railways to telecommunications
companies; and

(2) the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer be requested to undertdke a review
of all lands currently being severed by the Railways through Committees of
Adjustment, to e nsure that such lands are appropriately taxed in a timely
manner.”

(b) Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It is further recommended that the Chief Planner be requested to submit areport to
the Planning and Transportation Committee, in consultation with the Chief Financial
Officer and Treasurer and t he appropriate staff of GO Transit, with respect to the
possibility of negotiating tax relief with the Railways in exchange for the transfer of
rights-of-way that the Railways intend to abandon.”

Votes:

Motion (a) by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

12.18 Clause No. 14 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
2000 Operating Budget - Proposed Process and Schedule and Revised 2000 Capital
Budget Schedule”.

Motion:

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It 1s farther recommended that the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer be directed
to notify all Members of Council of any late items or reports which were presented
to the Budget Advisory Committee and were not circulated as part of any agenda or
supplementary ag enda, and to ensure that any such late items or reports are
circulated, even if after the meeting.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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12.19 Clause No. 16 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Fees
Charged for Police Reference Checks”.

Motions:
(a) Councillor Gardner moved that the Clause be received.

(b) Councillor Davis moved that the Clause be amended by inserting in the
recommendation of the Policy and Finance Committee, after the word “charged”, the
words “to incorporated and non-incorpor ated non-profit g roups”, so that such
recommendation shall now read as follows:

“The Policy and Finance Committee recommends that the Toronto
Police Services Board be advised that Council in the adoption of its
1999 Operating Budget, clearly requested the Board to waive the fees
charged to incorporated and non-incorporated non-profit groups for
Police Reference Checks; and that the Board be requested to carry
out Council’s request.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Gardner:

Yes -5
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Flint, Gardner, Sinclair

No - 34

Councillors: Adams, B alkissoon, B erardinetti, B ossons, B rown, B ussin,
Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Dug uid, F eldman, F otinos,
Giansante, Holy day,J ohnston,J ones, King , L ayton,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, McConrell, Mihevc, Miller, Moscoe,
Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Shaw, Shiner,
Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 29.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Davis:
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12.20

12.21

Yes - 37

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Balkissoon, B erardinetti, Bossons, Brown,
Bussin, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Dugid, Feldman, Flint,
Fotinos, Giansante, Holyday, Johnston, Jones, King, Layton,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, McConnell,Mihevc, Miller, Moscoe,
Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Shaw, Shiner,
Sinclair, Soknacki

No -2
Councillors: Altobello, Gardner

Carried by a majority of 35.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 13 of Report No. 9 of The North York Community Council, headed “Final
Report - Zoning By-law Amendment UDZ-99-08 and Site Plan Application
UDSP-99-027 - Cassels Brock and Blackwell - 267 Finch Avenue East - North York
Centre”.

Motion:
Councillor Flint moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the conidential report dated October 14, 1999, from
the City Solicitor, be adopted, such repott to remain confidential in accordance with
the provisions of the Municipal Act save and except the following recommendation
embodied therein:
‘It is ecommended that the condition respecting the purchase of the adjacent
property at 276 Estelle Avenue be amended so as to request the d&veloper to
demonstrate that he has made a fair m arket val ue offer t o purchase t he
property.” ”
Votes:

The motion by Councillor Flint carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 19 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Other
Items Considered by the Committee”.

Motions:
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12.22

12.23

(a) Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be received as information, subject to:

(1) striking out and referring Item (a), entitled “Cost Estimate for a Cost Benefit
Analysis of Internal vs. External Legal Services”, embodied therein, back ©
the Policy and Finance Committee for further consideration; and

(2) striking out a nd referring Item (h), entitled “ Area Spe cific De velopment
Charges”, embodied therein, back to the Policy and Finance Committee for
further consideration.

(b) Councillor Adams moved t hat the Clause be received as information, subject to
consideration of Item (b), entitled “Feasibility of Implementing a Parking Levy on
Private/Public Parking to Support Public Transit and Application of Revenues from
Parking”, be ing de ferred until the ne xt me eting in ¢ onjunction with Notic e of
Motion J(5). (See Minute No. 12.61)

Votes:

Motion (a) by Councillor Miller carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, was received as information.

Clause No. 29 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Landfill Gas Control
Excellence Gold Award for the Keele Valley Landfill Site”.

Motion:
Councillor King moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that City Council officially congratulate the staff of the
Works and Emergency Services Department on this Landfill Gas Control Program.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor King carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 5 of Report No. 12 of The Etobicoke Community Council, headed “Moving
Forward in South Etobicoke”.

Motion:
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12.24

12.25

Councillor Jones moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the report dated
October 27, 1999, from the Director of Community Planning, West District, embodying the
following recommendation:
“That City Council endorse the amended Terms of Reference for the New Toronto
Secondary Plan and the South Etobi coke Action Plan as contained in
Appendices 1 and 2, respectively.”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Jones carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 12 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Sidewalk Snow
Clearing”.

Motion:

Councillor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is f urther r ecommended tha t the Commiss ioner of Wor ks a nd Eme rgency
Services be requested to direct staff carrying out mechanical snow clearing not to
clear or salt snow within the tree pit.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Pantalone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed

“December 31, 1998, Operating Budget VVariance Report and June 30, 1999, Operating

Budget Variance Report”.

Motions:

(a) Councillor Pitfield moved th at the Clau se be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It 1s further recommended that:
(1) the recommen dations of the Audit Committee, embodied in the

communication dated October 25, 1999, fro m the City Clerk, be adopted,
Viz.:
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(b)

)

‘The Audit Commit tee recommends that the City Auditor be directed to
review t he r econciliation p repared b y t he C hief F inancial O fficer a nd
Treasurer and report to the Audit Committee on the following items:

(a)

(b)

(©)

the reconciliation between the City's audited statements for 1998 and
the 1998 year-end variance report in relation to the reporting of the
gross expenditures and revenues by each program, and the closing
balances of all reserve accounts;

an assessment of financial transactions recorded, if any, for the year
of 199 8, in the City of Toront o’s F inancial I nformation Sy stem
(TFIS) or any of the legacy systems, subsequent to the signing of the
City’s audited statements for 1998; and

a review of expenditures incurred in 1998 and recorded in any of the
City of Toronto’s Financial Systems, but not assigned to any specific
program li sted in the December 1998 variance report

(i.e. expenditures charged to “suspense accounts”).’; and

the r ecommendations o f th e A udit Co mmittee, e mbodied in th e further
communication dated Octob er 25, 1999, fro m the City Clerk, be adopted,

V1Z.:

‘The Audit Committe e recommends that the City Auditor be directed to
report to the Audit Committee at its meeting to be held on December 1 3,
1999, on the following items:

(a)

(b)

(©

the manner in which F unds Control was ex ercised in the City of
Toronto during 1998;

whether proper Council authorization was obtained in relation to the
over spending incurred in 1998, and, if not, whether that resulted in
an infraction of any City By-law or provincial legislation; and

the manner and reliability of Funds Control exercised in the City
during 1999 and whethe r programs are able to over spend in 1999
without prior Council authorization.” ”

Councillor Chow moved that the Clause =~ be amended by  adding thereto the
following:

“It 1s further recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to submit a report to

the Mayor’s Committee on the Port Lands, for report thereon to the Policy and
Finance Committee in December 1999, on the leglity of terminating payment to the
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Toronto Harbour Commission until such time as the Chief F inancial Officer and
Treasurer and City Auditor are able to obtain the necessary information in order to:
(1) approve the 1999 Operating Budget of the Toronto Harbour Commission;
and
(2) determine the over-ex penditure of the Toro nto Harbour Commission’s
Operating Budget.”
(©) Councillor J akobek moved that the Clause be amended by addin g thereto the
following:
“It is f urther recommended that the Ma yor’s Committe e on the Port L ands be
requested to bring forward an updated report on disentanglement to the next meeting
of the Policy and Finance Committee.”
Votes:
Motion (a) by Councillor Pitfield carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Chow carried.
Motion (c¢) by Councillor Jakobek carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
12.26 Clause No. 2 of Report No. 5 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, headed

“Staffing Resources, Urban Planning and Development Services, Municipal Licensing
and Standards Division, Common Area Apartment Re-Inspection Program”.

Motions:

(2)

(b)

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clau se be amended by  striking out the
recommendations ofthe Planning and Transportation Committee and inserting in lia
thereof the following:

“It is recommended that Recommendations Nos. (1) and (2) embodied in the report
dated September 16, 1999, from the Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning and
Development Services, be adopted.”

Councillor Davis moved that the Clause bamended by adding thereto the following

“It 1s further recommended that:
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(1) any licencing program include a requirement that such licences be posted in
a common area in all multi-residential buildings; and

(2) the Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning and Development Services be
requested to:

(a)

(b)

submit a report to the Planning and Transportation Committee, on a
quarterly basis, on the number of muti-residential properties that are
licensed relative to the number of such properties that exist in the
City of Toronto; and

submit an annual report to th e Planning and Trans portation
Committee on the issue of enforcement.”

(c) Councillor B ossons moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the

following:

“It is further recommended that the Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning and
Development Se rvices be r equested to submita r eport to the Pla nning a nd
Transportation Committee on sanctions thatcan now be imposed on non-compliant
owners under the current Municipal Act; on the sanctions that would be desirable,

but cannot now be imposed, due to therestrictions of the Municipal Act and on what
amendments to the Municipal Act would, therefore, be desirable.”

Ruling by Deputy Mayor:

Councillor Minnan-Wong requested the Deputy Mayor to rule on whether the Clause was
properly before Council.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to the nature of the recommendations of the Planning
and Transportation Committee embodied therein, rued that the Clause was properly before

Council.

Votes:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Shiner:

Yes-12
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman
Ashton, B erardinetti, B rown, Chong, F eldman, Giansante,
Holyday, King, Minnan-Wong, Ootes, Shiner

No - 31
Councillors:

Adams, Augimeri, Berger, Bossons, Chow, Davis , Duguid,
Filion, F lint, F otinos, J akobek, J ohnston, J ones, Kinahan,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, L indsay L uby, Ma mmoliti,
McConnell, Miller, Mosco ¢, Nunziata, O’Brien, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker
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Lost by a majority of 19.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (b) by Councillor Davis:

Yes - 38

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B erger, Chong ,
Chow, Davis, Dug uid, F ilion, F lint, F otinos, J akobek,
Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton,
Lindsay L uby, Mammoliti, Mc Connell, Mihevc, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nurziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

No -6

Councillors: Bossons, Brown, Feldman, Giansante, Holyday, Shiner

Carried by a majority of 32.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Davis:

Yes -43
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Adams, Ashton, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B erger, B ossons,
Brown, B ussin, Chong , Cho w, Davis, Dug uid, F eldman,
Filion, Fotinos, Giansante, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe,
Nunziata, O’B rien, Ootes, Pa ntalone, P itfield, Prue, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

No -2
Councillors:

Flint, Holyday

Carried by a majority of 41.

Motion (c) by Councillor Bossons carried.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:
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Yes - 35
Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B erger, B ossons, B rown,

Bussin, Chow, Davis, F  ilion, F lint, F otinos, J] akobek,
Johnston, J ones, Kinahan, Korwin-Kucz ynski, L ayton,
Lindsay L uby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mih  evc, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, Mosco e, Nunz iata, O’B rien, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

No - 10
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Ashton, Chong, Duguid, Feldman, Giansante, Holyday, King,

Ootes, Shiner

Carried by a majority of 25.

12.27 Clause No. 1 of Report No. 4 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee,
headed “Tree Advocacy Planting Program - All Wards”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It 1s further recommended that:

(1)

)

3)

the tree advocacy planting prog ram include a revi ew of t he species and
varieties of trees that can be planted;

the City make provision for the intr oduction in some areas, particularly in
suburban areas, of species of trees that will mature to ful 1 size in selected
locations, particularly City parks, i.e. stately varieties; and

the Commissioner of Economic Deve lopment, Culture and Tourism be
requested to submit a report to th e Economic Development and Parks
Committee on the possibility of introducin g or re-introdu cing such native
species as oaks, chestnuts, elms and other similar varieties.”
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Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Moscoe and Clause, as amended:

Yes - 34
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B erger, B ossons, B rown,

Bussin, Chong, Duguid, Filion, Fotinos, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, J ohnston, J ones, Kinahan, Korwin-Kucz ynski,
Layton, Lindsay Luby, Miller, M oscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien,
Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Snclair,
Soknacki, Walker

No -0

Carried, without dissent.

12.28 Clause No. 1 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Approval Process for
the Siting of Waterfront Windmills™.

Motions:

(2)

(b)

Councillor Jones moved that the Clause be amended by:

(1

)

adding to Recommendation No. B(6) of the Works Committee, the words
“such report to include parkland/open space”, so that such recommendation
shall now read as follows:

“(6) the question of not sitingthe windmills on lands zoned G, GR orGM,
be referred to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
for a report back to the Committee when dealing with the specific
siting, such report to include parkland/open space;”; and

adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to submit a
report to the Works Committee on any legal liability that the City of Toronto
may have with respect to the joint venture between TREC, Toronto Hydro
and the City.”

Councillor B ossons moved that the C1 ause be amended by  deleting from
Recommendation No. B(7) of the Works Committee, the words “Wychwood yards

on Chri

stie Street”, so that such recommendation shall now read as follows:
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“(7)  notwithstanding Recommendation N o. (6), TREC, in consultation with
Works and Emergency Services Department staff, be requested to examine
the following locations and report back to the Committee on these sites as
part of the site selection process:

- 43 Junction Road;

- south embankment of Earlscourt Park;

- 115 Wiltshire Boulevard and northern property;
- 640 Lansdowne Avenue; and

- Union Street north of Turnberry;”.

(c) Councillor L ayton moved that the Clause be amended by amending
Recommendation No. B(4) of the Works Committee to read as follows:

“(4)  Toronto Hydro and TREC, in consutation with the Commissioner of Works
and Emerg ency Services, be request ed to report backt ot he W orks
Committee for its meeting of December 1, 1999, if possible, on at least one
preferred site in the City of Toronto where windmills could be located, and
report within three months, on other potential sites throughout the City of
Toronto where windmills an be located, with specific attention to the former
stockyards and rail corridors, brown fi eld sites, Hydro corridors and other
potentially suitable sites.”

(d) Mayor Lastman moved that the Clause beamended by adding thereto the following
“It 1s further recommended that if the final recommendation is for the windmills to
be located on land owned or leased by the City, such land be provided at market
value.”

Votes:

Motion (c) by Councillor Layton carried.

Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor Jones carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Bossons carried.

Part (2) of motion (a) by Councillor Jones carried.

Motion (d) by Mayor Lastman carried.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:
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12.29

Yes - 32

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Berger, Brown, Bussin, Chow,
Duguid, Filion, Fotinos, Giansante, Holyday, Jones, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Lindsay Luby, McConnell,
Miheve, Nunziata, O’Brien, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

No -2
Councillors: Bossons, Ootes

Carried by a majority of 30.

Clause No. 6 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Request for Proposals
for the Procurement of Program Integration and Co-ordination Services for Phase 2
of the Works Best Practices Program and Award of Contract”.

Motions:
(a) Councillor Shiner moved that:

(1) the Clause be struck out and referred back to the W orks Committee for
further consideration at its next meeting to be held m November 3, 1999; and

(2) Council adopt the following recommendation:

“Itisr ecommended tha t, in vie w of the sig nificant ¢ ontract ¢ ost of
$14.5 million for program integration and co-ordination services related to
Phase 2 of the Works Best Practices Program, the Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services, in consultation with the Chief Financial Officer and
Treasurer and the City Auditor, be requested to review t he work pl an,
deliverables, person hours and hourly rates pertaining to these services, with
a view to sig nificantly reducing the total contract cost and increasing the
level of City staff involvement, and submit a report to the next meeting of the
Works Committee to be held on N ovember 3, 1999, on a revised contract
cost.”

Vote on referral motion:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Shiner:
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Yes- 17
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Ashton, Aug imeri, B rown, Chow, F ilion, Flint, L ayton,

Mahood, McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan -Wong,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Shiner, Soknacki

No - 20
Councillors: Adams, B alkissoon, B erger, B ossons, D avis, D uguid,

Giansante, J akobek, Kinahan, King , Korwin-K uczynski,
Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Sinclair, Walker

Lost by a majority of 3.

Motion:

(b)

Votes:

Councillor J akobek moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It is further recommended that:

(1)

)

3)

the consultants be utilized in such a way that the City’s reliance on the ir
services be reduced over time;

the primary objective, long term, be to train and develop a City management
team in the Works and Eme rgency Se rvices De partment with pr actices
needed for the new Millennium; and

the consultants be involved inth e review of any senior manag ement
recruitment within the Wor ks a nd Eme rgency Se rvices De partment f or
reassignments.”

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Jakobek:

Yes - 36
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, Balkissoon, Berger, B ossons,

Brown, Chow, Davis, Dug uid, F eldman, F lint, Giansante,
Holyday, Jakobek,J ohnston, Kinahan, King
Korwin-Kuczynski, L indsay L. uby, Mahood, McConnell,
Miheve, Miller, Moscoe, O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield,
Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

b

No -1
Councillor; Shiner
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Carried by a majority of 35.
Adoption of Clause, as amended:
Yes - 32
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, B alkissoon, B erger, B ossons, B rown,
Chow, Davis, Dug uid, Feldman, Flint, Giansante, Holy day,
Jakobek, J ohnston, Kinahan, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mihevc, O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw;, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker
No -5
Councillors: Augimeri, McConnell, Miller, Moscoe, Shiner
Carried by a majority of 27.
12.30 Clause No. 9 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Prince Edward
Viaduct - Measures to Deter Suicide Attempts”.
Motion:
Councillor King moved that the Clau se be struck out and referred back to the Works
Committee for further consideration at its next meeting to be held on November 3, 1999.
Vote:
The motion by Councillor King carried.
12.31 Clause No. 10 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed *“Review of

Sub-Committees, Special Committees and Task Forces”.

Motion:

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be st ruck out and referred back to the Works
Committee for further consideration, insofar as it pertains to the Storm W ater Group, and
Council further direct that a meetingof the Sbrm Water Group be heldto determine whether
the Group needs to continue or can be disbanded.

Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Miller:
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12.32

Yes - 24

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, B erger, B rown, Chow, F lint,
Fotinos, J akobek, Johnston,J ones, K inahan, K ing,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, McConnell, Mihevc, Miller,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone, Prue, Shiner, Walker

No - 18

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, B alkissoon, B erardinetti, B ossons, Dug uid,
Feldman, Giansante, Holy day, L indsay L uby, Mahood,
O’Brien, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Sinclair, Soknacki

Carried by a majority of 6.

Clause No. 16 of Report No. 9 of The North York Community Council, headed “Road
Closing Publication - Wilson Heights Boulevard and Sheppard Avenue West -
Northeast Corner - North York Spadina”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by striking out the Resolution by
Councillor Moscoe embodied therein and inse  rting in lieu thereof the following new
Resolution:

Moved by: Councillor Moscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Feldman

“WHEREAS the City has decl ared the lands 1ocated at the northeast corner of
Wilson Heights Boulevard and Sheppard Avenue West as surplus; and

WHEREAS the City, therefore, agrees to proceed to close the road in accordance
with Section 297 of the Municipal Act; and

WHEREAS pursuant to the Municipal Act Council directs the Legal department to
immediately publish notice of't he City’s i ntent at 1 east once a week for four
successive weeks in the appropriate publication; and

WHEREAS a settlement has been achieved between the residents of Cocksfield
Avenue, Torbel Developments (126175 Ontario Limited), and the City for a seven
and five-storey mix ed-use building and five single family houses fronting onto
Cocksfield Avenue at the Ontario Municipal Board on Friday, October 8, 1999;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council direct the publication
noted above be e ffected forthwith, and that Council authorize City officials to
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12.33

Votes:

prepare the appropriate by-laws and site plan agreements to imple ment the OMB
settlement.”

The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 7 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Draft
Zoning By-law - 720 to 724 Kingston Road and 35R Lyall Avenue (East Toronto)”.

Motion:

Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be amended:

(1

2)

Votes:

in accordance with the report date d October 26, 1999, from th e Commissioner of
Economic Development, Culturea  nd Touris m, embody ing the following
recommendation:

“It is recommended that, if ~ City Council approves the Z oning B y-law
Amendment for the subject properties, such approval be conditional on Tree
Preservation P lan A1C dated Oc tober 22, 1999, received by  Forest ry
Services on O ctober 25, 1999, being red-lined and approved by the City
Forester.”; and

by adding thereto the following:

“It 1s further recommended that:

(2)

(b)

notwithstanding the requirement s of Chapter 146-16, whereas the above
properties are subject to Chapter  146-16-C of the Municipal Cod e, and
demolition permits 99-104703, 99-104708 ad 99-104715 have been applied
for by Mr. William Moskaltk of 11346343 Ontario Inc., and the applicant is
not proposing to erect new buildngs onthe land the aboveproperties occupy,
and whereas the buildings present a community safety risk, be it resolved
that, providing no objections are received by the end of the day November
5, 1999, the Acting Commission er of Ur ban Planning and Development
Services shall issue the demolition permit; and

the applicant be requested to make a financial contribution of $1,500.00 for
tree removal to the Maple Cottage restoration fund.”
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The motion by Councillor Rae carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Councillors Bussin and Jakobek requested that their opposition to this Claise be noted in the
Minutes of this meeting.

Clause No. 9 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “Fair Tax
Policy for Ethno-Cultural Centres and Similar Organizations”.

Motions:

(2)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Councillor Adams moved that the Clau  se be amended by  adding to the
recommendation of the Policy and F inance Committe e, the words “through the
Assessment and Tax Policy Task Force”, so t hat such recommendation shall now
read as follows:

“The Policy and F  inance Committee = recommends the adopti  on of the
recommendation of the Assessment and Ta x Policy Task F orce embodied in the
following communication (September 24, 1999) from the City Clerk; and, further,
that the Chief F inancial Officer and Treas urer be requested to submit a n annual
report inr egard the reto to the Polic y a nd F inance Committe e, thr ough the
Assessment and Tax Policy Task Force:”.

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause  be ame nded by adding thereto the
following:

“It is f urther r ecommended tha t the Chie f F inancial Of ficer a nd Tr easurer be
requested to submit a report to the Assessment and Tax Policy Task Force on the
feasibility of including settlement houses in this program, including the University
Settlement House, St. Stephen’s House and the North York Community House, and
further that these organizations be considered to have met the December 31, 1999
deadline.”

Councillor Mammoliti moved that motion (b)by Councillor Moscoe be amended to
include the offices of elect ed officials, if possible, e.g. Councillors’ Constituency
offices.

Councillor McConnell moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It is f urther recommended that the following motion be referred to the Chie f
Financial Officer and Treasurer:
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‘WHEREAS the Tamil Eelam Societyhad received the approval of Council
for tax relief through the previously existing process for status; and

WHEREAS the current policy includes funding for accommodating Tax
Rebate Status for the Tamil Eelam Society, with no effect on the cost of the
program; and

WHEREAS the current criteria includes a chuse that unnecessarily excludes
the Tamil Eelam Society, despite their having met the criteria under the old
process under which the City had supported them,;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Eligibility Criteria
set out in Appendix “A” embodied in the report dated September 15, 1999,
from the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, be amended by adding to the
first criterion, the words “or has previously received the support of the
Council of one or more of the former municipalities for Private Legislation
to provide for property tax relief.”, so that it reads as follows:

“The organization must be a regstered charity within the meaning of
the Income Tax Act (Canada) or has previously received the support
of the Council of one or mae of the former municipalities for Private
Legislation to provide for property tax relief.” > ”

Votes:
Motion (a) by Councillor Adams carried.
Motion (d) by Councillor McConnell carried.

Adoption of motion (¢) by Councillor Mammoliti:

Yes-12
Councillors: Berger, Chow, Flint, Fotinos, Li Preti, Mammoliti, Mihevc,
Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Silva

No - 26

Councillors: Adams, Altobe llo, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, B erardinetti,
Bossons, Bussin, Chong, Disero, Duguid, Holyday, Jakobek,
King, Korwin-Kucz ynski, L ayton, L indsay L uby, Mahood,
Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, O’B  rien, Pitfield, Prue, Rae,
Saundercook, Shaw, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 14.
Motion (b) by Councillor Moscoe carried, without amendment.

The Clause, as amended, carried.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 35
October 26 and 27, 1999

12.35

12.36

12.37

12.38

Clause No. 48 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Ontario
Municipal Board Appeal - Committee of Adjustment Decision - 507 St. Clements
Avenue (North Toronto)”.

Motion:

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that funds for this purpose be drawn from the L  egal
Account - Contingency for Appeals.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Shiner carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, headed “1171 St. Clair
Avenue West and 1345 St. Clair Avenue West, Appeal of Interim Control By-law
No. 1997-0321, Ontario Municipal Board”.

Motion:

Councillor Adams moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to submit a report to
the Administration Committee, if and when a settlement is finalized.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 5 of Report No. 4 of The Community Services Committee, headed “Release
of 1998 Community Services Grant - Friends of Shopping Bag Ladies”.

Vote:

The Clause carried, without amendment.

Councillor McConnell requested that her opposition to this Clause be noted in the Minutes
of this meeting.

Clause No. 60 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Implementation of a One-Hour Maximum Parking Limit - Davenport Road, from
Uxbridge Avenue to the First Lane West (Davenport)”.
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12.39

Motion:

Councillor Giansante moved that the Clausde amended bydeleting from Recommendation
No. (1) embodied in the report dated October 7, 1999, from the Director of Transportation
Services, District 1, the word “Friday” and inserting in lieu thereof the word “Saturday”, so
that such recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(1)  That parking be limited to a maximum duration of one hour from
9:00 a.m. to 6:0 0 p.m., Monday to Saturday , on both sides of
Davenport Road, between Uxbridge Avenue and the first lane west
thereof;”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Giansante carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Community Services Committee, headed “Request
to Enact the Emergency By-Law to Assist Homeless People”.

Motions:

(a) Councillor L ayton m oved t hat t he C lause b ¢ a mended b y a dding t hereto t he
following:

“It is further recommended that the May or be requested to invoke the emergency
by-law and thereby enact the emergency plan in order to devebp an appropriate plan
of action to immediately address the critical shortfall of emergency shelter.”

(b) Mayor Lastman moved that the Clause be amended by deleting Recommendation
No. (3) of the Community Services Committee, viz.:

“(3) if the shelter system is operating above 90 percent by December 1, 1999, the
decision to close the F ort York Armoury be revisited by the Commun ity
Services Committee at its meeting on December 1, 1999.”

(c) Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause  be amen ded by adding thereto the
following:

“Itis f urtherr ecommended tha tthe Commissione r of Community a nd
Neighbourhood Services be requested to s ubmit a report to Council, throug h the
Community Services Committe e, on the feasibility of establishing a temporary
homeless shelter by using heated portables to be located in Queen’s Park.”
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(d)

(e)

®

(2

Councillor Chow moved that the Clau  se be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It 1s further recommended that, having regard that the City has a 97 perc ent
occupancy r ate in she lters f or sing le me n a nd youth, the Commissione r of
Community and Neig hbourhood Services be requested to r eview all municipal

buildings, including those occupied by ag encies, boards and commis sions, for
locations for emergency shelters and report on the results of the negotiations related
thereto to the next meeting of the Community Services Committee.”

Councillor Chongmoved that motion (d) byCouncillor Chow be amended byadding
thereto the following words:

“and further that the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be
requested to immediately negotiate with the Interim General Manager, Exhibition
Place, on how to utilize existing empty buildings in Exhibition Place as emergency
shelters and to include the results of such negotiations in the report requested”.

Councillor Jakobek moved that the Clause be amended by:

(1) amending Recommendation No. (1) of the Community Services Committee
to provide that Councillor Tom hkobek also be a member of the team which
will meet with the Hospital Boards; and

(2) adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

(a) City Council express its gratitude to the federal government for use
of the F ort York Armoury as a shelter and appeal to the federal
government to a llow the City to ¢ ontinue using the F ort Yor k
Armoury shelter until January 15, 2000, in order to provide sufficient
time to build temporaryreplacement shelter spaces immediately; and,
in the event the federal government denies the City’s request, the City
cease to use the Fort York Armoury as a shelter as of December 15,
1999; and

(b) the Commissioner of Community and Neig hbourhood Services be
requested to expedite her research and report on alternative forms of
shelter services to the Community Services Committee as soon as
possible.”

Councillor Pantalone moved that motion (d) by Councillor Chow be amended by
adding thereto the following words:
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“such negotiations and report to also address the feasibility of utilizing the Guild Inn
and any of the Civic Centres as emergency shelters”.

Votes:

Adoption of motion (b) by Mayor Lastman:

Yes - 28

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, B erardinetti, B rown, B ussin, Chong,
Chow, Duguid, Feldman, Flint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Johnston, Kinaha n, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski, Mihevc,
O’Brien, Ootes, Prue, Saunde rcook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva,
Sinclair, Tzekas

No - 10
Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, J akobek, J ones, L ayton, McConnell,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Rae, Walker

Carried by a majority of 18.
Part (1) of motion (f) by Councillor Jakobek carried.

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Layton:

Yes - 10
Councillors: Adams, B ussin, J akobek, Kinahan, L ayton, McConnell,
Moscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Walker

No - 30

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, B erardinetti, B rown, Chong,
Chow, Duguid, Feldman, Flint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Johnston, J ones, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski, L indsay L uby,
Mihevc, Ootes, Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Tzekas

Lost by a majority of 20.

Ruling by Deputy Mayor:
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Councillor Jakobek requested that the vote on the components of motion (c¢) by Councillor
Moscoe pertaining to the “heated portables” and “Queens Park™ be taken separately.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to the nature of motion (c) byCouncillor Moscoe, ruled
that the vote thereon would not be taken separately but would be taken on the motion in its
entirety, having regard to the intent of such motion.

Councillor Jakobek challenged the ruling of the Deputy Mayor.

Vote to uphold ruling of Deputy Mayor:

Yes - 34

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, B erardinetti, B rown,
Bussin, Chong , Chow , Duguid, F eldman, F lint, Gardner,
Giansante, Holy day,J ohnston,J ones, Kinahan, King ,
Lindsay L uby, McConnell, Mi hevc, Moscoe, Nunz iata,
O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Silva, Sinclair

No-6
Councillors: Jakobek, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Shaw, Tzekas, Walker

Carried by a majority of 28.
Vote:

Adoption of motion (¢) by Councillor Moscoe:

Yes - 18

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bussin, Chow, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, Layton, McConnell, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone,
Prue, Shaw, Shiner, Sinclair, Walker

No - 22

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Berardinetti, Brown, Chong, Duguid, Feldman, Flint,
Gardner, G iansante, H olyday, Jakobek, King,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Miheve, O’Brien, Ootes,
Rae, Saundercook, Silva, Tzekas

Lost by a majority of 4.

Adoption of motion (e) by Councillor Chong:
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Yes - 27

Councillors:

Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, Brown, Chong, Chow, Dug uid,
Feldman, F lint, J akobek, J ohnston, J ones, Kinahan, King ,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, L indsay L uby, McConnell,
Miheve, Moscoe, Nunz iata, O’ Brien, Prue, Rae, Shiner,
Sinclair, Walker

No- 12
Mayor:

Councillors:

Lastman
Altobello, Berardinetti, Bussin, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Ootes, Pantalone, Shaw, Silva, Tzekas

Carried by a majority of 15.

Adoption of motion (g) by Councillor Pantalone:

Yes - 20

Councillors: Augimeri, Brown, Bussin, Chow, Gardner, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, King , Korwin-Kuc zynski, L ayton, McConnell,
Moscoe, O’B rien, Pant alone, Pr ue, Rae, Silva, Sinclair,
Walker

No-19

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, B erardinetti, Chong , Dug uid,
Feldman, Flint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevce, Nunziata, Ootes, Shaw, Shiner, Tzeckas

Carried by a majority of 1.

Adoption of motion (d) by Councillor Chow, as amended:

Yes -27
Councillors:

Adams, As hton, Augimeri, Brown, B ussin, Chong, Chow,
Duguid, Feldman, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, King,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, Lindsay L uby, McConnell,
Miheve, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Pantalone, Rae, Shiner,
Sinclair, Tzekas

No - 12
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman
Altobello, Berardinetti, Flint, Gardner, Giansante, Holy day,
Ootes, Prue, Shaw, Silva, Walker
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Carried by a majority of 15.

Part (2)(a) of motion (f) by Councillor Jakobek carried.
Part (2)(b) of motion (f) by Councillor Jakobek carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

(1) amending Re commendation No. ( 1) of the Community Se rvices Committe e to
provide that Councillor Tom Ja&obek also be amember of the team which will meet
with the Hospital Boards;

(2) deleting Recommendation No. (3) of the Community Services Committee, viz.:

“(3) ifthe shelter system is operating above 90 percent by December 1, 1999, the
decision to close the Fort York Ar moury be revisit ed by the Community
Services Committee at its meeting on December 1, 1999.”; and

3) adding thereto the following:
“It 1s further recommended that:

(a) City Council express its gratitude to the federal government for use of the
Fort York Armoury as a shelter and appeal to th e federal government to
allow the City to continue using the Fort York Armoury shelter until January
15, 2000, in order to provide sufficient time to build temporary replacement
shelter spaces immediately, and, in the event the federal government denies
the City’s request, the City cease to use the Fort York Armoury as a shelter
as of December 15, 1999; and

(b) having regard that the City has a 97 percent occupancy rate in shelters for
single men and youth, the Commissioner of Communityand Neighbourhood
Services be requested to:

(1) review all municipal buildings, including those occupied byagencies,
boards and commissions, for locations for em ergency shelters and
report on the results of the negotiations related thereto to the next
meeting of the Community Services Committee, such negotiations
and report to also address the feasibility of utilizing the Guild Ihn and
any of the Civic Centres as emergency shelters;

(i1) immediately negotiate with the Interim General Manager, Exhibition
Place, on how to utiliz existing empty buildings in Exhibition Place
as emergency shelters and include the results of such negotiations in
the report requested in Recommendation No. (3)(b)(i); and
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12.40

12.41

12.42

(i)  expedite he r r esearch a nd r eport on a lternative forms of shelter
services to the Community Services Committee as soon as possible.”

Clause No. 35 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Renaming of Beltline Park - The Kay Gardner Beltline Park (North Toronto)”.

Motion:

Councillor Mihevc moved that t he Clause be amended to provi de that the naming of the

Beltline Park as “ The Ka y Ga rdner B eltline Pa rk™ a pply to the parkland e ast of the

Allen Expressway, and that the naming of the park west of the Allen Expressway, once the

park is owned by the City of Toronto, be led by the York Community Council.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 3 of Report No. 6 of The Audit Committee, headed “1998 Arena Deficits”.

Motion:

Councillor Adams moved that the Clause be amended by striking out and referring

Recommendation No. (2) of the Audit Committee to the City Auditor for consultation with

the arenas and report thereon to the Audit Committee, viz.:

“(2) the issue of arena operating budgets be forwarded to the Chief

Administrative Of ficer for c onsideration as part of his r eport on
Agencies, B oards a nd Commissions, inte rms of e liminating
duplication, reducing deficits and increasing revenue.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 6 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Draft
By-laws - Official Plan Amendments and Rezoning - 910 Logan Avenue (Don River)”.

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that the Clause be amended by:
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(1

2)

Votes:

adding to Recommendation No. (1) of the Toronto Community Council, the words
“subject to amending section 1 of Draft By-law (2) by adding thereto the following
new subsection (8):

®)

for g reater certainty, nothing in this by -law or B y-law No. 438-86, as
amended, shal | prevent the s everance of t he lot for the purpose of the
individual sale of the dwelling units and for t he establishment of cert ain
portions of the lot as areas to be held in common.”; and

adding thereto the following:

“It 1s further recommended that:

(a)

(b)

(©)

as rec ommended in the repor  t dated October 22, 1999, from the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, approval of this Clause be
subject to the applicant agreeing to install and maintain signage at the garage
exit indicating ‘No Left Turn’;

the communication dated October 26, 1999, from Mr. Keith J ebodhsingh,
President, Mayfair Development Corporation, be received, and the CityClerk
be requested to include such communication in Appendix ‘A’; and

there be no further notice given of the public meeting requirement of Draft
By-law (2), as amended.”

The motion by Councillor Layton carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Expansion of the
Snow Emergency Route Network (All Wards)”.

Motion:

Councillor Miheve moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

Votes:

“It is further recommended that Schedule ‘A’ of By-law No. 528-1999, a by-law to

regulate traffic on certain highways during periods of emergency occasioned by the

fall of snow, be amended to include Ro gers Road between Oakwood Avenue and

Weston Road.”
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12.44

12.45

12.46

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 4 of The Community Services Committee, headed
“Proposed Framework for the Homelessness Report Card”.

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the City’s Homelessness Report Card be prepared
in consultation with, aad co-sponsored by, the Advisory Committee on Homdess and
Socially-Isolated Persons.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Layton carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 61 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed
“Establishment of a Student Pick-up/Drop-off Zone - Poplar Plains Road, East Side,
From Lynwood Avenue to Clarendon Avenue (Midtown)”.

Motion:

Councillor Bossons moved that the Clause be amended by amending Re commendation
No. (1) of the Toronto Community Council to read as follows:

“(1) the following report (October 7, 1999) from the Director,
Transportation S ervices, D istrict 1 ,b e adopt ed, s ubjectt o
Recommendations N os. (1), (2), (3) and (4) of said report being
amended t o ex clude t he section of Poplar Plains Road between
Balmoral Avenue (East B ranch) and Clarendon Avenue (W  est
Branch) until the question of stop signs at these two intersections has
been resolved for the greater safety of pedestrians on the east side of
Poplar Plains Road;”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Bossons carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 28 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Apartment Recycling
Pilot Project and OMG Media Bin Launch Event”.
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12.47

12.48

Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendation:

Motion:
Councillor Shiner moved that Council adopt the following recommendation:

“Itis r ecommended tha t City of Tor onto politic ians a nd se nior of ficials a nd
OMG Media officials only, be invited to attend the media launch; and that CSR not
be invited.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Shiner:

Yes-4

Councillors: Flint, Moscoe, Shiner, Walker
No - 32

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons,
Brown, Chow, Filion, Giansante, Holy day, J akobek, King,
Layton, Li Preti, Lindsay [Luby, Mahood, McConnell, Mihevc,
Miller, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue,
Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Sinclair, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 28.
The Clause was received for information.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 11 of The Striking Committee, headed “Appointments to
the Ethics Steering Committee”.

Motion:

Councillor B erardinetti moved that the Clau  se be struck out and referred to the
Administration Committee, with a request that the Committee establish Terms of Reference
for the Ethics Steering Committee.

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Berardinetti carried.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 6 of The Audit Committee, headed “Toronto Atmospheric
Fund”.

Motion to re-open:
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12.49

Councillor L ayton, with the permission of  Council, moved that, in accordance with

Section 46 of the Council Procedural B y-law, this Clause be re-opened for further

consideration, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the

affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the jo int report dated October 25, 1999, from t he
City Solicitor and the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, be referred to the Policy
and Finance Committee, and the lawy er for the Toronto Atmospheric F und and
Councillors R ob D avis and Jack Layton be advised when this matteristobe
considered by the Committee.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Layton carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 13 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Inclusion

on the City of Toronto Inventory of Heritage Properties - 262 and 264 St. Clair Avenue

West (Alexander Davidson House and Coach House) (Midtown)”.

Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendation:

Motions:

(a) Councillor Adams moved that Council adopt the following recommendation:

“It is recommended that the report dated September 27, 1999, from the Acting
Managing Director, Toronto Historical Board, be adopted.”

(b) Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be received.
Votes:

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Rae:

Yes - 15

Councillors: Berardinetti, Berger, Brown, Chong, Chow, Disero, Gardner,
Giansante, Holy day, L indsay L uby, Minnan-W ong, O otes,
Pantalone, Rae, Soknacki
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No - 22
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bossons, Bussin, Filion, Jones,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Mammdliti, McConnell,
Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunz iata, O’ Brien, Pitfield, Prue, Silva,
Tzekas, Walker
Lost by a majority of 7.

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Adams:

Yes - 22

Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, Balkissoon, B ossons, F ilion, J ones,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Mammoliti, McConnell,
Miheve, Moscoe, Nunz iata, O’ Brien, Pitfield, Prue, Silva,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No - 15

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Berardinetti, Berger, Brown, Chong, Chow, Disero, Gardner,
Giansante, Holyday, L indsay L uby, Minnan-W ong, Ootes,
Pantalone, Rae

Carried by a majority of 7.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

12.50 Clause No. 14 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Tree
Injury - 7 Gange Avenue (Midtown)”.

Motion:

Councillor Bossons moved that the Clause be amended by striking out the recommendation
of the Toronto Community Council and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

Votes:

)

“It is recommended that Recommendation No. (1) embodied in the report dated
September 15, 1999, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Gilture and
Tourism, be adopted, viz.:

refuse to issue a permit for tree injury, requiring the applicant to

29

for the trees;’.

redesign the proposed development to provide ade quate protection
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12.51

Adoption of motion by Councillor Bossons:

Yes -6
Councillors: Bossons, Bussin, Kinahan, Prue, Shiner, Walker

No - 30

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Augimeri, Berger, Brown, Chong, Chow, Disero, Giansante,
Holyday, J] akobek, J ohnston, ] ones, K ing, L ayton,
Lindsay L uby, Ma mmoliti, Mc Connell, Mihevec,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Mos coe, Nunziata, O’Brien, Ootes,

Pantalone, Rae, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas

Lost by a majority of 24.

The Clause carried, without amendment.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, headed “Development
and Positioning of Nathan Phillips Square”.

Motion to re-open:

Councillor Minnan-Wong, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with
Section 46 of the Council Procedural B y-law, this Clause be re-opened for further
consideration, which carried, more than two-thirds of Memberts present having voted in the
affirmative.

Motions:

(a)

(b)

(c)

Councillor Minnan-W ong moved that th e Clause be amended by deleting
Recommendation No. ( 2) of the Administration Committee and inserting in lieu
thereof the following:

“(2) that Council approve, in principle, the inclusion of a tribute that recognizes
public contributions.”

Councillor B ussin moved that the CI ause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“It is further recommended that the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services be
requested to submit a report to the Administration Committee on the feasibility of
using the Request for Proposal process to determine what entities may use Nathan
Phillips Square.”

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by:
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(1) deleting Recommendation No. (2) of the Administration Committee;

2) rescinding the action taken by the Administration Committee respecting
Recommendations Nos. (2) and (3 ) embodied in the re port dated
September 20, 1999, from the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services,
and referring such recommendations tothe Of fice Conso lidation
Sub-Committee; a nd the Ac ting Commissione r of Ur ban Pla nning a nd
Development Services be requested to work with the Office Consolidation
Sub-Committee on the development of City Hall and the City Hall Square
complex; and

3) adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that a Public Art Policy Committee, comprised
of Councillors Bussin, Chow, J ohnston, Moscoe and Prue, and any other
interested Members of Council, be established, and that such Committee
report through the Economic Development and Parks Committee on its tams
of reference.”

(d) Councillor Pitfield moved that the Clause be struck out and referred to the Office
Consolidation Sub-Committee for further consideration, together with all motions
moved by Members of Council in this regard.

(e) Councillor Lindsay Luby moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the
following:

“Itis f urther r ecommended tha t the Of fice Consolida tion Sub- Committee be
requested to consider holding a public char ette as part of the desig n process for
Nathan Phillips Square, in or der to make the citizens of Toronto feel part of our
newly-amalgamated City.”

Vote on referral motion:

Adoption of motion (d) by Councillor Pitfield:

Yes - 33

Councillors: Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons, Brown,
Bussin, Disero, Dug uid, F eldman, F otinos, Giansante,
Johnston, Kinahan, King, Li Preti, L indsay Luby, Mahood,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe,
Ootes, Pitfield, Prue, R ae, Saundercook, Shiner, Silva,
Soknacki, Walker

No -4
Councillors: Holyday, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, O’Brien
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12.52

12.53

Carried by a majority of 29.

Clause No. 22 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Encroachment,
Sanitary Discharge and Industrial Waste Surcharge Agreements with the Greater
Toronto Airports Authority”.

Motion:
Councillor Layton moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It 1s further recommended that:

(1) the Medical Officer of Heal th be re quested to ensure that the appropriate
monitoring equipment is in place, and monitor reporting procedures are in
place, to ensure that any danger to public health from glycol is eliminated;
and

(2) the Greater Toronto Airports Authority (GTAA), and, in particular, the City
representatives on t he GTAA, be requested to pur sue the possibilities of
on-site capture and remediation of de-icing chemicals in the reconstruction
of the airport facility.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Layton carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 5 of Report No. 13 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “Draft
Zoning By-law - 266 MacDonell Avenue (High Park)”.

Motion to re-open:

Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance
with Section 46 of the Council Procedural By-law, this Clau se be re-opened for further
consideration, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Korwin-Kucz ynski moved that the Clause be amended by d eleting
Recommendation No. (3)(b) embodied in th e report dated September 8, 1999, from the
Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning and Development Services, viz.:

“(3) the owner be required to:
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12.54

(b) secure the approval of CN/CP railways with respect to the proposed
building setback from the railway right-of-way prior to the issuance
of a building permit;”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 7 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
“Redevelopment of Car Park 63 Located at 111 and 117 Richmond Street East
(Ward 24 - Downtown)”.

Action taken by Council:

Council, by its adoption of the following Notice of Motion J (17), and the report dated
October 25, 1999, from the ActingCommissioner of Corporate Services, appended thereto,
deferred consideration of this Clause to the next regular meeting of City Council to be held
on November 23, 1999:

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor Li Preti

“WHEREAS City Council at its me eting held on September 28 and 29,
1999, adopted Clause No. 14 of Report No. 5 of The Administration
Committee headed ‘Declaration as Surplus — Nos. 111 and 117 Rich mond
Street East — Municipal No. 63°, ther eby declaring surplus to the City’s
requirements the prope rties known municipally —as Nos. 111 and

117 Richmond Street East and authorizing that notice be given to the public
of the intended manner of sale; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with B y-law No. 551-1998, the notice of the
proposed sale was given advising that the City proposes to enter into a joint
venture with the developers of the abutting property respecting the sale of
these lands to reflect the fact that, as part of the compensation for the lands,
the City was to acquire strata title to a portion of the proposed development
containing a 12-space parking facility; and

WHEREAS Clause No. 7 of Repo 1t No. 8 of The Policy and F inance
Committee, headed ‘Redevel opment of Car Park 63 L ocated at 111 and
117 Richmond Street East, (W ard 24- Downtown)’ before Council at its
meeting of October 26, 1999, recomme  nds the adoption of the report
(September 28, 1999) from the President, Tanto Parking Authority, entitled
‘Redevelopment of Car Park No. 63 Iocated at Nos. 111 and 117 Rthmond
Street East’, subject to amending Recommendation No. (1) and deleting
Recommendation No. (2) thereby recommending that City Council approve



52

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
October 26 and 27, 1999

notice to the p ublic of the proposed sale,

an agreement of purchase and sal e with Intracorp Devel opments (French
Quarter II) Ltd. the total value of the transaction being $440,000.00 in cash
and, accordingly, the City will not be acquiring strata title to a portion of the
proposed development containing a 12-space parking facility; and

WHEREAS the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services has submitted
a report dated October 25, 1999, entitled ‘Propose d Sale of Nos. 111 and
117 Richmond Street East’, advis ing that, as the recommendation of the
Policy and Finance Committee is inconsistent with the notice to the public
of the proposed sale previously given pursuant to By-law No. 551-1998, it
is necessary that approval be given, at this time, for a revision to the intended
manner of sale; sufficient time allowed for the required notice to be given;
and that Council defer consideration of the aforementioned sale report for
one Council cycle;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with
Section 46 of the Council Procedural B/-law, Clause No. 14 of Report No. 5
of The Administr ation Committe e, he aded ‘Declaration a s Sur plus —
Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East — Municipal Car Park No. 63 ’°, be
re-opened for further consideration, insofar as it pertains to the notice to the
public of the proposed sale;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council approve the report
dated October 25, 1999, entitled ‘Pr oposed S ale of Nos. 111 and
117 Richmond Street East’, from th e Acting Commissioner of Corporate
Services.”

Council re-opened consideration of Clause No. 14 of Report No. 5 of The Administration
Committee, headed “Declaration as Surplus - Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond St reet East —
Municipal Car Park No. 637, for further consid eration, only insofar as it pertains to the
adopted the balance of the Motion, without
amendment, and, in so doing , adopted, without amendment, the report dated October 25,
1999, from the Acting Commissioner of Corpor ate Services, embody ing the following
recommendations:

“It is recommended that:

(1) the approved manner of the sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East

be a direct sale to Intracorp Developments (French Quarter II) Ltd.;

(2) to allow for the required notice to the public of the proposed sale to be given,
consideration of Clause No. 7 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance
Committee be deferred to the Council meeting scheduled for November 23,

24 and 25, 1999;
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3) all steps necessary to comply with By-law No. 551-1998 be taken; and

(4) the appropriate City officials be authorized and directed to take the necessary
action to give effect thereto.”

MOTIONS (NOTICE PREVIOUSLY GIVEN) AND NOTICES OF MOTION

12.55 Deputy Mayor Ootes called upon Notice of Mo tion F appearing on the Order Paper, as
follows:

Moved by: Councillor Moscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Shiner

“WHEREAS the Nort h York Harvest F ood B ank has provided service to the
Community for almost 13 years; and

WHEREAS the Food Bank is the second largest in Toronto, distributing food to a
network of over 35 agencies in northern Toronto helping to feed 7,000 persons per
month; and

WHEREAS the F ood B ank collects, sorts a nd distributes close to one million
pounds of food per year; and

WHEREAS a change in the situation of their Landlord, TriStone Properties, has
forced them to raise the Food Bank’s rent to market value; and

WHEREAS the cost of movingand the disruption to the Food Bank services would
be enormous;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council provide a one-time mnt
from Contingency, to offset property taxes to the North York Harvest Food Bank, in
the amount of $20,000.00, which would enable them to continue to operate in their
present location, until such time as another location can be found.”

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that Motion F be referred to the Commissioner of Community
and Neighbourhood Services for report thereon to the Community Services Committee,
through the Grants Sub-Committee, such report to address other non-profit organizations

who are experiencing similar circumstances.

Vote:
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The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

12.56 Deputy May or Ootes called upon Notice of Mo tion I appearing on the Order Paper, as
follows:

Moved by: Councillor Altobello
Seconded by: Councillor Ashton
“WHEREAS there is a proposal for a senior men’s hostel to be located at

1673 Kingston Road, Scarborough, Ontario; and

WHEREAS Hostel Services Staff are authorized to enter into negotiations for the
establishment and development of emergency shelter sites; and

WHEREAS Hoste 1 Se rvices Staff donotha ve the a uthority to e nter into
negotiations for leases for permanent seniors’ housing; and

WHEREAS the use of an emergency shelter or a hostel is not a permitted use under
the Zoning By-law for this property; and

WHEREAS our office has been inundated with calls from local residents ag ainst
this proposal; and

WHEREAS the community and the Principal from the Birch Cliff Public School
located across the street are concerned aboutthe impact on the safetyof the children;
and

WHEREAS there is a Public Meeting scheduled for October 6, 1999, to discuss this
proposal, and staff have advised that they are authorized to proceed with the lease
of 1673 Kingston Road following this public meeting;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the appropriate staff be directed
not to open the senior men’s hostel at 1673 Kingston Road.”

Council had before it, during consideration of Motion I, the following:

(1)

(ii)

(October 4, 1999) from Councillor ~ Altobello forwarding a petition sig ned by
1,367 concerned residents in opposition to the opening of a senior men’s hostel at
1673 Kingston Road,

(September 27, 1999) fr om Ms. L isa Birch forwarding a petition sig ned by
50 concerned residents in opposition to the opening of a senior men’s hostel at
1673 Kingston Road,
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(ii1))  (undated) from Ren ee Chaumast in oppo sition to the opening of a senior men’s
hostel at 1673 Kingston Road;

(iv)  (undated) from Mr. Garry Sootheran in opposition to the opening of a senior men’s
hostel at 1673 Kingston Road;

(v) an excerpt of By-law No. 8786 pertaining to the Birchcliff Community; and

(vi)  acopy of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 1 of The Community Services Committee,
headed “Update on Shelter Capacity a nd Search for New Sites”, adopte d, as
amended, by City Council at its meeting held on July 6, 7 and 8, 1999.

Motions:

(a) Councillor Duguid moved that, in the event Motion I does not carry, Council adopt
the following Resolution:

“BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council support the direction given by staff to
the Shelter Advisory Committee on October 14, 1999, as outlined below:

(1)

2)

3)

(4)

)

(6)

the Advisory Committee support interim approval for six ty rather
than seventy spac es, to be phased in appr  opriately over
approximately a three-month period;

profiles of the clients be made available to the proposed Community
Reference Board upon request;

the Commissioner of Commun ity and Neighbourhood Services be
requested to ne gotiate a wr itten ¢ ommunity ¢ ontract with the
community repres entatives and local Councillors, including City
obligations and commitments;

the Commissioner of Commu nity and Neig hbourhood Services
ensure that the Community Reference Board has access to program
information, financial informati on, service statistics and phy sical
premises;

the Commissioner of Comm unity and Neig hbourhood Services
review the a ssessment pr ocess to ide ntify pote ntial c lients f or
1673 Kingston Road with the Com munity Reference B oard, at the
earliest possible opportunity;

that Council, once agai, reiterate its support and insistence that there
be a broader distribution of all shelter services throughout the City;
and
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(7) the Commissioner of Community Services be requested to report
back to the CommunityServices Committee, prior to the rd of 1999,
on the overall condtions on Kingston Road with respect to hotel use,
refugees, social housing and othe rsocial serv ices uses which
combined are causing difficulties for the community;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council further di rect the
Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services to r eview the

operations of the 1673 Kingston Road facility at the end of April 2000, and,
after a public meeting, report back to the Community Services Committee
and Council outlining the impact, if any, that the facility has had on the local
community, along with any recommendations to address those impacts, or

revisit the appropriateness of this site.”

(b) Councillor Shiner, seconded by Mayor Lastman, moved that, in the event Motion I
does not carry, Council adopt the following Resolution:

“BE IT RESOLVED THAT a Reference Board be established to work with
the staff of the facility, in order to ensure accountability to the Community
and the City;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the responsibilities of the
Reference Board be as follows:

(1) to review all program and financial information;

(2) to review security arrangements for the facility;

3) to review physical requirements and upgrades for the premises;
4) to review profiles of individuals as they come to the building;

(%) to establish evaluation criteria to beused to evaluate the program and
to participate in a six-month review of the program;

(6) to provide a forum to address any neighbourhood concerns/issues on
an ongoing basis; and

(7) to establish a ‘Community contract’, in consultation with hostel staff
and members of the community that will enshrine all agreements;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the me mbership of the
Reference Board be comprised of local residents, local businesses, police,
community organizations where appropriate, Members of City Council and
the Principal of Birch Cliff Public School, or his/her designate;
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(c)

(d)

(e)

®

(2

Votes:

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the R eference Board be
co-chaired by a member of staff and a community representative, selected by
the Board.”

Councillor Miller moved that motion (b) by Councillor Shiner, seconded by Mayor
Lastman, be amended by adding thereto the following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Commissione r of
Community and Neig hbourhood Services, in conjunction with the Chief
Planner, be requested to develop amodel for community mediation based on
a simplified and expedited Parkdale Conflict Resolution process to assist in
the future location of hostels and report thereon to the Community Services
Committee;”.

Councillor Layton moved that Pa rt (2) of motion (a) by Councillor Dug uid, and
Part (4) of motion (b) by Councillor Shiner, seconded byMayor Lastman, be referred
to the City Solicitor for report thereon to the Shelter Advisory Committee.

Councillor Balkissoon moved that Part (6) of motion (a) by Councillor Duguid be
amended by adding thereto the words “provided the services needed ether are or wil
be provided and also in conjunction with dugonsideration of exsting social housng
units within each community”.

Councillor Gardner moved that motion (a ) by Councillor Duguid be amended by
adding thereto the following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT residents to be selected for
1673 Kingston Road meet the following requirements:

(1) are well known to staff;

(2) have resided at Seaton House for a considerable period of time; and
3) have achieved stability and are able to carry out the basic standard of

living.”

Councillor Chong moved that Part (2) of motion (a) by Councillor Dug uid and
Part (4) of motion (b) by Councillor Shiner, seconded by May or L astman, be
amended by adding thereto the words “such profiles to meet the requirements of the
Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy legislation”.

Adoption of Motion I:
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Yes - 15
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, B alkissoon, Berardinetti, Flint, Gardner,

Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Minnan-W ong, Saundercook,
Shaw, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No - 32

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, B erger, B rown, B ussin, Chong, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Dug uid, F eldman, F otinos, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski, L ayton, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mi hevc, Miller, Nunziata,
O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Shiner, Silva

Lost by a majority of 17.

Adoption of motion (d) by Councillor Layton:

Yes - 31

Councillors: Adams, Augi meri, B erardinetti, B erger, B rown, B ussin,
Chong, Chow, Disero, F eldman, F lint, F otinos, Gardner,
Giansante, Holy day,J ohnston,J ones, Kinahan, King ,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, L indsay L uby, McConn ell,
Miheve, Miller, O’Brien, Pantalone, Prue, Saundercook, Silva,
Soknacki

No - 15

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Davis, Dug uid, J akobek,
Li Preti, N unziata, Oote s, Pitfield, Sha w, Shine r, Tze kas,
Walker

Carried by a majority of 16.

Having regard to the foregoing decision of Council, motion (g) by Councillor Chong was
declared redundant.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (f) by Councillor Gardner:

Yes - 18

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, B alkissoon, B erardinetti, B erger, Davis,
Duguid, Flint, Gardner, Holyday, Jones, Nunziata, Pitfield,
Saundercook, Shaw, Tzekas, Walker
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No - 29

Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, B rown, B ussin, Chong , Chow, Disero,

Feldman, F otinos, Giansante, J akobek, J ohnston, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, L ayton, L i Preti, L indsay L uby,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, O’Brien, Ootes,
Pantalone, Prue, Shiner, Silva, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 11.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (f) by Councillor Gardner:

Yes - 20
Mayor:

Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Berardinetti, Berger, Davis, Duguid, Flint,

Gardner, Holyday, Jakobek, King, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pitfield, Saundercook, Shaw, Tzekas, Walker

No - 27

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Brown, Bussin, Chong, Chow,

Disero, F eldman, F otinos, Giansante, J] ohnston, J ones,
Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, O’Brien, Pantalone, Prue, Shiner,
Silva, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 7.

Adoption of Part (3) of motion (f) by Councillor Gardner:

Yes - 18
Mayor:

Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Berardinetti, Berger, Davis, Duguid, Flint,

Gardner, Holy day, Mille r, Nunzia ta, Oote s, Pitfield,
Saundercook, Shaw, Tzekas, Walker

No -29

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Brown, Bussin, Chong, Chow,

Disero, F eldman, F otinos, Giansante, J] akobek, J ohnston,
Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, O’Brien,
Pantalone, Prue, Shiner, Silva, Soknacki

Lost by a majority of 11.

Adoption of motion (e) by Councillor Balkissoon:
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Yes - 37

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, Ber ardinetti,
Berger, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Dugiid, Feldman, Flint,
Fotinos, Gardner, Giansante, Holy day, J akobek, J ohnston,
Jones, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, McConnell,
Mihevc, Minnan-W ong, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pitfield,
Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No - 10
Councillors: Adams, Brown, B ussin, Kinahan, L ayton, L1 Preti, Miller,
Pantalone, Prue, Silva

Carried by a majority of 27.
Motion (a) by Councillor Duguid, as amended, carried.
Motion (c¢) by Councillor Miller carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Shiner, seconded by Mayor Lastman, as amended, carried.

Adoption of Resolution, as amended:

Yes - 41

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, Berger, B rown, B ussin,
Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Dug  uid, F eldman, F lint,
Fotinos, Gardner, Giansante, J]  akobek, J ohnston, J ones,
Kinahan, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski, L ayton, L 1P reti,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mi hevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong,
Nunziata, O’B rien, O otes, Pantalone, Pitf ield, Prue,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Soknacki, Tzekas

No -6
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Holyday, Shaw, Walker

Carried by a majority of 35.

In summary, Council did not adopt Motion I. Council adopted the following Resolution:
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“BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council support the direction g iven by staff to the
Shelter Advisory Committee on October 14, 1999, as outlined below:

(1) the Advisory Committee support inte rim approval for six ty rather t han
seventy spaces, to be phasedi n a ppropriately over approx imately a
three-month period;

(2) the Commissioner of Communityand Neighbourhood Services be requested
tone gotiatea wr itten community ¢ ontract with the ¢ ommunity
representatives and local Councillors , including City obligations and
commitments;

3) the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services ensure that
the Community Re ference B oard ha s access to prog ram informati on,
financial information, service statistics and physical premises;

(4) the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services review the
assessment process to identifypotential clients for 1673 Kington Road with
the Community Reference Board, at the earliest possible opportunity;

5) that Council, once again, reiterate its support and insistence that there be a
broader distribution of all shelter services throughout the City, provided the
services needed either are or will be provided and also in conjunction with
due consideration of existing social housing units within each community;
and

(6) the Commissioner of Community Services be requested to report back to he
Community Services Committee, prior to the end of 1999, on the overall
conditions on King ston Road with respect to hotel use, refug ees, social
housing and other social services uses which combined are causing
difficulties for the community;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council further direct the
Commissioner of Communityand Neighbourhood Services to review the operations
of the 1673 K ingston Road facility at the end of April 2000, and, after a public
meeting, report back to the Community Services Committee and Council outlining
the impact, if any, that the facility has had on the local community, along with any
recommendations to address those impacts, or revisit the appropriateness of this site

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a Reference Board be established to
work with thestaff of the facility, in oder to ensure accountability to the Community
and the City;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the responsibilities of the Reference
Board be as follows:
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(1) to review all program and financial information;
(2) to review security arrangements for the facility;
3) to review physical requirements and upgrades for the premises;

4) to establish evaluation criteria to be used to evaluate the prog ram and to
participate in a six-month review of the program;

(%) to provide a forum to address any neighbourhood concerns/issues on an
ongoing basis; and

(6) to establish a ‘Community contract’, in ¢ onsultation with hostel staff and
members of the community that will enshrine all agreements;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the membership of the Reference
Board be comprised of local r  esidents, loc al busine sses, polic e, c ommunity
organizations where appropride, Members of CityCounciland the Principal of Brch
Cliff Public School, or his/her designate;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Reference Board be co-chaired
by a member of staff and a community representative, selected by the Board,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Commissioner of Community
and Neighbourhood Services, inconjunction with the Chief Planner, be requested to
develop a model for community mediation based on a s implified and ex pedited
Parkdale Conflict Resolution process to assist in the future location of hostels and
report thereon to the Community Services Committee;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the following motions be referred to
the City Solicitor for report thereon to the Shelter Advisory Committee:

Moved by Councillor Duguid:

‘AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT profiles of the clients
be made available to the proposd Community Reference Board upon
request.’

Moved by Councillor Shiner:

‘AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT responsibilities of the
Reference Board include the review of profiles of individuals as they

29

come to the building;’.
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12.57 Councillor Ootes moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(1), moved by
Councillor Chong, seconded by Councillor Ootes, and, in the absence of Councillor (hong,
moved by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

Moved By: Councillor Minnan-Wong
Seconded By: Councillor Ootes

“WHEREAS Toronto Transit Commission (  TTC) ridership has dropped b vy
90 million trips annually over the past decade; and

WHEREAS this drop in ridership on the TTC is leading to severe road congestion;
and

WHEREAS the level of transit service overall, and the Wheel-Trans service in
particular, needs to be improved to bring back the riders and to increase the number
of Wheel-Trans trips available; and

WHEREAS in other cities, transit productivity has been substantially improved by
contracting out some or all of these services;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Chief Administrative Officer
be requested to carry out a review of the experience in other cities with contracting
out of t ransit servi ces, speci fically spec ial servi ces such as W heel-Trans, and

determine the improvement in productivity that might result from such initiatives at
the TTC;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Chief Administrative Officer
present this report to the Policy and Finance Committee at his earliest convenience
but no later than January 30, 2000.”

Council also had before it,  during consideratio n of MotionJ (1), a communication
(October 27, 1999) from the Chief General Manager, Toronto Transit Commission,
recommending that a review of contractin g out/privatiz ation of a ny Toronto Transit
Commission services not be held at this time.

Vote to waive provisions of Council Procedural By-law to introduce Motion J(1):

Yes - 19

Councillors: Altobello, B alkissoon, B erger, B rown, Disero, Giansante,
Holyday, J ohnston, King ,L iPreti,L  indsay Luby,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, O’  Brien, Ootes, Pitfield,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki
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12.58

No - 20

Councillors: Ashton, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B ussin, Chow, Dug uid,
Filion, Gardner, Jones, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton,
Mihevc, Miller, Mosc oe, Nunzia ta, Pa ntalone, Prue, Rae,
Walker

Lost, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Having regard that the motion to wave notice did not carry, Notice of this Motion was gven
to permit consideration at the nex  tr egular meeting of City Council to be held on

November 23, 1999.

Councillor Walker moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) ofthe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(2), moved by
Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Ad ams, and, in the absence of Councillor

Adams, seconded by Councillor Johnston, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members

present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Johnston

“WHEREAS City Council at its me eting held on July 27, 28, 29 a nd 30, 1999,
adopted, without amendm ent, Clause N o. 11 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed ‘Driveway Widening - 26 Duncannon Drive (North
Toronto)’; and

WHEREAS Council, in adoptingthis Clause,permitted the application for drieway
widening for two véhicles, subject to theapplicant complying with thecriteria set out
in Chapter 248, Parking Licences, of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code;
and

WHEREAS the applicant cannot fulfil the criteria of Chapter 248 ofthe former City
of Toronto Municipal Code, and, as a result, will be denied his application; and

WHEREAS it was the intent of t he Toronto Community Council, in making its
recommendations to Council, that the  application be permitted for driveway
widening for two vehicles;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 11 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed, ‘Driveway Widening - 26 Duncannon Drive (North
Toronto)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council approve the application for
driveway widening for two vehicles at 26 Duncannon Drive, without the necessity
of the applicant complying with the provisions of Chapter 248 of the former City of
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12.59

Toronto Municipal Code, with respect to tle paving requirements, and subject to the
applicant paying the appropriate fees.”

The first Operative Parag raph embodied in Mo tion J(2) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(2) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Jakobek moved that subsections 26(4)27(1) and 28(1) ofhe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(3):

Moved by: Councillor Jakobek
Seconded by: Councillor Fotinos

“WHEREAS there is space available in most former municipal offices that could be
rented; and

WHEREAS Members of the federal and provincial governments serve the public in
the same way as City Councillors; and

WHEREAS it is easier for the public to visit all three representatives in the same
place; and

WHEREAS the re a rea numbe r of M.P.P.sc urrently r e-negotiating the ir
constituency office leases at this time;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk and the Director
of Property be requested to offer suitable office space to M.P.s and M.P.P.s, where
available and at market rent.”,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes - 31

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, B erardinetti,
Bossons, Chong , Chow, Disero, Dug uid, F eldman, F ilion,
Fotinos, Giansante, Holy day, J akobek, J ohnston, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Li Preti, Lindsay [uby, McConnell,
Moeser, Nunz iata, O’B rien, Oo tes, Pantalone , Sinclair,
Walker
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No-13

Councillors: Berger, B rown, B ussin, Jones, Mahood, Mihevc, Miller,

Minnan-Wong, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner

Carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motions:

(a) Mayor Lastman moved that Motion J (3) be referred to th e Chief Administrative

Officer for report thereon to the Administration Committee.

(b) Councillor Moeser moved that motion (a) by Mayor Lastman be amended to provide
that the Chief Administrative Officer submit the report to the Office Consolidation

Sub-Commiittee.

Votes:

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Moeser:

Yes - 27

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Bossons, Bussin, Chong, Davis,

Disero, Duguid, F eldman, J ohnston, J ones,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L indsay L uby, McConnell, Mihevc,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe, O’Brien, Pantalone, Prue,
Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Sinclair

No - 13
Mayor:

Lastman

Councillors: Ashton, Giansante, Holy day, J akobek, Kinahan, L i Preti,

Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfield, Silva, Soknacki

Carried by a majority of 14.

Adoption of motion (a) by Mayor Lastman, as amended:

Yes - 37
Mayor:

Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, B ossons, B ussin,

Chong, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Holyday, Johnston,
Jones, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe
O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook,
Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki

b
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No -4
Councillors: Brown, Giansante, Jakobek, Nunziata

Carried by a majority of 33.

12.60 Councillor Miller moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(4), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Miller
Seconded by: Councillor King

“WHEREAS the goal of protecting and enhanc ing Toronto’s rivers wa s given
further support by the federal government’s designation of the Humber River as a
Canadian Heritage River on September 24, 1999; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto’s quality of lifeand the health of its rivers is bound
up with the ecological health of the Oak R idges Moraine headwaters areas of our
rivers; and

WHEREAS suburban sprawl, includingthat caused by large infrastructure projects,
on the Oak Ridges Moraine presents a realthreat to the quality and quantity of water
entering the Humber River, the Don River and the Rouge River; and

WHEREAS discussions reg arding the development of a long -term str ategy to
protect the Oak Ridg es Moraine are about to commence and the City of Toronto
must act quickly if it is to participate in these discussions;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto ask the
Regional Munic ipalities of York, Durham and Peel to inc lude the City in the ir
discussions regarding the development of a long-term strategy to protect the Oak
Ridges Moraine;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto, together with
the other Greater Toronto Area municipdities, oppose development anwhere within
the watersheds which does not protect or ahance the health of our river sgtems and
of the Oak Ridges Moraine, in particular;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City recognize and support the
work of the Toronto and Region Conservation Authority and its various programs
which are directed at protecting the natural resources of the watersheds, including
the he adwater a reas within the Oak Ridg es Mor aine, a nd reco mmend that the
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Toronto and Reg ion Conservation Authority must have a role to pla y in the
development and implementation of any strategy for the Oak Ridges Moraine.”

Motions:

(a) Councillor O’B rien moved that Motion J (4) be amended by adding thereto th e
following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto request
the Province of Ontario to provide leadership in a long-term strategy for the
entire Oak Ridges Moraine and the necessary planning mechanism or other
legislative tools, suc h asa Provincial Polic y Sta tement, to e nsure the
implementation of the strategy.”

(b) Councillor Mahood moved that Motion J (4) be amended by adding thereto the
following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt a
minimum 30-metre setback requirement from stable top of bank, as it applies
to the Rouge Valley Watershed.”

Ruling by Deputy Mayor:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to thenature of motion (b) byCouncillor Mahood, ruled
such motion out of order.

(c) Councillor B alkissoon moved that Moti  onJ (4) be referre d to the Acting
Commissioner of Urban Planning and Development Services for report thereon to
the Planning and Transportation Committee.

Withdrawal of motion:
Councillor Balkissoon, with the permission of Council, withdrew his motion (c).
Motions:

(d) Councillor Miller moved that MotionJ  (4) be amended by adding thereto the
following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto is not
taking a position that any specific set backs from tops of banks are sufficient
protection for the watersheds, until such time that City staff is satisfied that
our rivers and valleys are not negatively impacted.”
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(e)

Votes:

Councillor Adams moved that Motion J  (4) be amended by adding thereto the
following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Chief Planner and the
City Solicitor be requested to submita joint report to the Planning and
Transportation Committee on the steps theCity and City Council can take to
advance the City’s interest in preserving the Oak Ridges Moraine as a natiral
resource.”

Motion (d) by Councillor Miller carried.

Motion (e) by Councillor Adams carried.

Motion (a) by Councillor O’Brien carried.

Adoption of Motion J(4), as amended:

Yes - 37

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Brown,
Chong, Chow, Davis, Dug uid, F lint, Gardner, Holy day,
Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, L iPret i, L indsay L uby, McConnell, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, O’B rien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitf ield, Prue,
Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Soknacki, Tzkas, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

In summary, Council adopted Motion J (4), subject to a dding thereto the following new
Operative Paragraphs:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto request the

Province of Ontario to provide leadership in a long-term strategy for the entire Oak
Ridges Moraine and the necessary planning mechanism or other legislative tools,
such as a Provincial Policy Statement, to ensure the implementation of the strategy;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto is not taking a
position that any specific set backs from tops of banks are sufficient protection for
the watersheds, until such time that City staff is satisfied that our rivers and valleys
are not negatively impacted;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Chief Planner and the City
Solicitor be requested to submit a joint report to the Planning and Transportation
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Committee on the steps the City and City Council can take to advance the City ’s
interest in preserving the Oak Ridges Moraine as a natural resource.”

12.61 Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski moved that subgctions 26(4), 27(1) axd 28(1) of the Council

Procedural By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion X5)
and that the first Operative Paragraph embodied therein be adopted:

Moved by: Councillor Korwin-KuczynskKi
Seconded by: Councillor Adams

“WHEREAS the C hief Financial Officer and Treas urer was request ed by City
Council at its meeting of April 26, 1999, to report on the feasibility of generating
additional revenues or allocati ng revenues from park ing-related pr ograms a nd
facilities to support public transit in the City; and

WHEREAS a report dated September 30, 1999, from the Chief Financial Officer
and Tr easurer, e ntitled © Feasibility of I mplementinga Pa rking L evy on

Private/Public Parking to Support Public Transit and Application of Revenues from
Parking’, was submitted to the Policy and Finance Committee for its me eting of

October 14, 1999; and

WHEREAS the Policy and Finance Committee received the report and voted not to
forward this important report and i ssue to City Council for consideration,
notwithstanding the request of visiting Councillors, and a motion bya Member of the
Policy and Finance Committee; and

WHEREAS the aforementioned report is re€renced in Item (b) contained in Clause
No. 19 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee; and

WHEREAS there is aneed to establish a long-term strategy to sustain public transit
in the City of Toronto, including the feasibility of dedicating a portion of revenues
from motor vehicle-related activities such as permit parking, front yard parking,
parking meters, municipal parking lots, to public transit; and

WHEREAS all motorists benefit from a sustainable and e fficient public transit
system and, therefore, revenue generated by automobiles, or portion theref, should
be allocated towards public transit; and

WHEREAS City Council approved, ths year, a Toronto Transit Commission (TTC)
fare i ncrease, or ri sked having t o i ncrease property ta xes, in or der to pa y for

increases sustained under the collective bagaining settlement reached between TTC

and its workers;
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NOW THEREFORE BE |IT RESOLVED THAT, notwithstanding
subsection 127(5) of the Council Procedural By-law, Council give consideration to
the attached report dated September 30, 1999, from the Chief Financial Officer and
Treasurer, entitled ‘Feasibility of Implementing a Parking Levy on Private/Public
Parking to Support Public Transit and Application of Revenues from Parking’;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City staff review and report to City
Council at the earliest possible date on the feasibility of dedicating portions of City
revenues generated by automobiles towards maintaining long -term e fficient and
sustainable public transportation in this City;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council request the Province
of Ontario to enact the necessary legislation to allow municipalities, if necessary, to
levy a parking surcharge on public parking spaces, and on commercial, industrial,
and institutional parking spaces, and that any such revenues generated by a parking
surcharge be allocated solely for the purpose of supporting public transportation as
a way of easing its burden on the local property taxpayer, and offsetting possible
future public transportation fare increases.”,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes - 31

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bossons,
Bussin, Chow, F  eldman, F ilion, Giansante, Holy day,
Johnston, J ones, Kin ahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Lindsay L uby, McC onnell, Mihevc, Miller, O’B  rien,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Sinclair,
Soknacki, Walker

No-11

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Berger, Brown, Disero, Fotinos, Jakobek, Li Preti, Mahood,
Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes

Carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council had before it, during consideration of Motion J(5), a report (September 30, 1999)
from the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, entitled “Feasibility of Implementing a
Parking L evy on Private /Public Parking to Support Public Trans it and Application of
Revenues from Parking”. (See Attachment No. 1, Page 119)

Motion:

Councillor Adams moved that consideration of tle balance of Motion I5) be defered to the
next regular meeting of City Council to be held on November 23, 1999.
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Vote:
The motion by Councillor Adams carried.
12.62 Councillor Layton moved that subsections 26(4) 27(1) and 28(1) ofthe Council Procedural

By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(6), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Layton
Seconded by: Councillor Adams

“WHEREAS the Medical Officer of Health has determined that over 400 residents
in Toronto die prematurely because of smog each year, while at least 300 others are
hospitalized annually; and

WHEREAS smog episodes in To ronto are linke d to the hig h levels of 0z one in
southern Ontario; and

WHEREAS over half of the ozone which affects southern Ontario comes from the
United States; and

WHEREAS most of the ozone that originates in the United States is the result of
nitrogen oxide emissions from coal-fired plants in the U.S. mid-west; and

WHEREAS the levels of oz one in Toronto’s air commonly exceed the levels at
which serious health effects and hospitalizations have been demonstrated; and

WHEREAS a U.S. En vironmental Protection Agency Ruling which would have
reduced nitrogen oxide emissions from coal-fired plants in 23 jurisdictions byabout
64 percent, was recently stayed (killed) by the Court of Appeals; and

WHEREAS New York’s Attorney General announced on September 15, 1999, that
he inte nds to sue 17 ¢ oal-fired plants in f ive mid- western sta tes, for failing to
upgrade their pollution controls when they expanded their plants, as is required of
them under the U.S. Clean Air Act; and

WHEREAS the New York S tate’s Attorney General has 1 ndicated that his legal
intervention would benefit from support from the City of Toronto as an impacted
community downwind of American coal-fired power stations; and

WHEREAS the 60-day notice period expires on November 15, 1999, and there is
a legal time frame within which it would be desirable for C ouncil to initiate its
consideration of participation; and
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WHEREAS the Medical Officer of Health will be submitting a report on this mater
to the Environmental Task Force on Wednesday, October 20, 1999;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council:

(1

)

3)

4

)

(6)

(7)

commend New York’s Attorney General for pursuing legal action against
17 coal-fired power plants in the mid-western United States that contribute
to smog;

provide approval, in principl e, for the City to support New York’s leg al
action as a ‘Friend of the Court’, and direct the City Solicitor, in consultation
with the Medical Officer of Heal th and t he Commissioner of W orks and
Emergency Se rvices, to inve stigate the le gal a nd r esource implic ations
required for this action, and report back to the November Council meeting,
through the Policy and Finance Committee (with a report being sent to the
Board of He alth, Wor ks Committe e a nd Envi ronmental Ta sk F orce for
information);

ask the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) if they and/or their
members will endorse Toronto’s intervention as a ‘Friend of the Court’;

request Toronto Hydro to report to Council’s December meeting on whether
its supplier, Ontario Power Generation, is buying electricity from any of the
17 coal-fired power plants that have been identified in the lawsuit;

request Toronto Hydro to investigate the feasibility of adopting a purchasing
policy which encourages a shift to natural gas and renewable energies by
stipulating that air emission rates fonitrogen oxides, sulphur dioxide, carbon
dioxide and mercurybe comsidered along with price when awardng contracts
for power;

investigate the feasibility of adopting a purchasing policy for the City as a
corporation which encourages a shift to natural gas and renewable energies;
and

indicate to the Premier of Ontario that it is essential to the health of Ontario
residents that the Province establish aggressive air emission standards for
electricity generated for Ontario consumers before the market opens to full
competition in 2000.”

Council had before it, during consideration of Motion J(6), the following communications:

(1) (October 21, 1999) from the City Clerk, forwarding the recommendation of the
Environmental Task Force pertaining to the report dated October 20, 1999, from the
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Medical Offi cer of Heal th, respect ingt he New York S tate | aw sui t ag ainst
Mid-Western Coal-Fired Power Plants. (See Attachment No. 2, Page 131); and

(i1) (October 26, 1999) from the Attorne y General, State of New York, ex pressing
appreciation to the Mayor and Members of Council for the warm welcome extended
to staff of the Office of the Attorney General who participated in the recent public
hearing on acid rain and smog in To ronto; and indicating full support and
co-operation to City Council in its efforts to encourage pollution reduction.

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that Motion J (6) be adopted, subject to deleting the Operative
Paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the following new Operative Paragraph:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the recommendation of
Environmental Task Force embodied inthe communication dated October 21, 1999,
from the City Clerk, be adopted, viz.:

‘The Environmental Task F orce recommends that City Council adopt the
recommendations contained in the report dated October 20, 1999, from the
Medical Officer of Health, viz.:

“It is recommended that Toronto City Council:

(1) commend New York State’s Attorney General for pursuing
legal a ction against 17 ¢ oal-fired powe 1 pla nts in the
mid-western United States that contribute to smog;

(2) provide approval in principl e for the City to support New

York’s legal action as a ‘Friend of the Court’, and direct the
City Solicitor, in ¢ onsultation with the Medical Officer of
Health and the Commissioner of W orks and Emerg ency
Services, to inve stigate the legal and resource implications
required for this action, and report back to th ¢ November
Council meeting through the Policy and Finance Committee
(with copies sent to the Board of Health, Works Committee,
Environmental Task Force and the Toronto
Inter-Departmental Environment Team for information);

3) request tha t the Assoc iation of Munic ipalities of Ontario
(AMO) and the Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM)
endorse Toronto’s intervention as a ‘Friend of the Court’ in
New York State’s legal action;
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12.63

4

©)

(6)

(7

Votes:

request that Toronto Hydro report to the December Council
meeting indic ating whe ther its supplie r, Onta rio Powe r
Generation, is buying electricity from any of the 17 coal-fired
power plants identified in the law suit;

request that Toronto H  ydro report to Council on the
feasibility of adopting a purchasing policy which encourages
a shift to natural gas and renewable energies by stipulating
that air emission rates for nitrog en oxides, sulphur dioxide,
carbon dioxide and mercury, be considered along with price
when purchasing electrical power;

request that the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer report
to Council on the feasibility of adopting a similar purchasing
policy for the City as a purchaser of electricity; and

indicate to the Premier of Ontario that it is e ssential to the
health of Onta rio r esidents tha t the Pr ovince e stablish
aggressive air emission standards for electricity generated in
Ontario and for Ontario consumers, before the market opens
to full competition in the year 2000.”

The motion by Councillor Layton carried.

Motion J(6), as amended, carried.

Councillor Fotinos moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(7), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by:

Seconded by:

Mayor Lastman

Councillor Fotinos

“WHEREAS the Toronto District Heating Corporation (TDHC) is in transition to
a share capital corporation where the City and OMERS are equal shareholders; and

WHEREAS Council on September 28 and 29, 1999, appointed four of the six
Directors t o t he Board of Di rectors of TDHC and di rected t hat t he S election
Committee bring forward the City citizen nominees to Council for approval as soon

as possible; and
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WHEREAS the closingdate for the transition isbefore the next meeting of Council;
and

WHEREAS the Ma yor a nd the Chie f Administr ative Of ficer ha ve submitted
confidential reports da ted October 26, 1999, and Oc tober 25, 1999, respectively ,
pertaining to this matter;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consideration to
the aforementioned c onfidential reports dated October 26, 1999, and October 25,
1999, from the Mayor and the Chief Administrative Officer, respectively, and that
such reports be adopted.”

Council had before it, during consideration of Motion J (7), the following confidential
reports:

(1) (October 26, 1999) from Mayor Mel Lastman; and
(11) (October 25, 1999) from the Chief Administrative Officer.
Motion:

Councillor J akobek move d that Motion J (7) be amended to pr ovide that the May or’s
appointment to this body be referred to the Striking Committee as per the procedure of City
Council.

Withdrawal of motion:

Councillor Jakobek, with the permissi on of Council, withdrew his foreg oing motion, and
requested that it be noted in the Minutes of ths meeting that he had requested permission to
withdraw his motion based on the understanding that the Mayor’s appointment to this body
will go through the Striking Committee.

Vote:
Motion J(7) was adopted, without amendment.

Council, by its adoption of Motion J(7), without amendment:

(a) adopted, without amendment, the confidential report dated October 26, 1999, from
Mayor Mel L astman, such report to remain confidential in accordance wi th the
provisions of the Municipal Act, save and ex cept the following recommendations
embodied therein:
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“It is recommended that:

(1) as recommended by the Selec tion Committee appointed by  Council,
Rochelle C. Stenzler and Harriet F. Reisman be elected as directors of the
Board of Directors of TDHC, to be e ffective as soon as the TDHC Act is
proclaimed;

(2) Rochelle Stenzler be named Chair; and

3) the appropriate City Offi cials be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.”; and

(b) adopted, without amendment, the confidential report dated October 25, 1999, from
the Chief Administrative Officer, such report to remain confidential in accordance
with the provisions of the Municipal Act ,save an d ex cept the following
recommendations and Appendix 1 embodied therein:

“It 1s recommended that:

(1) the Articles of Amendment attached as Appendix 1 to thisreport be approved
to reflect the conversion rig hts of TDHC Class A shares as approved by
Council in the Shareholders’ Agreement;

(2) Appendix 1 be made public along with the recommendations of this report,
once approved by Council; and

3) the a ppropriate City Of ficials be a uthorized a nd directed to ta ke the
necessary action to give effect thereto.”

(A copy of Appendix 1 is on file in the office of the City Clerk.)

12.64 Councillor Moscoe moved that subsections 264), 27(1) and 28(1) ofthe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(8), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Moscoe

Seconded by: Councillor Davis

“WHEREAS Application No. UDOZ97-41 (Block H in the Downsview Secondary
Plan) area adopted by Council on September 28, 1999, by its adoption, as amended,

of Clause No.16 of Report No. 8 of The North York Community Council, headed

‘Zoning Amendment Application UDOZ-97-41 - Costco Canada L imited - South

Side of Wilson Avenue, W est of Allen Road - North York S padina’, calls for an

Ontario Municipal Board (OMB) mediation hearing with regard to Toronto Transit
Commission (TTC) requirements; and

WHEREAS the TTC is a party to that mediation hearing; and



78

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
October 26 and 27, 1999

12.65

WHEREAS in order to offset the negative effects of this development on public
transit, the T TC will be forced t o incur s ignificant ¢ apital c osts a nd o ngoing
additional operating costs which will result in a waste of taxpayers’ dollars; and

WHEREAS these additional costs should be offset by th e proponent of the
development through a one-time investment in mitigating measures;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council support the TTC at the
OMB mediation and all subsequent OMB proceedings and that the City Solicitor be
directed to attend the mediation and any OMB hearings in that regard.”

Vote:
Motion J(8) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Jakobek moved hat subsections 26(4) 27(1) and 28(1) ofhe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(9), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Jakobek

Seconded by: Councillor Disero

“WHEREAS City Council at its me eting held on J uly 27, 28, 29 and 30, 1999,
adopted, wi thout amendment, Clause N o. 19 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council headed, ‘Removal of City-owned Tree - 41 Wayland Avenue
(East Toronto)’; and

WHEREAS the owner wishes to appe al the decisions of the Toronto Community
Council and Toronto City Council;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 19 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council headed, ‘Removal of City-owned Tree - 41 Wayland Avenue
(East Toronto)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Clause No. 19 of Report No. 11 of
The Toronto Community Council heade d, ‘Removal of City-owned Tree -
41 Wayland Avenue (East Toronto)’, be réerred back to the Toronto Communityfor
deputations.”

Votes:

The first Operative Parag raph embodied in Motion J(9) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.
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The balance of Motion J(9) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Jakobek moved that subsectons 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) ofhe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(10), moved
by Councillor Jakobek, seconded by Councillor Disero, and with thepermission of Council,
at the request of Councillor Bussin, seconded by Councillor Bussin, which carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Jakobek
Seconded by: Councillor Bussin

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on J uly 27, 28, 29 and 30, 1999,
adopted, without amendment , Clause N o. 52 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed ‘Front Yard Parking - 130 Glen Manor Drive (East
Toronto)’; and

WHEREAS st aff oft he W orks and Em ergency Services Department need
clarification on the intentions of adopting the recommendations embodied therein;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 52 of Report No. 11 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed ‘F ront Yard Parking - 130 Glen Manor Dri ve (East
Toronto)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Clause No. 52 of Report No. 11 of
The Toronto Community Council, headed ‘Front Yard Parking - 130 Glen Manor
Drive (East Toronto)’, be referred back to the Toronto Community for clarification
required by staff.”

Votes:

The first Operative Paragraph embodied in Motion J(10) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(10) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski moved that subsctions 26(4), 27(1) axd 28(1) of the Council
Procedural B y-law be wa ived to pe rmit ¢ onsideration of th e following Notic e of
Motion J(11), which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
affirmative:

Moved By: Councillor Korwin-KuczynskKi

Seconded By: Councillor Miller
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Vote:

“WHEREAS City Council on September 28 and 29, 1999, adopted, as amended,
Clause No. 63 of Report 12 of The To ronto Community Council, headed ‘Tree
Removal - 256 MacDonell Avenue (High Park)’; and

WHEREAS the owner of 256 MacDonellAvenue requests permission to remove an
oak tree from the subject property; and

WHEREAS the tree in question is a thirty-two centimetre diameter multiple-stem
red oak in fair condition, and is located at the front of the property; and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment has granted variances required for the
construction of a two-storey addition at the front of the property; and

WHEREAS the owner agrees to plant on the City of Toronto road allowance, a
mature repl acement t ree at ful 1 cost t o hi m, i n consul tation with andt ot he
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural B y-law, Clause No. 63 of Report 12 of Th e Toronto
Community Council, headed ‘Tree Removd - 256 MacDorell Avenue (High Park)’,
be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council grant permission for
the removal of the subject tree.”

The first Operative Paragraph embodied in Motion J(11) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Miller moved that the balance of Motion J(11) be adopted, subject to adding to
the second Operative Parag raph the words “subject to the owner ag reeing to plant on the
City of Toronto road allowance, a mature replacement tree at full cost to him, in consultation
with and to the satisfaction of the Commissi oner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism”, so that such Operative Paragraph shall now read as follows:

Votes:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council grant permission for
the removal of the subject tree, subject to the owner agreeing to plant on the City of
Toronto road alowance, a mature replacement tree at full cost to him, in consultation
with and to thesatisfaction of the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture
and Tourism.”

The motion by Councillor Miller carried.
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Motion J(11), as amended, carried.

Councillor McConnell moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council
Procedural By-law be wa ived to pe rmit ¢ onsideration of the f ollowing Notic e of
Motion J(12), moved by Councillor Flint, seconded by Councillor McConnell, and, in the
absence of Councillor Flint, moved by Councillor Lindsay Luby, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Lindsay Luby

Seconded by: Councillor McConnell

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting held on September 28 and 29, 1999, by
its adoption, as amended, of C lause No.4 of Report No. 4 of The Planning and
Transportation Committee, headed ‘Year 2000 L icence Fees’, adopted the report
(August 27,1999) from the Acing Commissioner, Urban Plannng and Development
Services, subject to amending the schedule entitled ‘Taxicab Owners - for Original
Licence’, appended thereto, by deleting the words ‘When issued to a cab driver on
the waiting list” under Column 1 of the Schedule and by deleting the corresponding
amount of $5,965.00, under Column 2; and

WHEREAS the recommendation of the Planning and Transportation Committee
which was forwarded to Council for cons ideration was incorrect and should have
read:

‘The Planning and Transportation Committee recommends that the report
(August 27, 1 999) from the A cting Commissioner, Urban Planning and
Development Services, be adopted, subject to amending the schedule titled
“Taxicab Owners - for Original Licence” in Appendix 1 attached thereto, by
deleting the words “When issued to a cab_owneron the waiting listing” under
Column 1, and deleting the corresponding amount of $5,965.00 under
Column 2’; and

WHEREAS the reason for mak ing the original recommendation to Council to
amend the schedule to delete the reference t o the owners list was of a t echnical
nature, in order to be condstent with Council’s previous action taken on July 27, 28,
29 and 30, 1999, (Clause No. 3 of Report No.2 of The Planning and Transportation
Committee) whereby it amended the Licensing By-law to repeal provisions relating
to the owners;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 4 of Report No. 4of The Planning and
Transportation Committee, headed “Year 2000 Licence F ees’, be re-opened for
further consideratio n, only insofar as it pertains to that portion of the
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Votes:

Recommendation of the Planning and Transportation Committee to amend the fee
schedule attached to the staff report to delete reference to the taxicab drivers list;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council’s action in adopting the
following portion of the Recommendati on of the Planning and Transportation
Committee which reads:

...... subject to amending the schedule titled “Taxicab Owners - for
Original Licence”, appended thereto, by deleting the words “When
issued to a cab driver on the waiting list”, under Column 1 of the
Schedule and by deleting the corresponding amount of $5,965.00
under Column 2;’,

be rescinded, and the following be adopted in lieu thereof:

‘......subject to amending the schedule titled “Taxicab Owners - for Original
Licence”, appended t hereto, by deleting the words “W hen issued to a cab
owner on the waiting list” under Column 1 of the Schedule and by deleting
the corresponding amount of $5,965.00, under Column 2;’

so that the recommendation of the Planning and Transportation Committee will now
read:

‘The Planning and Transportation Committee recommends that the
report (August 27, 1999 ) from th e Acting Commissioner, Urban
Planning and Development Servicesbe adopted, subject to amending
the schedule titled “T axicab Owners - for Orig inal L icence” in
Appendix 1 attached thereto, by deleting the words “When issued to
a cab owner on the waiting list”, under Column 1, and deleting the
corresponding amount of $5,965.00 under Column 2°.”

The first Operative Paragraph embodied in Motion J(12) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(12) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Shiner moved that, in accordance wh subsection 28(2) of the Council Procedural
By-law, leave be granted to introduce the following Notice of Motion J(13), which carried:

Moved by: Councillor Shiner

Seconded by: Councillor King
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“WHEREAS area resi dents have recent ly expressed concerns reg ardingt he
intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark Avenue, and the location of the
existing pedestrian crosswalk to the north of this intersection; and

WHEREAS a report dated October 18, 1999, from the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services, indicates that pedestrian patterns have shifted and children
walking to three nearby schools are now crossing Shaughnessy Boulevard at an
unprotected point south of the current pedestrian crosswalk; and

WHEREAS subway construction in the vicinity of Don Mills Road and Sheppard
Avenue East has resulted ina  much higher volume of traffic on Shaug hnessy
Boulevard; and

WHEREAS t hese fact ors have com bined t o creat e an unsafe and pot entially
hazardous situation for area residents including many school-age children;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the recommendations from the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services contained in the attached report
dated October 18, 1999 be adopted by Council.”

Council had before it, duringconsiderationof Motion X13), a repott dated October 13, 1999,
from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, entitled “Traffic Operations:

Shaughnessy Boul evard, Ny mark Avenue t o Trai Iside Dri ve, S eneca Hei ghts. (S ee

Attachment No. 3, Page 136)

Vote:
Motion J(13) was adopted, without amendment.
Council, by its adoption, without amendment, of Motion J(13), adopted, without anendment,
the report dated October 18, 1999, from the Commissioner of Works and Emerg ency
Services, embodying the following recommendations:

“It is recommended that:

(1) Schedules XVIII and XIX of By-law No. 31001, of the former City of North

York, be amended to require traffi ¢ to stop on all approaches to the

intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark Avenue;

(2) improvements to the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard, estimated at a
cost of $42,600.00, be included within the 2000 Capital Budget; and

3) By-law No. 30518, of the former Cityof North York, be anended to relocate
the PXO located at the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark
Avenue, to a point approximately 70 metres south of Nymark Avenue.”
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12.70 Councillor Walker moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and28(1) of the Council Procedural

By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(14), moved
by Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Adams, and, in the absence of Councillor
Adams, seconded by Councillor Mihevc, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc
“WHEREAS half of the households in Toronto are tenant households; and

WHEREAS there are currently more than 40,000 children on the waiting list for
public housing in the City of Toronto'; and

WHEREAS the population of homeless in the City is at its highest level ever and
continues to escalate; and

WHEREAS the policies set out in the provincial government’s Tenant Protection
Act legislation have created an environment in which affordable rental housing is
being depleted at an alarming rate through above-guideline rent increases, vacancy
decontrol and demolitions/conversions to condominiums; and

WHEREAS t he recent st riking down of t he C ity of Toront o Of ficial P lan
Amendment II by the Ontario Municipal Board has removed the only remaining
mechanism the City of Toronto had to manage and protect its supply of affordable
rental housing; and

WHEREAS contrary to assumptions that ‘vacancy decontrol’ and the other policies
of the Tenant Protection Act would cause an i ncrease in the construction of new
rental apartments, production of such units is down 97 percent from average annual
production between 1989 - 1993 and continues to decline”; and

WHEREAS St. Paul’s M.P.P., Michael B ryant, with the s trong support of
M.P.P. David Caplan, is seeking to sponsor a Private Bill in the Ontario Legislature
to restore the municipality’s jurisdiction over final approval of all demolitions of
rental housing within its boundaries; and

WHEREAS protecting Toronto’s existing stock of affordable rental housing is one
of the utmost importance to Toronto City Council and the citizens it represents;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council initiate a
Private Bill, through the sponsorship of M.P.P. Michael Bryant, that would restore
to the municipality, final approval over all applications for de molition of rental
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housing in the City of Toronto, in order to give the City of Toronto the ability to
protect and manage its existing rental housing stock;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Mayor send a letter to e very
member of the Ontario Legislature on behalf of Toronto City Council urging them
to support the Private Bill.”

! DeMara, Bruce. “Child poverty: How kids are faring”. Toronto Star, October 15, 1999.
? “Where’s Home?: A Picture of Housing Needs In Ontario”. Municipal Profile: Toronto. April 1999.

Vote:
Motion J(14) was adopted, without amendment.
Councillor Moscoe moved that subsections 264), 27(1) and 28(1) ofthe Council Procedual
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(15), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Moscoe

Seconded by: Councillor Feldman

“WHEREAS ‘Coffee Tea or Me’, located at 3280 Dufferin Street has applied for a
liquor licence; and

WHEREAS the application will be dealt with on November 13, 1999; and
WHEREAS this is family coffee shop in residential zone; and

WHEREAS when this operation was originally approved by the City of Toronto,
representation was made by the applicant that no liquor would be available on the

premises; and

WHEREAS this is an ex tremely popular co ffee shop pa tronized ex tensively by
adolescents;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the liquor licence apgied for by
the operator of ‘Coffee Tea or Me’ be  opposed by the City of Toronto and the
Alcohol and Gaming Commission be so advised.”

Vote:

Motion J(15) was adopted, without amendment.
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12.72 Councillor Moscoe moved that subsections 264), 27(1) and 28(1) ofthe Council Procedural

By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(16), moved
by Councillor Moscoe, seconded by Councillor Davis, and, in the absence of Councillor
Davis, seconded by Councillor Shiner, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Moscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Shiner

“WHEREAS the Toronto Transit Commission (TTC) has constructed a rail drop
shaft in the vicinity of Sheppard Avenue and Welbeck Road; and

WHEREAS the rail drop shaft will be utilized to deliver and install rail, concrete
double ties and other systems equipment into the Sheppard Subway Yonge Tailtrack;
and

WHEREAS the use of the drop shaft from November 1, 1999, to December 31,
2000, requires the temporary closure of Welbeck Road to through traffic from the
north limit of Sheppard Avenue West to a point approximately 25 metres north of
Sheppard Avenue West; and

WHEREAS Welbeck Road will be re-opened during this period when not required
for TTC use; and

WHEREAS at the request of a local Councillor, the staff report on the proposed
closure of Welbeck Road was not consideed at the Notth York Community Council
meeting of October 13 and 14, 1999, pending the organization of a public meeting;
and

WHEREAS a public meetingwas held on O¢ober 21, 1999, to discussthe proposed
closure and no concerns were identified; and

WHEREAS in addition to the public meeting, the property owners most directly
affected by the closure of Welbeck Road and the location of tle drop shaft have been
consulted and alternative traffic access has been agreed upon; and

WHEREAS roads in this area were previously closed to construct the Tailtrack and
the closures were without incident; and

WHEREAS sta ff'in the Transportation Division of the W orks and Emerg ency
Services Department support the proposed closure;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City of Toronto Council
authorize the temporary closure of Welbeck Road to through traffic from the north
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limit of She ppard Ave nue Westto a point approximately 25 me tres nor th of
Sheppard Avenue West, from November 1, 1999, to December 31, 2000;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT a uthority be g ranted f or the
introduction of the necessary Bills in Council to give effect thereto, if required.”

Vote:
Motion J(16) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Rae moved that s ubsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(17), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor Li Preti

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on Septemb er 28 and 29, 1999,
adopted Clause No. 14 of Report No. 5 of The A dministration Committee headed
‘Declaration as Surplus —Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East — Mun icipal
No. 63°, thereby declaring surplus to the City’s requirements the properties known
municipally as Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East and authorizing that notice
be given to the public of the intended manner of sale; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with By-law No. 551-1998, the notice of the proposed
sale was given advising that the City proposes to enter into a joint venture with the
developers of the abutting property respecting the sale of these lands to reflect the
fact that, as part of the compensation for the lands, the City was to acquire strata title
to a portion of the proposed developmentcontaining a 12-space parkingfacility; and

WHEREAS Clause No. 7 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance Committee,
headed ‘Redevelopment of Car Park 63 Located at 111 and 117 Richmond Street
East, (Ward 24- Downtown)’ before C ouncil at its meeting of October 26, 1999,

recommends the adoption of the report (September 28, 1999) from the President,

Toronto Parking Authority, entitled ‘Redevelopment of Car Park No. 63 Located at
Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East’, subject to amending Recommendation
No. (1) and deleting Recommendation No. (2) thereby recommending that City
Council approve an agreement of purchase and sale with Intracorp Developments
(French Quarter II) Ltd. the total value of the transaction being $440,000.00 in cash
and, according ly, the City will not be acquiring s trata title to a portion ofthe
proposed development containing a 12-space parking facility; and

WHEREAS the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services has submitted a report
dated October 25, 1999, entitled ‘Proposed Sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmon d
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Street East °, advi sing t hat, as t he recommendation of the Policy and F inance
Committee is inconsistent with the notice to the public of the proposed sal e
previously given pursuant to By-law No. 551-1998, it is necessary that approval be
given, at this time, for a revision to the intended manner of sale; sufficient time
allowed for the required notice to be given; and that Council defer consideration of
the aforementioned sale report for one Council cycle;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of t he C ouncil Procedural B y-law, C lause No. 140 fReport No.5 o fT he
Administration Committee, headed ‘Declaration as Surplus — Nos. 111 and

117 Richmond Street East — Municipal Car Park No. 63 ’°, be re-opened for further
consideration, insofar as it pertains to the notice to the public of the proposed sale;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council approve the report dated
October 25, 1999, entit led ‘Proposed Sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street
East’, from the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services.”

Council had before it, durin g consideration of Motion J(17), a report (October 25, 1999)
from the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “Proposed Sale of Nos. 111
and 117 Richmond Street East”. (See Attachment No. 4, Page 139)

Votes:

The first Operative Paragraph embodied in Motion J(17) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(17) was adopted, without amendment.

Council, by its adoption of the balance of Motion J(17), without amendment, adopted,

without amendment, the report dated October 25, 1999, from the Acting Commissioner of
Corporate Services, embodying the following recommendations:

“It 1s recommended that:

(1) the approved manner of the sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East
be a direct sale to Intracorp Developments (French Quarter II) Ltd.;

(2) to allow for the required notice to the public of the proposed sale to be given,
consideration of Clause No. 7 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance
Committee be deferred to the Council meeting scheduled for November 23,
24 and 25, 1999;

3) all steps necessary to comply with By-law No. 551-1998 be taken; and
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4) the appropriate City officials be authorized and directed to take the necessary
action to give effect thereto.”

12.74 Councillor Ashton moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1)and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(18), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Votes:

Moved by: Councillor Ashton
Seconded by: Councillor Giansante

“WHEREAS Council at its meeting held on December 16 and 17,1998, in adopting
Clause No. 4 ofReport No. 15 ofThe Special Committee to Review the Final Report
of the Toronto Transition Team, headed ‘ Administrative Structure for Arts Grants’,
approved the Toronto Arts Council as the arms-length administrative body of the
City in relation to the fundingof arts andcultural organizations and artists in the City
of Toronto and directed that the terms of a new grant agreement with the Toronto
Arts Council be established; and

WHEREAS Council has approved the extension of the Grant Agreement between
the former City of Toronto and the To ronto Arts Council to October 30, 1999 , to
enable the draft of a new grant agreement to be finalized; and

WHEREAS staff of Economic Development, Cultur e a nd Tourism, F inance,
Corporate Policy and L egal have been meeting with the Toronto Arts Council to
negotiate the terms of a new grant agreement; and

WHEREAS itis ne cessary to f urther e xtend the term of the e xisting Gr ant
Agreement to July 31, 2000, to enable the finalization of negotiations with respect
to the new agreement;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 15 of Report No. 6 of the Economic
Development Committee, headed ‘Extension of City’s Agreement with the Toronto
Arts Council’, as amended by Notice of Motion J (5), adopted by Council at its
meeting held on July 6, 7 and 8, 1999, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Clause be amended by deleting
the words ‘seven months’ and the date  ‘October 30, 1999’ and inserting in lieu
thereof the words ‘sixteen months’ and the date ‘July 31, 2000’ to enable the draft
of the new agreement with the Toronto Arts Council to be finalized.”
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The first Operative Paragraph embodied in Motion J(18) carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(18) was adopted, without amendment.

12.75 Councillor Chow moved that, in accordance witlsubsection 27(3) of the Council Procedural
By-law, leave be granted to introduce the following Notice of Motion J(19), which carried:

Moved by: Mayor Lastman
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS City Council at its me eting held on Se ptember 28 a nd 29, 1999,
adopted without amendment, a Motion respecting the proposed closure and sale to
the Unive rsity of Tor onto of the public la ne loc ated nor th of Colle ge Str eet,
extending easterly from Huron Street and, in doing so, adopted the report dated
September 27, 1999, from the Commissioner of Works and Emerg ency Services
recommending that the public lane be stopped up and closed, and also adopted the
report dated September 27, 1999, from th e Acting Commissioner of Corporate
Services, recom mending t hat t he 1 ane be decl ared surpl us and be sol dtothe
University of Toronto at a price to be determined by Council; and

WHEREAS City Council directed the ActingCommissioner of Corporate Services
to report to City Council at its meetingscheduled to be held on October 26, 1999, on
the amount of compensation the City should receive from the University of Toronto
for the fee in the subject lane; and

WHEREAS the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services has prepared a report
dated October 26, 1999, recommendingthe amount of compensation the Cityshould
receive for the subject lane and setting  out an alternative method of pay ment
proposed by the University of Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider and adopt
the report dated October 26, 1999, from th e Acting Commissioner of Corporate
Services, respecting the amount of compen sation the City should receive for the
subject lane and approve the proposal set forth by the University of Toronto for the
establishment of the ‘Dan Leckie City of Toronto Bursaries’ fund.”

Council had before it, durin g consideration of Motion J(19), a report (October 26, 1999)
from the Acting Co mmissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “Proposed Closing of
City-owned Public Lane North of College Street, Extending Easterly from Huron Street and
Conveyance to the University of Toronto (Ward 24 - Downtown”. (See Attachment No. 5,
Page 141)

Motion:
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Councillor Chow moved that Motion J(19) be adopted, subject to deleting the Operative
Paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the following new Operative Paragraph:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider and
adopt the eport dated October 26, 1999, frm the ActingCommissioner of Corporate
Services, respecting the amount of compen sation the City should receive for the
subject lane and approve the proposal set forth by the University of Toronto for the
establishment of the ‘Dan L eckie City of Toronto B ursaries’ fund, in that the
arrangement between the City and the University of Toronto is in the interest of the
City of Toronto.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Chow carried.

Motion J(19), as amended, carried.

Council, by its adoption o f Motion J(19), as amended, adopted, without amendment, the
report dated October 26, 1999 , from the Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services,
embodying the following recommendations:

“It 1s recommended that:

(1

)

3)

4

©)

Council set the sale pric e for the fee in the public lane located north of
College Street, extending easterly from Huron Street at $460,000.00;

subject to Council concurrence, in lieu of direct pay ment to th e City of
$460,000.00, the proposal set forth by the University of To ronto for the
establishment of the ‘Dan L eckie City of Toronto B wursaries’ fund be
approved;

the details respecting the establishment and ongoing administration of the
Bursaries be subject to the approval of the Chief Administrative Officer;

authority be granted for the City to execute any documents necessary to give
effect to the foregoing; and

the appropriate City Of ficials be authoriz ed and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect to the foregoing.”

12.76 Mayor Lastman moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Coun cil Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(20), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Mayor Lastman
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Seconded by: Councillor Ootes

WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on December 16, and 17, 1998, byits
adoption, as amended, of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 9 of The Striking Committee,
headed ‘Appointment of Members of C ouncil to the Greater Toronto Servic es
Board’, approved the appointment of 10 Members of Council and their respective
alternates, plus the appointment of Councillor Case Ootesas the alternate for Mayor
Mel Lastman on the Greater Toronto Services Board (GTSB); and

WHEREAS appointments to the GTSB are to expire on November 30, 1999, and
there have only been seven GTSB meetings and momentum and continuity are vital
in these early stages;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, notwithstanding the provisions
of subsection 103(1) of the Council Pro cedural By-law, the current members and

their alternates remain on the GTSB for a term ex piring November 30, 2000, and

until their successors are appointed;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT leave be ganted for the introduction
of any necessary bills in Council to give effect thereto.”

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that Motion J(20) be adopted, subject to:

(1)

2)

Votes:

deleting from the Operative Paragraph the date “November 30, 2000, and inserting
in lieu thereof the date “January 1, 2000”; and

adding thereto the following new Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Str iking Committe e be
requested to report back to Council with respect to the appointments to the Greater
Toronto Services Board for the balance of the term.”

Adoption of motion by Councillor Layton:

Yes - 24

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Aditon, Berardinetti, Bussin, Chow, Filion,
Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, [ayton, Li Preti,
Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone, Prue,

Rae, Saundercook, Silva, Sinclair
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No - 13

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Balkissoon, B ossons, Brown, Davis, Disero, F  eldman,
Giansante, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Moeser, Ootes,
Shiner

Carried by a majority of 11.

Motion J(20) carried, as amended.

Advice of the City Clerk:

The City Clerk, during the afternoon session of the meeting on October 27, 1999, advised

the Council that, based on a further review ofthe Greater Toronto Services Board Act, 1998,

and having regard for subsection 7.(3) of the Ad¢ which stipulates that “Each member of the

Board shall be appointed for a term of one, two or three years, as each appointing council

shall determine.”, and subsection 7.(4) of the Act which stipulates that “The term of a

member of the Board ends on November 30 of the last year of his or her term.”, the decision
of Council in regard to Motion J(20) would not be in order.

Motion to re-open:

Councillor L ayton, with the permissi on of Council, moved that, in accordance with
Section 4 6 o f the Council P rocedural B y-law, M otion J( 20) b e r e-opened f or further
consideration, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Layton moved that Motion J(20) be referred to the Striking Committee, with a
request that the Committee report to the next regular meeting of City Council to be held on
November 23, 1999, on any proposed changes to the membership of the Greater Toron to
Services Board.

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Layton carried.
Councillor Moeser moved that, in accordan  ce with subsection 27(3) of the Counc il
Procedural By-law, leave be g ranted to introduce the following Notice of Motion J (21),

which carried:

Moved by: Councillor Moeser
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Seconded by: Councillor King

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on July 6, 7 and 8, 1999, had before
ita N otice of Motion by Counc illor Mo eser, se conded by Counc illor K ing,
respecting a Site Plan Control application for the establishment of a self storage unit
facility at 34 Morrish Road, which recommended, inter alia, that the Commissioner
of Urban Planning and Development Services be directed to undertake a planning
study pertaining tot he area within the Hig hland Creek Community , from
approximately the Military Trail to east of the Highland Creek overpass; and that
Council impose, for a period of one year from passage, interim control restrictions
through passage of an interim control by-law; and

WHEREAS Council referred the aforementione d Notice of Motion to the Acting
Commissioner of Urban Planning and Development Services for report thereon to
Council; and

WHEREAS the Acting Commissioner of Urban Phnning and Developmert Services
has submitted the attached report dated October 26, 1999, in response to Council’s
direction;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, inaccordancewi th

subsection 27(3) of the Cowmcil Procedural By-law, Council gve consideration to the
report dated October 26, 1999, from the Ac ting Commissioner of Urban Planning

and Development Services.”

Council had before it, durin g consideration of Motion J(21), a report (October 26, 1999)
from the Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning and De velopment S ervices, entitled
“Proposed Interim Control By-law, Highland Creek Village, Scarborough Highland Creek”.
(See Attachment No. 6, Page 143)

Motion:

Councillor Moeser moved that Motion (21) be alopted, subject to addingthe followingnew
Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

(a) the report dated October 26, 1999, from the Acting Commissioner of Urban
Planning and Devel ~ opment Services, embody ing the following
recommendations, be adopted:

‘It 1s recommended that:

(1) City Council not approve the request for an Interim Control By-law
for several locations in the Highland Creek Village; and

(2) Urban Dessign criteria to maintain or enhance a villa ge c haracter
within the Highland Creek Village core be established through the
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2000 Work Program for Urban Desig, City Planning, East District.’;
and

(b) the development of urban design criteria be given a high priority by Urban
Design sta ff withint he Ur ban Pl anning and Development Services
Department, a nd the Ac ting Commi ssioner of Urban Planning  and
Development Services be requested to submit a workplan in regard thereto
to the December meeting of the Scarborough Community Council.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Moeser carried.

Motion J(21), as amended, carried.

Councillor Jakobek moved hat subsections 26(4) 27(1) and 28(1) ofhe Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(22), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Mayor Lastman
Seconded by: Councillor Jakobek

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting held on February 4, 1999, adopted B/-law
No. 67-1999, being a by-law to authorize temporary advances pending the issue and
sale of debentures and raising money by way of loan on the debentures; and

WHEREAS some lenders have indicated to the City that subsection 188(1) of the
Municipal Act requires City Council to identifyspecific undertakings which maybe

the subject of temporary borrowing by the Treasurer, pursuant to subsection 1(a) of
By-law No. 67-1999; and

WHEREAS it is necessary to expeditiously amend By-law No. 67-1999 to identify
such specific undertaking s and to satisfy the concerns of such lenders to permit
timely temporary borrowing; and

WHEREAS the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer has i ndicated that such an
amendment to By-law No. 67-1999 is suitable and appropriate and will assist with
the process of temporary borrowing further to the By-law;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT authority be g ranted for the
introduction of a Bill in Council in the form attached as Appendix ‘A’, to amend
By-law No. 67-1999.”

Vote:
Adoption of Motion J(22), without amendment:
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12.79 Councillor Rae g ave notice of the following Motion to permit conside ration at the next

12.80 Councillor Bussin moved that subsections 26(4), 27(1) and 28(1) of the Coundl Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(24), which

Yes -43

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Aug imeri, B alkissoon, Ber ardinetti,
Berger, B ossons, Brown, B ussin, Chong , Chow, Disero,
Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, L1 Preti, L indsay Luby,
Mahood, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan- Wong, Moeser, Nunziata,
O’Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook,
Shaw, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Walker

No -1
Councillor: Giansante

Carried by a majority of 42.
(A copy of Appendix “A” to Motion J(22) is on file in the office of the City Clerk.)

regular meeting of City Council to be held on November 23, 1999:
Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Councillor Jakobek

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeti ng held on September 28 and 29, 1999,
adopted, as amended, Clause No. 1 of Report No. 12 of The Toronto Community
Council, he aded ¢ Ontario Municipal B oard Appe al - Committe e of Adjustment

Decision - 7 Gange Avenue’; and

WHEREAS in adopting this Clause, as am ended, Council authoriz ed the City

Solicitor to retain outside planning consultants, as needed;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedural By-law, Clause No. 1 of Report No. 12 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed ‘Ontario Municipal B oard Appeal - Co mmittee o f
Adjustment Decision - 7 Gange Avenue’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council not retain outside
planning consultants for the appeal and that the C lause be referred back t o the

Toronto Community Council for further consideration.”

carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Bussin
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Vote:

Seconded by: Councillor Jakobek

“WHEREAS the development plans for 1307-09 Queen Street East have been
approved; and

WHEREAS the Notice for demolition is currently posted; and
WHEREAS the process for the demolition could take another 30 days; and
WHEREAS the owner is having difficulty securing the buildings; and

WHEREAS the applicant is not proposing to erect new buildings on the land the
above properties occupy at this time; and

WHEREAS the buildings present a community safety risk; and

WHEREAS the above properties are subject to Chapter 146-16-C of the Municipal
Code and Demolition Permit No. 101954 has been applied for by Nancy Hawley,
Eastend Developments Ltd.;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, notwithstanding the
requirements of Chapter 146-16, and provided that no objections are received bythe
end of the day on November 2, 1999, the Acting Commissioner of Urban Planning
and Development Services be directed to issue the demolition permit.”

Motion J(24) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Rae moved that subsections 26(4) , 27(1) and 28(1) of the Council Procedural
By-law be waived to permit consideration of the following Notice of Motion J(25), which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Vote:

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor King

“BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council extend its appreciation to the Toronto
Symphony Orchestra for the joy they bring to the City.”

Motion J(25) was adopted unanimously, without amendment.
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12.82

12.83

BILLS AND BY-LAWS

On October 26, 1999, at 7:48 p.m., Councillo r Shaw, seconded by Councillor Gardner,
moved that leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for
this meeting of Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 748 By-law No. 669-1999 To confirm the proceedings of the

Council at its meetirg held on the 26th
day of October, 1999,

the vote upon which was as follows:

Yes - 37

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B rown, B ussin,
Chong, Chow, Duguid, Feldman, Flint, Gardner, Giansante,
Holyday, J] akobek, J ohnston, ] ones, Kinahan, King,
Korwin-Kuczynski, L indsay L uby, McConnell, Mihevc,
Moscoe, Nunz iata, O’B rien, Oo tes, Pantalone, Prue, Rae,
Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Tzekas, Walker

No -1
Councillor; Altobello

Carried by a majority of 36.

On October 27, 1999, at 7: 54 p.m., Counc illor Minnan-Wong, se conded by Councillor
Berger, moved that leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills,
prepared for this meeting of Council, be pa ssed and hereby declared as B y-laws, which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Bill No. 726 By-law No. 670-1999 To amend further By-law No. 15-92 of
the f ormer Municipalit yo f
Metropolitan Tor onto respecting
pensions and other benefits.

Bill No. 727 By-law No. 671-1999 To amend further By-law No. 15-92 of
the f ormer Municipality o f
Metropolitan T oronto res pecting
pensions and other benefits.
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12.85

Bill No. 728

Bill No. 729

By-law No. 672-1999

By-law No. 673-1999

To amend further By-law No. 181-81
ofthe f ormer Munic ipality of
Metropolitan T oronto r especting
pensions and other benefits.

To amend further By-law No. 181-81
ofthe f ormer Munic ipality of
Metropolitan Tor onto respecting
pensions and other benefits.

On October 27, 1999, at 7:55 p.m ., Councillor M innan-Wong, seconded by Councillor
Berger, moved that, having regard that no one has expressed an interest in addressing City
Council in respect of the followingBill, leave be granted to introduce such Hll, and that this
Bill, prepared for this meetingof Council, bepassed and hereby declared as a By law, which

carried:

Bill No. 731

By-law No. 674-1999

To stop up and close the public lane
45.73 metres north o f College Street,
extending easterly from Huron Street
and to authorize the sale thereof.

On October 27, 1999, at 7:56 p.m., Councillor Minnan-W ong, seconded by Councillor
Berger, moved that leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills,
prepared for this meeting of Council, be pa ssed and hereby declared as B y-laws, which

carried:

Bill No. 673

Bill No. 674

Bill No. 675

Bill No. 676

By-law No. 675-1999

By-law No. 676-1999

By-law No. 677-1999

By-law No. 678-1999

To amend the Municipal Code of the
former City of Etobicoke with respect
to Traffic - Chapter 240, Article 1.

To amend Chapter 400, Traffic and
Parking, of the Municipal Code of the
former City of Toronto, to amend the
rates, durat ion times and hours of
operations of parkingmeters on streets
under the jurisdi  ction of the
City of Toronto.

To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 in respect of lands
municipally known a s
1857 Leslie Street.

To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 in respect of lands
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

677

678

679

680

681

682

683

684

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

679-1999

680-1999

681-1999

682-1999

683-1999

684-1999

685-1999

686-1999

municipally known as 50 and
60 Oak Street.

To amend Zoning By-law No. 438-86
of the former City  of Toronto
respecting I ands known as
No. I Silver Avenue.

To repeal By-law No. 494-95 of the
former City of Toronto being

“A By law to designate the property at
123 Eglinton Avenue East as being of
architectural value or interest”.

To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 in respect of lan ds
municipally known as
760 Lawrence Avenue West.

To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 in r espect of lands
municipally known as

1 Upwood Avenue.

To enact a by-law pursuant to
Chapter 134 of the Etobicoke
Municipal Code, a by -law providing
for the designation of fire routes in the
geographic area o f Etobicoke, a
by-law of t  he form er C ity of
Etobicoke.

To appoint Dr. Lori Kiefer Associate
Medical Officer of Heal th fort he
City of Toronto Health Unit.

To adopt anamendment to the Official
Plan for the former C ity of Toront o
respecting lands known a s
866 Avenue Road.

To amend By-law No. 438-86 of the
former City of Toronto, as a mended,
respecting 866 Avenue Road.
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

685

686

687

688

689

690

691

692

693

By-law No

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

. 687-1999

688-1999

689-1999

690-1999

691-1999

692-1999

693-1999

694-1999

695-1999

To amend further By-law No. 23503
of the former City of Sc arborough,
respecting the regulation of traffic on
Toronto Roads.

To amend further By-law No. 23506
of the former City of Scarbo rough,
respecting pedestrian crossovers.

To amend further By-law No. 23505
of the former City  of Scarboroug h,

respecting the speed limits on Towonto
Roads.

To amend further By-law No. 23504
of the former City of S carborough,
respecting the regulation of traffic on
Toronto Roads.

To amend the Municipal Code of the
former City of Etobicoke with respect
to Traffic - Chapter 240, Article I.

To amend further Metropolitan
Toronto By -law N o. 109-86
respecting maximum rates of speed on
certain former Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further Metropolitan
Toronto By-law No. 32-92, respecting
the r egulation of tr affic on fo rmer
Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further By-law No. 92-93, a
by-law “To regulate traffic on roads n
the B orough of East York™, being a
by-law of the forme r Borough of
East York.

To amend By-law No. 17-94, entitled
“To prohibit the discharge of guns or
firearms”, bei ngaby -law oft he
former Borough of East York.
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Bill No. 694

Bill No. 695

Bill No. 696

Bill No. 697

Bill No. 698

By-law No. 696-1999

By-law No. 697-1999

By-law No. 698-1999

By-law No. 699-1999

By-law No. 700-1999

To further amend former
City of Toronto B y-law No. 602-89,
being “A By -law t o aut horize t he
construction, widen ing, narrowing ,
alteration and repair of sidewalks,
pavements and curbs at vario us
locations”, respecting the alteration of
Morningside Avenueb yt he
installation of speed humps from
Rambert Cr escent to
Windermere Avenue.

To further amend former
City of Toronto B y-law No. 602-89,
being “ A B y-law to a uthorize the
construction, widening , narrowing ,
alteration and repa ir of sidewalks,
pavements and cu  rbs at various
locations”, respecting the alteration of
Kennedy Avenue bythe installation of
speed humps from Bloor Street West
to Morningside Avenue.

To further amend former City of
Toronto B y-law No. 602-89, being
“A By -law to aut horizet he
construction, widening , narrowing ,
alteration and repa ir of sidewa lks,
pavements and curbs at various
locations”, r especting the a lteration
consisting of the wid  ening of the
pavement by the construction of a
lay-way on the south side of
Eglinton Avenue E astn ear
Redpath Avenue.

To stop up and close the remnant
portion of the public lane crossing
Harris Road and to authorize the sale
thereof.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

699

700

701

702

703

704

705

706

707

708

709

By-law No

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

. 701-1999

702-1999

703-1999

704-1999

705-1999

706-1999

707-1999

708-1999

709-1999

710-1999

711-1999

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To amend By-law No. 31878, as
amended, of the former City of
North York.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To establish certain lands as a
municipal highway.

To amend By-law No. 2958-94 of the
former City of  York, being a
By-law “To regulate traffic on City of
York Roads”.

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the
former City of York, being a By-law
“To regulate Traffic on City of York
Roads”.

To amend By-law No. 10327, the
West Hill Community Zoning By-law
of the former City of Scarborough.

To amend Scarborough Zoning
By -Law No. 9511 with respect to the
Wexford Community.

To amend the Scarborough
Employment Districts Zoning By-law
No. 24982 with res pect to the
Milliken Employment District.
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

710

711

712

713

714

715

716

717

By-law No

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

. 712-1999

713-1999

714-1999

715-1999

716-1999

717-1999

718-1999

719-1999

To amend By-law No. 10327, the
West Hill Community Zoning By-law
of the former City of Scarborough.

To designate the property at
832 B ay Street (McL aughlin Motor
Car Showr oom) as being of
architectural and hi storical val ue or
interest.

To Levy and Collect Taxes for 1999
on Ce rtain Ra ilway Compa ny a nd
Power Utility Lands.

To adopt anamendment to the Official
Plan for t he former City of Toron to
respecting lands known a s
910 Logan Avenue, as amended.

To amend By-law No. 438-86 of the
former City of Toron to, as amended,
respecting 910 L ogan Avenue, as
amended.

To adopt anamendment to the Official
Plan for the former City of Toront o
with respectt o lands known as

700 and 730 Mount Pleasant Road,
including lands for merly known as
226 Soudan Avenue.

To amend the General Zoning By-law
No. 438-86 oft he former
City of Tor onto with r espect t o the
lands know n as 700 and
730 Mount Pleasant Road, including
lands formerly known as
226 Soudan Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.
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Bill No. 718

Bill No. 719

Bill No. 720

Bill No. 721

Bill No. 722

Bill No. 723

By-law No. 720-1999

By-law No. 721-1999

By-law No. 722-1999

By-law No. 723-1999

By-law No. 724-1999

By-law No. 725-1999

To amend By-law No. 30518 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the
former C ity of Nort h York, as
amended.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Ammadale Avenue,
Balfour Avenue, Cl endenan Avenue,
Coxwell Avenue, Dovercourt Road,
Glenlake Avenue, Oakc rest Avenue,
and Sultan Street.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal C ode Chapter 194,
Footpaths, Bicycle L anes and
Pedestrian Ways, re: Bicycle lanes on
Poplar Plains Road, as amended.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Briar Hill Avenue,
Coxwell Avenue, Davenport Road,
Ellerbeck Street, EIm Str  eet,
Grenville Str eet, Gr osvenor Str eet,
Hagar Avenue, Popla r Plains Road,
Shaftesbury Avenue , Sultan Street,
Walker Avenue and the lane first east
of Pape Avenue be tween
Dundas Street E ast a nd
Audley Avenue, as amended.

To amend By-law No. 603-1998,
being a By -law “To Establish a
Property Tax Assistance Program for
Eligible L ow I ncome D isabled
Persons and Low Income Seniors who
are Owners of R esidential R eal
Property in the City of Toronto”, as
amended.
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

724

725

730

732

733

734

736

737

738

By-law No

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

. 726-1999

727-1999

728-1999

729-1999

730-1999

731-1999

732-1999

733-1999

734-1999

To Create a Tax Rebate Program for
Veteran’s Clubhouses and L. egion
Halls, as amended.

To Provide for the Levy and
Collection of Special Charges for the
Year 1999 in Respect of he Village of
Islington Business Improvement Area.

To amend City of Toronto By-law
No. 528-1 999 r especting the
regulation of t  raffic on certain
highways during periods of
emergency occasioned by the fall of
snow, as amended.

To amend Restricted Area Zoning
By-law No. 1916, as amended, of the
former Town of L easide, respect ing
lands known a s 206 L aird Drive and
186 Parkhurst Boulevard.

A By-law to Establish a Scale of Costs
for Proceedings under the Municipal
Tax Sales Act.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Chapter 20, Business
Improvement Areas, to make changes
to the siz e and quorum for certain
Boards of Manag ement and to make
changes to ward names.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, resp ecting Front Yard
Parking.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting F ront Yard
Parking.

To amend City of Toronto By-law
No. 67-1999.
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Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

Bill No.

739

740

741

742

743

744

745

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 735-1999

. 736-1999

. 737-1999

. 738-1999

. 739-1999

. 740-1999

. 741-1999

To amend Chapters 340 and 342 of the
Etobicoke Zoning Code wi th respect
to certain lands loc ated on the west
side of Roy al York Road, north of
Vanevery Street and municipally
known as 200 Royal York Road.

To amend Chapter 330 of the
Etobicoke Zoning Code w ith respect
to certain lands located on the north
side of F airfield Avenue w est of

Twenty Fourth Street.

To amend further Metropolitan
Toronto By-law No. 20-85, a by -law
“Respecting the licensing, regulating
and g overning of tr ades, ¢ allings,
businesses and occupation s in the
Metropolitan Area”, a by-law of the
former Municipality of Metropolitan
Toronto, respecting licence fees.

To amend By-law No. 81-89, entitled
“A By-law to regulate the height and
description of lawful fences”, being a
by-law of the former B orough of
East York.

To amend Chapter 324 of the
Etobicoke Zoning Code and to lift the
Holding ‘H’ provision on a portion of
the lands municipally ~ known as
112 Evans Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 81-89, entitled
“A By-law to regulate the height and
description of lawful fences”, being a
by-law of th e former B orough of
East York.

To amend the General Zoning By-law
No. 438-86 of the F  ormer City of
Toronto with r espect to the 1la nds
municipally known in 1988 as

266 MacDonell Avenue.
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Bill No. 746 By-law No. 742-1999 To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipal Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking r especting Pop lar Pla ins
Road.

Bill No. 747 By-law No. 743-1999 To amend By-law No. 438-86 of the
former City of Toronto, with respect
to the lands mu nicipally known in
1998 as 720-724 King ston Road and
35R Lyall Avenue.

12.86 On October 27, 1999, at 7:57 p.m., Councillor P itfield, seconded by Councillor Johnston,
moved that leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for
this meeting of Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 749 By-law No. 744-1999 To confirm the proceedings of the
Council a t its me eting he 1d on the
26th and 27th days of October, 1999,

the vote upon which was as follows:

Yes -43

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Aug imeri, B erardinetti, B erger, B rown,
Bussin, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Dugid, Feldman, Flint,
Gardner, G iansante, H olyday, J akobek, J ohnston, J ones,
Kinahan, King , Korwin-Kucz ynski, L ayton, L 1 Preti,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mi hevc, Miller, Minnan-W ong,
O’Brien, Ootes, Partalone, Pitfield, Prue, Saundercook, Shaw,
Shiner, Silva, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No-1
Councillor; Altobello

Carried by a majority of 42.

The following Bill was withdrawn:

Bill No. 735 Respecting extending the term ofappointments of Membess of Councilto the
Greater Toronto Services Board (GTSB).
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The a uthority for this B ill, Notic e of Motion J (20), was referred to the
Striking Committee for further consideration and report thereon to the next
regular meeting of City Council.

OFFICIAL RECOGNITIONS:
12.87 Condolence Motions
Councillor Pantalone, seconded by Mayor Lastman, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of City Council are deepl y saddened to learn of the
passing of Miss Margaret Jackson, on Thursday, October 14, 1999; and

WHEREAS Miss Jackson, an accountant by pr ofession, derived her g reatest
satisfaction from a lifetime of volunteering, including the Red Cross as a nursing
assistant, 25 years with the Women’s College Hospital, as president of the Young
Women’s Canadian Club, and as presidentof the Toronto Business and Professional
Women’s Club; and

WHEREAS Margaret Jackson was a member of the Toronto Mayor’s Committee
on Ag ing from 1991-1995, including Vice-Chair in 1995 and editor of the
Communications Committe e and e ditor of F AST, the ne wsletter of the Toronto
Mayor’s Committee on Aging; and

WHEREAS Margaret Jackson became a m ember and Vi ce-Chair of t he City of
Toronto’s Committee on the Status of Women in 1997; and

WHEREAS Miss Jackson performed dedicated service both as Associate Director
and Director of the Canadan National Exhibition Association throughout the 1990s,
in addition to bang an active participant in the Association’s committees, such as the

Archives and F oundation Committee, Educa tion and L earning Cluster and the
2000 Task Force; and

WHEREAS Miss Jackson’s achievements also ircluded assisting in the preparation
and presentation of several briefs to the Ontario government on the family, pay
equity and the appointment of more women to provincial boards and commissions,
her Chairing of committees that offered major contributions to the report on the
status of women in Canada, and her appointment to the UNESCO (United Nations
cultural organization) Status of Women organization; and

WHEREAS upon her retirement in 1982, Miss J ackson became even more active
in committees concerned with the status of women in Canada, and through these
many accomplishments Miss J ackson became known as a rig hts advocate w ho
helped break new g round for women, and as a leader and sourc e of streng th and
wisdom, who will be sorely missed by her community, friends and family;
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12.88

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to
convey, on behalf of Members of City Council, our sincere sympathy to the family
of Miss Margaret Jackson.”

Leave to introduce the Motion was granted and the Motion carried unanimously.
Council rose and observed a moment of silence in memory of Miss Jackson.
Presentations/Introductions/Announcements:

October 26, 1999:

Councillor Silva, duringthe morningsession of tle meeting, introduced Dr. Antonio Camilo,
Mayor of Odemira, Dr. Jose Ernesto, President of the Commission of Co-ordination for the
Region of Alentejo, Dr. Tave ira Pinto, May or of Ponte De Sor , and the sing ing group,

Contos D’ Aurora, present at the meeting.

Mayor Lastman, during the moming session of the meeting, introduced Princess Sharifa Zein
bint Nasser of Jordan, cousin of the King of Jordan, present at the meeting, and advised the
Council that the Princess is visiting Toronto to promote a Jordanian exhibition which will
be held in the year 2000 at the Royal Ontario Museum.

Councillor Shaw, during the morning session ofthe meeting, introduced the Senior’s Group
from Yee Hong Centre for Geriatric Care Seniors Club, present at the meeting.

Councillor Saundercook, during the afternoon session, advised the Council that Ma yor
Lastman had proclaimed October 11-19, 1999, as “Dystonia Awareness Week™ in the City
of Toronto, and, with the pemission of Council, read the proclamation regarding Dystonia.
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Councillor Li Preti, during the afternoon session of the meeting, introduced the following
delegation from the City of Cebu, Philippines, present at the meeting:

- Alvin Garcia, Mayor, City of Cebu;

- Rogelio G. Villanobos, Chief Cebu City Protocol Office;

- Procopio E. Fernandez, Cebu City Councillor;

- Dr. Fe Mantua-Ruiz, Cebu City Councillor;

- Ronald V. Cuenco, Cebu City Councillor;

- Atty. Cornelius M. Gon zales, Consultant, Committee on L ocal and International
Affairs;

- Ma. Theresa L. Padriga, Executive Secretary, Mayor’s Office;

- Artemio C. Tudtud, Barangay Councillor;

- Benito B. Suico, Barangay Councillor;

- Ana C. Tabal, Barangay Captain;

- Florian J. Doctor, Businessman; and

- John M. Ruiz, Businessman.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the afternoon session of the meeting, introduced a group of
Grade 5 students from Chester Public School, present at the meeting.

October 27, 1999:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the Adult ESL
Class from the LINC Centre, present at the meeting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, duringtheafternoon session of the meeting invited Ms. Anne Golden,
President of the United Way, to the podium; Ms. Golden addressed the Council in regrd to
the 1999 United W ay Campaig n and invited Members of Coun cil to view a video
presentation respecting the campaign.

Councillor Anne Johnston, with the permission of Council, addressed the Council as the

United W ay Canvasser for Council; encourag ed all Me mbers of Council to g enerously
donate to this y ear’s United W ay Campaign; and advised the Council that th e following
Members of Council, representing all areas of the City, had volunteered their time to assist
in the canvassing of Members of Council:

- Councillor Irene Jones, Lakeshore-Queensway;

- Councillor David Miller, High Park-Parkdale;

- Councillor Jane Pitfield, East York;

- Councillor Joe Mihevc, York Eglinton;

- Councillor Michael Feldman, North York Spadina;

- Councillor Joan King, Seneca Heights; and

- Councillor David Soknacki, Scarborough Highland Creek.
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12.89

Councillor L ayton, dur ing the a fternoon se ssion of the me eting, intr oduced the
representatives of the Cycling Ambassador Program present at the meeting; advised the
Council that the City of Toronto had been the recipient of the Bicycling Magazine Award,
designating the City as one of the ten best cities in Ontario for cycling; and presented to
Mayor Lastman, on behalf of the Ambassador Program, the official Bicycling Magazine
Award and a cycling helmet.

Mayor Lastman advised the Co uncil that on Saturday, October 30, 1999, Canadian Tire
Stores in the City of Toronto will be accepting broken bicycles that have been donated by
the citizens of the City of Toronto. The Mayor further advised the Council thatt hese
donated bicycles will be fixed and given to children in the City of Toronto who do not own
a bicycle, and encouraged all of the citizens of the City of Toronto to participate in this
important initiative.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the afternoon se ssion of the meetin g, introduced a group of
Grades 7 and 8 students from St. Thomas Aquinas School, present at the meeting.

Councillor Korwin-Kucz ynski, during the af ternoon session of the meeti ng, introduced
Mr. Jan Golba, Mayor of the City of Krynica, Poland, present at the meeting.

MOTIONS TO VARY PROCEDURE
Waive the provisions of the Procedural By-law related to meeting times:
October 26, 1999:

Councillor Gardner, at 12:30 p.m., moved that, in accordance with subsection 11(8) of the
Council Procedural By-law, Council waive tle requirement of the 12:30 p.m. recess, in order
to conclude consideration of Clause No. 16 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and F inance
Committee, headed “Fees Charged for Police Reference Checks”, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Councillor Saundercook, at 7:30 p.m., moved that, in accordance with subsection 11(8) of
the Council Procedural By-law, Council waive the requirement of the 7:30 p.m. recess, in
order to conclude consideraton of Clause No. 2 of Report N. 4 of The Communiy Services
Committee, headed “Request to Enact the Emergency By-law to Assist Homeless People”,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

October 27, 1999:
Deputy Mayor Ootes, at 12:25 p.m., proposed tht Council recess and reonvene at 200 p.m.

Council concurred in the proposal by Deputy Mayor Ootes.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 113
October 26 and 27, 1999

12.90

Councillor Chong, at 7:30 p.m., moved that, in accordance with su bsection 11(8) of the
Council Procedural By-law, Council waive the requirement of the 7:30 p.m. recess, in order
to conclude consideration of all matters remaining on the Order Paper for this meeting of
Council, which carried, more th an two-thirds of Members pres ent having voted in the
affirmative.

ATTENDANCE

Councillor Mihevc, seconded by Councillor Chow, moved that the absence of
Councillors Cho, Kelly and Sgro from this meeting of Council be excused, which carried.

October 26, 1999 9:45 am. to 12:35 p.m.* | Roll Call 2:15 p.m. 2:15 p.m. to 7:49 p.m.*
Lastman X - X
Adams X - X
Altobello X X X
Ashton X - X
Augimeri X X X
Balkissoon X - X
Berardinetti X X X
Berger X X X
Bossons X - X
Brown X X X
Bussin X - X
Cho - - -
Chong X - X
Chow X - X
Davis X X X
Disero X X X
Duguid X X X
Feldman X X X
Filion X - X
Flint X X X
Fotinos X X X
Gardner X - X
Giansante X X X
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October 26, 1999 9:45 am. to 12:35 p.m.* | Roll Call 2:15 p.m. 2:15 p.m. to 7:49 p.m.*
Holyday X X X
Jakobek X X X
Johnston X X X
Jones X X X
Kelly - - -
Kinahan X X X
King X X X
Korwin-Kuczynski X - X
Layton X X X
Lindsay Luby X X X
Li Preti X X X
Mahood X - X
Mammoliti X X X
McConnell X X X
Miheve X - X
Miller X X X
Minnan-Wong X - X
Moeser X - -
Moscoe X - X
Nunziata X - X
O’Brien X X X
Ootes X X X
Pantalone X X X
Pitfield X X X
Prue X - X
Rae X X X
Saundercook X X X
Sgro - - -
Shaw X X X
Shiner X - X
Silva X - X
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October 26, 1999 9:45 am. to 12:35 p.m.* | Roll Call 2:15 p.m. 2:15 p.m. to 7:49 p.m.*
Sinclair X - X
Soknacki X X X
Tzekas X - X
Walker X X X
Total 55 33 54

* Members were present for some or all of the time period indicated.

Roll Call 9:45 a.m. to Roll Call 2:15 p.mto
October 27, 1999 9:45 am. 12:25 p.m.* 2:15 p.m. 7:58 p.m.*
Lastman - X - X
Adams X X - X
Altobello X X X X
Ashton - X X X
Augimeri - X X X
Balkissoon X X X X
Berardinetti X X - X
Berger X X X X
Bossons X X - X
Brown - X X X
Bussin X X - X
Cho - - - -
Chong X X - X
Chow X X X X
Davis - - - X
Disero X X X X
Duguid X X X X
Feldman - X - X
Filion - X - X
Flint X X - X
Fotinos X X - X
Gardner - X X X
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Roll Call 9:45 am. to Roll Call 2:15p.mto
October 27, 1999 9:45 am. 12:25 p.m.* 2:15 p.m. 7:58 p.m.*
Giansante - X X X
Holyday X X X X
Jakobek X X - X
Johnston - X X X
Jones - X - X
Kelly - - - -
Kinahan - X X X
King X X X X
Korwin-Kuczynski X X X X
Layton - X X X
Lindsay Luby X X X X
Li reti P X X X X
Mahood - X - X
Mammoliti X X - -
McConnell X X - X
Miheve X X X X
Miller X X X X
Minnan-Wong X X X X
Moeser - X X X
Moscoe X X X X
Nunziata X X X X
O’Brien X X X X
Ootes X X X X
Pantalone X X - X
Pitfield X X X X
Prue X X X X
Rae X X X X
Saundercook X X X X
Sgro - - - -
Shaw X X - X
Shiner - X - X
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Roll Call 9:45 a.m. to Roll Call 2:15p.mto
October 27, 1999 9:45 am. 12:25 p.m.* 2:15 p.m. 7:58 p.m.*
Silva X X X X
Sinclair - X - X
Soknacki X X X X
Tzekas - X - X
Walker X X X X
Total 37 54 34 54
* Members were present for some or all of the time period indicated.
MEL LASTMAN, NOVINA WONG,
Mayor City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1

Report dated September 30, 1999, from the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, entitled
“Feasibility of Implementing a Parking Levy on Private/Public Parking to Support Public
Transit and Application of Revenues from Parking” (See Minute No. 12.61, Page 70):

Purpose:

This report examines the feasibility of implementing a parking levy on private and
public parking in support of public transit in the City of Toronto. This report also
provides an overview of the application ofrevenues from the City’s parking-related
programs/services and examines the feasibility of allocating a portion of existing or
future revenues to support the Toronto Transit Commission (TTC).

Funding Sources:

There are no financial implications for the current year with respect to this report.
Recommendation:
It is recommended that this report be received for information.

Council Reference:

At its meeting of April 26, 27 and 28, 1999, City Council adopted Clause No. 1 of
Report No. 8 of  the Str ategic Polic ies a nd Pr iorities Committe e, he aded
“1999 Operating Budget”. In adopting the TTC’s 1999 Operating Budget, Council
requested a number of reports aimed at generating additional revenues or allocating
revenues from paking-related programs/services to support public transit in the City
viz.:

(a) on the feasibility of implementing a $1.00 levy that could be charg ed on
private and public parking in the City of Toronto, to offset future TTC fare
increases;

(b) a recommended comprehensive parking levy, as part of a longterm strategy
to sustain public transit in the City of Toronto, including the feasibility of
dedicating a portion of revenue g enerated from permit parking, front yard
parking, parking meters and municipal parking lots, such report to assess the
anticipated economic impact of such a parking levy on businesses in the City
of Toronto, as well as anycorrelation which might be expected based on past
experience with the Commercial Concentration Tax; and

(c) a review of the rewenue generated by automobiles (e.g, parking fees, parking
tags, etc.) and that the Planning and Transportation Committee be directed
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to recommend to Council what portion of the revenue should be allocated to
the TTC.

Comments:
(1) Feasibility of Inplementing a $1.00 ParkingLevy on Private/Public Parking

In order to assess the feasibility of implementing a $1.00 levy that could be charged
on private and public parking in the City of Toronto to offset future TTC fare
increases, it is necessaryto know whether tle proposed levyis to be based on, (a) the
number of parking spaces or, (b) on a per vehicle parked basis. In the case of the
latter, it is necessaryto determine whether the charge of $1.00 per vehicle constitutes
a sales tax and, therefore, renders the City ineligible to collect it. The City’s Legal
Services Division was requested to provideadvice respecting the City’s authority to
implement the proposed levy.

Legal Services conducted a comprehensive re view of the relevant sections of the
Municipal Act and applicable court decisions. Section 220.1 of the Municipal Act,
which pe rmits a munic ipality to pa ss by -laws for imposing fees and c harges,
provides as follows:

“220.1(2) Despite any Act, a municipality and a local board may pass by-laws
imposing fees or charges on any class of persons,

(a) for services or activities provided or done by or on behalf of it;
(c) for the use of its property including property under its control.

(4) No by-law under this section shall impose a fee or charge that is based on, is
in respect of, or is computed by reference to,

(b) the use, purchase or consumption by a person of property other than
property belonging to or under the ontrol of the municipality or local
board that passes the by-law;

(c) the use, consumption or purchase by a person of a service other than
a service provided or performed by or on behalf of or paid for bythe
municipality or local board that passes the by-law;

(6) A by-law under this section may provide for,

(a) fees and charges that are in the nature of a direct tax for the purpose
of raising revenue;

2

The above provisions of the Municipal Act _were ruled on by the Ontario Court
(General Division) in the case of Re Carson’s Camp [td. and a by-law passed by the
Township of Amabel that imposed a fee or charge for each seasonal, tent and trailer
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site on campground owners. B ased on the decision of the cou rt, it is the view of
Legal Services staff that City has no authority to pass a by-law under section 220.1
to levy a $1.00 levy on private parking in the City of Toronto on either the number
of parking spaces or on a per vehicle parked basis. Such a levy would not relate to
the use of City property and the City would not be providing any service, therefore,
any such levy would constitute indirect taxation, as the levy would in all likelihood
be passed on to theusers of the parking facility for the purpose of raising revenue for
the TTC. Such a levywould also be pohibited by clauses 220.1(4)(b) and (c) vhich
prohibit Council from pa ssing a by-law in respect of the use, purchase or
consumption of property or a service provided by a private parking lot operator.

With regard to imposing a levy on public parking spaces operated by the Toronto
Parking Authority, it should be noted that the Toronto Parking Authority is a local
board of the City  which has been g iven jurisdiction over the construction,
maintenance, operation and management of municipal parking facilities. As alocal
board, it could pass a by-law under section 220.1 to levy a $1.00 fee on users of the
parking facilities it operates on behalf of the City, however, based on the Ontario
Court ruling in the above-noted case, it is also Legal staff’s view that such a fee
could only be used for the purposes of theloronto Parking Authority and not for the
purpose of offsetting TTC costs.

In the event that a parking tax or levy was imposed only on public parking facilities
operated by the Toronto Parking Authority, such a levy could potentially create an
unfair pricing situation. If such were the case, the Authority might be required to
absorb the tax in its existing rates in order to remain competitive and thereby such
a levy would not result in the g eneration of additional revenue. This action could
negatively impact the City’s share of Au thority revenues that are applied as a
corporate funding source in the Operating Budget.

(2) Feasibility of Implementing a Parking Levy on Residential/Non-Residential
Properties:

In respect to Council’s second report request concerning a comprehensive parking
levy to sustain public transit in the City of Toronto, Legal staff was also asked to
advise on whe ther the City has aut hority to impose a parking levy on
residential/non-residential properties and, if not, what authority would be required
to enable it to do so. Legal has responded that the City does not have authority to
impose a parking levy on residential/ non-residential properties. In order to get that
authority, special leg islation would be re quired. I fan application for special
legislation were made, it w ould be circulated to vari ous provincial ministries for
comment.

At this point in time L egal sta ff indic ate that it is dif ficult to pr edict how the
Province or the pr ivate sector would view any such application. I n addition, it
should be noted that the Metropo litan Council on September 24 and 25, 1997,

adopted Clause No. 5 of Report No. 19 of The Planning and Transportation
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Committee which recommended that the Province of Ontario be requested to amend
the applicable legi slation to provide au thority for the new City of Toronto to
implement a municipal parking surcharge and other road user fees, if it so de sires.
To date, the Province has not acted upon that request.

It is further noted that in April 0fl999, Hemson Consulting Ltd., in association with
C.N. Watson & Associates, prepared a report, entitled “Funding Transportation in
the Greater Toronto Area and Hamilton-Wentworth”, that speaks to the problem of
inadequate f unding f or tr ansportation in frastructure. The report revi ews and
discusses additional revenue sources to fund transporta tion infrastructure, one of
which is a parki ng tax. The report ¢ oncluded that a parking tax would not be
effective for the following reasons:

- it would be difficult to implement since it would not reflect system use;

- large employment centres would pay a disproportionate share of the tax;

- the tax would have to be very large to recover any significant amount of
revenue;

- it would act as a disincentive to providing adequate parking; and

- the vast majority of spaces are pr ovided free of charge resulting in no
effective way of passing the costs on to consumers.

3) Parking Tax (Levy) Experience in Other Jurisdictions:

In preparing this report, Finance staff consulted with other jurisdictions that have
considered or ha ve the ability to impose a parkingta x. City and/or tr ansit
representatives of the cities of Chicago, Cleveland, San Francisco and Vancouver
were contacted to obtain information and input on a parking tax.

Chicago

Staff in the City of Chicago advised that they had considered imposing a parking tax
to generate additional re venue, however, the proposal was dismissed by elected
officials, prior to conducting any research, due to the lack of informati on on the
number of parking spaces and the notion that, since there was no paid parking in the
suburbs, the tax would be perceived as a “downtown tax”.
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Cleveland

The City of Cleveland does have a parkingtax, but it is used to fund the new football
stadium rather than to fund public transit. The City also charges a 1 percent sales
tax, in order to fund public transit. h discussions with City of Cleveland staff, there
did not appear to be any significant research done on the issue since the idea came
about in response to the public outcry at the loss of its football team. City of
Cleveland staff indicated that implementing the tax was not that difficult, since the
City Planning Department keeps updated inventory numbers on public and private
parking spaces and their respective turnover rates.

San Francisco

The City of San Francisco has a “captal charge” (equivalent to the City of Toronto’s
development charge) to fund the City of San Francisco’s capital transit stock. The
charge is $5.00 per square foot of development. The charge applies to all space, not
just parking spaces. The charge was a very contentious issue with the development
community during its implementation.

Vancouver

On July 29, 1998, the Province of British Columbia, passed Bill 136, G reater
Vancouver Transportation Authority Act. The Act permitsthe authority to assess a
parking tax on one or both of:

(a) the taxable parking area of parking sites located in the transportation service
region; and/or

(b) the taxable parking spaces of parki ng sites located in the transportation
service region.

In 1992, the Province of B ritish Columbia introduced B ill 51 (B C Transit

Amendment Act) which permitted a municipality or regional transit commission to
impose a tax on either the parking area or parking spaces of parking sites within the
transit service area or within portions of the transit service area.

Although the City of Vancouver does have the ability to impose a parking tax on
space, it has y et to be implemented. Th e concept of Vancouver’s parking tax is
similar to the abolished GTA Commercial Concentration Tax (CCT) in Ontario that
was based on  property assessment in formation. The proposed tax  rate of
$1.00/square foot is the same as the former CCT, but there are some differences in
the properties to be exempted as well as the threshold footages above which the tax
would be trig gered (200,000 square feet in the GTA ve rsus 50,000 square feet in
BC). It is worth y to note that, in 1992, when Vancouver Transit considered the
introduction of the parking levy, the On tario L egislature was already debating
whether to abolish the CCT.

The report (J uly 7, 1999) to the Policy and F inance Committee fr om the Chief
Administrative Of ficer a nd the Chie f F inancial Of ficer a nd Tr easurer, e ntitled
“Toronto Transit Commission — Provincial Municipal Funding Trends and Longer
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Term Funding Strategies”, discussed how other jurisdictions’ transit operating and
capital costs are funded and proposed altermate long-term and sustainable sources of
revenue in order to maintain the TTC’s economic viability. At its meeting of July
27, 1999, City Council referred this report back to the TTC for further consideration.

(4) Economic Impact Resulting from a Parking Levy and CCT Experience:

An assessment of the economic impact of imposing a parking levy on businesses in
the City of Toronto has not been conducted, due to the lack of clarity regarding the
nature and amount of any proposed levy. However, based on the past ex perience
withthe CCT,itislikely thatanew | evycouldalso act asahi ndrance and
disincentive to growth and development of busness. For example, at the onset of the
recession during the early 1990s, hotel charges were increased by $4.00 to $6.00 a
night to cover the additional costs for the CCT. Businesses, including restaurants,
saw significant drops in their sales and commercial and office buildings experienced
increased vacancy rates. A m ore i n-depth review of t he CCT is providedin
Appendix 1.

(%) Current Application of Parking Revenues:

In conjunction with assessingthe potential for implementing a parkinglevy, Council
also directed that staff review the feasibility of dedicating a portion of the revenue
generated from permit parking, front yard parking, parking meters and municipal
parking lots to support public transit costs.

City Council at its meeting  on Ap ril 26,2 7 and 28, 1999, approved the
1999 Operating Budget. Contained with in the 1999 net ex penditure budgets for
various programs are net revenues to taling $56.6 million which are derived fro m
“parking-related services” including p arkingt ags, p arking f ines,
residential/boulevard parkin g permits, on-street metere d parking and off-s treet
parking f acilities. T he t able b elow s hows t he s ource o fr evenue, a ssociated
expenditures and application of net revenues in the 1999 Operating Budget.

Application of Parking Related Net Revenues
(000’s)
Net Revenue Applied To
Net
Revenue Source Revenue | Expenses | Revenue | Programs General
Parking Tags and Fines 51,600 26,300 25,300 - 25,300
Residential/Commercial Permits 4,500 2,800 1,700 1,700 (1) -
On Street Metered Parking 15,777 2,343 13,434 4,708 (1) 8,726
Off Street Parking Facilities 44,542 28,383 16,159 9,338 | (2) 6,822
Total 116,419 59,826 56,593 15,746 40,848

(1) Transportation Program
2) Toronto Parking Authority
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Over $40.8 million (72.1 percent) of total net revenues from parking were applied
to general City revenues in the 1999 Oper ating Budget. This treatmen t supports
overall operations and directly reduces the amount of revenue that has to be raised
from taxation to balance the City’s taxation budget. $6.4 million (11.3 percent) was
applied as a program revenue to partially fund the operations of the Transportation
Program which dir ectly manages the City’s residential and c ommercial parking
permits. The Transportation Program receives this revenue as it is responsible for
maintaining the City’s streets which allow the use of on-street parking. The balance
of $9.3 million (16.5 percent) is retained by the Toronto Parking Authority (TPA)
to self-finance its capital program. The purpose of the TPA is to provide affordable
parking to enhance the viability of the City’s commercial and residential areas, in
keeping with the City’s overall objectives.

The redirection of existing parking-related revenues from how these are currently
applied to support he TTC could create budgt pressures for the progam(s) involved
and potentially impact the City ’s operating budget. In addition, the ability of the
Toronto P arking Aut hority t o sel f-finance i ts capi tal works prog ram coul d be
affected.

Council could consider the dlocation of ircreases in paking related revenues (future
revenue increases not currently budgeted) to fund the TTC’s operating or capital

budget. Council’s recent approval of new on-street metered parking rates; revisions
to the voluntary payment and set fine amounts for parking meter violations, as well
as some changes in the tagging policy for certain areas of the City, should result in
an increase in revenues upon ful implementation. k addition, areview of the City's
revenue sharing arrangement with the Toronto Parking Authority is underwaywhich
could result in some adjustment in the current allocation of net revenues. Increases

in revenues from the foregoing have not been specifically earmarked at this time,

however, it should be noted that directly subsidizing one program’s expenditures

with another program’s revenues could distort expenditure decisions and corporate
priorities. Ac cordingly, g iven the City ’s financial ¢ onstraints, it is de emed
appropriate to allocae any increase in theabove-noted revenues tothe City's general
revenues, thereby offsetting overall corporate funding pressures.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, if Council wishes to consider allocating a portion of
future parking revenue increases to the TTC, it should request the Budget Advisory
Committee to report during the 2000 Operat ing Budget Process on the amount of
revenue that could be allocated for TTC purposes. I tis noted that the
implementation of revised parking meter rates are anticipated to g enerate a net
revenue increase of about $2.2 million in 2000. Pending the submission of 2000
revenue estimates by the related programs, it is dif ficult to a ssess the projected
increase in revenues that could be consicred for allocation without impacting other
City programs. It is also worth noting that Finance staff are reviewing the general
issue of allocating revenues and I will be reporting on a corporate allocation policy
in the near future.
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Conclusions:

The City has no authority to pass a by-law under the Municipal Act to impose a
$1.00 levy on pri vate parking in the City of Toronto on either a the number of
parking spaces or on a per vehtle parked basis. The Citycould pass a by-law under
section 220.1 to levy a $1.0 0 fee on users of parking facilities operated by the
Toronto Parking Authority on behalf of the City, however, such a fee could only be
used for the purposes of the Toronto Pa rking Authority and not for the purpose of
offsetting TTC ¢ osts. The imple mentation of a new parkingle vyon
residential/non-residential properties would rejuire special legslation. I is difficult
to predict how the Province would view an appl ication for suchacha ngein
legislation as, to date, it has not acted upon a request from the former Metropolitan
Toronto to provide authority for the new City of Toronto to implement a municipal
parking surcharge and other road user fees, if it desired.

Staff research of four citis in Canada and the Unitd States found that currentlyonly
the City of Cleveland has a parkingtax and it is used to fund a new football stadium
as opposed to funding public transit. Althoug h the Province of B ritish Columbia
passed Bill 51, in 1992, providing authority for the City of Vancouver to impose a
parking tax on space (similar to the formerCommercial Concentration Tax which in
Ontario which was abolished in 1993) to support the transit system, it has yet to be
implemented.

The redirection of existing parking-related revenues from how these are currently
applied to support the TTC could creat e budg et pressures for the prog ram(s)
involved, could skew ex penditure deci sions and potentially impact the City ’s
Operating Budget. I n addition, the ability of the Toronto Parking Authority to
self-finance its capital works program could be affected.

If Council wishes to consider allocating a portion of future parking revenue increases
as a result of changes in parking rates, fines and tagging policies to the TTC, it
should request the Budget Advisory Committee to report during the 2000 Operating
Budget on the amount of increased reve  nues that could be allocated for TTC
operating or capital purposes without impacting other City programs.

Contact Names:

C. Bruno D. Altman

Senior Budget Analyst Manager, Financial Planning

397-4218 397-4220

G. Vollebregt L. Brittain

Director, Budget Services Director, Treasury and Financial Services

392-9095 392-5380
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Appendix 1
Background Information

Overview of Funding for Transit Services > Operating and Cap ital Costs in Other
Jurisdictions:

Generally, in Canada, only the provinces of Alberta, British Columbia, Manitoba and
Quebec provide some funding to municipalities that can be applied towards transit.
Funding sources include per-capita opera ting and capital g rants, special project
grants, operating and capital cost-sharingarrangements, contributions from gas taxes,
parking taxes, hydro levies, other levies and other license fees. In contrast, in the
United States, the ederal Government provies about 50 percent ofall transit capital
funding and 3 percent of all operating funding. In addition, average States funding
represents 13 percent of 1 ocal transit capital costs, and 22 percent of 1 ocal transit
operating costs. (Reference: Report (Iine 16, 1999) to Toronto Transit Commission
from Vincent Rodo, Interim Chief General Manager).

The report (July 7, 1999) to the Policy and F inance Committee from the Chief
Administrative Of ficer a nd the Chie f F inancial Of ficer a nd Tr easurer, e ntitled
“Toronto Transit Commission — Provincia 1 Municipal F unding Trends an d
Longer-Term F unding Strateg ies”, disc ussed how other jurisdictions’ transit
operating and capital costs are funded a  nd proposed alternate long -term a nd
sustainable sources of revenue in order to maintain the TTC’s economic viability.
At its meeting of July 27, 1999, City Council referred this report back to the TTC for
further consideration.

The above-noted report ¢ ites how B ritish Columbia’s Tran slink, the reg ional
transportation sy stem for the Vanc ~ ouver reg ion and Montreal’s Ag  ence
Metropolitaine de Transport (AMT) for the Greater M ontreal Region are funded
through a wide rang e of revenu e sources , including : fuel tax es, hy dro levy,
provincial sales tax on parking non-residential parking tax, dedicated vehicle licence
surcharge, property levies on municipalitie s that receive comm uter train service,
property levies for capital asset funding and provincial subsidy for commuter rail
infrastructure.

A. Commercial Concentration Tax

The Comme rcial Conc entration Ta x ( CCT) wa s intr oduced by the pr ovincial
government in its 1989 Ontario Budget, for implementation on January 1, 1990. The
CCT was one of a few initiatives to fund a $2-billion provincial Transportation
Capital Program (TCP) over a period of five years (1989 - 1994) aimed at reducing
congestion and improving access to gr owing markets throughout Ontario. Of the
$2 billion, $1.24 billion (62 percent) was committed to projects within the GTA.
These included road and hig  hway ex pansion (Hig hways 401, 403 and 407),
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municipal road links in Metro and surrounding areas and transit improvements. The
CCT was imposed on propertiesin the Greater Toronto Area only. The mtionale was
that the people who receive the direct benetfit, i.e. improved transportation services,
should pay for the project costs.

A.l Principal Provisions of the CCT:

- an annual tax of $10.75/m * ($1/ft*) to be impose d ona 1l commercial
properties ex ceeding 18,600 m * (approx. 200,000 ft *) and all commercial
parking lots in the GTA;

- the first 200,000 ft* of commercial properties (not including parking lots) to
be exempt;

- total area of parking lot to be subject to CCT;

- the tax to be 1 evied against the land, and, therefore the landlord of the
property to be responsible for the payment of the tax;

- race tracks, pipelines,  trucking  depots, warehouses, research and
development facilities, residential and industrial properties to be exempt;

- land that is exempt for taxes for municipal or school purposes by any Act to
be exempt except commercial parking lots ope rated by a municipality or
local board; and

- commercial parking lots operated on a seasonal basis to be exempt.

A.2  Economic Impacts of the CCT

The CCT was estimated to generate $625 million over five years, or an average of
$125 million annually, from both commercial pr operties and parking lots in the
GTA. (In 1992, the CCT brought in $111 million for the Province.) For the former
Metro Toronto, the greatest impact of t he CCT was ex perienced by the parking
operations of four of the Special Purpos e Bodies, namely, Ex hibition Place, the
Metropolitan Toronto Z oo, the TTC and the Metropolitan Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority. The TTC experienced the largest single impact of all the
Special Purpose Bodies. It was liable for an annual CCT of $3.58 million on its
parking lots. Thetotal combined taxes levied on parking lots, together with taxes on
commercial buildings through office leases, were just over $5 million e very year.
As well, the Parking Authority of Toronto (PAT), the public parking operator of the
former City o f Toronto, paid about another $5 million ay ear on its parking
operations.

At the time, many parking lots we re losing money but still had to pay the CCT,
which was viewed as punitive. For example, Whitby’s municipal lots g enerated
$105,000.00 a year in revenue but wer e liable for $165,000.00 in CCT, and they
subsequently made all town parking lots free to fight the tax. Toronto’s TTC also
removed all parking charges on its ¢ ommuter lots until the CCT wa s abolished.
During the period the CCT was in effect, the PAT temporarily closed sections of its
parking facilities to avoid payment of the tax on under-utilized parking spaces.
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The CCT was introduced during the economic boom in the late 1980s. At the onset
of the recession during the early 1990s, it was obvious that the CCT had become a
hindrance and disincentive to growth and development of businesses in the GTA.
For example, during this time, hotel charges were increased $4.00 to $6.00 a night
to cover the additional costs. B usinesses, i ncluding rest aurants, ex perienced a
significant drop in their sales. Commercial buildings and office spaces experienced
increased vacancy rates.

Furthermore, the CCT was perceived as an unfair and discriminatory burden based
on size only (for commercal properties) --the large landowners and developers were
the hardest hit.

From the municipalities’ perspectives, they viewed the tax as biased against the
GTA, since the tax was imposed in the GTA only . In addition, the revenues
generated from the CCT were applied to the Province’s general revenues and not
designated to fulfil the purpose the tax was first intended. At the time, Metro was
trying to maintain existing aging infrastructure and attempting to find solutions to its
own internal pressing transportation issues. Given that 64 percent of the estimated
revenues to finance the Transportation Capital Program originated in Metro, it was
expected that the Province would develop transportation initiatives in collaboration
with Metro. Such was not the case.

The fact the CCT was opposed by  busin esses, as well as G TA municipalities,
especially Metro, contributed to the increased pressure in the Ontario Legislature to
abolish the tax in 1993 and the legislation was finally repealed in 1997.

B. Municipal Parking Surcharge (Metropolitan Toronto — Request to Amend
Legislation):

The former Metropolitan Council considered the subject of a municipal parking
surcharge, as a form of transportati on user fee, in September 1997. B ased on
information contained in a report (July 31, 1997) from the Acting Commissioner of
Planning, Council directed that the Province of Ontario be requested to amend the
applicable legislation to provide authority for the new City of Toronto to implement
a municipal parking surcharg e and other road user fees, if it so desires. The
municipal parking surcharge idea was put forward as a possible form of user fee in
a proposed “Short-Term Pro-Transit Strategy”.

The report cited the following benefits:
(1) it would act as a visibleexpense for drivers, requiring payment of parking for

each trip, thereby have a greater chance of influencing the decision to drive
versus an alternative mode of travel;
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(i1) it could be structured to apply to all-day parking users (driving to work or
school), thereby not affecting shor t-stay parkers conducting business,
shopping or other purposes; and

(iii)  conceptually, the surcharge represents an extension of an existing charge.
The following key disadvantages of a parking surcharge were also noted:

(1) provincial legislation would need to be enacted to allow municipalities to
levy such a surcharge; and

(i1) it woul d requi re anew adm inistrative st ructure for col lection and
enforcement; in addition, start-up coststo undertake an inventory of parking
spaces affected, establish a business plan and conduct a public information
program would be significant.

The report (July 31, 1997) from the ActingCommissioner of Planning estimated the
net annual revenue that could be g enerated from implementing a $1.40 per day
surcharge on all non-residential, off-street parking spaces used for all day parking
at $100 million (net) annually across the City (formerly Metropolitan Toronto). A
rate of $3.45 per day would be required to generate the same net income level, if
only parking spaces in areas well-served by rapid transit were included.

The estimated net revenue from a municipal parking surcharge could be substantial,
however, the City would need t o consider exemptions from any proposed levy in
order to ensure that other corporate poliges are notadversely impacted, for example,
business improvement initiatives and TTC commuter parking lots. Acordingly, the
level of net revenues that could be realized would be lower.

Requirements to Proceed:

In the event that Council decides to proceedwith the implementation of a municipal
parking surcharge, it would first need to obtain provincial enabling legislation that
included pr ovisions f or inspe ction a nd a uditing of pr ivately-operated pa rking
facilities.

Secondly, the City would need to conduct a lot-by-lot inventory of all parking
facilities that are potentially affected. Althoug h, the current CVA assessm ent
database contains information for stand-alone parking facilities (assessment amounts,
not number of spaces), it is still necessaryto determine the number of parkingspaces
and obtain other information respecting parking usage. In addition, properties with
parking operations forming part of co mmercial buildings and other ty pes of
developments would need to be captured separately.
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A business plan wouldneed to be developed that identified al parking spaces, times
affected, surcharg e rat es and adm inistrative requirements, including collection,
inspection and auditing.

Next, the Citywould have to approve bylaws to gve effect to the parking surcharge,
rates, conditions and other provisions. The administrative structure necessary to
implement t he s urcharge, including staffing and support, would have to be
established. Also, a public information program to explain the surcharge and its use
would be appropriate. F inally, the City would initiate collection, inspection and
auditing procedures.

ATTACHMENT NO. 2

Communication dated October 21, 1999, from the City Clerk, entitled “New York State Law
Suit Against Mid-Western Coal-Fired Power Plants”. (See Minute No. 12.62, Page 72)

Recommendation:

The Environmental Task F orce reco mmends that C ity Council adopt the
recommendations contained in the report dated October 20, 1999 from the Medical
Officer of Health.

Background:

The Environmental Task Force at its meeting held on October 20, 1999, had before
it a report dated October 20, 1999, from the Medeal Officer of Health respectingthe
New York State law suit against Mid-Western Coal-Fired Power Plants and advising
how the City of Toronto can support he impending legal action aimed at curbingair
pollution from coal-fired power plants in the mid-western United States.

(Report dated October 20, 1999, addressed to the
Environmental Task Force, from the
Medical Officer of Health.)

Purpose:

This report responds to a request from the Environmental Task Force (ETF) for
advice respecting the ways in which the City of Toronto can support the impending
legal action by New York State aimed at curbing air pollution from coal-fired power
plants in the mid-western United States.

Source of Funds/Financial Implications:
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Verbal discussions with representatives from New York State’s Attorney General’s
Office suggest that minimal financial resources and a manageable level of sta ff
resources would be required to support NewY ork State’s legal action with a ‘Friend
of the Court” brief.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that Toronto City Council:

(1)

2)

)

(4)

)

(6)

(7)

commend New York State’s Attor ney Ge neral for pur suing le gal a ction
against 17 coal -fired power plants in the mid-western United S tates that
contribute to smog;

provide approval in principle for theCity to support New York’s &gal action
as a “Friend of the Court” and direct the City Solicitor, in consultation with
the Medi cal Offi cer of Heal thandt he Commissioner of W orks and
Emergency Se rvices, to inve stigate the le gal and resource implic ations
required for this action, and report back to the November Council meeting,
through the Policy and Finance Committee (with copies sent to the Board of
Health, Wor ks Committe e, Envir onmental Ta sk F orce and the Tor onto
Inter-Departmental Environment Team for information);

request that the Association of Municipalities of Ontario (AMO) and the
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) endorse Toronto’s intervertion
as a “Friend of the Court” in New York State’s legal action;

request that Toronto Hy dro report to the December Council meeting
indicating whether its ~ supplier, On tario Power Generation, is buy  ing
electricity from any of the 17 coal-fired power plants identified in the law
suit;

request that Toronto Hydro report to Council on the feasibility of adopting
a purchasing policy which encourages a shift to natural gas and renewable
energies by stipulating that air emission rates for nitrogen oxides, sulphur
dioxide, carbon dioxide and mercury, be considered along with price when
purchasing electrical power;

request that the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer report to Council on
the feasibility of adopting a similar pur chasing policy for the City asa
purchaser of electricity; and

indicate to the Premier of Ontario that it is essential to the health of Ontario
residents that the Province establish aggressive air emission standards for
electricity generated in Ontario and for Ontario consumers, before the market
opens to full competition in the year 2000.
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Background:

In April 1999, the Toronto Board of Health adopted a Toronto Public Health report,
entitled “ Changes in Onta rio’s Ele ctrical Se ctor a nd Air Qu ality”, whic h
recommended tha t the pr ovincial g overnment e stablish he alth pr otective a ir
emissions caps to limita ir pollution f rom ¢ oal-fired powe r pla nts pr oviding
electricity to Ontario consumers. Th ese air emi ssions caps were endorsed by
Toronto City Council, inJ uly 1999, wh en it adopted a Works and Emerg ency
Services report, entitled “ Ontario Clean A ir A lliance: Re commended Ca ps for
Ontario’s Electrical Sector to Improve Air Quality”.

In June 1999, when City Council adopted the “Smog Prevention and Re duction:
Status Report and Work Plan” prepared by the Chief Administrative Officer (CAO),
it recommended that the CAO explore the federal and provincial ways and means
available to address transboundary air pollution issues that affect the City.

On September 27, 1999, the Environmental Tak Force (ETF) recommended that the
Medical Officer of Health and the City Solicitor comment to the ETF by October 18,
1999, on the ways in which the City can support the legal action initiated by New
York State’s Attorney General against 17 coal -fired power p lants situated in the
mid-western United States. This report has been prepared in consultation with staff
in Legal, Works and Emergency Services, Treasury and Financial Services, and the
Corporate Policy and Planning Division of the office of the Chief Administrative
Officer. I n informal dis cussions, Toronto Hydro representativ es have indicated
concurrence with the recommendations contained in this report.

Comments:
(1) Smog and U.S. Coal-Fired Power Plants

Smog is asignificant health hazard for the residents of Toronto. The levels of oone
and particulates (the two major compone nts of smog) in Toronto’s air commonly
exceed the levels at which serious health effects, hospitalizations and premature
deaths have been demonstrated. The Ontario Ministry of Environment has estimated
that, each y ear, 1,800 people die premat urely in Ontario and 1,400 people are
admitted to hospitals, because of the particulates in Ontario’s air. Since Toronto
residents comprise 22 per cent of Ontar i0’s population, we estimate that Toronto
itself experiences about 400 excess deaths and 300 excess hospitalizations each year,
due to the particulates in air.

Smog episodes in Toronto are very closely linked to the generation of electricity in
coal-fired pl ants i n t he mid-western Uni ted S tates. The Ont ario Mi nistry of
Environment estimates that about 50 percent of the ozone which affects Toronto in
the summer comes from the United States. Most of that ozone originates as nitrogen
oxides emitted from coal-fired plants in the mid-western United States. I n 1995,
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U.S. coal-fired power plants were res ponsible for 26 perc ent of their nation’s
nitrogen ox ide emissions. I ndividually, these plants can emit as much nitr ogen
oxides in one year as all the cars and trucks in a large metropolitan area. Fo r
example, the James M. Ga vin power plant in southe rn Ohio e mitted more than
110,000 tonnes of nitrogen oxides in 1996. This is almost one half of the nitrogen
oxide e missions that were produced by the entire transportation se ctor in a 1l of
Ontario in 1992.

U.S. coal-fired power plants are also the single most significant source of sulphur
dioxide. W hen sulphur diox ide reacts with other chemi cals in the atmosphere, it
produces su Iphates, a fine acid mist wh ich accounts for 25 to 40 percent of the
particulates in smog . In 1995, coal-fire d power plants were responsible for

63 percent of the sulphur dioxide emissions in the United States.

In 1998, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency introduced a Ruling that would
have eff ectively reduced nitrog en ox ide e missions f rom c oal-fired pla nts in
23 jurisdictions by about 64 percent by the year 2007. This Ruling could have
reduced the emission rates for nitrogen oxides for U.S. coal-fired plants from the
current r ange of 5.5 to 10 pounds pe r megawatt-hour to a bout 1.5 pounds per
megawatt-hour. (Ontario’s emission  rates rang e from 3 to 5 pounds per
megawatt-hour). T he Ruling w ould h ave s ignificantly imp roved a ir q uality in
southern Ontario. Unfortunately the Ruling which was challenged by industry, was
stayed by the Court of Appeals this past summer.

(2) New York’s Legal Action

On September 15, 1999, New York’s Attorney General announced that he intends
to sue 17 coal-fired plants in five mid-western states for failing to upgrade their
pollution controls when they expanded their plants. Under the U.S. Clean Air Act,
old coal-fired power plants do not need to ¢ omply with the mor e rigorous air
emission standards contained in the Act unless they are substantially modified or
expanded. If successful, the New York legal action could substantially improve air
quality in southern Ontario by forcing the identified power plants to comply with the
air emissions standards that apply to new coal-fired power plants.

There are a number of ways in which the City of Toronto could support New York
State’s leg al action. Staff from New Yo  rk’s Attorney General’s Office have
indicated that a “Friend of the Court” brief, which could be prepared internally by
staff in Legal, Toronto Public Health, and Works and Emergency Services, could
have a positive impact on New York’s legl action. Given thatToronto’s air quality
could be substantially improved with the success of New York’s legal action, it is
recommended that the City Solicitor, in ¢ onsultation with the Medical Officer of
Health and the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, investigate the
resource and legal implicationsinvolved in the preparation of a “Iiend of the Court”
brief, and report back toCouncil, through Policy and Finance Committee, at the next
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meeting. In the interim, and in order to protect the position of the City of Toronto,
the City Solicitor should be authorized to seek leave from the U.S. Court to obtain
“Friend of the Court” status.

3) Using Toronto’s Purchasing Power

With the passage of Bill 35, the Electricity Competition Act, Toronto Hydro, which
is fully owned by the City of Toronto, has the ability to generate electricity as well
as to distnbute electricity. I also has the ability to buyelectricity from organizations
other than the former Ontario Hydro. The new reality in the electrical marketplace
provides the City with the opportunity to encourage the use of environmentally
friendly technologies through Toronto Hydro’s purchasing policy and through City
of Toronto’s corporate purchasing policy.

Toronto Hydro should be asked to determine if its current supplier, Ontario Power
Generation, is currently purchasing electricity from any of the U.S. coal-fired power
plants identified in New York State’sle  gal suit. I t should also be asked to
investigate the feasibility of developing a purchasing policy which would encourage
a shift to natural gas and renewable energies by specifying that air emissions rates
for nitrogen oxides, sulphur dioxide, catbon dioxide, and mercury, will be considered
along with price when purchasing electrical power. The City of Toronto should
pursue a complementary policy in relation to its own purchase of electrical power.

4) Provincial Actions Needed

Toronto Hydro’s ability to pr ovide clean energy will be limited if the provincial
government fails to establish air emission caps for t he el ectrical sector that are
protective of human health and the environment. Without aggressive air emission
standards, coal-fired power plants will continue to have the financial advantage over
cleaner energy sources produced with natural gas and renewable energies, thereby
perpetuating needless hospitalizations and premature deaths in Toronto and beynd.

Conclusions:

The New York legal suit a gainst 17 ¢ oal-fired plants in the mid-western United
States may provide the City of Toronto with the opportunity to express its support
for emissions reductions from U.S. coa I-fired power plants that are upwind from
Toronto. It also raises questions about the source of electricity bought by Toronto
Hydro which is fullyowned bythe Cityof Toronto. The introduction of competition
to Ontario’s electrical sector may provide the City with the opportunity to support
cleaner energy sources through its relationship with Toronto Hydro. However, the
opportunity to purchase “clean” power may be seriously limited if the provincial
government does not establish health  protective air emission standards for the
electrical industry as a whole.
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Contact Name:

Kim Perrotta, MHSc

Environmental Epidemiologist

Health Promotion and Environmental Protection, Toronto Public Health
Tel: 416-392-1560 Ext. 8-7044

Fax: 416-392-7418

E-mail: kperrott@city.toronto.on.ca

ATTACHMENT NO. 3

Report dated October 18, 1999, fromthe Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
entitled “Traffic Operations: Shaughnessy Boulevard, Nymark Avenue to Trailside Drive
(Seneca Heights)” (See Minute No. 12.69, Page 83):

Purpose:

To introduce improvements (all waystop control, relocation of pedestrian crossover
and inte rsection modif ications) to inc rease prot ection for pedest rians crossi ng
Shaughnessy Boulevard.

Financial Implications and Impact Statement:

Costs associated with the installation of an all way stop control are included within
the 1999 Operating Budget. The estimated cost of $25,000.00, for the relocation of
the Pe destrian Crossover (PXO), is in cluded within the Division’s 1999 Capital
Budget. The $42,600.00 estimated cost for road improvements at the Shaughnessy
Boulevard/Nymark Avenue intersection should be included within the 2000 Capital
Budget.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

(1) Schedules XVIII and XIX of By-Law No. 31001, of the former Cityof North
York, be amended to re  quire traffic to stop on all approaches to the
intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark Avenue;

(2) improvements to the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard, estimated at a
cost of $42,600.00, be included within the 2000 Capital Budget; and

3) By-law No. 30518, of hie former City of North York, be amended to relocate
the PXO located at the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark
Avenue, to a point approximately 70 metres south of Nymark Avenue.

Background:
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As a result of concerns forwarded by Councillor David Shiner’s office, staff of the
Transportation Services Division - District 3, of the Works and Emergency Services
Department investigated pedestrian activities on Shaughnessy Boulevard, between
Nymark Avenue and Trailside Drive.

The specific concern of the residents was that numerous pedestrians were crossing
Shaughnessy Boulevard at an unprotected location. As a significant portion of the
pedestrians were elementary school aged children, the crossing activities were seen
to be unsafe.

Currently, traffic on Shaughnessy Boulevard is required to stop at Goodview Road
to the north and Esterbrooke Avenue to the south. There is a PXO on the north side
crosswalk of the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark Avenue.

Within the imme diate vic inity of the area whe re the ped estrian c rossings a re
occurring there are several elementary schools, which include St. Matthias Separate
School, Lescon Public School and Dallington Public School.

There has been an ever-i ncreasing number of pedestrians crossing at this location
which has raised concerns of an incident, particularly with regards to many school
aged children. The Toronto Police Service has indicated that it is unable to provide
crossing protection at an undesignated mid-block crossing.

As aresult of the urgency brought about by this public safety matter, staff requested
leave of the Chair of the North York Community = Council to bring this matter
forward to Council at the earliest opportunity.

Comments:

To identify any traffic operational deficiencies which may exist, staff of this Division
observed vehicle and pedestrian traffic patterns, determined the utilization of the
existing PXO, established existing pedestrian routes and completed an all way stop
study.

As a result of our inve stigation it wa s observed that a sig nificant number of
pedestrians, s everal of which were unassisted ch ildren, crossed Shaug hnessy
Boulevard without protection. The pedestians were generally school-aged children
destined for one of the several school s in the area. Of the approx imately
400 pedestrians who crossed Shau  ghnessy B oulevard during the study , only
80 utilized the existing PXO.

It was also observed that, due to the overly large turn radius on the northwest and
southwest corners of t  he 1 ntersection of Ny mark Avenue and Shaug hnessy
Boulevard, the pedestrian crossing di stances, which included the PXO, were

excessive. With the reduction in the curb radius the pedestrian crossing distances
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would be reduced. In addition to the pedestrian crossing distances, the expansive
intersection allow s for hig h-speed northbound left and southbound rig ht turns.
Eastbound motorists on Nymark Avenue, upon approachingShaughnessy Boulevard,
find it difficult to determine exactly where to stop their vehicles, in order to avoid
conflicts with turning vehicles.

The results of an all way stop study indicated that the warrants for the installation of
an al 1-way st op were satisfied at t he S haughnessy Boul evard/Nymark Dri ve
intersection. With the installation of an all way stop control, the existing PXO can
be removed.

Based upon the pedestrian crossing activities along Shaughnessy Boulevard, south
of Nymark Avenue, the installation of a PXO at a point approximately 70 metres
south of Nymark Avenue is appropriate.

Conclusions:

With the implementation of improvements and installation of an all way stop control
at the Shaughnessy Boulevard/Nymark Avenue intersection, and tle relocation of the
PXO from the intersection of Shaughnessy Boulevard and Nymark Avenue to a point
70 metres south of Ny mark Avenue, the le vel of safety of pedestrian crossing
activities will be greatly increased.

Contact Name:

Allen Pinkerton

Manager, Traffic Operations, District 3
Transportation Services Division
Telephone: 395-7463

Facsimile: 395-7482

Email: ajpinker@city.north-york.on.ca
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ATTACHMENT NO. 4

Report dated October 25, 1999, fro m the Acting Comm issioner of Corporate Services,
entitled “Proposed Sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East — Car Park No. 63
(Ward 24 - Downtown)” (See Minute No. 12.73, Page 87):

Purpose:

To revise Council’s approva | of the intended method of sale of Nos. 111 and
117 Richmond Street East.

Funding of Sources, Financial Implications and Impact Statement:

Revenue will be generated from the eventual sale.
Recommendations:
It is recommended that:

(1) the approved manner of the sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East
be a direct sale to Intracorp Developments (French Quarter II) Ltd.;

(2) to allow for the required noice to the public of the proposedsale to be given,
consideration of Clause No. 7 of Report No. 8 of The Policy and Finance
Committee be deferred to the Council meeting scheduled for November 23,
24 and 25, 1999;

3) all steps necessary to comply with By-law No. 551-1998 be taken; and

(4) the appropriate City officials be authorized and directed to take the necessary
action to give effect thereto.

Background:

On September 28 and 29, 1999, CityCouncil adopted Clause No. 14 ofReport No. 5
of The Administr ation Committe e the reby de claring sur plus to the City ’s
requirements the propertie s known municipally as Nos. 111 and 11 7 Richmond
Street East, in order to proceed with the proposal to sell to Intracorp Developments
(French Quarter 1) Ltd. the developmert rights at Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street
East. In exchange, the City would obta in ownership of strata title to 12 pa rking
spaces in the adjoining residential redevelopment.

In accordance with By-law No. 551-1998, the notice of the proposed sale was given
advising that the City proposes to enter into a joint venture with developers of the
abutting property respecting the sale of these lands.
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At its meeting on October 5, 1999, the Administration Committee had before it the
report dated September 28, 1999, from the Pr esident, Toronto Parking Authority,
entitled “Redevelopment of Car Park 63 Located at 111 and 117 Richmond Street
East”, recommending that approval be granted to enter into the transaction, notice
of the intention of which had been duly published. The Administration Committee
referred the report to the Policy and F inance Committee for co nsideration. The
Policy and Finance Committee recommended the adoption of the aforementioned
report subject, however, to amending Recommendation No. (1) to read as follows:

“(1)  City Council approve an ag reement of purchase and sale with
Intracorp Developments (French Quarter I1) Ltd. for the sale of 111
and 117 Richmond Street East (Muni cipal Car Park 63) the total
value of the transaction being $440,000.00 in cash; and

(2) deleting Recommendation No. (2).”

Comments:

The City Solicitor has advised that, fiould City Council adopt the recommendations
of the Policy and Finance Committee and purport to approve the revised nature of
transaction, the City will not have fu lIfilled the req uired statutory and by -law
pre-conditions to selling municipal real property. The notice gi ven to the public
described the manner by which the sale was intended to be transacted which is
different than that which is now being recommended for approval. Accordingly, it
is necessary to defer consideration of the sale report for one cycle and, during this
time, give notice to the public of the prop osed sale which is ¢ onsistent with the
recommendations of the Policy and Finance Committee.

Conclusion:

In order to proceed with a direct sale of Nos. 111 and 117 Richmond Street East to
Intracorp Developments (French Quarter II) Ltd., approval should be given, at this
time, for a revision to the intended manner of sale; sufficient time allowed for the
required notice to be given; and only then should Council give consideration to the
recommendations of the Policy and Finance Committee.

Contact Name:

Luba Tymkewycz, 392-7207, Fax - 392-1880, ltymkewy(@city.toronto.on.ca

(A copy of the map referred to in the foregoing report is on file in the Office of the City
Clerk.)
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ATTACHMENT NO.5

Report dated October 26, 1999, fro m the Acting Comm issioner of Corporate Services,
entitled “Proposed Closing of City-owned Public Lane North of College Street, Extending
Easterly from Huron Street, and Convey ance to the U niversity of Toronto
(Ward 24 - Downtown)” (See Minute No. 12.75, Page 90):

Purpose:

The purpose of this report is to provide City Council with the estimated appraised
value of the public lane to be closed andconveyed to the University of Toronto and
to present an alternative method of pa  yment as proposed by the University of
Toronto.

Financial Implications:

Compensation from the sale of these lads will be in the amount of $460,000.00, and
information on the proposed type of payment is detailed in the body of this report.

Recommendations:
It is recommended that:

(1) Council set t he sale price for the f ee in the public lane located north of
College Street, extending easterly from Huron Street, at $460,000.00;

(2) subject to Council concurrence, in lie u of direct pay ment to the City of
$460,000.00, the proposal set forth by the University of Toronto for the
establishment o f't he “ Dan L eckie C ity o f T oronto B ursaries” fund be
approved;

3) the details respecting the establishment and ongoing administration of the
Bursaries be subject to the approval of the Chief Administrative Officer;

4) authority be granted for the City to execute any documents necessary to give
effect to the foregoing; and

%) the appropriate City O fficials be aut horized and di rected t ot ake t he
necessary action to give effect to the foregoing.

Background:

City Council at its meeting held on September 28 and 29, 1999, adopte d, without
amendment, a Motion moved by Mayor Lastman, seconded by Councillor Chow,
dealing with the proposed closingand conveyancing of the publiclane located north
of College Street and extending easterly from Huron Street and, in doingso, Council
adopted the recommendations contained in a report prepared by the Commissioner
of W orks and Emerg ency Services , and a report prepared by  the Acting
Commissioner of Corporate Services, both dated September 27, 1999.
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By adoption of my report, I was directed to rep ort back to City Council, at its
meeting to be held on October 26, 1999, on the amount of compensation the City
should receive from the University of Toronto for the fee in the subject lands.

Comments:

Notice to the public of the proposed sale to the adjoining property owner of the
public lane h as been given pursuant to By-law No. 551-1998. The deadline to
receive enquiries, as published in thenotice, was 4:30 p.m. on October 22, 1999. No
enquiries were received.

An appraisal has been completed and the appraised value of the subject public lane
is estimated to be $460,000.00.

By letter dated October 26, 1999(copy attached), the solicitor for the University has
advised that the University of Toront o, as a non-profit chari table institution, is
receiving special funding for the construdtion of the Technology Information Centre
for which the subject public lane will beused and the budget for the construction of
the institute doe s not inc lude the amount of $4 60,000.00 for land a cquisition.
Accordingly, the Unive rsity isr equesting tha t it be pe rmitted to sa tisfy the
$460,000.00 requirement by allocating that amount into a capital account, the
revenue from which will be used to provide Bursaries only for residents of the City
of Toronto. The B ursaries are to be na med the “Dan L eckie C ity of Toront o
Bursaries” and are to be g enerally di rected to students of environmental or
community studies or to such other studies as the University and the City agree. The
University further agrees to report annually on the allocation of the Bursaries.

Conclusion:

The value of the subject public lane to be conveyed to the University of Toronto

should be set by Council at $460,000.00. The University of Toronto is unable to pay
this amount and, as an alternative, has proposed to establish the “Dan Leckie City of
Toronto B ursaries” fund only for resid ents of the City of Toronto. W hile the

payment of the compensation in this ma nner would be subject to City Council

approval, it is noted that the City of Toronto will realize an ongoing benefit to its

student citizens through the availabilityof the proposed “Dan Leckie City of Toronto
Bursaries”, while facilitating the construction of tke Technology Information Centre
through the conveyance of the subject public lane to the University of Toronto.

Contact Name:

Bonnie G. Duncan, 392-1861; Fax No.: 392-1880; bduncan(@city.toronto.on.ca

ATTACHMENT NO. 6
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Report dated October 26, 1999, from the Acting Commissioner o f Urban Planning and
Development Services, entitled “Proposed  Interim Control B y-law, Highland Creek
Village - Scarborough Highland Creek ” (See Minute No. 12.77, Page 94):

Purpose:

To advise Council on a request for an Interim Control By-law within the Highland
Creek Village.

Financial Implications:

City Council would need to retain outside planning services, in the event of an
appeal of the Interim Control By-law.

Recommendations:
It is recommended that:

(1) City Council not approve the request  for an I nterim Control B y-law for
several locations in the Highland Creek Village; and

(2) Urban Design criteria to maintain or enhance a village character within the
Highland Creek Village core be estalished through the 2000 Work Program
for Urban Design, City Planning, East District.

Background:

Council referred to staff for report, a motion to impose Interim Control on a portion
of the Highland Creek Community.

Comments:

City of Sca rborough planning staff unde rtook a review of the policies of the
Highland Creek Community Secondary Plan in 1995-97. This was the first major
review since the original Secondary Plan to the Official Plan was adopted in 1981.
While priority was given to residential issues, the study also dealt with Official Plan
and zoning issues for the commercial uses on Kingston Road within the eastern part
of the community and with a commercial site within the Village Core.

The study was done with the active participation of the Highland Creek Community
Association and in consultation with busness operators andlandowners. Numerous
meetings were held with these groups during the course of the study. Two widely
advertised and well attended open houses were held at a local school to inform the
community at large of the study’s progress and findings. Although there was ample
opportunity for the participants to raise additional issues, such as Official Plan
policies and zoning related to the Village Core, this did not occur.

At the conclusion of the study a disc ussion paper was produ ced, addressing, in
particular, “ Whata re t he I ssues i nt he C ommunity?” a nd outlining s taff’s
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recommendations. Scarborough Council approved these recommendations, with
only minor amendments, in May of 1997.

A number o f appeals were made to Council’s approval ofthe Highland Creek
amendments. With one exception, all of the appeals were on commercial rather than
the residential issues. Business operators and landowners particularly opposed any
change to the uses permitted under the Highway Commercial Zone, including the
proposed replacement of the “Specialized Commercial” use permission with other
uses.

The Ontario Municipal B oard decision of March 29, 1999, found in favour of the
appellants. The Board concluded that the City’s proposal to “take awaysome of the
existing uses and add a few new ones ... amounts to a li mited down-zoning. The
Board finds this inappropriate and not good planning. The Highway Commercial
Uses have been in ex istence since 1963, over 35 years. The properties have bee n
zoned Highway Commercial since 1963 and have operated with this knowledge as
a Highway Commercial Use. Some of the owners have improved their properties.
A limited down-zoning proposed by the City may, in fact, create some hardships on
the owners and may restrict financing and possible sales of their properties.”

Given t his recent Board deci sion on Hi ghway C ommercial zoning wi thin t he
Highland Creek Community, staff are not optimistic about the City’s ability to be
successful at the B oard with the appeal that will inevitably result should the City
place Interim Control on the Village Core area.

The urban design issue in the motion re garding the maintenance and enhancement
of the village character for the Village Core could be addressed within the City
Planning Division’s 2000 Work Program.

The issue regarding the future use of the three single-family residential lots on the
south side of Kingston Road, west of Military Trail, can more appropriately be
addressed when a redevelopment scheme is presented for consideration for the three
lots or in combination with adjacent lands.

Conclusion:

In view of the recent review of the  Highland Creek S econdary P lan and recent
Ontario Municipal Board decision thereon, City Council should not impose Interim
Control in the Highland Creek Village area at this time. Urban design criteria to
enhance a “village” character in the Village Core can be developed through the
2000 Work Program for Urban Design, City Planning, East District.

Contact Name:

Ted Ty ndorf, MCI P, RPP, Director of =~ Community Planning , East D istrict,
Scarborough Civic Centre, Telephone: (416) 396-7006, Fax: (416) 396-4265.





