Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 1
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

Guide to Minutes
These Minutes were confirmed by City Council on February 1, 2005
Agenda Index

MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL

OF THE

CITY OF TORONTO
TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 30, 2004,
WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 1, 2004, AND
THURSDAY, DECEMBER 2, 2004
City Council met in the Council Chamber, City Hdl, Toronto.
CALL TO ORDER - 9:43 am.

14.1 Mayor Miller took the Chair and cdled the Membersto order.

The meeting opened with O Canada.

142 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
Councillor Altobello, seconded by Councillor Balkissoon, moved that the Minutes of the Council

meeting held on the 26th, 27th and 28th days of October, 2004, be confirmed in the form supplied
to the Members, which carried.

PRESENTATION OF REPORTS
14.3  Councillor Cowbourne presented the following Reports for consideration by Council:

Deferred Clauses:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clauses 1laand 20a,
Adminigtration Committee Report 6, Clause 15b,
Adminigtration Committee Report 8, Clause 8a,

Panning and Trangportation Committee Report 6, Clause 4b,
Works Committee Report 9, Clauses 1aand 3a,
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North Y ork Community Council Report 7, Clause 47b,
North Y ork Community Council Report 8, Clause 273,
Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7a, and
Board of Hedth Report 7, Clause 1a.
New Reports:
Policy and Finance Committee Report 9,
Adminigration Committee Report 9,
Community Services Committee Report 8,
Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 8,
Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 9,
Works Committee Report 10,
Joint Adminidtration and Planning and Transportation Committee Report 1,
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9,
North Y ork Community Council Report 9,
Scarborough Community Council Report 9,
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9,
Audit Report 6, and
Report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, entitled “Review of the City’'s
Adminidgrative Structure’,
and moved, seconded by Councillor FHetcher, that Council now give consideration to such Reports,
which carried.
14.4  Councillor Cowbourne, with the permisson of Council, presented the following Report for the
congderation of Council:
Striking Committee Report 7,
and moved, seconded by Councillor Fletcher, that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the
City of Toronto Municipa Code be waived in connection with this Report, and that Council now
give condderation to such Report, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having
voted in the affirmative.
145 DECLARATIONSOF INTEREST

Councillor Ashton declared hisinterest in Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 22, headed
“Possible Acquidtion of Toronto Digtrict School Board Property Located on Wanita Road for
Stormwater Management Purposes (Ward 44 - Scarborough Eagt)”, in that he lives near the subject
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lands.

Councillor Cowbourne declared her interest in Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 22,
headed “Possible Acquisition of Toronto Digtrict School Board Property Located on Wanita Road
for Stormwater Management Purposes (Ward 44 - Scarborough East)”, in that she lives near the
subject lands.

Councillor Ford declared his interest in Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 5, headed
“Service Improvement Review for Printing and Reproduction Services’, in that his family owns a

printing company.

Councillor Jenkins declared hisinterest in Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 21, headed
“Technology End of Lease Strategy Initiative (TELS) Progress Report on Purchasing Requirements
for Fourth Quarter 2004”, in that heis aretired pensoned employee of IBM Canada L td.

Councillor Mammoaliti declared hisinterest in Item (€), entitled “ Preliminary Report — Officid Plan
Amendment and Rezoning Application Applicant: Toula Nessinis, Marlston Planning Consultants
Rafael + Bigauskas Architects, South Side of Frith Road (Ward 7 — Y ork West)”, as contained in
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 40, headed “ Other I1tems Consdered by the
Community Council”, in that his parents live in the vicinity of the proposed development.

Councillor McConndll declared her interest in Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 22,
headed “Funding Approvas for the 2005 Supports to Daily Living Program”, in that her husband
isthe Executive Director of the Riverdae Housing Action Group, which is being recommended for
funding under the Support to Dally Living Program.

Councillor RPitfield declared her interest in Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 26,
headed “Enwave Energy Corporation, Annua Shareholders Meeting 20047, in that her husband is
an employee of the Bank of Nova Scotia

Councillor Shiner declared hisinterest in Motion J(25), moved by Councillor Chow, seconded by
Councillor Rae, repecting authority to enter into Agreements with the owners of 438 King Street
West, 23 Brant Street and 38 Niagara Street under Section 45(9) of the Planning Act, and in
Motion J41), moved by Councillor Chow, seconded by Deputy Mayor Pantalone, respecting a
proposed amendment to Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 to prohibit large restaurants and
clubsin the King-Spadina Part 11 Ares, in that his family owns property in the immediate area.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSESRELEASED OR HELD FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION
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14.6 The following Clauses and an additional item were held by Council for further
congderation:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clauses 1laand 20a.

Adminigtration Committee Report 6, Clause 15b.
Adminigtration Committee Report 8, Clause 8a.

Panning and Transportation Committee Report 6, Clause 4b.
Works Committee Report 9, Clauses 1laand 3a

North Y ork Community Council Report 7, Clause 47b.
North Y ork Community Council Report 8, Clause 27a.
Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7a.
Board of Hedlth Report 7, Clause 1a

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clauses 1, 2, 3, 4, 11, 12, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27,
28, 29, 33, 37, 38, 41, 42, 43, 45, 47, 49, 51, 56, 57 and 58.

Adminisgtration Committee Report 9, Clauses 1, 3, 4, 5, 10, 11, 12, 20, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 31 ad
34.

Community Services Committee Report 8, Clauses 7 and 10.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 8, Clauses 1, 3, 10, 12, 14 and 16.
Panning and Transportation Committee Report 9, Clauses 1, 2, 3,4, 5and 7.

Works Committee Report 10, Clauses 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8 and 10.

Joint Administration and Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 1, Clause 1.
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 1, 2, 12, 19, 28 and 31.

North Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28,
29, 30, 32, 33, 34, 37, 43, 44, 45 and 46.

Scarborough Community Council Report 9, Clauses 22 and 27.
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Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, 14, 20, 32, 33, 34,
37, 53, 54, 57, 58, 59, 60 and 69.

Audit Committee Report 6, Clauses 4, 6, 13 and 15.

Report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, entitled “ Review of the City’ s Adminidrative
Structure’.

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

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clause 20a.

North Y ork Community Council Report 8, Clause 27a.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clauses 26, 27, 28, 45, 47 and 56.

Adminigtration Committee Report 9, Clause 12.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 8, Clauses 1, 3 and 14.

Panning and Transportation Committee Report 9, Clause 4.

Works Committee Report 10, Clauses 2, 7 and 8.

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 19 and 28.

North Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 29 and 43.

Scarborough Community Council Report 9, Clause 27.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 7, 20 and 69.

Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 13.

The Clauses not held by Council for further consideration were deemed to have been
adopted by Council, without amendment, in accordance with the provisons of Chapter 27

of the City of Toronto Municipal Code.

The following Clauses were re-opened for further consideration and subsequently amended:
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Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 32. (See Minute 14.48, Page 64).
Scarborough Community Council Report 9, Clause 26. (See Minute 14.67, Page 91).
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 42. (See Minute 14.64, Page 86).
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 63. (See Minute 14.28, Page 33).
CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSESWITH MOTIONS, VOTES, ETC.

14.7 North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 44, headed “Status respecting OMB

Direction - Site Plan Revision Application 04 151777 NNY 24 SA Applicant: Passionist
Community of Canada Architect: Larkin Architect Limited 650 Sheppard Avenue East
(Ward 24 —Willowdale)'.

Motion:

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“Thet the following gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban
Development Services, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

Q City Council request thet the Ontario Municipa Board adjourn the hearing
currently scheduled for November 30 and December 1, 2004,

2 Panning staff continue discussions with the goplicant respecting arevised
gte plan based on the following three options in order of preference:

0] that the Site be developed in accordance with the approved plans
and drawings with al parking spaces located below grade;

(i) al parking spaces currently proposed dong the eest edge of the Site
be relocated to the west side of the driveway with the balance
being located below grade; or

@)  the current proposal before the Board, as illustrated on
Attachment 1, subject to certain revisons and conditions
satisfactory to the Director, Community Planning North Didtrict;
and

)] City Council endorse the three options in order of preference as set out in
thisreport.” ”
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14.8

14.9

14.10

Votes.
The mation by Councillor Shiner carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Works Committee Report 9, Deferred Clause 3a, headed “ Bus-Only Lanes (Bus Rapid
Trangt) Downsview Subway Station to York University”.
Motion:

Councillor Miheve moved that congideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of Council on February 1, 2005.

Vote:

The mation by Councillor Mihevc carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 12, headed “ Toronto’s Environmental
Awards of Excellence’.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantaone moved that the Clause be amended by deeting from the recommendation
of the Policy and Finance Committee, the words “through the Roundtable on the Environment”, so
that the recommendation now reads as follows:

“The Palicy and Finance Committee recommends that City Council adopt, in principle, the
recommendations in the Recommendations Section of the report (October 25, 2004) from
Deputy Mayor Joe Pantalone; and further, that the appropriate City staff report thereon to
the Works Committee”.

Votes.

The motion by Councillor Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Adminigration Committee Report 9, Qause 27, headed “ History of Pension |mprovements
to Benefitsfor City-Sponsored Pension Plans and Establishment of a Policy in Regardsto
Future Pension Improvements”.

Motion:

Councillor Davis moved that the Clause be referred to the five City-sponsored Pension Plan Boards
referred to in Recommendation (2), namely, the Metropolitan Toronto Penson Plan, the Toronto
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Fire Department Superannuation and Benefit Fund, the Toronto Civic Employee' s Penson and
Benefit Fund, the Corporation of the City of Y ork Employee Pension Plan and the Metropolitan
Toronto Police Benefit Fund, for congderation and report to the Adminigtration Committee; and theat
the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to report to the appropriate Penson Plan
Boards on the communication dated November 29, 2004, from the President, Toronto Civic
Employees Union, Loca 416.
Vote:
The mation by Councillor Davis carried.

14.11 Adminigtration Committee Report 9, Clause 34, headed “ Other Items Considered by the
Committee”.
Motion:
Councillor Maoscoe moved that the Clause be recelved as information, subject to referring Item (a),
entitled “Acquigtion by the City of Toronto of the Records of Members of Council”, back to the
Adminigration Committee for further congderation.
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.
The baance of the Clause was received as information.

14.12 Community Services Committee Report 8, Clause 10, headed “Humanitarian Effort in

Grenada For the Rebuilding of a Fire Station Destroyed by Hurricane Ivan”.
Motion:
Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the City of Toronto acknowledge the efforts of these volunteers by hosting a send-off
reception for the firefighters and their families, and that other donors be invited to attend.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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14.13

14.14

14.15

14.16

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 9, Clause 31, headed “ Ingallation of Additional
Speed Hump - Queen’s Drive Between Upwood Avenue and Jane Street Amendment to
Existing Plan (Ward 12 - York-Weston)”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Ford requested that his oppaosition to this Clause be noted in the minutes of this meeting.
North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 11, headed “ Request for Variancesfrom
the Former City of North York Sign By-law No. 30788, As Amended, for the Erection of
Four (4) Projecting Signs at 4952 Dufferin Street (Ward 8- York West)”.

Motion:

Councillor Li Preti moved that the Clause be referred back to the North Y ork Community Council
for further consderation.

Vote:
The mation by Councillor Li Preti carried.

North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 46, headed “ Request for Poll - Speed
Hump Plan Golfdown Drive (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)”.

Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled this Clause out of order, based on the advice from the City Clerk in her
communication dated November 22, 2004, that this matter should not have been considered by the
North Y ork Community Council because it is outsde that part of the urban area it represents and
is, therefore, contrary to the rules of Council.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 4, headed “ Final Report -
Application to Amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law — 5 Ever ett Crescent (Beaches
East York, Ward 31)".

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motion:

Councillor Davis moved that Council adopt the following:
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14.17

“Thet:

Q) the saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report
dated October 25, 2004, from the Director, Community Planning, South Didtrict,
as contained in the Clause, be adopted; and

2 the following action taken by the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council be
confirmed:

‘(2 requested the Commissioner of Urban Development Servicesto:

@ report to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council on the
StePan; and

(b) arrange a mesting with the applicants, adjacent property owners
and neighbours to discuss any outstanding issues prior to the
Site Plan approva.’ ”
Votes:
The mation by Councillor Davis carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 10, headed “ Status Report -
Site Plan Control Application - 433-437 Roncesvalles Avenue (Parkdale-High Park,
Ward 14)”.
Motion:

Councillor Watson moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the supplementary report dated November 20, 2004, from the Medical Officer of
Hedlth, be received.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Watson carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 11
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.18

14.19

14.20

14.21

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 32, headed “ Proposed
Ingtallation of Speed Bumps in the Public Lane between Pauline Avenue and Russett
Avenue, North of Bloor Street West (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Ford requested that his oppaosition to this Clause be noted in the minutes of this meeting.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 53, headed “Ontario
Municipal Board Hearing - 20, 22, 22A and 24 Bathurst Street (Trinity-Spadina,
Ward 19)”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be referred back to the Toronto and East Y ork
Community Council for further congderation.

Vote:
The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 15, headed “ Toronto Hydro Corporation —*2003 THC
Audit Observations and Recommendations (Management Letter)”.

Motion:

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be referred back to the Audit Committee for further
congderation.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Shiner carried.
Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 3, headed “ York Civic Centre Renovations

at 2696 and 2700 Eglinton Avenue West - Purchase Order 6011098 (Ward 12 - York South
- Weston)”.
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The Clause was submitted without recommendation.
Motion:
Councillor Mihevc moved that Council adopt the following:

“That the gtaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 18, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services, be adopted, subject to amending Recommendation (1) by adding the words
‘noting thet after the $133,000.00 amendment is completed the purchase order will have
been increased by $633,000.00, or 8.03 percent, overall’, so that the recommendations,
as amended by Council, shal now read asfollows.

‘It is recommended that:

Q) the Purchase Order 6011098 awarded to Canning Construction Ltd. for
the York Civic Centre Renovations, be increased by $133,000.00 from
$8,380,015.00 to $8,513,015.00 including al charges and taxes, noting
thet after the $133,000.00 amendment is completed the purchase order will
have been increased by $633,000.00, or 8.03 percent, overal; and

2 the appropriate City officids be authorized and directed to teke the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

November 30, 2004:

Procedural Motion:

Mayor Miller, a 10:48 am., with the permisson of Council, moved that Council vary the order of

its proceedings to now congder the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, entitled
“Review of the City’s Adminigtrative Structure’, the vote upon which was taken as follows:

[Yes- 30 |
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14.22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby,
McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Pantaone, Fitfied,
Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson

No - 12
Councillors, Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Ford, Li Preti, Mammadliti,
Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Paacio, Shiner, Walker, Watson

Carried by amgority of 18.

Report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, entitled “Review of the City’s
Administrative Structure’.

Report and Communications:

City Council had beforeit areport dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, entitled “Review
of the City’s Administrative Structure’ (See Attachment 1, Page 211).

Council dso had before it, during condderation of the Mayor's Report, the following
communications and documentation:

@

(b)
(©

(d)

(November 25, 2004) from Leo Gotlieb and Mary Baetz, Directors, Western Management
Consultants (See Attachment 2, Page 226);

(undated) from Councillor Case Ootes, Toronto-Danforth (See Attachment 3, Page 230);

(November 26, 2004) from the City of Toronto Adminigtrative, Professiona Supervisory
Association, Incorporated (COTAPSALI), which ison file in the City Clerk’s Office;

(November 29, 2004) presentation materials, headed “City of Toronto Departmental
Structure Review, Presentation to Council by Leo Gatlieb and Mary Bagtz’, whichison file
in the City Clerk’s Office;
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()

()

Management Models used in the following cities, submitted by the Chief Adminidrative
Officer, which ison filein the City Clerk’s Office:

- Halifax, Nova Scotia;

- Hamilton, Ontario;

- Montreal, Quebec;

- Ottawa, Ontario;

- Vancouver, British Columbia; and
- Chicago, lllinais, and

Consultant Agreement dated June 28, 2004, between the City of Toronto and Western
Management Consultants, which ison file in the City Clerk’s Office.

Deputy Mayor Pantaone in the Chair.

Motions;

@

(b)

(©

(d)

Mayor Miller moved that Council adopt the recommendations contained in
Recommendations Section of the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
entitled “Review of the City’s Adminidrative Structure’.

Councillor Stintz moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, be
referred to the Administration Committee for further condderation of the financid
implications related to this report and for report to the Policy and Finance Committee.

Coundillor Minnan-Wong moved thaet motion (b) by Coundillor Stintz be amended by adding
the words “and that Members of Council be canvassed to participate in a sub-committee
relating to the organizationd review of the City’s Adminidrative sructure’.

Councillor Waker moved that motion (b) by Councillor Stintz be amended by adding the
words “and further, that the Chief Adminigtrative Officer, in consultation with appropriate
gaff (internd and externd), be requested to report to the Adminigtration Committee with a
thorough report outlining reasons for and againgt the proposed structure and providing
dternative solutions with reasons for and againg their adoption”.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Vote on Referral:
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Adoption of mation (d) by Councillor Walker:

Yes-20
Councillors:

Altobello, Bakissoon, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Ford, Holyday,
Jenkins,  LiPreti, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Milczyn,
MinnanWong, Nunziata, Pdacio, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 22
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Filion, Fetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall,
Kely, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Moscoe, Pantalone, Pitfied,
Rae, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 2.

Adoption of motion (c) by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

Yes- 16

Councillors: Bakissoon, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Ford, Holyday, Li Preti,
Mammoaliti, MinnanWong, Nunziata, Palacio, Saundercook,
Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdllo, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Hdl, Jenkins, Kely, Lindsay Luby, McConndl, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 10.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Stintz, without amendment:

Yes- 17
Councillors:

Altobello, Bakissoon, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Ford, Holyday,
Li Preti, Mammaliti, MinnanWong, Nunziata, Paacio,
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 25
Mayor:

Miller
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Councillors Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall,
Jenkins, Kely, Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pantdlone, Pitfield, Rae, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 8.

Deputy Mayor Pantdone in the Chair.

Motions:

(€

Councillor Lindsay Luby moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor
Miller, be amended by:

@ amending Recommendation (9) to provide that the report requested of the Mayor
aso address employment contracts in ABCs and other arms-length organizations
in which Coundcil is a stakeholder; and

2 adding the following:

“That areview of the new Adminigtrative Structure established by the Mayor’s
Report be undertaken at the beginning of the new term of Council, such review to
be done by an Ad Hoc Committee of six Members of Council, with input from al
Members of Council aswell as selected aff.”

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

()

O

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor
Miller, be amended to provide that the ‘Parks and Recreation’ divison be changed to
‘Parks, Forestry and Recreation’ and the title of the Genera Manager be amended
accordingly.

Councillor Chow moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, be
amended by amending Recommendation (7) to provide that the Chief Adminidrative Officer
report to the Policy and Finance Committee in three months' time on expanding the mandate
of the Toronto Community Housing Corporation to include housing development services
for the City, while working closdy with the City to support its objectives of strengthening
neighbourhoods, beautifying the City, and building affordable housing.
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)

0]

0

Councillor Holyday moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
be received.

Councillor Milczyn moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,

be amended to provide that:

@ the Planning and Building functions be integrated into one department to be called
Urban Development Services,

2 the ‘Heritage Presarvation Services unit be digned under the Planning Department;
and

3 the Information Technology function be removed from the proposed Chief

Corporate Officer function and thet it be led by a Chief Information Officer with a
direct reporting relationship to Council, smilar to that of the City Clerk and the City
Solicitor.

Councillor Nunziata moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
be amended by:

@

)

amending Recommendation (9) to provide that the report requested of the Mayor
a0 address the financid impacts to the City of Toronto from any termination of
contracts; and

adding the following:
“That the Chief Adminigtrative Officer be requested to include in her review the

Alternative Service Delivery proposd discussed previoudy by Council, and report
on this proposa through the Policy and Finance Committee to Council.”

Councillor Giambrone in the Chair.

(k)

Councillor Ford moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller, be

amended to provide that dl new senior postions and al Generd Manager postions be put
out for competition.

Deputy Mayor Pantdone in the Chair.

0

Councillor Thompson moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
be amended to provide that an open competitive process be established for the new position
of City Manager as defined in Chart 2: Recommended Modd, and as outlined under the
heading “Management Roles and Responghilities’.
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(m)

)

(0)

Councillor Mammoliti moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
be amended by adding the following:

“That:

@

)

the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to conduct areview of anagamating
both the Protocol and Specid Events Divisons and report to the Policy and Finance
Committee for its meeting on March 31, 2005; and

City Council establish a five-member Council Reference Group, reporting to the
Policy and Finance Committee, to review changes to the Council-Committee
Governance Structure, and that the Reference Group report with recommendations
to the Policy and Finance Committee meeting on March 31, 2005, in order to make
changes for the mid-term 18-month rotation of Chairs; and that the City Clerk be
requested to canvass Members of Council for thelr interest.”

Councillor Dd Grande moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor
Miller, be amended by adding the following:

“That the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to congider the following as part of her
review of the City of Toronto Act:

‘That City Council be reduced by one-haf.” ”

Councillor Watson moved that the report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller,
be amended by:

@

)
3

(4)

)

deleting from Recommendation (1) the words “effective April 15, 2005" and
replacing them with the words “in principle’;

deleting Recommendations (2) and (3);

ddeting from Recommendation (4) the words “and that these authorities be effective
April 15, 20057;

inserting in Recommendation (5), after the words “Chart 2”, the words “except for
the Generd Manager, Economic Development and Culture’;

adding the following new Recommendation:

“That aCouncillor Implementation Working Group conssting of amember a large
from each Community Council, the Adminigtration Committee and Policy and
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Finance Committee (but excluding the members of the Employee and Labour
Relations Committee) be formed prior to December 31, 2004; and further that, in
order to choose members of this Working Group, the City Clerk canvass Members
of Council for interest and send the candidates names to the Striking Committee,
and that the Mayor cdl a Specid meeting of Council, in December 2004, to
consder the Striking Committee report.”;

(6) amending Recommendation (8) to read as follows:

“(8) the Chief Adminidrative Officer, in consultation with the Councillor
Implementation Working Group, be directed to undertake review in the
following areas and report to the Policy and Finance Committee before

April 15, 2005:

@ Human Resources, including the potentid for separation of
policy/compliance and service functions;

(b) Corporate Communications, with afocus on establishing strategic
communications and issues management capacity;

(© Corporate Services and Finance functions, to ensure effective
aignment in the proposed model and the separation of service and
compliance components to reduce barriers to innovation and
improve saervice ddivery,

(d) adminigrative, technica and other support services, to rationdize
the provison of these services in the proposed modd;

(e Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, functiona
reglignment, prior to recruiting a General Manager of Economic
Development and Culture; and

® any implementation issues that may be identified during this

review.”; and

@) ddeting from Recommendation (9) the words “on any recommended changes’.

(p) Councillor Moscoe moved that:

@ Pat (1) of motion (i) by Councillor Milczyn be referred to the Planning and
Trangportation Committee for consderation; and
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2 Part (3) of mation (i) by Councillor Milczyn be referred to the Chief Adminidtrative
Officer for report to the Policy and Finance Committee.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled Part (2) of motion (j) by Councillor Nunziata, out of order, as Council has
aready determined, during this term, that Alternate Service Ddlivery will not be undertaken.

Councillor Nunziata challenged the ruling of the Mayor.

Vote to Uphold Ruling of Mayor:

Yes-35

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins Kdly,
LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc,
Moscoe, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-7
Councillors: Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata,
Fitfidd
Carried by amgority of 28.

\otes:

Adoption of motion (h) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes- 10
Councillors: Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Shiner, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 32
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors:

Ashton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins Kdly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pdacio, Pantdone, PRitfield, Rae, Saundercook,
Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 22.

Part (1) of motion (€) by Councillor Lindsay Luby carried.

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

Motion (f) by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

Adoption of motion (g) by Councillor Chow:

Yes- 26
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Fedman, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPreti, Mammadliti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Pantdone, Rae, Shiner

No - 16
Councillors,

Bakissoon, Davis, De Grande, Ford, Hal, Holyday,
Lindsay Luby, MinnanWong, Nunziata, Pdacio, PFitfidd,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker, Watson

Carried by amgority of 10.

Part (1) of motion (p) by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Adoption of Part (2) of mation (i) by Councillor Milczyn:

Yes-41
Mayor:

Miller



22 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

Councillors:

Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnell,
Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantaone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-1
Coundcillor:

Ford

Carried by amgority of 40.

Part (2) of motion (p) by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Adoption of mation (1) by Councillor Thompson:

Yes-9
Councillors,

Bakissoon, De Grande, Ford, MinnanWong, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Saundercook, Thompson, Walker

No - 33
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Aghton, Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Watson

Lost by amgority of 24.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (o) by Councillor Watson:

| Yes- 10
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Councillors:

Augimeri, Bdkissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday,
MinnanWong, Nunziata, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 32
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Ashton, Bussn, Carall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, DiGiorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPret,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnel, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Paacio, Pantdone, Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 22.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (o) by Councillor Watson:

Yes-9

Councillors: Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,

Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins Kadly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pdacio, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 24.
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Adoption of Part (3) of motion (0) by Councillor Watson:

Yes-11
Councillors;

Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Palacio, Shiner, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 31
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldmean, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins Kdly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Mascoe, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 20.

Adoption of Part (4) of motion (0) by Councillor Watson:

Yes-11
Councillors,

Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Palacio, Shiner, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 31
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins Kadly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnel, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Maoscoe, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 20.




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

25

Adoption of Part (7) of motion (o) by Councillor Watson:

Yes-11

Councillors. Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Minnan-Wong,
Nunziata, Palacio, Shiner, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 31

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins Kadly, LiPret,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnel, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 20.

Part (2) of motion (€) by Councillor Lindsay Luby carried.

Adoption of motion (K) by Councillor Ford:

Yes- 10

Councillors Bakissoon, De Grande, Ford, MinnanrWong, Nunziata,
Palacio, Pitfield, Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No - 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammdaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Rae, Shiner, Thompson, Watson

Lost by amgority of 22.

Part (1) of motion (m) by Councillor Mammoliti carried.
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Adoption of Part (2) of mation (m) by Councillor Mammoaliti:

Yes-24
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Aghton, Bakissoon, Bussn, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Mammoaliti, McConnell, Milczyn, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Walker

No - 18
Councillors,

Augimeri, Caroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
Dd Grande, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Kelly, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevc, MinnantWong, Moscoe, Rae, Thompson, Watson

Carried by amgority of 6.

Adoption of motion (n) by Councillor Del Grande:

Yes-11
Councillors,

Augimeri, Cho, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Holyday,
Mammoaliti, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pdacio, Shiner

No - 31
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Aghton, Balkissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, DeBaegremaeker, DiGiorgio, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins Kadly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, McConndll, Mihevc, MinnanWong, Moscoe,
Pantalone, Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 20.
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Adoption of Part (5) of motion (0) by Councillor Watson:

Yes- 19

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adghton, Bdkissoon, Davis, Dd Grande, Ford, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, McConnel, Milczyn, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Pdacio, Ritfield, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

No - 23

Councillors: Augimeri, Bussn, Caradl, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Hal, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti,
Mihevc, Moscoe, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner

Lost by amgority of 4.

Mayor Miller, due to the above decisions of Council, declared Part (6) of motion (o) by Councillor
Watson, redundant.

Adoption of motion (&) by Mayor Miller, as amended:

Yes- 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors Ashton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnel, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Pdacio, Pantdone, PRitfied, Rae, Saundercook,
Soknacki

No - 10
Councillors: Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Minnarn-Wong,
Nunziata, Shiner, Thompson, Watson, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 22.

In summary, City Council adopted the following:
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“Thet:

M the recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated
November 24, 2004, from Mayor Miller (the Mayor’ s Report) be adopted, subject
to the following amendments:

@

(b)

(©

amending Recommendation (7) to provide that the Chief Adminigtrative
Officer report to the Policy and Finance Committee in three months' time
on expanding the mandate of the Toronto Community Housing Corporation
to include housing development sarvices for the City, while working dosdy
with the City to support its objectives of strengthening neighbourhoods,
beautifying the City, and building affordable housing;

amending Recommendation (9) to provide that the report requested of the
Mayor, dso address the following issues.

() employment contractsin ABCs and other aams-ength organizations
in which Council is a stakeholder; and

(i) the financid impeacts to the City of Toronto from any termination of
contracts;

amending the report to provide that:

() the * Parks and Recreation’ divison be changed to ‘ Parks, Forestry
and Recregtion’ and thetitle of the Generd Manager be amended
accordingly; and

(i) the ‘Heritage Presarvation Services unit be digned under the
Panning Department;

0 that the recommendations, as amended, now read as follows:

‘It is recommended that:

@

the new senior management model (Chart 2), and the senior management
roles and respongihilities outlined in this report be gpproved effective April
15, 2005, subject to:

@ the ‘Parks and Recreation’ divison being changed to ‘Parks,
Forestry and Recregtion’ and the title of the Generd Manager
being amended accordingly; and
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)

3

(4)

Q)

(6)

()

(8)

(b) the ‘Heritage Preservation Services unit being digned under the
Panning Department;

the two pogtions of Deputy City Manager be filled through an open,
interna/externa, competitive process, administered by the CAO,;

the Employee and Labour Relaions Committee be responsible for making
recommendations to Council on the outcome of the Deputy City Manager
competition, with the advice and support of the CAO during the
competition process,

the Chief Adminigrative Officer recommend to Council gppropriate
delegation of Sgning and spending authority within gpproved budgetsto the
exiging Generd Manager level postions shown under Citizen Focused
Servicesin Chart 2, and that these authorities be effective April 15, 2005;

responsibility be devolved to the existing Generd Manager level positions
shown under Citizen Focused Servicesin Chart 2 for signing reports and
representing their program areas at Standing Committees and Council,
effective April 15, 2005;

the title of Chief Adminigrative Officer be changed to City Manager,
effective April 15, 2005;

the Chief Adminigrative Officer be directed to review the role,
respongbilities and organizationd location of the City’ s affordable housing
programs including recommendations for an integrated set of affordable
housing god's and adminidrative adjustments required to achieve the gods
and to improve the City’s capacity to facilitate affordable housing
opportunities for the resdents of Toronto, and that the outcome of the
review be reported to Council prior to the end of March, 2005, and that
the Chief Adminigtrative Officer report to the Policy and Finance
Committee in three months' time on expanding the mandate of the Toronto
Community Housing Corporation to include housng deve opment services
for the City, while working closdly with the City to support its objectives of
grengthening neighbourhoods, beatifying the City, and building affordable
housing;

the Chief Adminidgrative Officer be directed to undertake reviews in the
following areas and implement any resulting changes:
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(I1)

©)

(10)

(11)

@ Human Resources, including the potentid for separation of
policy/compliance and service functions;

(b) Corporate Communications, with afocus on establishing strategic
communications and issues management capacity;

(© Corporate services and finance functions, to ensure effective
dignment in the new model and the separation of service and
compliance components to reduce barriers to innovation and
improve sarvice ddivery;

(d) Adminigrative, technica and other support services, to rationdize
the provision of these servicesin the new modd;

(e Economic Devedopment, Culture and Tourism, functiond
reglignment, prior to recruiting a Genera Manager of Economic
Development and Culture.

the Mayor be authorized to retain an externd legd firm to provide advice
on the form and use of employment contracts used for senior staff and
report back to Council on any recommended changes, such report to
address the following issues:

@ employment contractsin ABCs and other arms-length organizations
in which Council is a stakeholder; and

(b) the finanad impacts to the City of Toronto from any termination of
contracts ;

the City Salicitor be authorized to introduce the necessary billsin Council;
and

the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary actionsto give effect thereto.’;

City Council establish a five-member Council Reference Group, reporting to the
Policy and Finance Committee, to review changes to the Council-Committee
Governance Structure, and that the Reference Group report with recommendations
to the Policy and Finance Committee meeting on March 31, 2005, in order to make
changes for the mid-term 18-month rotation of Chairs; and that the City Clerk be
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D

(V)

(V)

(V1)

requested to canvass Members of Council for ther interest;

areview of the new Adminigtrative Structure established by the Mayor’ s Report be
undertaken at the beginning of the new term of Council, such review to be done by
an Ad Hoc Committee of 9x Members of Council, with input from al Members of
Council aswell as selected Saff;

the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to conduct areview of anagamating
both the Protocol and Specid Events Divisons and report to the Policy and Finance
Committee for its meeting on March 31, 2005;

the following motion be referred to the Planning and Transportation Committee for
condderation:

Moved by Councillor Milczyn:

‘That the Mayor’s Report be amended to provide that the Planning and
Building functions be integrated into one department to be caled Urban
Development Services.”; and

the following motion be referred to the Chief Adminidrative Officer for report to the
Policy and Finance Committee:

Moved by Councillor Milczyn:

‘That the Mayor’'s Report be amended to provide that the Information
Technology function be removed from the proposed Chief Corporate
Officer function and that it be led by a Chief Information Officer with a
direct reporting rdationship to Council, smilar to thet of the City Clerk and
the City Solicitor.” ”

14.23 Adminigtration Committee Report 9, Clause 25, headed “2003 Contribution Rebate

Program”.

Motion:

Councillor Waker moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following motion:

“WHEREAS it is gppropriate to amend By-law No. 1011-2002 to clarify an ambiguity
based on advice from the City Solicitor, namely to ensure that contribution rebates are
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14.24

payable irrespective of financid filing by candidates beyond March 31, 2004, provided that
the candidates have:

@ filed by March 31, 2004, or by August 30, 2004, or March 1, 2005, in case of the
supplementary filings, or

(b) filed within the 91-day period following the datesin (a) above; or

(© filed within the time frame st out in a court order authorizing a later time for filing
the financid satements, and

WHEREAS it is desirable to make the amendment to Subsection 10(d) retroactive to the
date that payments were first eigible to be made for the 2003 eection under the by-law;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT By-law No. 1011-2002, as
amended, be further amended to darify the provisons respecting the filing of financid
satements by candidates to permit contribution rebates to be paid to campagn
contributors.”

Votes.
The motion by Councillor Walker carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 57, headed “ Member ship - Roundtable
on Access, Equity and Human Rights”.

[ Note:

City Council by its adoption, without amendment, of Motion J(12), moved by Councillor
Mihevc, seconded by Mayor Miller, re-opened Policy and Finance Committee Report 2,
Clause 5, headed “ Terms of Reference for Roundtables on — Access, Equity and Human
Rights; Arts and Culture; Beautiful City; Children, Youth and Education; Environment;
Seniors; and the Employee and Labour Relations Committee” , for further consideration, only
asit pertainsto composition of, and the term of office for appointments to the Roundtable on
Access, Equity and Human Rights, in order that Council could consider the recommendation
of the Policy and Finance Committee, contained in this Clause. (See Minute 14.92,
Page 126.)]

Motion:
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14.26

Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be adding the following:
“That:

Q) the membership of the Roundtable on Access, Equity and Human Rights be
increased by one representative to include representation from the lesbian, gay,
bisexud, transgender, transsexuad community as outlined in Clause 3 of Policy and
Finance Committee Report 1 dated January 15, 2004; and

2 that City Council extend its appreciation to the members of the former Advisory
Committees and Working Groups on Access, Equity and Human Rights and that
the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to hold a reception to thank the
members for their contribution to the City.”

Votes:

The mation by Councillor Mihevc carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 20, headed “Review by the Toronto Public

Service of the I deas Presented by Councillor Giambronefor Implementation by the e-City
Committee”.

Motion:

Councillor Miheve moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the e-City Committee request participation from the Toronto Trangt Commission saff
working on the etrangt initiative.”
Votes:
The mation by Councillor Mihevc carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Scarborough Community Council Report 9, Clause 22, headed “ Status Report - Official
Plan and Rezoning Application TF 01 036249 ESC 40 OZ, Plan of Subdivison Application
TF 02 035523 ESC 40 SB Site Plan Control Application TF 02 035533 ESC 40 SA, 2055

Kennedy Road — Urban Strategies Inc. Agincourt Centre Community (Ward 40 —
Scarborough Agincourt)”.

Motion:

Councillor Fitfidd moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.27

14.28

“That the following staff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the
supplementary confidentia report dated November 26, 2004, from the City Solicitor, be
adopted, such recommendation is now public and the balance of the report remains
confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, as it contans
information that is subject to solicitor-client privilege:

‘It is recommended that an above-ground sormwater management facility not be
pursued in respect of the development proposal for 2055 Kennedy Road.” ”

Votes:

The mation by Councillor Ritfied carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 14, headed “Intention to

Designate under Part IV of theOntario Heritage Act - 6 Howard Street (James Chalmers

Building) (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)”.

Motion:

Councillor McConnell moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the Commissoner of Urban Development Services be requested to undertake a
review and prepare a planning framework report for the area bounded by Bloor Stret,
Howard Street, Sherbourne Street and Parliament Street and submit her report to the
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor McConndll carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 63, headed “ Amendmentsto

Parking Regulations, Front Street West, South Side, between York Street and Bay Street

(Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)”.

\Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
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Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor McConndl, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with §27-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
congderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative.

Motion:

Councillor McConnell moved that the Clause be amended by deleting from Recommendation (1)
contained in the report dated November 2, 2004, from the Director, Transportation Services, South
Didtrict, the distance “173 metres’, and inserting instead the distance “155.3 metres’, so that
Recommendation (1) now reads as follows:

“(1) anon-street disabled persons loading zone be designated at al times on the south
gde of Front Street West, from a point 155.3 metres east of Y ork Street to a point
11 metres further east thereof; and”.
Votes:
The mation by Councillor McConndll carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Adminigration Committee Report 9, Clause 4, headed “ Facilities M aintenance Standards” .
Motion:
Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by amending the recommendations of the
Adminigration Committee by deleting from Recommendetion (1) contained in the s&ff report dated
October 19, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, as amended by the
Adminigration Committee, the words “in principle’, so that Recommendation (1) now resads as

follows

“(1) themantenance $andards as st out in the attachment to this saff report be adopted
for use in maintaining City-owned Departmenta facilities”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 30, headed “ Final Report - Application
to Amend the Zoning By-law 1916 of the former Borough of East York — 2003 035114 SM
26 OZ - Sherman Brown Dryer Karol Lebow - 851 Millwood Road (Ward 26 - Don Valley
West)”.
Motion:

Councillor Ritfield moved that the Clause be referred back to the North Y ork Community Council
for further consderation at its meeting on January 18, 2005.

Vote:

The mation by Councillor Ritfield carried.

North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 37, headed “Request for Direction
Report No. 2 - Application to Amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law — Consent
Application — 04 120027 NNY 15 OZ - BO8/04ANY — Savoia Developments L td. (Cityscape
Design InnovationsInc.) -108 Stayner Avenue (Ward 15 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by:

Q) amending Recommendation (1) of the North Y ork Community Council so thet it now reads
asfollows

“(0) refuse the revised gpplication, including revisons submitted under cover of
November 23, 2004;”;

2 adding to Recommendation (3) of the North Y ork Community Council, the following new
Part (vii):

“(vil)  restoration of the heritage building be incorporated into the development;”;
3 deleting Recommendation (4) of the North Y ork Community Council; and

4) adding the following:
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“Thet:

@

(b)

the recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia
report dated November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor be adopted, such report
remains confidentid, in accordance with the provisons of theMunicipal Act, asit
contains information pertaining to litigation or potentid litigation, except for following
Recommendation (1) which is now public:

‘(1) Recommendation (5) of the North Y ork Community Council be deleted;’;
and

the following Motion, seconded by Councillor Filion, be adopted:

‘WHEREAS an gpplication to redevelop the property a 108 Stayner Avenuein
the Glencairn Avenue and Dufferin Street nelghbourhood was refused; and

WHEREAS this property has been designated as being of historical sgnificance,
being the origind 150 year-old farm that preceded the development of this area, the
village of Fairbank; and

WHEREAS the property contained alarge number of mature trees, some of which
were of higorica sgnificance; and

WHEREAS on the day that Council was debeting its Private Tree By-law, the new
owner of this property, the developer, clear cut dl of the trees on the property; and

WHEREAS it is the neighbourhood’ s desire to see as many of these trees replaced
asmay be possble when the land is built upon;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Forester report to
the North Y ork Community Council on the number, approximeate age and size of
al trees that previoudy existed on the property;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Forester determine the
cost of replacing dl trees of sgnificance and a reasonable replacement plan which
will be imposad on the owner when this metter eventudly comes before the City for
dte plan goprovd,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the files for this property in dl
aopropriate departments be red flagged in City files so that dl prospective
purchasers of this property are advised in advance of the high Sght plan sandards
that will be imposed on whatever development ultimately is built there;
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14.32

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT al prospective purchasers be
advised of this condition.” ”

Votes:

Parts (1), (2), (3) and (4)(a) of the motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Part (4)(b) of the motion by Councillor Moscoe, seconded by Councillor Filion, carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 9, Clause 1, headed “Marijuana Grow
Houses and Illegal Drug Laboratory Enforcement Protocol”.

Motions:
@ Coundillor Del Grande moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That City Council direct Municipa Licensang and Standards staff to continue to request
owner compliance with structurd or environmental engineering reports on dl units found to
be locations for marijuana grow house and drug lab operations.”

(b) Councillor Balkissoon moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That:

Q) Toronto Hydro Corporation, subject to the requirements of the Electricity Act,
1998, as amended, be requested to ensure that where dectricity has been
disconnected from a premises used as a marijuana grow operation or clandestine
drug lab, it not be restored until the safety concerns contained in any order(s) issued
by the City in respect of the premises have been addressed, and that this be
included as part of the Co-ordinated Marijuana Grow House and Illegad Drug
Laboratories Protocol; and
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14.33

14.34

2 daff include this issue in thar discussons with Toronto Hydro and the Province
concerning Bill 128.”

Votes:

Motion (@) by Councillor D Grande carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Balkissoon carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 1, headed “Governance Structure for
Toronto Waterfront Revitalization”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Bussin moved that the Clause beamended by rescinding Part (1) of the action taken
by the Policy and Finance Committee with respect to Recommendation (3) of the report dated
November 8, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, and adopting
Recommendation (3), asfollows.

“(3) ABCCswith projects in the DWA that are in advanced stages of planning and in
keeping with the approved waterfront vison, enter into agreements with TWRC to
provide for continued implementation of these projects;”.

Votes:
The motion by Deputy Mayor Bussin carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 2, headed “Plan to Maximize the Potential
of the City of Toronto’s Toronto Film, Televison and Commercial Production Industry”.

Motions:
@ Councillor Fletcher moved that the Clause be amended by amending Item D, headed

“Composition and Membership” of Appendix 1 to the report dated November 19, 2004,
from Mayor Miller, by adding the following new Item (xiii):
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(b)

“(aii)  Writers Guild of Canada;”.

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That Council adopt the following motion:

‘WHEREAS the film, televison and commercid production industry directly
employs twenty-five thousand full-time workers, thousands of part-time workers
and indirectly thousands in supporting sectors, and

WHEREAS the industry has brought one hillion dollars into the Toronto economy,
with an equa spin-off benefit to the hospitdity, tourism and entertainment indudtry;
ad

WHEREAS a hedlthy film, teevison and commercid production industry supports
and feeds the cultural sector, by providing training and opportunity for actors,
technicians, trades persons and others; and

WHEREAS the nature of the televison industry has changed, replacing the“Movie
of theWeek” and the TV Mini-Serieswith redlity and other programming and, thus,
has had a dgnificant negative impact on the business in Toronto snce 2000; and

WHEREAS the sector suffered a 20 percent decrease, in 2003, due to the SARS
outbreak for which it has not fully recovered; and

WHEREAS globa competition and capacity hasincreased dramaticdly over the
past few years and most provincid and state tax credits exceed those of Ontario
and are drawing business away from Toronto; and

WHEREAS New York City has implemented its own tax credit and a no fees,
costs or charges palicy towards filming in that City, in addition to a new date tax
credit, and just opened new purpose-built studios; and

WHEREAS the ddegation of industry representatives, recently returned from Los
Angdes, have been told that the differentid between a Toronto shoot and onein
Los Angeles has been reduced to as|low as three percent and that a minimum often
IS needed to warrant serious attention for Toronto; and

WHEREAS the Canadian dollar is continuing to appreciate, causing both a further
decline in competitiveness and an uncertainty about the actud cogts for a picture to
be made sx or more months in the future; and
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(©

(d)

WHEREAS Toronto is dso losng the public reaions and promotiond battle and
it has become increasingly difficult to convince American producers, actors and
directorsto do work in Canada and Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Coundil, in acknowledgement
of the foregoing and in support of the film, televison and commercid production
industry, will:

@ fix dl fees and charges assessed to the industry, by departments, agencies,
boards and commissions at a rate coincident with a 78-cent dollar;

(b) ask the industry to do the same; and

(© ask both the Provincia and Federa governments to take immediate
corrective action to support the industry.’ ”

Mayor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by:

@

)

ddeting from Recommendation (A)(9) of the Palicy and Finance Commiitteg, thetitle
“HlIm Advocate’ and insarting ingtead the title “Film Commissione™, so thet the
recommendation now reads.

“(9) the FIm Commissoner, with the assstance of the industry, TFTO, the
Ontario Media Development Corporation, Film Ontario and the Chair of
the Culture Roundtable, immediatdly develop an action plan and
background materids so that Toronto’ s interests and those of the industry
at large can be brought forward to the federa and provincid governments
and rlevant agencies,”; and

deleting Recommendation (B) of the Policy and Finance Committee.

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by:

@

)

amending Item D, headed “Composition and Membership” of Appendix 1 to the
report dated November 19, 2004, from Mayor Miller, by:

@ amending Part (1) to provide that the composition of the Film Board be 18
members, and

(b) amending Part (3) by increasing the number of Members of Council from
four to five; and

adding the following:
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Votes:

“Thet the following recommendations of the Striking Committee contained in the
Recommendations Section of the communication dated November 29, 2004, from
the Committee, be adopted:

‘The Striking Committee recommended to Council that:

D)

2

3

should Council establish the proposed Film Board with four
Members of Council, City Council gppoint the following Members
to the FIm, Tdevison and Commercid Production Industry
Committee (FIm Board) for aterm of office ending May 30, 2005,
and until successors are gppointed, in addition to the Mayor:

S. Carrall
M. Feldman
P. Fletcher
K. Rag,

should Council increase the compodtion to add a fifth Member of
Council, City Council appoint the following additiona Member to
the FIm, Tdevison and Commercid Production Industry
Committee (Film Board) for aterm of office ending May 30, 200,
and until a successor is gppointed:

D. Shiner; and

Council authorize and direct the rlevant City officids to take any
necessary action to give effect to these gppointments.” ”

Motion (a) by Councillor Fletcher carried.

Moation (b) by Councillor Shiner carried.

Part (1) of mation (d) by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

Part (2) of maotion (d) by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

Moation (c) by Mayor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

@

)
3

(4)

ddeting from Recommendation (A)(9) of the Policy and Finance Commiitteg, thetitle“FHlIm
Advocate’ and insarting ingtead the title “Film Commissioner”, so that the recommendetion
now reads:

“(9)  the Flm Commissioner, with the assstance of the industry, TFTO, the Ontario
Media Development Corporation, Film Ontario and the Chair of the Culture
Roundtable, immediately develop an action plan and background materias so that
Toronto' s interests and those of the industry at large can be brought forward to the
federa and provincid governments and relevant agencies,”;

deleting Recommendation (B) of the Policy and Finance Committee;

amending Item D, headed “Composition and Membership” of Appendix 1 to the report
dated November 19, 2004, from Mayor Miller, asfollows:

@ amending Pat (1) to provide that the compostion of the FIm Board be
18 members, with the following new Item (xiii):

“(«iil)  Writers Guild of Canada”; and

(b) amending Part (3) by increasing the number of Members of Council from four to
five and

adding the following:

“That:

@ Council adopt the following motion:
‘WHEREAS the film, televison and commercid production industry directly
employs twenty-five thousand full-time workers, thousands of part-time workers
and indirectly thousands in supporting sectors, and
WHEREAS the industry has brought one hillion dollars into the Toronto economy,
with an equa spin-off benefit to the hospitdity, tourism and entertainment indudtry;
and

WHEREAS a hedlthy film, televison and commercid production industry supports
and feeds the cultural sector, by providing training and opportunity for actors,
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technicians, trades persons and others; and

WHEREAS the nature of the televison industry has changed, replacing the“Movie
of theWeek” and the TV Mini-Serieswith redlity and other programming and, thus,
has had a dgnificant negative impact on the business in Toronto snce 2000; and

WHEREAS the sector suffered a 20 percent decrease, in 2003, due to the SARS
outbreak for which it has not fully recovered; and

WHEREAS globa competition and capacity hasincreased dramaticdly over the
past few years and most provincid and state tax credits exceed those of Ontario
and are drawing business away from Toronto; and

WHEREAS New York City has implemented its own tax credit and a no fees,
costs or charges palicy towards filming in that City, in addition to a new date tax
credit, and just opened new purpose-built studios; and

WHEREAS the ddegation of industry representatives, recently returned from Los
Angdes, have been told that the differentid between a Toronto shoot and onein
Los Angeles has been reduced to aslow as three percent and that a minimum often
IS needed to warrant serious attention for Toronto; and

WHEREAS the Canadian dollar is continuing to appreciate, causing both a further
decline in competitiveness and an uncertainty about the actud codts for a picture to
be made sx or more months in the future; and

WHEREAS Toronto is dso losing the public rdaions and promotiond bettle and
it has become increasingly difficult to convince American producers, actors and
directors to do work in Canada and Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Coundil, in acknowledgement
of the foregoing and in support of the film, televison and commercid production
indugtry, will:

0] fix al fees and charges assessed to the industry, by departments, agencies,
boards and commissons at a rate coincident with a 78-cent dollar;

(i) ask the industry to do the same; and

(i) ask both the Provincid and Federd governments to take immediae
corrective action to support theindustry.’; and
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(b) the following recommendations of the Striking Committee contained in the
Recommendeations Section of the communication dated November 29, 2004, from
the Committee, be adopted:

‘The Striking Committee recommended to Council that:

Q) should Council establish the proposed Film Board with four Members of
Council, City Council gppoint the following Members to the Fim,
Tdevison and Commercid Production Industry Committee (Film Board)
for a term of office ending May 30, 2005, and until successors are
gppointed, in addition to the Mayor:

S. Carroll
M. Feldman
P. Fletcher
K. Rag

2 should Council increase the compostion to add a fifth Member of Council,
City Council gppoint the following additiond Member to the HIm,
Tdevison and Commercid Production Industry Committee (Film Board)
for aterm of office ending May 30, 200, and until a successor is gppointed:

D. Shiner; and
3 Coundil authorize and direct the rdevant City officidsto take any necessary
action to give effect to these gppointments.” ”
14.35 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 33, headed “Litigation with MFP Financial
ServicesLimited’.
The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.
Motion:
Deputy Mayor Panta one moved that Council adopt the following:
“That the gtaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
confidentia report dated November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor, be adopted, such
report remans confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with the provisons of the
Municipal Act, asit contains informeation pertaining to litigation or potentid litigation.”

Votes:
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The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
14.36 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 3, headed “ Clean and Beautiful City -

Five-Point City Action Plan to Make Toronto a Clean and Beautiful City - All Wards’.
Motions:
@ Councillor Chow moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to report
to the Works Committee in two months on operationd changes to ensure Stregts are clean.”

(b) Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that the Clause be amended:
Q) to provide that:
@ al parks receive an extra grass cutting in 2005; and
(b) al boulevards receive one extra cut in 2005; and
2 by adding the fallowing:
“Thet:

@ the Postering By-law be considered by the Planning and Transportation
Committee a itsfirst meeting in January 2005;

(b) the Budget Advisory Committee be requested to consder giving the
Toronto Police Service additiona funding to dedl with graffiti enforcement;
and

(© the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services look a ways
to hire extra students, at student rates, for litter picking, and report to the
Works Committee in January 2005.”

(© Councillor Miheve moved that Parts (1)(a) and (1)(b) of mation (b) by Councillor Minnan-
Wong be amended by adding the words “ subject to the norma budget gpprova process’.
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(d) Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the funds that are
dlocated for 2005 and beyond for the Action Plan for a Beautiful City, be equaly
distributed across dl 44 Wards in the City of Toronto.

Votes:

Moation () by Councillor Chow, motion (c) by Councillor Mihevc, mation (b) by Councillor
Minnan-Wong, as amended, except for Part (2)(a), and motion (d) by Councillor Cho, carried.

Adoption of Part (2)(a) of motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

Yes- 17

Councillors. Cho, Dd Grande, Fdman, Filion, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday,
Kely, Li Preti, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio,
Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Watson

No- 13

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Bussn, Carroll, Chow, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Jenkins, McConndl, Mihevc, Pantdone,
Saundercook

Carried by amgjority of 4.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause:
Q) to provide that:

@ al parks receive an extra grass cutting in 2005, subject to the norma budget
approva process,

(b) al boulevards receive one extra cut in 2005, subject to the norma budget gpprovd
process, and

(© the funds that are dlocated for 2005 and beyond for the Action Plan for a Beautiful
City, be equdly digtributed across dl 44 Wardsin the City of Toronto; and

2 by adding the fallowing:

“Thet:
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@ the Pogtering By-law be consdered by the Planning and Trangportation Committee
a itsfirst meeting in January 2005;
(b) the Budget Advisory Committee be requested to congder giving the Toronto Police
Service additiond funding to ded with graffiti enforcement;
(© the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services look a waysto hire
extra students, a student rates, for litter picking, and report to the Works
Committee in January 2005; and
(d) the Acting Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to report
to the Works Committee in two months on operationd changesto ensure Sregtsare
clean.”
Mayor Miller in the Chair.
14.37 Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 8, Clause 16, headed “ Developing

a Reciprocal Agreement with the Toronto Catholic District School Board for Exchange of
Services’.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.
Motion:
Councillor Moscoe moved that Council adopt the following:

“Thet the following saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Economic
Deveopment, Culture and Tourism, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

Q) authority be given to negotiate and execute arevenue neutra, one-year pilot
exchange of services agreement with the Toronto Catholic Digtrict School
Board to exchange daytime ice time in City operated ice rinks for school
gpace for Parks and Recresation programs and camps, in form and content
that is acceptable to the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture
and Tourism, the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, and the City
Solicitor;

)] the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism report
with an evauation of this agreement, induding any finenda implications thet
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may arise and the potentid for extenson of the agreement to the Economic
Development and Parks Committee in the Fall of 2005;

3 the impact of any December 2004 waiver of ice time fees not exceed
$11,500.00 of forgone revenue; and

4) the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

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

14.38 North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 9, headed “Request for Variance from
theformer City of North York Sign By-law No. 30788, as amended, for the Erection of a
Third Party Roof Sign at 2928 Dufferin Street (Ward 15 - Eglinton-L awrence)”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by deleting the following Recommendation
(2) of the North Y ork Community Council.

“(1) thedgnbengingdled with atimer to switch off the illumination between the hours
of 10:00 p.m. and 6:00 am. daily;”.

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

14.39 Works Committee Report 10, Clause 1, headed “ Development of a Citizen Participation
Model for Public Consultation Related to Solid Waste”.

Motion:

Councillor Ritfield, seconded by Councillor Hetcher, moved that the Clause be amended by deleting
Recommendations (1) and (2) of the Works Committee, and insarting instead a new
Recommendation (1), and renumbering the origind Recommendation (3) accordingly, so that the
recommendations adopted by Council now read asfollows:



50

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.40

“(1)

)

\otes:

City Council gpprove in principle the Citizen Participation Modd for Public
Conaultation Related to Solid Waste recommended by the Roundtable on the
Environment, subject to gpproval by Council of a report from the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer and the City Salicitor, in consultation with the Chair and Vice-Chair of
the Works Committee and Councillor Hetcher, Member of the Roundtable on the
Environment, regarding adminitration, accountability and financid aspects of the
modd; and further that the report be submitted to the Works Committee for its
meeting on January 5, 2005; and

the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Works Committee be authorized to sdect the
Community Environmenta Assessment Team.”

The motion by Councillor Fitfidd, seconded by Councillor Fletcher, carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Council consdered the following Clauses, as contained in Toronto and East York
Community Council Report 9, concurrently:

Clause 33

Clause 34

Clause 37

Clause 57

Clause 58

Clause 59

“Speed Hump Poll Results- Lisgar Street, Between Queen Street
West and Dundas Street West (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

- “Ingtallation of Speed Humps - Kenwood Avenue, Between . Clair
Avenue West and Vaughan Road (St. Paul’'s, Ward 21)”.

- “Ingtallation of all-way ‘Stop’ Sign Control - Chaplin Crescent and
LascellesBoulevard (St. Paul's, Ward 22)”.

- “Ingtallation of Speed Humps - Bleecker Street, Between Welledey
Street and Howard Street (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)”.

- “Ingallation of Speed Humps - Howard Street, Between Par liament
Street and Sherbourne Street (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward
28)".

- “Ingtallation of Speed Humps - Hanson Street, Between Coxwell
Avenue and Roseheath Avenue (Beaches-East York, Ward 32)”.
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Clause 60 - “Installation of Speed Humps - Dagmar Avenue, Between Dundas
Street East and Jones Avenue (Toronto-Danforth, Ward 30)”.

Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that:

Q) Clauses 33, 34, 57, 58, 59 and 60 be referred to the Works Committee; and
2 Clause 37 be referred to the Works Committee.

Vote:

Adoption of Part (1) of the motion by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-6

Councillors: Dd Grande, Feldman, Hall, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Ritfidd
No - 23

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Badkissoon, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Jenkins, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 17.
Request to Hold Clause:

Councillor Rae, with the permission of Council, held Clause 58 for further consderation. (See
Minute 14.75, Page 101)

Votes:

Clauses 33, 34, 57, 59 and 60 carried, without amendment.

Adoption of Part (2) of the motion by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-6
Councillors: Feldman, Holyday, Moscoe, Pitfield, Saundercook, Watson
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14.41

14.42

No - 23

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Badkissoon, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, FHlion, Hall, Jenkins,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnel, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Paacio, Pantdone, Rag, Waker

Lost by amgority of 17.
Clause 37 carried, without amendment.

In summary, Council adopted Clauses 33, 34, 37, 57, 59 and 60, without amendment, and held
Clause 58 for further consideration.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 11, headed “2004 Status Report -
I mplementation of the Environmental Plan Recommendations” .

Motion:

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

“That the City of Toronto:

@ again request the Provincid Government to implement a Green Building Code, and
the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to report in Sx months on the
progress of this matter; and

2 incorporate energy efficiency and conservation objectives into the congtruction of
new buildings in the City thet are higher than are currently required by the Ontario
Building Code”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Chow carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 8, headed “Revised Final

Report - Application to Amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law - 450, 470 and 500 L ake
Shore Boulevard West (Trinity-Spadina, Ward 20)”.
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14.43

14.44

Motion:

Councillor Chow moved that consderation of this Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on February 1, 2005.

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Chow carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 54, headed “Ontario
Municipal Board Hearing - 511 Bremner Boulevard and 2 and 20 Housey Street (Trinity-
Spadina, Ward 20)”.

Motion:

Councillor Chow moved that the Clause be referred back to the Toronto and East Y ork Community
Council for further consderation.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Chow carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 29, headed “Appeal of the City's
Development Charges By-law’.

Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Motion to Re-Open:
Coundillor Filion, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with §27-49 of Chapter
27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, this Clause be re-opened for further consideration, which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Motion:
Councillor Filion moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“Thet the Chief Building Officid, in conaultation with the Chief Financid Officer and

Treasurer and the City Solicitor, be requested to report to the Policy and Finance
Committee a its meeting in January 2005, on the following matters:
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14.45

Q) the criteria used by the Chief Building Officid to determine what condtitutes a
‘complete building permit application’ for the purposes of Section 415-12 of the
City’ s Development Charges By-law 547-2004;

2 the internd control measures, if any, that are in place to ensure that only those
goplicants that have met the grandfathering provisons of the by-law recelve the
benefit of these provisons, and

3 alig of dl resdentid building permit gpplications (in excess of 10 units) that are
received as complete before the deadline and the estimated Development Charge
revenue foregone from these gpplications.”

Votes:
The mation by Councillor Filion carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 9, Clause 12, headed “Removal of One
Privately Owned Tree- 52 EllisPark Road (Ward 13 - Parkdale-High Park)”.

Motion:

Councillor Saundercook moved that the Clause be amended by deleting from Recommendation (2)
of the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council the words “on ayearly bads’, and inserting instead the
words “in September 2005, so that the recommendation now reads as follows:

“(2)  the Commissioner, Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, inspect the tree
in September 2005, to determine the safety of the community if the tree beginsto
show Sgns of falure or unhedthiness”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Saundercook carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 55
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.46 Adminigtration Committee and Planning and Transportation Committee Report 1, Clause
1, headed “Report on the Union Station Draft Master Plan 61 - 71 Front Street West
(Toronto Centre-Rosedale - Ward 28)” .

Motions:

@ Councillor Mascoe moved that the Clause be amended:

@

)

3

by referring Recommendations (B) and (C) of the Joint Committee to the Toronto
Trandt Commisson and GO Trandt for comments to the Planning and
Transportation Committee, prior to any decison, and the TTC and GO Trandt be
encouraged to have a joint meeting on this matter and to invite the Council
representatives on the TEDCO Boad and the Char of the Planning and
Trangportation Committee to attend the meeting;

by adding the fallowing:

“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to report to
the Planning and Transportation Committee on plansfor the integration of taxisinto
the fabric of Union Station, as previoudy requested by Council.”; and

in accordance with the following staff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the supplementary report dated November 26, 2004,
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:

“It is recommended that City Council:

Q) adopt the draft Master Plan prepared by the independent peer
review team, incorporaing the revisons st out in Appendix A,
attached to this report;

2 authorize staff to make minor amendments and corrections as
necessay to put the Master Plan in find form;

3 recelve the attached submisson (Appendix C) from GO Trangt, for
information; and

4 authorize and direct the gppropriate City Officias to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.”
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(b)

(©

(d)

(€

®

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, working with the public and the
Union Pearson Group, be directed to find ways and means of implementing the bold new
initiative contained in the Magter Plan, as soon as possible.”

Councillor Saundercook moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That:

Q) the Commissioner of Urban Devel opment Services be requested to report, as soon
as possble, to the Planning and Trangportation Committee on an urban design
study; and

2 Toronto Heritage staff be requested to report to the Planning and Trangportation
Committee on aplan that includes public participation.”

Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Adminigration Committee and the Planning and Trangportation Committee be
requested to hold a joint meeting, in 9x months time, to revist this issue and the
Commissioner of Urban Development Services, in consultation with the Union Pearson
Group, be requested to submit amore detailed report on the Master Plan, clearly showing
the specific design, who will be responsible for each aspect of the project and who will
provide the financia resources, and the Union Pearson Group be requested to provide a
video presentation to the joint meeting of Tokyo Station and one example each of the best
gtation in both Europe and the United States.”

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

“That:

Q) in view of the $20 million cogt to Toronto per year, over the next 10 years,
GO Trandgit be requested to prioritize the spoending of a Sgnificant amount of this
cgpita invesment in City of Toronto capita prioritiesincuding Union Station; and

2 City Council request the Board of Directors of GO Trangit to increase the number
of escdators and elevatorsin Union Station, in order to properly access trains and

ensure tha the shed renovation is completed within afive-year time frame.”

Councillor Ford moved that the Clause be recaived.
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Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

©

)

0]

0

Councillor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Chief Administrative Officer and the Mayor be requested to report to the Policy
and Finance Committee no later than February 2005, on a process involving the TTC,
TEDCO, and other appropriate officias, so asto reach a conclusion on how to achieve an
Inter-City Bus Termind that best servesits usersin Toronto.”

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

“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to report, as soon
as possible, to the Budget Advisory Committee and the Planning and Transportation
Committeg, as part of the 2005 budget process, on a budget, terms of reference and
continuing the Master Plan with the urban design study for Union Station and its environs,
as st out in the Master Plan document.”

Councillor Chow moved that:
Q) Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor Mascoe be amended to include VIA Rall; and
2 the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That City officids, in consultation with the Toronto Rallway Higtoricd Association,
consder locating the rail museum in the empty store area of Union Station on an
interim basis and until the beginning of renovations.”

Councillor Di Giorgio moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation
(E) of the Joint Committee by inserting the word “ public”, prior to the word “ consultation”,
S0 that the recommendation now reads as follows:

“(E) theagppropriate City officids be requested to report to the gppropriate committee
should there be any deviation in the future from the Magter Plan that places the
Master Plan in contravention of the Secondary Plan; and that the necessary public
consultation process take place prior to any change in the Master Plan.”
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\otes:

Adoption of mation (f) by Councillor Ford:

Yes-1

Coundillor: Ford

No - 37

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, De Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker

Lost by amgority of 36.

Adoption of Part (1) of mation (i) by Councillor Chow:

Yes- 38
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdllo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Ded Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantaone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker

No-1
Councillor:

Ford

Carried by amgority of 37.
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Adoption of Part (1), as amended, and Part (2) of motion (&) by Councillor Moscoe:

Yes- 36

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Flion, Fetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone,
Pitfidd, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Waker

No-4

Councillors; Ford, Saundercook, Stintz, Watson

Carried by amgjority of 32.

Adoption of moation (j) by Councillor Di Giorgio:

Yes- 38
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Caroll, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, McConndl,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No - 2
Councillors:

Ford, Mammoliti

Carried by amgority of 36.
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Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes- 39
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, De Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone,
Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No-1
Councillor:

Ford

Carried by amgority of 38.

Adoption of motion (c) by Councillor Saundercook:

Yes- 38
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Holyday,
Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnell,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone, Pitfield, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No -2
Councillors,

Dd Grande, Ford

Carried by amgority of 36.
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Adoption of mation (d) by Councillor Cho:

Yes- 16
Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Carrall, Cho, Chow, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, Kdlly,
Nunziata, Palacio, Saundercook
No - 24
Mayor: Miller
Councillors Altobello, Bakissoon, Bussin, Cowbourne, Davis, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Ford, Holyday, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti,
McConndl, Milczyn, Moscoe, Pantadone, Pitfield, Rag, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson
Lost by amgority of 8.
Adoption of motion (e) by Councillor McConndll:
Yes- 39
Mayor: Miller
Councillors Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, FHetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
McConndl, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson
No-1
Councillor: Ford
Carried by amgority of 38.
Adoption of motion (g) by Deputy Mayor Pantalone:
Yes- 39
Mayor: Miller
Councillors Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,

Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, FHetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
McConndl, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No-1
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Councillor: Ford

Carried by amgjority of 38.
Adoption of mation (h) by Councillor Mihevc, moved by Councillor Saundercook in the absence
of Coundcillor Mihevc:

Yes- 39

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgo, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone,
Ritfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,

Watson
No-1
Councillor: Ford
Carried by amgority of 38.

Adoption of Part (2) of mation (i) by Councillor Chow:

Yes-30

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adghton, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fetcher, Giambrone,
Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
McConnell, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz

No - 10
Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Carall, Dd Grande, Feldman,
Ford, Kedly, Waker, Watson

Carried by amgority of 20.
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Adoption of Part (3) of motion (&) by Councillor Moscoe:

Carried by amgjority of 38.

Yes- 39
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
McConndl, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Pitfidd, Rag, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No-1
Councillor:

Ford

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Carried by amgority of 38.

Yes- 39
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdllo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Ded Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fetcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConnell, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone,
Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No-1
Councillor:

Ford

In summary, Council amended this Clause:

@

)

by referring Recommendations (B) and (C) of the Joint Committee to the Toronto Trangt
Commission, GO Trangt and VIA Rail for comments to the Planning and Transportation
Committee, prior to any decision, and the TTC, GO Trangt and VIA Rail be encouraged
to have a joint meeting on this matter and to invite the Council representatives on the
TEDCO Board and the Chair of the Planning and Transportation Committee to attend the

medting;

by amending Recommendetion (E) of the Joint Committee by inserting the word “public”’,
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3

(4)

prior to the word “consultation”, so that the recommendation now reads as follows.

“®

the gppropriate City officids be requested to report to the gppropriate committee
should there be any deviation in the future from the Magter Plan that places the
Master Plan in contravention of the Secondary Plan; and that the necessary public
consultation process take place prior to any change in the Master Plan.”;

in accordance with the following staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations
Section of the supplementary report dated November 26, 2004, from the Commissioner of
Urban Development Services.

“It is recommended that City Council:

Q) adopt the draft Master Plan prepared by the independent peer review team,
incorporating the revisions set out in Appendix A, attached to this report;

2 authorize gaff to make minor amendments and corrections as necessary to
put the Magter Plan in find form;

3 receive the attached submission (Appendix C) from GO Transt, for
information; and

4 authorize and direct the gppropriate City Officids to take the necessary
action to give effect thereto.”; and

by adding the fallowing:

“Thet:
@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€

in view of the $20 million cost to Toronto per year, over the next 10 years,
GO Trangt be requested to prioritize the spending of a Sgnificant amount of this
cgpita investment in City of Toronto capitd priorities including Union Station;

City Council request the Board of Directors of GO Trangt to increase the number
of escdators and elevatorsin Union Station, in order to properly access trains and
ensure that the shed renovation is completed within afive-year time frame;

the Chief Adminigrative Officer and the Mayor be requested to report to the Policy
and Finance Committee no later than February 2005, on a process involving the
TTC, TEDCO, and other gppropriate officials, so asto reach aconclusion on how
to achieve an Inter-City Bus Termind that best serves its usersin Toronto;

the Commissoner of Urban Development Services, working with the public and the
Union Pearson Group, be directed to find ways and means of implementing the bold
new initiative contained in the Master Plan, as soon as possible;

the Commissioner of Urban Devel opment Services be requested to:
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(i)

(ii)

report, as soon as possible, to the Budget Advisory Committee and the
Planning and Trangportation Committee, as part of the 2005 budget
process, on a budget, terms of reference and continuing the Master Plan
with the urban design study for Union Station and its environs, as set out in
the Master Plan document;

report to the Planning and Trangportation Committee on plans for the
integration of taxis into the fabric of Union Station, as previoudy requested
by Council; and

report, as soon as possible, to the Planning and Transportation Committee
on an urban design study; and

® Toronto Heritage staff be requested to report to the Planning and Transportation
Committee on a plan that includes public participation;

()} City officids, in consultation with the Toronto Ralway Historica Association,
congder locating the rail museum in the empty store area of Union Station on an

interim

basis and until the beginning of renovations.”

14.47 Planning and Transportation Committee Report 9, Clause 2, headed “ Cogts Related to the
Union Station Master Plan Report, 61-71 Front Street West, Ward 28 - Toronto Centre-

Rosedale” .

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 39

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, De Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes,
Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConnell, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No-1

Councillor: Ford

Carried by amgjority of 38.
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14.48

14.49

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 32, headed “ Ontario Ministry of Energy
Request for Proposalsfor 2,500 M egawatts of New Clean Generation and Demand-Side
Projects”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Mayor Miller, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of Chapter
27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, this Clause be re-opened for further consideration, which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motion:

Mayor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the City Solicitor, be
received.”

\otes:
The motion by Mayor Miller carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Council consdered thefollowing Clauses, as contained in North York Community Council
Report 9, concurrently:

Clause 12 - “Request for an Exemption from Chapter 248 of theformer City of
Toronto Municipal Codeto Permit Driveway Widening for a Second
Parking Space at 342 St. Germain Avenue (Ward 16 - Eglinton-
Lawrence)”.

Clause 13 - “Request for an Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of

Toronto Municipal Code to Permit Angled Driveway Widening at
164 Lawrence Avenue West (Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.
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Clause 14

“Request for an Exemption from Chapter 248 of theformer City of
Toronto Municipal Code to Permit Angled Driveway Widening at
116 Lawrence Avenue West (Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Clause 15 - “Request for an Exemption from Chapter 248 of theformer City of
Toronto Municipal Codeto Permit Driveway Widening for a Second
Parking Space at 30 Deloraine Avenue (Ward 16 - Eglinton-
Lawrence)”.

Clause 16 - “Request for an Exemption from Chapter 248 of theformer City of
Toronto Municipal Codeto Permit Driveway Widening for a Second
Vehicleat 35 Briar Hill Avenue (Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clauses be referred to the Works Committee for further
congderation.

Permission to Withdraw Motion:
Councillor Holyday, with the permission of Council, withdrew his maotion.
Vote:

Adoption of Clauses 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16 of North Y ork Community Council Report 9, without
amendment:

Yes- 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Adhton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fletcher, Grimes, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio,
Pantdone, Fitfidd, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No- 3
Councillors. Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 29,

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.
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14.50

1451

Scar borough Community Council Report 8, Deferred Clause 7a, headed “Elimination of
Sidewalks on Starry Crescent and Boulderbrook Drive (Ward 42 - Scar borough Rouge
River)”.

Motion:

Councillor Atfiedld moved that condderation of this Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on February 1, 2005, in order to alow sufficient time for community consultation.

Vote:
The mation by Councillor Ritfied carried.

Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 9, Clause 5, headed “ Bill 135 (Proposed
Greenbet Act) and the Greenbelt Draft Plan, and Bill 136 (Proposed Greater Golden
Hor seshoe Growth Plan)”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.
Motion:
Councillor Altobello moved that Council adopt the following:

“Thet the following gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 9, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban
Development Services, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

Q) the Mayor write to the Minister of Municipa Affairs and Housing to:

@ commend the Province on the introduction of Bill 135 and the draft
Greenbet Plan to establish a permanent Greenbelt across the
Greater Golden Horseshoe area as part of an overal dtrategy to
manage growth in the Greater Golden Horseshoe;

(b) communicate Council’s support for the draft Greenbelt Plan with
the proviso that:

() section 9 of Bill 135 (the proposed Greenbelt Act) be
amended to ensure that amendments made to officid plans
to bring them into conformity with the Greenbelt Plan not
be subject to appeal to the Ontario Municipa Board;
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(i)

(il

)

)

the Toronto Officid Plan, 2002 and the Rouge Park
Management Plan be relied upon in determining the exact
boundaries of protected natural features in the lower
Rouge areain the find verdgon of the Greenbdt Plan;

support the establishment of an Advisory Council for the
Greenbdlt as provided for in section 15 of the proposed
Greenbelt Act and described in the draft Greenbelt Plan.
The membership of the Advisory Council should indude dl
affected municipdities and representation from the hedth
sector;

request the Greenbelt Plan include provison for the
gopropriate development and placement of dternative
“green” energy generdion infragtructure  within  the
Greenbdlt Area; and

condder ways, induding anendments to thePlanning Act,
to enable municipdities to protect sgnificant loca naturd
heritage features and functions, green spaces, naturd
corridors and hydrologic festures and functions in those
parts of the Greater Golden Horseshoe that lie outside of
the Greenbdt; and

2 the Mayor write to the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewad to:

@ include in the forthcoming Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe policies that:

0]

identify Scarborough Centre and Etobicoke Centre, as
designated by the City of Toronto Officid Plan;

discourage low dendty, automobile dependant
development;

drengthen trangt and dternative transportation modes,
optimize the use of exiding highway infrastructure, and
promote deve opment and intengification dong established
transportation corridors in order to avoid or sgnificantly
reduce the need for future highway expangons which could
cut through the Greenbdlt; and
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14.52

\otes:

(iv)  recognize the importance of loca naturd heritage systems
outsde of the Greenbelt and ther role in maintaining the
ecologicd integrity of the Greenbelt system and include
policies to enhance protection of these loca systems.” ”

The motion by Councillor Altobello carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Works Committee Report 10, Clause 4, headed “ Status of Negotiations of Outstanding
| ssueswith Eastern Power Limited’.

Motions;

@

(b)

Votes:

Councillor Pitfield moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the following staff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the
confidentia report dated November 30, 2004, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services, be adopted, such recommendation is now public and the balance of
such report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act,
as it contains information related to the security of the property of the Municipdity:

‘It is recommended that Council gpprove the new lease agreement and an
amendment to the exigting lease between Eastern Power Limited and the City of
Toronto at the Brock West Landfill Site, as set out in Adminigiration Committee
Report 9, Clause 31 ”

Councillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Chief Financid Officer and Tressurer be requested to submit to the
February 2005, meeting of the Policy and Finance Committee, a copy of Corporate
Services Committee Report 4, Clause 6, headed ‘ Insurance Claims Adminigtration’, which
was adopted by City Council on April 13, 14 and 15, 1999, for the purpose of reviewing
the role of the *Claims Review Group’ and amending the policy to include amore current
process of reporting to City Council on al clam settlements.”

Moation () by Councillor Pitfield carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Balkissoon carried.
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14.53

14.54

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 6, Deferred Clause 4b, headed “ Taxicab
Driver Safety”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that consideration of this Clause be deferred to the next regular mesting
of City Council on February 1, 2005, and the Clause be designated as a ‘time sendtive’ matter.

Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Moscoe:

Yes- 26

Councillors: Aghton, Bussin, Carroll, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone,
Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti, LindsaylLuby, Mihevc,
MinnanWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantaone, Fitfidd, Rae,
Soknacki, Walker, Watson

No-7
Councillors: Altobello, Bakissoon, Ford, Grimes, Milczyn, Saundercook,
Sintz

Carried by amgjority of 19.

Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 31, headed “Long Term Lease and
Amendment to Lease - Part of Brock West Landfill Site (Pickering)”.

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

“That the following staff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the
confidentia report dated November 30, 2004, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services be adopted, such recommendation is now public and the balance of
such report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act,
asit contains information related to the security of the property of the Municipdity:

‘It is recommended that Council approve the new lease agreement and an
amendment to the existing lease between Eastern Power Limited and the City of
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14.55

Toronto a the Brock West Landfill Ste, as sat out in Administration Committee
Report 9, Clause 31" ”

Votes:

The mation by Councillor Ritfied carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 24, headed “Request to Re-open
Laneway - North of Eglinton Avenue West From Times Road East to Marlee Avenue
(Ward 15 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Motion:

Councillor Ford moved that:

Q) the Clause be referred back to North Y ork Community Council; and

2 the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to report to the
North Y ork Community Council on the exact cost of:

@ removing vegetation which obscures exigting lighting; and
(b) increasing theillumination in the laneway where necessary.
Votes:

Adoption of mation by Councillor Ford:

Yes-4

Councillors: Dd Grande, Ford, Milczyn, Stintz
No - 22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Bakissoon, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Hetcher, Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 18.
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Adoption of Clause, without amendment:
Yes-24
Mayor: Miller
Councillors. Bakissoon, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Hetcher, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanrWong, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Saundercook, Stintz,
Walker, Watson
No- 2
Councillors; Dd Grande, Ford
Carried by amgority of 22.
14.56 Council consdered thefollowing Clauses, as contained in North York Community Council

Report 9, concurrently:

Clause 25

Clause 26

Clause 27

Clause 28

Clause 45

Procedural Motion:

“Request for Pall - Speed Hump Plan - Belgravia Avenue Between
Times Road and Marlee Avenue (Ward 15 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

“Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Glengrove Avenue from
Haven Road to Ennerdale Road (Ward 15 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

“Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Whitmor e Avenue between
Dufferin  Street and Lockdey Avenue (Ward 15 -
Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

“Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Hillmount Avenue between
Dalemount Avenue and Shermount Avenue (Ward 15 -
Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

“Reqguest for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Ridgevale Drive (Ward 15 -
Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Councillor Maoscoe, at 3:58 p.m. on December 1, 2004, moved that Council vary the order of its
proceedings to consider North Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 25, 26, 27, 28 and 45,
a the concluson of Council’s congderation of Joint Administration Committee and Planning and
Trangportation Committee Report 1, Clause 1, headed “Report on the Union Station Draft Master
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Plan 61 - 71 Front Street West (Toronto Centre-Rosedale - Ward 28)”, the vote upon which was
taken asfollows:

Yes-34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Carrall, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, Kely,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Stintz

No- 2
Councillors Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 32.
Vote:

Adoption of North York Community Council Report 9, Clauses 25, 26, 27, 28 and 45, without
amendment:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bussin, Cho, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Hetcher, Giambrone, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Pantdone, Rag, Saundercook, Stintz, Waker, Watson

No-7
Councillors Carrall, Del Grande, Ford, Holyday, Kely, Minnan-Wong,
Fitfidd
Carried by amgority of 19.

14.57 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 9, headed “Final Report -
Application to Amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law - 40 The Esplanade (Toronto
Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)” .

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motion:
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14.58

Councillor McConndl moved that consideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular
mesting of City Council on February 1, 2005, and the gppropriate City staff, in consultation with the
goplicant, be requested to report to Council on February 1, 2005, on ways to reconfigure the space
within the podium in order to:

@ examine the feagibility of diminating above-ground parking;

(b) have uses on dl four wals that animate the neighbourhood at reet leve;

(© provide uses for the space tha create an gppropriate facing condition for neighbouring
buildings and

(d) provide recregationa amenity gpace that meets zoning by-law requirements,

such report to address options for ways to accomplish any further adjustments to the heights of the
towers.

Vote:
The mation by Councillor McConndll carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 51, headed “Pre-Approval Request for
2005 Capital Projects”.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Motions:

@ Councillor Soknacki moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following
recommendations of the Budget Advisory Committee contained in the communication deted
November 26, 2004, from the Budget Advisory Committee:

“The Budget Advisory Committee recommended that City Council adopt the staff
recommendations in the Recommendations Section of the report (November 16, 2004)
from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, subject to amending Appendices2 and 3
asfollows
(A)  tha Appendix 2 be amended asfollows:

Solid Waste:

@ Source Separated Organics in North Y ork — that the amount of $3,000.0
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under the 2005 Requested Cashflow be changed to $0.0, and that the
$3,000.0 for this project be referred to the 2005 Capital Budget Review
process for consideration with the Solid Waste Program;
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Fire

(b) CAD/RMS — Computer Aided Dispatich System — that the amount of
$4,590.0 under Commitments and Debt be changed to $1,715.0, and that
the balance be referred to the 2005 Capita Budget Review process for
consderation with the Fire Services Program;

(© Replace Station 1 — West Command — that this project be referred to the
2005 Capitd Budget Review process for congderation with the Fire
Services Program;

Trangportation:

(d) Morningside Avenue/Finch Avenue Grade Separation — that the name of
the project be amended to read “North Y ork Centre Acquidtion”, and that
the amount of $1,989.0 under Commitments and Debt be changed to
$198.8;

(e Front Street Delivery (Full Recoverable) — that this project be referred to
the 2005 Capitd Budget Review process for condderation with the
Trangportation Program;

Culture:

® CasaLoma Exterior Retoration — that the Ward number be changed to 22,

Informeation and Technology:

()] that the last two projects “Disaster Recovery” and “Network Security
Upgrade’ under Information and Technology be deleted, asthey arelisted
twice,

End of Lease:

() End of Lease Buyout — thet this project be deleted and transferred to the
2004 Carry-forward;

Toronto Public Library:

0] Public Database Remediation — that the amount of $500.0 under
Commitments and Debt be changed to $75.0;
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(B)

0

TTC:

(k)

0

(m)

W)

(0)

Intranet Document Management — that the amount of $312.0 under
Commitments and Debt be changed to $47.0;

SRT Car Overhaul Program — that the amount of $2,349.0 under
Commitments be changed to $300.0, and that the amounts under Provincia
Subsidy & Other and Debt be amended accordingly;

Streetcar Overhaul Program — that the amount of $17,272.0 under
Commitments be changed to $1,500.0, and that the amounts under
Provincid Subsidy & Other and Debt be amended accordingly;

Subway Car Overhaul Program — that the amount of $13,437.0 under
Commitments be changed to $11,200.0, and that the amounts under
Provincid Subsidy & Other and Debt be amended accordingly;

Rail Non-Revenue Vehicle Overhaul — that the amount of $889.0 under
Commitments be changed to $400.0, and that the amounts under Provincia
Subsidy & Other and Debt be amended accordingly; and

Rail Non-Revenue Vehicle Purchase — that the amount of $3,256.0 under
Commitments be changed to $1,500.0, and that the amounts under
Provincid Subsidy & Other and Debt be amended accordingly;

that Appendix 3 be amended asfollows:

Emergency Medica Services.

@ Ambulance Multiple Book-On Utilization Station — that this project be
referred to the 2005 Capitd Budget Review process for consderation with
the Emergency Medical Services Program;

Solid Waste:

(b)

(©

Source Separated Organics in North Y ork — that this project be referred
to the 2005 Capital Budget Review process for consderation with the Solid
Waste Program;

Transfer Sations Asset Management — that the amount of $3,090.0 under
Commitments and Debt be changed to $500.0, and that the amount of
$772.5 under 2005 Cashflow and Debt be changed to $500.0;
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Parks and Recresation:

(d) 61 Edgehill Road — Fire and Safety Code Work — that the Ward number
be changed to 4;

Toronto Public Library:

(e  Toronto Reference Library Renovation and Retrofit 2005 — that the amount
of $2,000.0 under Commitment be changed to $50.0 and the amount of
$1,953.0 under Debt be changed to $3.0 respectively, and that the
amounts of $50.0 under 2005 Cashflow and Debt be changed to
$47.0 under Development Charges and $3.0 under Debt respectively; and

Exhibition Place:

® Trigeneration Project — that this project be deleted.”,
subject to a pre-gpprova commitment of $250,000.00 gross and net to the Parks and
Recreetion Capital Budget to ensure the continued implementation of the Tree Advocacy

Program, in order to secure the necessary plant materids (e.g., appropriate species and
szes) for the 2005 spring planting season.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

(b)

Votes:

Councillor Watson moved that motion (&) by Councillor Soknacki be amended by adding
the fallowing:

“and that Appendix 3, headed * Recommended 2005 Pre-gpprova for New and Change
in Scope ProjectsSub-Projects, to the report (November 16, 2004) from the Chief
Financid Officer and Treasurer, be further amended to provide that under Toronto Parking
Enforcement, the Handheld Parking Device project be approved, subject to the Chief
Adminidrative Officer for the City of Toronto, the Chief Adminigrative Officer for the
Toronto Police Service, and the President of the Toronto Parking Authority agreeing on a
common technology for handheld devices for parking ticket issuance.”

Motion (b) by Councillor Watson carried.

Motion (&) by Councillor Soknacki carried, as amended.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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14.59 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 58, headed “Measures Needed
Respecting Homelessness | ssues’.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motions:

@

Councillor Chow moved that Council adopt the following:

“Thet the following saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 29, 2004, from the Chief Adminidrative Officer and
the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

@

)

3

(4)

Council approve additiona services as a component of the City’s Winter
Plan to assst homeless persons access better dternatives than deeping
outsde. These sarvicesto indude atemporary emergency shdter facility for
single adults and couples of up to 80 beds with an assessment and referra
sarvice located at 110 Edward Street; and extended hours of operation for
anumber of drop-in centres,

Council approve the Shelter, Housing and Support 2005 Budget Request
for an 80-bed mixed adults shelter for the period December 1, 2004
through May 31, 2005, as a new initiative under the Winter Plan for
$1,073,775.00 gross and $0 net with $710,563.00 funded from MHIF and
$363,212.00 from provincid cogt-sharing, including 26 temporary
positions;

Council approve the Shelter, Housing and Support 2005 Budget Request
for an assessment and referra service from December 1, 2004 through
May 31, 2005, as a new initiative under the Winter Plan for $415,055.00
gross and $0 net with $207,527.00 funded from MHIF including 7.7

temporary postions,

Council gpprove the dlocation of $207,527.00 from the Supporting
Communities Partnership Initiative for the operation of the assessment and
referrd service from December 1, 2004 to May 31, 2005, representing 50
percent of the total costs;
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Q)

(6)

()

(8)

©)

(10)

(11)

the purpose of the Mayor’'s Homelessness Initiative Reserve Fund be
revised asfollows: Provides funding for one-time capita and/or operating
support to projects which help homeless people move towards stable
housing, in particular, hostd users, street homeess and high risk groups;

given the temporary nature of the proposed shelter at 110 Edward Street
(the Laughlen Centre), Council waive the following requirements for the
edtablishment of anew shdlter at thislocation on a one-time basis only:

@ “moratorium on the location of new municipa shelters where no
municipa shelter sites be gpproved in wards having 500 or more
municipa shelter beds’; and

(b) “deliberations at the respective Community Council, in addition to
the Community Services Committeg”;

Council approve the re-alocation of up to $30,000.00 gross and $0 net
within the Community Partnership and Investment Program from the City
of Toronto Homeless Initiatives Fund to fund winter drop-in extended
hours,

the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be
delegated authority to Sgn agreements with community agencies to fund
winter drop-in extended hours up to a maximum of $80,000.00 as per
Recommendation (7);

Council urge the federd and provincid governments to provide new
permanent housing options, rent supplements, housing supports, menta
hedth services, addiction treatment, detox facilities and infirmary beds to
assist homeless persons access better and more appropriate dternatives
than living in the Streets or long-term use of shdlters,

the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services report back
to Council as soon as possible in the New Y ear on actions necessary to
implement additiona new housing solutions and dso on actionsto improve
co-ordinaion of services to the homeless by the correctiond system,
hospitds, menta hedlth and addiction trestment agencies;

this report and any actions taken by Council be forwarded to the next
meseting of the Advisory Committee on Homeless and Socidly Isolated
Personsfor their information and input in finding solutions to homelessness
in Toronto;
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(12) thisreport beforwarded to Budget Advisory Committee for itsinformation;
and

(13) the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

(b) Councillor Atfiedld moved that Council adopt the following:

“That the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to
investigate the feasbility of converting the property a 110 Edward Street to permanent
affordable housng following the closure of the temporary winter facility, and to hold
discussions with appropriate parties and report to the Community Services Committee in
early 2005 on the outcome of these discussons.”

(© Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that Council adopt the following:
“That:

Q) squatters who intend to deep on Nathan Phillips Square be offered shelter and
counsdling a& 110 Edward Street, and, if thisis refused, staff be directed to use the
provisons of the Trespass Act, and/or the same legidation used by the Ontario
Legidature, to remove squatters from Nathan Phillips Square; and

2 the City Solicitor and the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood
Services be requested to report to Council for its meeting on February 1, 2005,
through the Community Services Committee, on recommendations required to
modify City by-laws to dlow for the removd of squatters who wish to remain
overnight on Nathan Phillips Square.”

Councillor Mammdliti in the Chair.

(d) Councillor Holyday moved motion (a) by Councillor Chow be amended by adding the
falowing:

“subject to:

Q) deleting the dates * December 1, 2004 through May 31, 2005 wherever
they occur, and inserting instead the dates * December 15, 2004 through
April 15, 2005';

)] reducing the budget for this project by one-third plus $30,000.00;
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(€

3 ddeting Recommendation (6)(b); and
4) adding the following new Recommendation:

‘That thelocd Councillor and gaff notify dl resdents within a three block
radius and hold a public meeting prior to December 15, 2004." ”

Councillor Stintz moved that Council adopt the following:
“That a performance target of 30 percent be established at the 110 Edward Street shelter

to support the trandgtion of homeessunderhoused persons to appropriate
trangtiond/affordable housing.”

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

®

©

Councillor Carroll moved that motion (c) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by
deeting the word “ squetters’ wherever it occurs, and inserting ingtead the words “homeless
persons’.

Councillor Cho moved that Council adopt the following:

“That the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to report
monthly to the Community Services Committee on the number of homeless people 4ill
deegping on the Sreetsin the Downtown area, and on what measures have been taken each
month to reduce these numbers.”

Coundillor Mammoaliti in the Chair.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

\otes:

Adoption of motion (d) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-5
Councillors: Ford, Holyday, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata

No - 25
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors Altobello, Augimeri, Bussn, Carrall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, DeBaegremaeker, Dd Grande, Fedman, Filion,
Fetcher, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Pdacio,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker

Lost by amgority of 20.

Moation (b) by Councillor Fitfield carried.

Moation (f) by Councillor Carroll carried.

Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled Part (1) of motion (c) by Councillor Minnan-Wong out of order, as
Nathan Phillips Square is a public square and does not come under the jurisdiction of the Trespass
Act.

Mayor Miller dso declared Part (2) of motion (c) by Councillor Minnan-Wong, redundant.
Based on the Mayor’ s rulings, mation (f) by Councillor Carroll was adso deemed redundant.

Votes:

Adoption of mation (e) by Councillor Stintz:

Yes- 20

Councillors: Cho, Chow, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman, Filion,
Fletcher, Ford, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, MinnanWong, Nunziata, Palacio, Ritfidd, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz

No - 10

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cowbourne, Davis, Kely,
Pantalone, Walker

Carried by amgority of 10.

Adoption of mation (g) by Councillor Cho:

|Yes-18
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Councillors Carrall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Ddl Grande, Feldmean, Flion,
Ford, Holyday, Kdly, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pdacio,
Fitfield, Shiner, Stintz, Walker

No- 12

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussin, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Fletcher,
Lindsay Luby, Mammdaliti, MinnanWong, Pantalone, Soknacki

Carried by amgjority of 6.

Adoption of motion (&) by Councillor Chow, without amendment:

Yes- 27

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, DeBaeremaeker, Dd Grande, Fedman, Filion,
Fletcher, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnanWong, Pdacio, Pantaone, Ritfield, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Walker

No- 3

Councillors: Ford, Holyday, Nunziata

Carried by amgority of 24.

In summary, Council adopted the following:

“Thet:

@

the following taff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of
the supplementary report dated November 29, 2004, from the Chief Adminidrative
Officer and the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, be

adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

@

Council approve additiona services as a component of the City’s
Winter Plan to assst homeless persons access better dternatives
than deeping outsde. These sarvices to include a temporary
emergency shdter fadility for angle adults and couples of up to 80
beds with an assessment and referral service located a 110
Edward Street; and extended hours of operation for a number of
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)

3

(4)

Q)

(6)

()

(8)

drop-in centres,

Council gpprove the Shelter, Housing and Support 2005 Budget
Request for an 80-bed mixed adults shelter for the period
December 1, 2004 through May 31, 2005, as a new Iinitiative
under the Winter Plan for $1,073,775.00 gross and $0 net with
$710,563.00 funded from MHIF and $363,212.00 from provincia
cogt-sharing, including 26 temporary postions;

Council approve the Shelter, Housing and Support 2005 Budget
Request for an assessment and referrd service from December 1,
2004 through May 31, 2005, as anew initiative under the Winter
Plan for $415,055.00 gross and $0 net with $207,527.00 funded
from MHIF including 7.7 temporary positions,

Council gpprove the dlocation of $207,527.00 from the Supporting
Communities Partnership Inititive for the operation of the
assessment and referral service from December 1, 2004 to May
31, 2005, representing 50 percent of the total costs;

the purpose of the Mayor's Homel essness I nitiative Reserve Fund
be revisad asfollows. Provides funding for one-time capitd and /or
operating support to projects which help homeless people move
towards stable housing, in particular, hostd users, Street homeless
and high risk groups,

given the temporary nature of the proposed shelter a 110 Edward
Street (the Laughlen Centre), Council waive the following
requirements for the establishment of anew shelter a this location
on aonetime basisonly:

@ “moratorium on the location of new municipd shdters
where no municipa shdter Stes be gpproved in wards
having 500 or more municipd shelter beds’; and

(b) “deliberations at the respective Community Council, in
addition to the Community Services Committeg’;

Council approve the re-allocation of up to $80,000.00 gross and
$0 net within the Community Partnership and Investment Program
from the City of Toronto Homeless Initiatives Fund to fund winter
drop-in extended hours,

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Servicesbe
delegated authority to Sgn agreements with community agenciesto
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)

3

(4)

fund winter drop-in extended hours up to a maximum of
$80,000.00 as per Recommendation (7);

9 Coundil urge the federd and provincid governmentsto provide new
permanent housing options, rent supplements, housing supports,
menta hedlth services, addiction trestment, detox facilities and
infirmary beds to assist homeless persons access better and more
gopropriate dterndives than living in the Sreets or long-term use of
shelters,

(10) the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services
report back to Council as soon as possible in the New Year on
actions necessay to implement additiond new housing solutions
and dso on actions to improve co-ordination of services to the
homeless by the correctiona system, hospitals, mental hedth and
addiction treatment agencies,

(11) thisreport and any actions taken by Council be forwarded to the
next meeting of the Advisory Committee on Homdess and Socidly
|solated Persons for their information and input in finding solutions
to homelessnessin Toronto;

(12) this report be forwarded to Budget Advisory Committee for its
information; and

(13) thegppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.’;

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to
report monthly to the Community Services Committee on the number of homeless
people ill degping on the dreets in the Downtown area, and on what measures
have been taken each month to reduce these numbers,

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to
investigate the feasbility of converting the property a 110 Edward Street to
permanent affordable housing following the closure of the temporary winter facility,
and to hold discussons with gppropriate parties and report to the Community
Services Committee in early 2005 on the outcome of these discussions; and

aperformance target of 30 percent be established at the 110 Edward Street shelter
to support the trandtion of homeessunderhoused persons to appropriate
trangtiond/affordable housing.”
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14.60

14.61

14.62

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 9, Clause 3, headed “ 2195 Y onge Street -
Minto Congtruction Activity Ward 22 - St. Paul’s”.

Motion:

Councillor Walker moved that the Clause be received.

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Waker carried.

Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 26, headed “ Softwar e M aintenance Contract-
Renewal Three (3) Years- Computer Associates Canada Company”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.

Motion:

Councillor Dd Grande moved that Council adopt the following:

“That:

Q) the staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report
dated October 26, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, as
contained in the Clause, be adopted; and

2 the Commissoner of Corporate Services be requested to submit, to the
Adminigration Committee, a comprehendve liging of dl computer maintenance
contracts, their expiry dates and related costs.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Del Grande carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 5, headed “ Service | mprovement Review for
Printing and Reproduction Services’.

Motion:

Councillor Carrall, seconded by Councillor Watson, moved that the Clause be amended by:
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Q) deleting Recommendeation (1) contained in the staff report dated October 28, 2004, from
the Commissioner of Corporate Services, as anended by the Administration Committee,
and inserting ingtead the following new Recommendetion (1):

“(1) City Council authorize the Printing and Didtribution Unit to be the City's
Printer and Copier of Record and adopt a policy on offset printing services
and high-speed copy services (Attachment 1 to the report dated
October 28, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services) setting
out dl Printing and Didribution Unit and client roles and respongbilities for
al internd print and copy services and and/or brokering externa print and
copy services, subject to staff conducting semi-annua benchmarking of
costs in comparison with the private sector, conducting annud meetings
with clients to review cods and service requirements and reporting
bi-annudly to City Council on service improvements achieved;”; and

2 adding the following:
“That:
@ the proposed policy not apply to Members of Council; and
(b) the Director of Purchasing and the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, in
conjunction with the Printing and Digtribution Unit, be directed to explore options
to procure used printing equipment through auction, or any other means, should the
opportunity arisein the market place, and report back to Adminigtration Committee
in March 2005.”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Carrall, seconded by Councillor Watson, carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

14.63 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 4, headed “ City of Toronto Support of the
GO Trangt Capital Growth/Enhancement Program”.

Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Coundillor Shiner requested thet his oppogition to this Clause be noted in the minutes of this meeting.
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14.64 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 42, headed “Short-Term

14.65

Parking Area - Carlaw Avenue in the Vicinity of Our Happiness Day Care
(Toronto-Danforth, Ward 29)”.

Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Ootes, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipad Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
consderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
affirmative,

Motion:

Councillor Ootes moved that the Clause be by deeting from Recommendetion (4) contained in the

report dated October 27, 2004, from the Director, Transportation Services, South Digtrict, the

words “from a point 22 metres north of Danforth Avenue to a point 22 metres north thereof”, and

inserting instead the words “from a point 22 metres north of Danforth Avenueto a point 16 metres

north thereof”, so that Recommendation (4) shall now read asfollows:

“(4)  a'NoPaking, from 9:00 am. to 11:30 am., 1:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m., and 6:00 p.m.

to 7:00 am., Monday to Friday and Anytime, Saturdays, Sundays and Public
Holidays regulation be established on the east Sde of Carlaw Avenue from a point
22 metres north of Danforth Avenue to a point 16 metres north thereof; and”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Ootes carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 43, headed “ Funding Pressures in
Provincial/Municipal Cost-sharing Programs”.

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

“That the Province of Ontario be again requested to phase out dependence on the property
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tax system to pay for income redistributive programs like the Ontario Disability Support
Program (ODSP), Ontario Drug Benefits (ODB), Child Care, Hostel Allowances and other
such programs.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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14.66 Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 24, headed “ Improved Service to the Public
through Introduction of ‘3-1-1" (All Wards)’.

Motions:
@ Councillor Milczyn moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That Council adopt the following Staff Recommendations (1), (2) and (3) contained in the
report dated November 3, 2004, from the Chief Adminigtrative Officer:

‘(1) theintroduction of a Toronto “3-1-1" customer service modd be phasad-in
over the next three years to successfully manage each phase of
implementation, build early public confidence in the service, and dlow for
sufficient time to complete interna business process reviews,

2 the “3-1-1" improved customer services contained in Appendix “A”, be
implemented by a Phase One launch of the “3-1-1" Service Gateway on
the City Web dte in December, 2005; a Phase Two launch of the
expanded servicesto be provided by telephone in June, 2006 and, a Phase
Three enhancement of “3-1-1" programs and services by December 2007
as Council may direct for implementation;

3 an externd vaidation process on the “3-1-1" project plan and trangtion
steps be implemented at a cost not to exceed $60,000;”.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

(b) Councillor Minnan-Wong moved thet:

Q) City Coundil support the principle of a centralized cal centre to City informationand
sarvices, and

)] the Clause be referred back to the Administration Committee, with arequest that
the Chief Adminigrative Officer submit afurther report to the Committee providing
comprehensive details on project layout of the components of each phase, with a
detailed andysis of the cogting of each phase inclusive of capita, operating and
consulting costs, and the resources needed from each Department to provide better
front line service standards.
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(©

(d)

Mayor Miller moved that mation (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by adding
the following words:

“and that Council strike a Councillor-Staff Working Group with respect to 3-1-1 conssting
of the Chair of the e-City Committee, one additiona member of the e-City Committee and
one member of each Standing Committee to be appointed by the Standing Committees’.
Councillor Chow moved that motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by:

Q) insarting in Part (2), after the words “afurther report”, the words “in January 20057
and

2 adding the following words.
“and thet the communication (undated) from Coundillor Chow, entitled * Assessment

of Multilingual Services Provided by the City of Toronto’, be referred to the
Councillor-Staff Working Group on 3-1-1".

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

(€

®

©

)

Councillor Davis moved that Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be
amended by insarting, after the words “request that the Chief Adminigrative Officer”, the
words “in conjunction with the Councillor-Staff Working Group”.

Councillor Dl Grande moved that mation (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by
adding the following:

“and the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to submit, to the Administration
Committee, a summary listing of the preparedness of al departments for a 3-1-1 system”.

Councillor Li Preti moved that motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by
adding the following:

“and the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to report to the Adminigtration
Committee on options on how to improve existing versus business services'.

Councillor Milczyn moved that Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be
amended by inserting, after the words “further report to the Committeg”’, the words “through
the e-City Committeg’.
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1)

(k)

Coundillor Flion moved that Part (1) of maotion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be referred
to the Councillor-Staff Working Group on 3-1-1.

Councillor Mihevc moved that motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be amended by
adding the following:

“and that the Chief Adminigtrative Officer be requested to investigate and include
access bility options for disabled people in the development of 3-1-1".

Councillor Soknacki moved that Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong be
amended by deleting the words “further report”, and insarting insteed the words “ prdiminary
report, if necessary, in January 2005 for budget purposes’.

Vote on Referral:

Moation (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong, as amended by motions (c) to (k), carried.

Due to the above decison of Council, motion (a) by Councillor Milczyn was not put to avote.

In summary, Council referred this Clause back to the Adminigration Committee for further
congderation.

Council dso adopted the following:

“Thet:

Q) a Coundillor-Staff Working Group be struck with respect to 3-1-1, consgting of the
Chair of the e-City Committee, one additiond member of the e-City Committee and
one member of each Standing Committee to be gppointed by the Standing
Committees,

2 the communication (undated) from Councillor Chow, entitled ‘Assessment of
Multilingua Services Provided by the City of Toronto’, be referred to the
Councillor-Staff Working Group on 3-1-1;

3 the following motion be referred to the Councillor-Staff Working Group on 3-1-1.:
Moved by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

‘That City Council support the principle of a centralized call centre to City
information and services ;
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4) the Chief Adminigtrative Officer, in conjunction with the Councillor-Staff Working
Group on 31-1, be requested to submit a preliminary report, if necessary, in
January 2005 for budget purposes, to the Administration Committee, through the
e-City Committee, providing comprehensive details on the project layout of the
components of each phase of the 3-1-1 initiative, with a detalled andysis of the
cogting of each phase, inclusive of Capitd, Operating and consulting costs, and the
resources needed from each Department to provide better front-line service
gandards and to investigate and include accessibility optionsfor disabled peoplein
the development of 3-1-1; and

) the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to:

@ submit, to the Adminidration Committee, a summary liging of the
preparedness of al departments for a 3-1-1 system; and

(b) report to the Adminigtration Committee on options on how to improve
exiging versus business services”

14.67 Scarborough Community Council Report 9, Clause 26, headed “Request for Direction -
Rezoning Application 03035266 ESC44 Oz, Officia Plan Amendment
Application 03 035716 ESC 44 OZ, Site Plan Control Application 04 116702 ESC 44 SA,
Sundance Development Corp, - 4 Tideswell Boulevard, West Side Rouge Community
(Ward 44 - Scarborough Eagt)”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Cowbourne, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
condderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Cowbourne moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the following staff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the
confidentia report dated November 30, 2004, from the City Solicitor, be adopted, such
recommendation is now public and the baance of the report remains confidentia, in
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14.68

accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, asit containsinformeation pertaining
to litigetion or potentid litigation:

‘It is recommended that City Council direct the City Solicitor and gppropriate staff
to attend the Ontario Municipa Board to represent the City’ sinterests and support
the proposed settlement regarding the Site Plan Control Application and further
request that the Ontario Municipa Board defer the issuance of itsfind order on the
Site Plan Control Application until al outstanding Site Plan matters have been
addressed to the satisfaction of commenting City Depatments and relevant
agencies, subject to the Principles of Site Plan Settlement as substantially outlined
in Appendix 2 of thisreport.” ”

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

North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 34, headed “Final Report -
OPA and Rezoning Application — 03 193501 NNY 23 OZ - Site Plan Application
03 193513 NNY 23 SA - Michad Kraljevic, Ddteralnc. — Rafad & Bigauskas Architects -
Block bounded by Finch Avenue West, Duplex Avenue, Hendon Avenue and Greenview
Avenue, and North York Centre Secondary Plan (Ward 23 - Willowdale - Development
Site) (Wards 23 & 24 - Willowdale - Proposed General Official Plan Amendment)”.

Motion:

Councillor Filion moved that the Clause be amended by amending saff Recommendations (1) and
(7 (a)(iv) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November 3, 2004, from
the Director, Community Planning, North Didtrict, Urban Development Services, as contained in the
Clause, to now read asfollows:

“(1) amendtheNorth York Centre Secondary Plan substantialy in accordance with the
draft Officia Plan Amendment contained in Attachment 8, and enact the necessary
Bill;”; and

“(7)(@(v) amonetary contribution toward the cost of land acquisition for the North
York Centre Service Road and/or toward the cost of constructing and
furnishing a Public Recreation Centre serving the North Y ork Centre, for
the proposed 13,247 m2 dendty incentive, in accordance with the
provisons of the proposed generd Officdd Pan  Amendment
(Attachment 8), with the required moniesto be paid to the City, in aform
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14.69

14.70

satisfactory to the City Treasurer, prior to the introduction of the necessary
ste-gpecific Billsto City Council for enactment;”.

Votes:

The mation by Councillor Filion carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Works Committee Report 9, Deferred Clause 1la, headed *“Elimination of
Duplicate/Triplicate Street Names - Completion of Phase 1 - Results of Public
Consultation”.

Motion:

Councillor Lindsay Luby moved that the Clause be received and that no further action be taken.

Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Lindsay Luby:

Yes- 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussn, Caroll, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Hetcher, Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Fitfield, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 8, Clause 10, headed “Toronto
Centrefor the Arts Operations and Governance (Ward 23 Willowdale)’.

Motion:
Councillor Filion moved that the Clause be amended by adding to staff Recommendation (6)(b)

contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November 10, 2004, from the
Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, the words “while minimizing
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14.71

disruption to any exigting user groups and any agreement with along-term resdent cultura client be
subject to Council gpprova”, so that Recommendation (6)(b) shal now read as follows:

“(6)(b) securing along-term resident culturd dient who will Sgn amulti-year renta and cost
sharing agreement for one of the fadilitiesin the TCA, excluding the Weston Recitd
Hadll, while minimizing disruption to any existing user groups and any agreement with
along-term resident culturd client be subject to Council gpprova; and”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Filion carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 23, headed “By-laws for an Affordable
Rental Housing Project at 1555 Jane Street Under the Community Rental Housing
Program - Pilot Component (Ward 12, York South-Weston)” .

The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.

Motions:

@ Coundillor Di Giorgio moved that Council adopt the following:

“That:

Q) City Council request the Auditor Generd to consider investigating the Let’s Build
project at 1555 Jane Street on an urgent basis to determine if the taxpayer is
receiving good vaue for their money and if reasonable and proper practices were
followed,

2 Council gpprove the ddivery of renta units that do not qudify for the Let's Build
Program, as gpproved, in principle, by Council in March 2001 and the Ontario
Municipa Board in April 2001, and that the devel oper be requested to provide a
cash benefit of $250,000.00 to the Parks and Recreetion Division to offset the loss
of the public day-care facility that was to be secured as an amenity under a Section
37 Agreement;

3 dternaivdly, if the City and the gpplicant wish to ddiver rentd unitsthat qudify for
the Let’ s Build Program, then the developer provide a community space facility of
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goproximately 950 square metres on City property on Trethewey Drive to the
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism
and that the gpplicant’s cost be limited to 50 percent of the sum of:

@ the available property tax exemptions, and
(b) the development charge exemptions, and

4 City Council authorize and direct the signing of a property tax exemption by-law
with the proponent after the issuance of a building permit to the satisfaction of the
Chief Building Officid.”

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

(b) Councillor Mammoliti moved that Council adopt the following:

“That the recommendations of the Community Services Committee contained in the
communication dated November 10, 2004, from the Community Services Committee, as
contained in the Clause, be adopted.”

(© Coundillor Nunziatamoved that motion (b) by Coundillor Mammoaliti be amended by adding
the words “ subject to amending condition (i)(b) of the Community Services Committee by
increasing the amount of $50,000.00 to $100,000.00".

Votes:

Adoption of Part (1) of mation (a) by Councillor Di Giorgio:

Yes- 16

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford,
Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Pdacio, Pitfield, Saundercook

No - 20

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Bussin, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Feldman, Fetcher, Giambrone, Kely,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Pantdone, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Walker

Lost by amgority of 4.

Ruling by Mayor:
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Mayor Miller ruled Part (3) of motion (&) by Councillor Di Giorgio, out of order, based on the
following advice of the City Solicitor and the Chief Planner:

- agreements must be agreed to by both parties - the City cannot demand; and

- thereis no deve opment gpprova before Council which would dlow negotiation of additiond
benefits.

Councillor Di Giorgio chdlenged the ruling of the Mayor.

Vote to Uphold Ruling of Mayor:

Yes-25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande, Feldman, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Holyday, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mammadliti,
Mihevc, Pantdone, Pitfiedd, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Walker

No- 11
Councillors Augimeri, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford, Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Milczyn, Nunziata, Palacio, Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 14.
Votes:

Adoption of Part (2) of mation (a) by Councillor Di Giorgio:

Yes- 16

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion,
Ford, Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pdacio,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Saundercook

No - 20

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Hetcher, Giambrone, Holyday, Kely, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, Mihevc, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Waker

Lost by amgority of 4.
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Adoption of Part (4) of mation (a) by Councillor Di Giorgio:

Yes- 14

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Dl Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford,
Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti, Milczyn, Nunziata, Palacio, Pitfield,
Saundercook

No - 22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Bussin, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Feldman, Fletcher, Giambrone, Holyday,
Kely, Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, Mihevc, Pantaone, Rae,
Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker

Lost by amgority of 8.

Adoption of motion (c) by Councillor Nunziatax

Yes- 13

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Cowbourne, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Ford, Grimes,
Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pantaone,
Fitfidd

No - 23

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Chow, Davis,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Holyday,
Kely, Mammaliti, Mihevc, Paacio, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Walker

Lost by amgority of 10.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Mammoliti, without amendment:

Yes- 26
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caradl, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Feldman, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Holyday, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mammadliti,
Mihevc, Pdacio, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Walker

No - 10
Councillors,

Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford, Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Milczyn, Nunziata, Saundercook
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Carried by amgority of 16.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
In summary, Council adopted the fallowing:
“That the recommendations of the Community Services Committee contained in the
communication dated November 10, 2004, from the Community Services Committee, as
contained in the Clause, be adopted.”
14.72 North York Community Council Report 7, Deferred Clause 47b, headed “Final

Report - OPA & Rezoning Application and Site Plan Approval - 03 035054 (TD CM B 2003
0001) - Westdale Congruction Co. Ltd. (E.I. Richmond Ar chitects) — 82, 86, 90 Broadway
Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.

Motions;

@ Councillor Jenkins moved that the Clause be amended:

@

2

in accordance with the following saff recommendation contained in the
Recommendation Section of the supplementary report dated September 27, 2004,
from the Commissioner of Urban Deve opment Services, as contained in the Clause:

“It is recommended that:

@

Council amend Clause 47 of Report 7 of North Y ork Community Council
by ddeting Section (2)(ii)(b) of Attachment 7: Draft Officid Plan
Amendment and Section 2(ii)(b) of Attachment O: Draft Zoning By-law
Amendment and insart ingtead the following:

“(2)(i)(b)

al digible tenants resding on the Ste on the date of the
goplication, January 16, 2003, and who receive the Sx (6)
months notice of termination set forth in (@ (“digible
tenants’) or who ceased occupancy on or after January 1,
2004, shdl have aright of firg refusd based on seniority to
occupy a designated affordable replacement rentad unit at
an initid rent not exceeding the amount of their rent as of
January 2003 plus the amount permitted by the Provincid
rent increase guidelines between that date and the date of
their first occupancy as adjusted by the anniversary date of
each lease and a one-time alowance of 4 percent.” ”; and

in accordance with the following staff recommendations contained in the



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 105
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

Recommendations Section of the supplementary report (undated) from the
Commissioner of Urban Devel opment Services.

“It is recommended that City Council:

1) amend Clause 47 of Report 7 of North York Community Council
respecting Attachment 7: Draft Officid Plan Amendment, Attachment 8:
Draft Officid Plan Modification, and Attachment 9: Draft Zoning By-law
Amendment to:

@ permit asdes office, provided not more then 270 square metres of
the building located a 90 Broadway Avenue is used for the
purpose of saling resdentid unitsto be congructed on the Site; and

(b) make provisonsin the Section 37 Agreement for the sles office as
follows

0] in the event that the provison of the sdes office requires
any exiging tenant to vacate ther renta unit prior to the
date they would have if there was no saes office, the
tenants so affected shdl recaive additiond compensation to
be specified in the Section 37 Agreement; and

(it) the setting of the date that vacant possesson is required
shdl be to the stisfaction of the Commissioner Urban
Development Services.”

(b) Coundillor Filion moved thet the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the gpplicant be required to provide a one percent contribution for public art.”

\otes:

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Filion:

Yes-6
Mayor: Miller
Councillors: Di Giorgio, Filion, Grimes, Jenkins, Milczyn

No - 27

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caradl, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Fldman, Hetcher, Ford,
Holyday, Kdly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Pantaone, Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Waker
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Lost by amgority of 21.
Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor Jenkins carried.

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

Councillor Waker requested that his opposition to motion (a) by Coundillor Jenkins be noted in the
minutes of this mesting.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

14.73 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 24, headed “By-laws Necessary to
Facilitate the Development of Six Affordable Housing Projects (Wards 12, 20, 27 and 31)”.
Motions:

@ Councillor Chow moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“Thet the following saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Community
and Neighbourhood Services, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

Q) Council approve a one time dlocation for 2005 of $100,000.00 from the
Mayor's Homdessness Initiative Fund to St. Clare's Multifaith Housing
Society, to assst with security and resident support services, and

2 the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to teke the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

(b) Councillor Di Giorgio moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the approval of
the project & 2600 Eglinton Avenue West be subject to planning and development
approvals.

Votes:

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Di Giorgio:

Yes- 17

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussin, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford,
Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Milczyn, MinnanWong, Pdacio,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Saundercook, Watson

No- 18
Mayor: Miller
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14.74

14.75

Feldman, Hetcher, Grimes, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Mihevc,

Councillors: Bakissoon, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker,
Nunziata, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Waker

Lost by amgority of 1.
Motion (a) by Councillor Chow carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
In summary, Council amended this Clause by adding the following:
“Thet the following staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Community
and Neighbourhood Services, be adopted:
‘It is recommended that:
(@) Council approve a one time dlocation for 2005 of $100,000.00 from the
Mayor's Homeessness Initiative Fund to &. Clare s Multifaith Housing

Society, to assst with security and resident support services, and

2 the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to teke the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

Administration Committee Report 6, Deferred Clause 15b, headed “Redevelopment of
TTC Yonge-Eglinton Lands— Issues (Ward 22 - St. Paul’s)”.

Motion:

Councillor Waker moved that the Clause be referred back to the Administration Committee for
further condderation.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Walker carried.
Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 58, headed “ Installation of

Speed Humps - Howard Street, between Parliament Street and Sherbourne Street (Toronto
Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)” .
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Motion:

Councillor Rae moved that consideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting of
City Council on February 1, 2005.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Rae carried.

14.76 North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 32, headed “Final Report - Application
to Amend Zoning By-law 7625 - 04 169386 NNY 09 OZ - Independence Way Inc. - 2701
Keele Street (Ward 9- York Centre)”.

Motion:
Councillor Augimeri moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the following staff recommendations in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban
Development Services, be adopted:
‘It is recommended that:
1) the draft undertaking dated November 16, 2004, for conveyance of lands
for a public highway received by the applicant be received, and that the
City Salicitor, in consultation with the Acting Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services and the gpplicant, prepare an undertaking for such
conveyance to be entered into by the Owner of 2701 Keele Street, prior
to condominium agpprovd; and
2 the attached amending zoning by-law for 2701 Kede Street be enacted and
no further notice of public meeting of the draft by-law as amended, be
required.’ ”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Augimeri carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.
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14.77 North York Community Council Report 9, Clause 33, headed “Final Report -
OPA & Rezoning Application - TD CMB 2003 0005 - Kolter Property Company — Page &
Steele - 1900 Bayview Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.
Motions:

@ Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the
recommendation of the North Y ork Community Council and insarting ingteed the following:

“It is recommended that:

Q) the report dated October 26, 2004, from the Director, Community Planning, North
Didgtrict, Urban Deveopment Services, as contained in the Clause, be adopted; and

2 in the event that the application is refused, no outsde legd counse or consultants
be retained to defend the refusal at the Ontario Municipa Board.”

(b) Councillor Fitfield moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following words to
Recommendation (2) of the North Y ork Community Council:

“based on the following planning rationde:
@ the property isdedgnated ‘ indtitutiond’ and not ‘ gpartment neighbourhood';

(b) the Ontario Municipa Board has twice determined that the property
violated overview, privacy and compatibility;

(© the property violates the height limitation of 9.2 metres in the Ste-gpecific
by-law; and

(d) park development is not part of the Bayview Avenue development.”,

s0 that Recommendation (2) of the North York Community Council shal now read as
follows

“(2)  refuse the gpplication to amend the Officid Plan and Zoning By-law for
three gpartment buildings of five, ax and seven storeys, based on the
following planning rationde:

@ the property is desgnaed ‘inditutiond’ and not ‘gpartment
neighbourhood’;
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(b)

(©

(d)

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Votes:

the Ontario Municipd Board has twice determined that the
property violated overview, privacy and compatibility;

the property violates the height limitation of 9.2 metresin the Ste-
specific by-law; and

pak devedopment is not pat of the Bayview Avenue
development.”

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

Yes-8

Councillors. Di Giorgio, Feldman, Ford, Holyday, Kely, Minnan-Wong,
Ree, Shiner

No - 24

Mayor: Miller

Councillors Altobello, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Filion, Fetcher, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Mihevc, Nunziata, Pantalone, Pitfield, Saundercook,
Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 16.

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Fitfield:

Yes- 25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdllo, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussn, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Hlion,
Fletcher, Jenkins, LiPreti, Mihevc, Nunziata, Pantaone,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No- 8

Councillors Carroll, Feldman, Ford, Holyday, Kdly, Minnan-Wong, Rae,
Shiner

Carried by amgjority of 17.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (8) by Councillor Minnan-Wong:

|Y$-16
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Councillors Augimeri, Carroll, Chow, Davis, Feldman, Ford, Holyday,
Kely, LiPreti, Mihevc, MinnanWong, Pantalone, Ree,
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz

No- 17

Mayor: Miller

Councillors; Altobello, Ashton, Bdkissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Hetcher, Jenkins,
Nunziata, Pitfidd, Soknacki, Waker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 1.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by adding the following words to Recommendation (2)
of the North Y ork Community Coundil:

“based on the following planning rationde:
@ the property is desgnated ‘indtitutiona’ and not ‘ gpartment neighbourhood’;

(b) the Ontario Municipal Board has twice determined that the property violated
overview, privacy and compatibility;

(© the property violates the height limitation of 9.2 metres in the site-specific by-law;
and

(d) park development is not part of the Bayview Avenue development.”,
s0 that Recommendation (2) of the North Y ork Community Council shall now read as follows:
“(2 refuse the gpplication to amend the Officiad Plan and Zoning By-law for three

gpartment buildings of five, Sx and seven storeys, based on the following planning
rationale:

@ the property isdedgnated ‘ indtitutiond’ and not ‘ gpartment neighbourhood';

(b) the Ontario Municipa Board has twice determined that the property
violated overview, privacy and compatibility;

(© the property violates the height limitation of 9.2 metres in the Ste-gpecific
by-law; and
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(d) park development is not part of the Bayview Avenue development.”

14.78 Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 25, headed “ Exemption from Property
Taxesfor Two Affordable Housing Projects (Wards 27 and 28)”.

Motion:

Councillor Ford moved that:

Q) the Clause be recelved; and

2 the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to report to
the next regular meeting of Council on February 1, 2005, through the Community Services
Committee, providing alist of how many projects have been granted tax exempt Satus, and
the amount of each of these exemptions.

\otes:

Adoption of Part (1) of the motion by Councillor Ford:

Yes-4

Councillors: Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Nunziata
No- 25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, Fdman, Filion, Hetcher, Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Pantdone, PFitfidd, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 21.

Adoption of Part (2) of the motion by Councillor Ford:

Yes-14

Councillors Ashton, Cowbourne, Davis, Del Grande, Ford, Holyday,
Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Milczyn, Nunziata, Soknacki, Walker,
Watson

No- 15
Mayor: Miller




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 113
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.79

Hetcher, Mihevc, Pantalone, Fitfidd, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner

‘Councillors Augimeri, Bussn, Caradll, Cho, Chow, Fddman, Filion,

Lost by amgority of 1.

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 38, headed “ 2005 Water and Wastewater
Rate Increase, 2006-2007 Rate Strategy and Rate Projections for 2008-2014" .

Motion:

Councillor De Baeremaeker moved that the Clause be amended by:

@
2

Votes:

deleting Recommendations (11), (111) and (1V) of the Policy and Finance Committee; and

adding the following:

“That:

@

(b)

(©

(d)

the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer be directed to create within Schedule #11
(Water/Wastewater Reserves) anew cost centre called the ‘Land Acquisition for
Source Water Protection Reserve', for the purpose of providing funding for the
acquisition of land to protect water sources to be controlled by Toronto Water;

a trander of $2 million from the Wastewater stabilization Reserve, Account
No. XQ1004, to the ‘Land Acquisition for Source Water Protection Reserve’ be
approved;

in accordance with Chapter 227 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code - Artidle 11
- Egtablishment of Reserves and Reserve Funds, the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer and the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be
requested to report to the February 2005 meetings of the Works Committee and
Policy and Finance Committee, respectively, on setting out specific criteriafor the
Protection Reserve, including a contribution policy and awithdrawal policy; and

the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto, including the introduction of any necessary hillsin Council.”
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Adoption of the motion by Councillor De Baeremaeker:

Yes-24

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fetcher, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Pdacio, Pantalone, Fitfield,
Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No- 8

Councillors Adhton, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Holyday, Kely, Milczyn,
Nunziata

Carried by amgority of 16.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes-23

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Flion, Hetcher, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Pdacio, Pantdone, Pitfield, Rae,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No- 10

Councillors: Altobelo, Ashton, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Holyday,
Kély, Milczyn, Nunziata, Shiner

Carried by amgority of 13.

MOTIONS (NOTICE PREVIOUSLY GIVEN) AND NOTICESOF MOTION

1480 1(1) Smokingin Legion Halls

The following Mation was withdrawn:

Moved by:

Seconded by:

Councillor M oscoe

Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS smoking is now prohibited in dl restaurants and taverns; and
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WHEREAS private clubs are exempt from the Smoking By-law; and

WHEREAS the City has chosen to grant tax exemption status to Legions and Veterans
Clubs, and

WHEREAS these organizations include facilities that serve dcoholic beverages to the
‘Public’; and

WHEREAS regtaurant owners have complained that, in escaping the requirement of the
Smoking By-law, these facilities are unfairly competing with other venues that provide food
and beverages, and

WHEREAS, to make matters worse, the unfair competition is being subsidized by the
taxpayers and the very businesses that are impacted because the Legions are exempt from
property taxes, and

WHEREAS Veterans and their families and friends are as deserving of protection from
second hand tobacco smoke as everyone else;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT arequirement to prohibit smoking in
al aress of private clubs where food and/or beverages are consumed and that receive
property tax relief be a condition of the relief from property taxes.”

Council dso had beforeit, for consideration with Motion [(1), a communication dated November
17, 2004, from Councillor Howard M oscoe (See Attachment 4, Page 232).

14.81 J(1) TheCorporal Fred Topham, Victoria Cross Fundraising Project
Councillor Ootes moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:
Moved by: Councillor Ootes
Seconded by: Councillor Holyday

“WHEREAS the Corpord Fred Topham, Victoria Cross Fundraisng Project has been
working to keep the Victoria Cross Meda in Canada for public display; and

WHEREAS Corpora Fred Topham was honoured with the Victoria Cross for his acts of
bravery, jumping with his battdion into a srongly-defended area east of the Rhine on March
24, 1945; and
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WHEREAS Corpora Topham isahero for his acts of bravery that day as, despite being
shot and in the middle of fire and mortar bombs, he saved many lives, and

WHEREAS Corpord Topham isthe only Canadian paratrooper to win the Victoria Cross
given ‘For Vdour'; and

WHEREAS following the war, Corpora Topham returned to Toronto where he worked
briefly as a Toronto police officer, before joining Etobicoke Hydro where he worked until
his desth in 1974; and

WHEREAS the executors of his estate are condgdering an offer from outside Canada and
have given the Fundraising Project until December 31, 2004, to raise $275,000.00; and

WHEREAS the project has raised approximately $75,000.00, so far; and

WHEREAS this Council is on record as being in support of our veterans and specia
memorids, through previous contributions;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council donate
$25,000.00 to the Corpora Fred Topham, Victoria Cross Fundraising Project;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT funds for this donation come from the
under-expenditure in the Council budget;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Council chdlenge dl
municipaities across Canada to make some donation, whatever sz, to this cause.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J(1) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J1), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 1, Page 272)

Procedural Vote:
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The vote to waive referral of Motion J(1) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Vote:
Motion J1) was adopted unanimoudy, without amendment.
J(2) Request for Report - Insurance against Actsof Terrorism

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Ootes

“WHEREAS Members of Council may have received naotice from their insurance
companies advisng them of policy changes that would not provide them with coverage
againg loss or damages with respect to acts of terrorism; and

WHEREAS insurance companies have defined terroriam as follows: ‘ Terroriam, meansan
ideologicaly mativated unlawful act or acts, including but not limited to the use of violence
or force or threat of violence or force, committed by or on behdf of any group(s),
organization(s) or government(s) for the purpose of influencing any government and/or
indilling fear in the public or a section of the public’; and

WHEREAS Councillor Ootes has requested me, as Chair of the Adminigtration
Committee, to invedtigate the feashility of the City's insurance carrier providing this
coverage to politicians, and

WHEREAS Councillor Ootes inquiry has led me to question whether the City’s own
insurance carrier will insure againg such acts or if the City of Toronto has received any such
gmilar notice;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Chigf Financid Officer and
Treasurer be requested to report to the January 2005 meeting of the Administration
Committee on Councillor Ootes' request;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the above-mentioned report provide
information as to the City’s own insurance agang loss or damages with respect to
terrorism.”
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Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J2) to the Adminigtration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J2), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J2) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(2) was adopted, without amendment.
J(3) Protection and Preservation of East York History and Heritage
Councillor Davis moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Davis

Seconded by: Councillor Walker

“WHEREAS the sgns outsde of the East Y ork Civic Centre were recently replaced with
City of Toronto sgnsthat contain only the City of Toronto corporate logo; and

WHEREAS the old sgns displayed the corporate logo of the former Borough of East
York; and

WHEREAS the citizens of the former Borough of East Y ork are proud of their community
and its higtory; and

WHEREAS in other former municipdities, the old municipa sgnage and other artifacts are
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preserved for the citizens of the former municipdity; and

WHEREAS the former Borough of East York agreed to bequeath to the East York
Foundation, any East Y ork memorabilia or signage for its preservation and protection in
order to benefit dl of the East Y ork community; and

WHEREAS the old Eagt Y ork Civic Centre Sgns were digoosed of without any notification
or consultation; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto nurtures and encourages the unique character, history, and
culture of communities within its borders, including through the use of unique sgnage; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto holds the patent for the corporate logo of the former
Borough of East York;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the corporate logo of the former
Borough of East Y ork be added in an gppropriate way to the Sgns at the East Y ork Civic
Centre as soon as possible;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT in the future, before any signage or
memorabiliafrom the former Borough of East Y ork gets removed or dtered, the East Y ork
Foundation is consulted;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Eagt Y ork Foundation be the firgt to
be offered any sgnage or memorabilia from the former Borough of East York for its
preservation and protection;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give effect thereto.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J3) to the Adminigtration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Maotion J3), a Fisca Impact Statement from the

Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 2, Page 273)
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Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Maotion J3) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(3) was adopted, without amendment.

J(4) Reguest toWaive Sign Variance and Permit Feesfor aFirst Party Sign at 33Hahn
Place

Councillor McConnell moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor McConnéell
Seconded by: Councillor Davis

“WHEREAS the Centre D’ Accelil Héritage provides essentid hedlth services and housing
to francophone seniors in the community on a not-for-profit bas's, and has done so for the
past 30 years, and

WHEREAS the Centre is seeking to erect a first party sign that would read ‘ Centre
D’ Acceuil Héritage, to be put on the front of their resdentid building; and

WHEREAS the purpose of the Sgn is to make the Centre more visible in the community,
just as other co-operatives and seniors residences across the neighbourhood have done; and

WHEREAS sgnage of this sort servesto create and maintain a sense of community among
residents and visitors to the neighbourhood; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto has a policy that permits the waiving of other types of
development fees for non-profit organizations;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council wave dl sgn variance
goplication and permit fees reated to the erection of signage advertisng the Centre
D’ Acceuil Héritage.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Mation J4) to the Toronto and Eagt Y ork Community Council would
have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.
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Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Mation J4), a Fisca Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement 3, Page 274)

Procedural Vote:
The vote to walve referrd of Mation J4) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(4) was adopted, without amendment.

J(5) Ingallation of Communication Towers- Regulation and Community I nput

Councillor Palacio moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmetive:

Moved by: Councillor Palacio

Seconded by: Councillor Nunziata

“WHEREAS there is a large and quickly expanding network of cdlphone and other
communication towers throughout Toronto's many resdential neighbourhoods, including the
upgrade of smaller rooftop antennas to much larger ‘ stand-done’ ones, which can eadly
exceed 16 metres, and

WHEREAS these towers are enormous, unsghtly and interfere with resdents enjoyment
of their yards and property; and

WHEREAS these towers can be, and have been, erected ‘overnight’ without any
conaultation with, or notice to the local community or loca municipdity; and

WHEREAS building permits are sometimes required to indall the transformer vaults a the
base of these structures,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Commissioner of Urban
Devedopment Services, in consultation with the Chief Building Officid, be requested to
submit a report to the next meeting of the Planning and Transportation Committee on
January 4, 2005, outlining possble ways that the congtruction and ingdlation of
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communications towers could be regulated to require community consultation and the
goprovd of the locd municipdity;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this report include possible appropriate
recommendations to the federd and provincid governments requesting municipa and
community input on the ingdlation of these towers.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J5) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee would have
to be waived, in order to now congder this Maotion.
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J5), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)
Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J5) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion X5), a photograph depicting a
communication tower, which ison filein the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:
Motion J(5) was adopted, without amendment.

J(6) Indemnity Agreements for Using Donated Venues/Vehicles for Fire Fighters
Toy Drive

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow

Seconded by: Councillor Davis
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“WHEREAS the Toronto Fre Services Divison holds an annud Fire Fighters Toy Drive
(‘Toy Drive) to collect toys donated by the public and deliver them to under privileged
children; and

WHEREAS persons in the community have expressed a willingness to provide the use of
vehides or venuesfor organizing the Toy Drive, a no cod to the City, on condition that the
City indemnify such persons from al dlams or losses arising out of the City’s use of the
donated venue or vehicle; and

WHEREAS agreements for indemnity are likely to be required this year before the holiday
season ends by persons willing to provide the use of venues or vehicles to the City for the
Toy Drive;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, for the sole purpose of organizing the
Toy Drive this year, the Fire Chief be authorized, on behaf of the City, to execute
agreements that involve the following commitments:

Q) avehicle, venue or storage space will be provided to the City at no cost to the City;
and

2 the City will indemnify the person(s) doneting the vehicle, venue or storage space
againg dl dams and losses arising out of the City’ s use of the vehicle or premises
asthe case may be.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(6) to the Adminigtration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.



124

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.87

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Mation J6), a Fisca Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Maotion J6) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Vote:
Motion J(6) was adopted, without amendment.

J(7) Request to Ingtall a Temporary Sidewalk - Richmond Street West, south side,
between Peter Street and Spadina Avenue

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS arequest has been recaived to ingtd| a continuous sidewak on the south Sde
of Richmond Street West, between Peter Street and Spadina Avenue, and

WHEREAS a sdewak on the south sde of Richmond Street West is provided only
between Peter Street and a point 54 metres west thereof, and between Spadina Avenue and
apoint 52 metres east thereof; and

WHEREAS the owners of 401 Richmond Street West, where the temporary sdewalk is
to be located, have advised that |oading on the north side of their building will not interfere
with pedestrian operations, and

WHEREAS d&ff have advised that funds in the estimated amount of $1,500.00 to
implement the necessary adjustments, namely the ingtalation of temporary curbing on the
exising roadway, are available in the Transportation Services 2004 Operating Budget;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT approvd begivento dter the section
of roadway on Richmond Street West, between Peter Street and Spadina Avenue, as
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follows:

‘The narrowing of the roadway and the ingtdlation of curb stones, on the south sde
of Richmond Street West, between Peter Street and a point 57 metres west thereof,
and between Spadina Avenue, and a point 52 metres east thereof, generdly as
shown in the attached print of Drawing No. 421F-7655, dated November, 2004';

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take whatever action is necessary to implement the foregoing,
including the introduction in Council of any Billsthat are required.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Mation X7) to the Toronto and Eagt Y ork Community Council would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Mation J7), a Fisca Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement 4, Page 275)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J7) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had beforeit, during condderation of Mation J7), adrawing (November, 2004) headed
“Richmond Street West, Peter Street - Spadina Avenue, Proposed Temporary Roadway Alteration
Pan’, which ison file in the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:

Motion J7) was adopted, without amendment.
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14.88 J(8)

Acquigtion of Easement for Operation of Bloor-Danforth Subway — 130 Bloor Street
West

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS in the early 1960s, a portion of the Bloor-Danforth subway line was
constructed through the property passing under 130 Bloor Street West; and

WHEREAS the Bloor-Danforth subway opened for service on February 26, 1966; and

WHEREAS the former Municipaity of Metropolitan Toronto had not acquired an
easement through the property passing under 130 Bloor Street West occupied by the Bloor-
Danforth subway line; and

WHEREAS negotiations have continued intermittently over the convening years, and

WHEREAS an agreement has been negotiated with the owner of 130 Bloor Street West
to convey to the City a subsurface easement for the subway;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dtaff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report
dated November 25, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and the City
Solicitor, entitled ‘ Acquisition of Easement for Operation of the Bloor-Danforth Subway —
130 Bloor Street West'.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J8) to the Adminigtration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J8), a confidentiad Fiscd Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.
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Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J8) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso hed before it, during condderation of Motion J8), a confidentia report dated November
25, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and the City Solicitor.

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

In adopting Motion X8), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentiad report dated
November 25, 2004, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and the City Solicitor. The
following recommendations are now public and the baance of the report remains confidentid, in
accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, as it contains information related to the
security of the property of the Municipdlity:

“It is recommended that:

Q) authority be granted to execute an easement agreement in aform satisfactory to the
City Salicitor, by which the owner will convey to the City a subsurface subway
easement below the property known municipaly as 130 Bloor Street West;

2 execute an indemnity and release agreement in a form saidfactory to the
City Salicitor, whereby the owner of the subject property releases the City and the
Toronto Trangt Commission (TTC) with respect to any dams arigng from the use
of the property for the subway up to the present time, excluding clams by third
paty TTC users, and indemnifies the City and TTC from any such clams,

3 pay to the owner $1,000,000.00 for the said easement, release and indemnity; and

4) the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the appropriate
seps to give effect thereto.”
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14.89 J(9) Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Golfdown Drive (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)

Councillor Moscoe gave Naotice of the following Mation to permit consderation at the next regular
meeting of City Council on February 1, 2005:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS dl resdents of Toronto deserve the opportunity to have ther views
congdered wherever they may live; and

WHEREAS some residents of Golfdown Drive in Etobicoke would like the opportunity to
be polled to determineif their Street can be considered a candidate for speed humps, and

WHEREAS they would like to do so in an amosphere that is free from bias and
intimidetion; and

WHEREAS their municipa representative, Councillor Ford, has openly indicated that he
is strongly opposed to speed humps; and

WHEREAS consideration of permission to conduct a poll without the blessing of the loca
Councillor might be somewhat problematic and in that kind of atmosphere get lessthan a
far hearing; and

WHEREAS Councillor Ford has been an open advocate of a Councillor’s duty to act on
bendf of citizens, wherever they might live; and

WHEREAS Councillor Ford himself has come to the rescue of many citizens without
regard to their place of resdence;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the atached Resolution
(Appendix 1) be conddered by Council without recourse to the Etobicoke York
Community Coundil;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT it be consdered insteed by the Planning
and Transportation Committee.”

Appendix 1
Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan
Golfdown Drive (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)
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Resolution by Councillor Moscoe, Ward 15 — Eglinton-Lawrence:

“WHEREAS resdents of Golfdown Drive have expressed concern with regard to vehicle
Speeds on the roadway; and

WHEREAS residents of Golfdown Drive have expressed concern with regard to the
volume of traffic on the roadway; and

WHEREAS there are two schoals fronting onto Golfdown Drive, EiIms J. Middle School
and St. Stephen Elementary School;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT daff conduct an evdudion of the
need for speed humpsto cam treffic;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate staff be authorized to
conduct apall of digible resdents of Golfdown Drive between Idington Avenue and Albion
Road for the speed hump plan, in accordance with the City of Toronto Traffic Caming
Policy and public notice be given pursuant to the Municipa Class Environment Assessment
Act induding Notice of Study Commencement to the Ministry of Environment, Fire
Services, Emergency Services and Toronto Police Services, and the gaff evauation be
digtributed to resdents with the pall;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the results of the poll be reported by tff;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate staff convey the results
of the survey to the respondents;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, subject to favourable results of the pall:

0] aby-law be prepared for the ateration of sections of the affected roadway and the
gpeed limit be reduced to 30 km/hr; and

(i) pursuant to the requirements of the Municipa Class Environmentd Assessment Act,
Notice of Completion be issued;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the gopropriate city officids be authorized
and directed to take whatever action is necessary to implement the foregoing, including the
introduction in Council of any Billsthat are required.”
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Ruling by Mayor:
Mayor Miller ruled Motion J9) out of order as it deds with a locd traffic matter within the
jurisdiction of the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council.
With the permission of Council, Councillor Moscoe revised his Motion J9) by deeting the two
Operative Paragraphs, and insarting instead the following:
“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the atached Resolution
(Appendix 1) be considered by the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council.”
Advice by Mayor:
Mayor Miller advised that Motion J(9), asrevised, isnow in order.
Disposition:
Notice of thisMotion was given to permit congderation & the next regular meeting of City Council
on February 1, 2005.
14.90 J(10) Clarification of the Implementation of theMunicipal Freedom of I nformation and

Protection of Privacy Act (The Act) - Requests for Information by Members of
Council

Councillor Dl Grande moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Del Grande
Seconded by: Councillor Watson

“WHEREAS City Coundllors require City information on atimey badsin order to fadlitate
informed decisions a Council and Committee; and

WHEREAS City Councillors require information about persons and issues within their ward
to enable them to properly perform ther functions as representatives of the community; and

WHEREAS City Councillors requests for information from City staff are regularly ether
refused, thus obliging Councillors to make Freedom of Information (FOI) requedts, or are
referred to the Corporate Access and Privacy Office — even when the gpplicability of the
Act in the context of the specific nature of the request is questionable; and
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WHEREAS any request to the Corporate Access and Privacy Office or referra must be
processed in accordance with the Act — a more time-consuming process than an informal
reply; and

WHEREAS Councillors are required to pay fees out of their budgets for responsesto FOI
requests for information so that they can perform their duties, and

WHEREAS the Corporate Access and Privecy Officeis currently dedling with a backlog
of information requests — a backlog that is made worse by regular referrds of Councillor
requedts for information;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council direct the City Clerk and
the City Solicitor to report to the Adminigtration Committee on the gpplication of the
Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act to the disclosure of
information (including both genera information and persond informetion) by gaff to City
Councillors, and advise what steps can be taken to eiminate the need for Councillors to
access City information and records through FOI requests or referras of requests to the
Corporate Access and Privacy Office.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referral of Motion J(10) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J10), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J10) to the Adminigtration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Vote:

Motion J(10) was adopted, without amendment.



132

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.91 J(11) Licensinglssues— Traditional Chinese Medicine and Acupuncture Practitioners

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Councillor Altobello

“WHEREAS traditiond Chinese medicine and acupuncture practitioners have been
pursuing sHf-regulation from the Province of Ontario for at least ten years;, and

WHEREAS the provincid government of British Columbia established sdlf-regulation of
traditiond Chinese medicine and acupuncture; and

WHEREAS the traditiond Chinese medicine and acupuncture organizations have indicated
that sdf-regulation from the Province of Ontario for traditiond Chinese medicine and
acupuncture practitioners may be expected in the near future; and

WHEREAS the provincid government has recently announced its intention to enact
legidation which would establish self-regulation;

WHEREAS g&ff of Urban Devel opment Services have been consulting with the traditiona
Chinese medicine and acupuncture organizations with regard to establishing an examining
board and related licence issuing sandards; and

WHEREAS much of the consultation process necessary to establish an examining board
and related licence issuing standards duplicates the consultation process with the Province
concerning saf regulation;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

Q) the Commissoner of Urban Deveopment Services delay, for one year, the
continuation of the consultation process and the reporting on the outstanding
licensing issues, in order thet the Province of Ontario may introduce the gppropriate
legidation to provide for sdf-regulation of traditiond Chinese medicine and
acupuncture practitioners,

2 the City formdly request that the Province introduce such legidation in as
expeditious a manner as practicd; and
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14.92

3 the Province be requested to advise the City, through the City Clerk’s Office, of the
expected timeframe for the introduction of the legidation.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(11) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J11), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMoation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Motion J(11) to the Planning and Transportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Vote:
Motion J(11) was adopted, without amendment.
J(12) Termsof Referencefor the Roundtable on Access, Equity and Human Rights
Councillor Mihevc moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:
Moved by: Councillor Mihevc
Seconded by: Mayor Miller
“WHEREAS City Council on March 1, 2 and 3, 2004, adopted, without amendment,
Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clause 5, headed ‘Terms of Reference for
Roundtables on: Access, Equity and Human Rights, Arts and Culture; Beautiful City;
Children, Youth and Education; Environment; Seniors, and the Employee and Labour
Reations Committee’; and

WHEREAS the Policy and Finance Committee has recommended an amendment to the
term of office for gppointments to the Roundtable [ Ref. Policy and Finance Committee
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14.93

Report 9, Clause 57], and it isdso dedrable to amend the compaosition of the Roundtable
by increasing the membership by (1) one;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Policy and Finance Committee Report
2, Clause 5, headed  Terms of Reference for Roundtables on: Access, Equity and Human
Rights, Arts and Culture; Beautiful City; Children, Youth and Education; Environment;
Seniors; and the Employee and Labour Relations Committee, be re-opened for further
congderation, only asit pertains to composition of, and the term of office for gppointments
to the Roundtable on Access, Equity and Human Rights;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council consder the recommendetion of
the Policy and Finance Committee, contained in Policy and Finance Committee Report 9,
Clause 57, headed ‘Membership - Roundtable on Access, Equity and Human Rights' to
amend the term of office for gppointments to the Roundtable.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J12), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

\otes:

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

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

(See Minute 14.24, Page 31 for Council’s action on Policy and Finance Committee Report 9,
Clause 57.)

J(13)

Appointment to the Roundtable on Artsand Culture

Councillor Rae moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Mation, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Councillor Ashton
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14.94

“WHEREAS Susanne Birchwood was origindly appointed to the Mayor's Roundtable on
Arts and Culture by City Council as the representative of the Toronto Public Library; and

WHEREAS Susanne Birchwood is no longer employed by the Toronto Public Library and
therefore can no longer be its representative; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Public Library has nominated Sonia Chai, the Director of
Marketing and Communication, to be its representetive on the Mayor' s Roundtable on Arts
and Culture;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council amend the membership
of the Mayor's Roundtable on Arts and Culture by ddeting the name of Susanne Birchwood
and adding the name of Sonia Chal, as the Toronto Public Library representetive on this
Roundtable.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(13) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J13), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)
Procedural Vote:

The vote to wave referrd of Motion J(13) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:

Motion J(13) was adopted, without amendment.

J(14) Designation of Korea Town Business | mprovement Area

Deputy Mayor Panta one moved that, in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 27 of the City

of Toronto Municipa Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Notice of
Motion, which carried:
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Moved by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting on September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004,
authorized the City Clerk to undertake a poll, pursuant to Section 210 of the Municipal
Act, to designate Korea Town as a Business Improvement Areg; and

WHEREAS the Economic Development and Parks Committee requested the City Clerk
to report the results of the poll directly to Toronto City Council in order for Korea Town
Business Improvement Areato be in a position to levy businesses for the full 2005 fiscd
year; and

WHEREAS the City Clerk has prepared the attached report dated November 29, 2004,
indicating afavourable pall for Korea Town Business Improvement Areg;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November
29, 2004, from the City Clerk.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J14), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Council dso had before it, during condderation of Maotion J(14), a report dated November 29,
2004, from the City Clerk, entitled “ Poll Results-Proposed Designation of the Korea Town Business
Improvement Area, Wards 19 and 20 Trinity-Spadind’ (See Attachment 5, Page 233).

Motion J(14) was adopted, without amendment.

ummary:

In adopting Motion J(14), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November
29, 2004, from the City Clerk:

“It is recommended that:

Q) based upon the results of the poll, Council pass a by-law to designate the area
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)

described by Attachment 1 (Maps 1 to 3), asaBusness Improvement Area (BIA)
under Section 204 of the Municipal Act; and

the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect hereto.”
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14.95 J(15) Designation of Queens Quay Harbourfront Business | mprovement Area

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting on September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004,
authorized the City Clerk to undertake a poll, pursuant to Section 210 of the Municipal
Act, to designate Queens Quay Harbourfront as a Business Improvement Area; and

WHEREAS City Council directed that, subject to reporting favourably on the results of
poll, the City Clerk submit the necessary by-law to the November 30, 2004, meeting of
Council in order for Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Areato bein a
position to levy businesses for the full 2005 fiscd year; and

WHEREAS the City Clerk has prepared the attached report dated November 26, 2004,
indicating afavourable pall for Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Areg;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the
recommendations contained in the Recommendeations Section of the attached report dated
November 26, 2004, from the City Clerk.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(15) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J(15), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J(15) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
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Coundil dso had beforeit, during condderation of Mation J(15), areport dated November 26, 2004,
from the City Clerk, entitled “Poll Results-Proposed Designation of the Queens Quay Harbourfront
Business Improvement Area, Ward 20 Trinity-Spadina’ (See Attachment 6, Page 236).

Vote:

Motion J(15) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J(15), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following

gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November
26, 2004, from the City Clerk:

“It is recommended that:

Q) based upon the results of the poll, Council pass a by-law to designate the area
described by Attachment 1 (Maps 1 to 4), asa Busness Improvement Area (BIA)
under Section 204 of the Municipal Act; and

2 the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect hereto.”

14.96 J(16) City of Torontov. Allstream Corp. — Settlement Offer

Councillor Moscoe moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Filion

“WHEREAS the City of Toronto currently has, snce 1997, had an agreement with
Allstream Corp. (formerly AT& T Canada Corp.) for the lease and licence of the City’s
downtown abandoned watermain sysem and public highways for telecommunications

purposes; and

WHEREAS Allstream Corp. breached its agreement with the City of Toronto in
April 2001, which resulted in the City filing aclam againg Allstream in the Ontario Superior
Court of Jugtice for breach of contract and Allstream filing its own counterclam againg the
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City; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor and the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services have prepared a confidentia report dated November 29, 2004, forwarding for
Coundil’s condderation an offer of settlement received from Allsream in respect of thedam
and counterclam; and

WHEREAS, for the reason of lega deadline as outlined in the aforementioned confidentia
report, Council congderation of this matter is required in order to alow daff to receive
indructionsin atimey manner prior to the commencement of the scheduled trid of the action
on February 14, 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consderation to the
confidential report dated November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor and the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and that the staff recommendations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report be adopted.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Mation J(16) to the Policy and Finance Committee would haveto be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during condderation of Motion J16), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J(16) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J(16), a confidential report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Salicitor and the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services.

Vote:

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

In adopting Motion J16), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentiad report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor and the Acting Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services. The following recommendations, together with Appendix A, are now public
and the badance of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the
Municipal Act, asit contains information pertaining to litigation or potentid litigation:

14.97 J(17)

“It is recommended that:

@

)

3

(4)

City Council authorize the City Solicitor to accept the offer of settlement dated
October 20, 2004, received from counsd for Allstream Corp. on the terms
and conditions as set out in Appendix A to this report and direct the City Solicitor
to consent to a dismissal of the City’s clam againg Allstream Corp. in Ontario
Superior Court of Jugtice and Allstream’s counter-claim againgt the City, on a
without-costs basis,

City Council consent to the deemed assgnment of the Allstream Agreement dated
Augug 1, 1997, as aresult of any effective changein control due to the acquisition
of Allstream Corp. by Manitoba Telecom ServicesInc,;

City Council authorize the City Solicitor, in consultation with the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, to continue to defend the City's
position at the Canadian Radio-tdlevison and Teecommunications Commisson
(CRTC) on the Allstream Application, and consult with the Federation of Canadian
Municipdities, City of Vancouver and other intereted municipdities in the
preparation of such defense; and

City Council request staff to take dl gppropriate action to give effect hereto.”

Appendix A isonfilein the City Clerk’s Office.

City Council Support for the “West-Toronto Railpath” Initiative in CN Weston
Subdivison and Related Transportation Projects

Councillor Palacio moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Palacio

Seconded by: Councillor Giambrone

“WHEREAS the City of Toronto has identified the use of abandoned rail lands within the
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CN Weston Subdivison rail corridor as an opportunity to develop acontinuous 6 kilometre
trail corridor from the west downtown areato the central waterfront; and

WHEREAS this project is included in the City of Toronto's Bike Plan and has been
dubbed the ‘West-Toronto Railpath’ Initiative by the loca community who have solicited
strong support for it from eected officids representing dl three levels of government; and

WHEREAS CN has suspended discussion with the City of Toronto on the acquisition of
these lands for trail purposes pending the outcome of studies on infrastructure and land
requirements for the Air Rail Link (from Pearson Airport to Union Station) and for proposed
improvements to the GO Trangt Georgetown commuter rail service; and

WHEREAS atremendous opportunity for urban renewa and improvementsto Toronto's
cycling and pedestrian infrastructure would be logt if this corridor does not accommodate
the proposed trall link;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council indicate its support to
the Federd Transport Minister, GO Trangt and CN, for the proposed trail link, including
the integration of the propased trall link within planning, environmental assessments, project
implementation or other work related to trangportation projectsin thisrail corridor.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J17) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Maotion.
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J17), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)
Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Motion J(17) to the Planning and Transportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

\Vote:

Motion J(17) was adopted, without amendment.
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14.98 J(18)

Instructionsto Request a Review of an Ontario Municipal Board Decision — 151,
153, 165 and 169 St. Clair Avenue West

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board in a Decison issued October 29, 2004,
goproved the owner’ s gpped s for an officid plan amendment, zoning by-law and Ste plan
gpprova for aproposed 19-storey condominium tower for lands at the south-west corner
of Avenue Road and St. Clair Avenue West and known as Nos. 151, 153, 165 and 169
S. Clair Avenue West; and

WHEREAS Council at its meeting of June 22, 23 and 24, 2004 (Toronto South
Community Council Report 5, Clause 12) adopted the refusd report of the Commissioner
of Urban Development Services dated May 20, 2004, directing the City Salicitor, the
Commissoner of Urban Development Services and any other appropriate Saff to attend a
the Ontario Municipa Board to oppose the owner’s gppedls; and

WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board in an earlier decision issued September 3, 2003,
previoudy refused the owner’ s goped s for a 24-storey condominium tower and concluded
that the proposa was sgnificantly different than any form of gppropriate development; and

WHEREAS the 19-storey condominium proposa remains an ingppropriate devel opment;
and

WHEREAS Section 43 of the Ontario Municipal Board Act provides that the Board may
review adecison made by it and authorizes, among other things, rescission of such decision;
and

WHEREAS the Rules of Procedure of the Ontario Municipal Board require that the
request for review befiled with the Board within 30 days of its Decison and hence thereis
urgency in deding with this matter; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor, in order to protect the interests of the City hasfiled, prior
to the expiration of the period for filing the review, areview request under Section 43 of the
Ontario Municipal Board Act and advised the Board that she is seeking Council’s
indructions to confirm such actions or otherwise at its meeting of November 30, December
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14.99

1 and 2, 2004,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the actions of the City Solicitor in
filing the Section 43 (Ontario Municipal Act) review request with the Ontario Municipa
Board be confirmed.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrad of Motion J(18) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J(18), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waivereferrd of Motion J(18) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:

Motion J(18) was adopted, without amendment.

J(19) Resolution on Supporting the Democratic Processin Ukraine

Mayor Miller, with the permission of Council, moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27

of the City of Toronto Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of

Moation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:
Moved by: Mayor Miller

Seconded by: Councillor Lindsay Luby

“WHEREAS the former City of Toronto had a Friendship Agreement with the City of Kyiv
based on a common commitment to freedom, equality, justice and peace; and

WHEREAS dtizensin Kyiv and Ukraine are fighting to achieve these important vaues, and

WHEREAS the Mayor of Kyiv, Oleksander Omel chenko, has boldly alowed the use of
faciliies within Kyiv City Hal for thousands of demonsrators who, in sub-zero
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temperatures, have been massing on the streets of Kyiv in peaceful process agang the
fagfication of Ukraine s Presdentia eection; and

WHEREAS Canada s House of Commons on November 26, 2004, passed by unanimous

consent, amotion stating that no legitimate basis exigsfor proclaming Prime Miniger Viktor
Y anukovich as the winner of Ukrain€ s Presdentid eection;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Mayor and Council of the City
of Toronto support the motion of the federal government and further that they expresstheir
strong encouragement for the ditizens of Ukrainein their fight to live in afree and democratic

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(19) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J19), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J(19) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motion:

Coundillor Lindsay Luby moved that Mation J(19) be adopted, subject to adding the following new
Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT acopy of this Resolution be forwarded
to Mr. Viktor Y ushchenko, the opposition candidate for the Ukrainian presidency.”

Votes:
The mation by Councillor Lindsay Luby carried.

Motion J(19), as amended, carried.
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14.100 J(20) Supply and Delivery of Medical Grade Oxygen — Extension of 2004 Contract
to MagGas Medical Inc. and Award of Quotation Request No. 6613-04-3291 to
GasPro, aDivision of Professional Respiratory Home Care Services Corp.

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc

“WHEREAS the City’s Purchasing By-law, Municipad Code, Chapter 195, requires dl
mattersto be referred to Council for congderation where there is an objection to the awvard
of acontract; and

WHEREAS the City issued a Quotation Request for the Supply of Medicd Grade Oxygen
and two bids were received; and

WHEREAS the City has received an objection from one bidder with respect to the award
of the contract to the lowest bidder meeting specifications, and

WHEREAS as areault of the delayed procurement process, it is necessary to extend the
contract with the current supplier pending the award of the new contract to the
recommended bidder on the 2004 Quotation Request;

WHEREAS Toronto Emergency Medica Services and Toronto Fire are recommending
the award of the contract to supply medica grade oxygen, as set out in the attached report
from the Acting Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financid
Officer and Treasurer dated November 30, 2004, despite the objection, to the lowest
bidder meseting specification;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dteff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated
November 30, 2004, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa

Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(20) to the Community Services Committee would have to
be waived, in order to now consder this Maotion.



148 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 149
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J20), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fisca Impact Statement 5, Page 276)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Mation J20) to the Community Services Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Coundil dso had beforeit, during condderation of Mation J20), areport dated November 20, 2004,
from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Sarvices and the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer, entitled “ Supply and Ddlivery of Medicd Grade Oxygen Cylinder Refilling — Extension of
2004 Contract and Award of New Contract, Quotation Request No. 6613-04-3291" (See
Attachment 7, Page 239).

Moation:

Councillor Watson moved that Mation J20) be adopted, subject to amending the first Operative
Paragraph to provide that Recommendation (2) of the report dated November 30, 2004, from the
Acting Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer, be amended to now read as follows:

“(20 Reguest for Quotation No. 6613-04-3291, issued for the Supply and Ddlivery of Medical
Grade Oxygen, be awarded to Gas Pro, A Division of Profession Respiratory Home Care
Services Corp. (‘Gas Pro’), for the period of December 2, 2004 to December 31, 2008,
in an estimated total contract amount of $744,956.88 over four years, with the periods
January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2006, January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007, and
January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008, being subject to an option to renew to be
exercised by the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, or his successor, being
the lead City staff person in charge of Emergency Medica Services, and”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Watson carried.

Motion J(20), as amended, carried.
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Summary:

In adopting Motion J20), as amended, Council adopted the following staff recommendations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November 30, 2004, from the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer,
as amended:

“It is recommended that:

Q) the existing Contract No. 47000934 with MagGas Medicdl Inc. (‘MagGas) be
extended to December 15, 2004, and the tota contract amount be increased by
$90,000.00 from a previous Council-approved contract amount of $1,348,000.00,
including dl taxes and charges,

2 Request for Quotation No. 6613-04-3291, issued for the Supply and Ddlivery of
Medical Grade Oxygen, be awarded to Gas Pro, A Division of Professon
Respiratory Home Care Services Corp. (‘Gas Pro’), for the period of December
2, 2004 to December 31, 2008, in an edtimated total contract amount of
$744,956.88 over four years, with the periods January 1, 2006 to December 31,
2006, January 1, 2007 to December 31, 2007, and January 1, 2008 to
December 31, 2008, being subject to an option to renew to be exercised by the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, or his successor, being the lead
City staff person in charge of Emergency Medicd Services, and

3 the gopropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto.”

14.101 J(21) Support for the Efforts of the Undocumented Workers Committee

Councillor Giambrone gave Notice of the following Mation to permit consderation at the next
regular meeting of City Council on February 1, 2005:

Moved by: Councillor Giambrone
Seconded by: Mayor Miller

“WHEREAS Toronto City Council recognizes that there are thousands of hard working,
tax paying immigrantsin the City of Toronto who have no government documentation; and

WHEREAS there is a shortage of labour in the construction sector; and

WHEREAS many of these undocumented workersin the City of Toronto who work in the
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congtruction sector have no hedlth and safety protection; and

WHEREAS the Canadian Government recognizes that foreign workers make a sgnificant
contribution to Canada s economic development by helping to address skill shortages and
teaching Canadians high-demand qudifications, and

WHEREAS it isunderstood that as agenerd rule, foreign workers must have an gpproved
job offer and awork permit before arriving in Canada, and that once they have received
their approved job offer, they must gpply for awork permit; and

WHEREAS every year, millions of people embark on amigratory journey, many of whom
leave their country to seek a better future for themselves and for their families; and

WHEREAS internationa socid, economic and politica conditions have a direct impact on
Canada s Citizenship and Immigration programs and policies, and

WHEREAS the Department of Citizenship and Immigration is committed to regping the
maximum benefits of internationad migration and to making Canada a destination of choice
for immigrants, and

WHEREAS two of the Immigration Refugee Protection Act’s objectives that underscore
the immigration program are:

Q) supporting the settlement, adaptation and integration of newcomersinto Canadian
society; and

2 managing access to Canada with afar and effective enforcement strategy;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council express its
support for the many thousands of undocumented workers currently living and working in
the City of Toronto;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council express support for
the efforts of the Undocumented Workers Committee to reach a fair and equitable
resolution;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council direct the City
Clerk to write to the Federad Minigter of Citizenship and Immigration expressng its desire
to see the cases of undocumented workers be addressed in a timdly, fair and equitable
manner.”
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14.102 J(22) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing - 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS at its meeting held on June 22, 23 and 24, 2004, City Council adopted
Notice of Motion J30), respecting 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue - Ontario Municipa Board
Apped, and thereby authorized the City Salicitor to attend at the Ontario Municipa Board
(the ‘OMB’) in oppogtion to an gpplication by the owner of 44 and 46 Bernard Avenueto
sever the dteinto two parcels, and

WHEREAS the basis for that direction was the advice of gaff of Urban Development
Services that a rezoning application would have better addressed and secured various
issues, and

WHEREAS gaff of Urban Development Services continued to work with the owner and
by the time of the OMB hearing, staff was satisfied that the severances and variances were
appropriate provided the owner agreed to certain conditions; and

WHEREAS accordingly the OMB, at the hearing held on October 19, 2004, approved
the gppedls subject to the condition that the owner enter into an agreement to satisfy these
conditions; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor therefore wishes to report upon this matter and obtain
authority for the City to enter into an agreement to secure the conditions imposed by the
OMB; and

WHEREAS the OMB would expect the matter to be finalized expeditioudy rather than
awaiting the next Council meeting in 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the dtaff
recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the attached report dated
November 25, 2004, from the City Solicitor, entitled ‘44 and 46 Bernard Avenue, Trinity-
Spadina, Ward 20'.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
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Code requiring the referrd of Motion J22) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J22), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMoation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J22) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J(22), a report dated November 25,
2004, from the City Solicitor, entitled “44 and 46 Bernard Avenue, Trinity-SpadinaWard 207 (See
Attachment 8, Page 243).

Vote:

Motion J(22) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J22), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the report dated November 25,
2004, from the City Solicitor:

“Thet the City enter into an agreement to secure the conditions imposed by the OMB upon
the severance and variance apped s regarding 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue.”

14.103 J(23) 1200 Weston Road — Oppostion to Application for aLiquor Licence
Councillor Nunziata moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;
Moved by: Councillor Nunziata

Seconded by: Councillor Lindsay Luby

“WHEREAS the occupants of 1200 Weston Road have applied to the Alcohol and
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Gaming Commission of Ontario (AGCO) for aliquor sdeslicenceto serve and sdl dcohol
at these premises; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor has been advised by the Toronto Police Service of
numerous Provinda Offence violaions emanating from the numerous licensed establishments
dready exiging in the immediate area of this location; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Police Service has further advised that there have been crimind
activities and arrests emanating from the immediate area of thislocation; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Police Service has expressed concerns about the generdly high
crime rate of the area and the resulting consequences from the lack of parking; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor hasa so received complaints from residents regarding the
misconduct of patrons from licensed establishments located in the immediate vicinity; and

WHEREAS the past and present conduct of patrons of nearby licensed establishments
affords reasonable grounds to believe that a granting of a liquor licence a 1200 Weston
Road may result in the behaviour of a certain and significant number of patrons not being in
accordance with the law and combined with the other concerns noted above, demongtrates
that aliquor licence for these premisesis not in the public interest having regard to the needs
and wishes of the Municipdity in which the premisesis located;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council advise the Alcohol and
Gaming Commission of the City of Toronto's opposition to any new gpplication or the
expangon of any existing liquor licence or caterer’ s endorsement for these premises and/or
or adjacent or related addresses;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council authorize the City Solicitor to
advise the AGCO that it opposes any new goplication or the expandon of any exiding liquor
licence or caterer’s endorsement for these premises and/or adjacent or related addresses
and further ingructs that a copy of this resolution be provided to the AGCO by December
2, 2004;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the AGCO be requested to provide the
City with an opportunity to participate in any proceedings involving these premises to
oppose any new applications or expansion of the current liquor licence, and that the City
Solicitor and necessary staff be authorized to participate in any proceedings before the
AGCO which relate to 1200 Weston Road.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
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Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J23) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council would have
to be waived, in order to now congder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J23), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMoation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J23) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J23) was adopted, without amendment.

14.104 J(24) 1501 Yonge Street — Toronto Parking Authority Parking Lot Amendment to Turn
Prohibitions

Councillor Waker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS Wittington Properties Limited, owner of the property at 1501 Y onge Street,
currently a 37-gpace parking lot operated by the Toronto Parking Authority, has requested
the complete rescisson of southbound left-turn prohibition a 1501 Y onge Street; and

WHEREAS Transportation Services staff reviewed the request and a report from the
BA Group and can support a southbound left-turn prohibition between the hours of
6:00 am. and 7:00 p.m. daily, as outlined in the attached |etter dated October 29, 2004,
and

WHEREAS Wittington Properties also requested a westbound through movement
prohibition from the driveway at 1501 Y onge Street to Delide Avenue a dl times and
Transportation Services concurs with that request as outlined in the attached | etter; and

WHEREAS the Deer Park Traffic Study working group has d o reviewed this request and
the staff report and concur with its recommendations;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Acting Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services be authorized to implement the above-noted change to the
southbound left-turn prohibition and to introduce the westbound through-movement
prohibition;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the necessary hills be introduced to give
effect to these changes.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(24) to the Toronto and East York Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J24), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J24) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council aso had before it, during consideration of Motion J(24), a communication dated October
29, 2004, addressed to Wittington Properties Limited, from the Manager, Traffic Operations, South
Didrict, West Area, which ison filein the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:

Motion J(24) was adopted, without amendment.

14.105 J(25) Authority to Enter Into Agreements with the Owners of 438 King Street West,

23 Brant Street and 38 Niagara Street under Section 45(9) of the Planning Act
Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Chow

Seconded by: Councillor Rae
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“WHEREAS thisis atime sendtive matter that requires aresolution to ensure the City of
Toronto receives the payments it requires and the owners of the properties located at 438
King Street, 23 Brant Street and 38 Niagara Street get the approva they need to findize
their respective projects; and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjusment granted variances for the dimensions of parking
gpaces and building height for the property located at 438 King Street West and madeits
decison conditiona on the owners entering into an agreement under Section 45(9) of the
Planning Act to provide a cash contribution of $210,000.00 to the City of Toronto prior
to the issuance of any building, excavation or shoring permit for the development; and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment granted variances for building height, setback
and use of acommercid parking garage for the property located a 23 Brant Street and
meade its decison conditiond on the owners entering into an agreement under Section45(9)
of the Planning Act to provide a cash contribution of $75,000.00 to the City of Toronto
prior to the issuance of any building, excavation or shoring permit for the development to be
used for improvements to the St. Andrew’ s Playground; and

WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board granted variances for building height, resdentia
amenity area, driveway width, setbacks and a variance relating to loading spaces for the
property located at 38 Niagara Street and made its decision conditiona on the owners
entering into an agreement under Section 45(9) of the Planning Act to provide a payment
of $150,000.00 to be used for park land improvement in the vicinity of 38 Niagara Street;
and

WHEREAS authority is required from City Council for City staff to execute agreements
under Section 45 (9) of the Planning Act;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the City of Toronto
grant the authority to enter into agreements with the owners of 438 King Street We<t,
23 Brant Street and 38 Niagara Street to secure the required payments pursuant to the
Committee of Adjustment Decisions and the Ontario Municipa Board decison;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council authorize the City Solicitor
to undertake any steps necessary to implement Council’ s direction, including the execution
of Section45(9) agreements, pertaining to the variances conditiondly set out in the decisons
of the Committee of Adjusment and the Ontario Municipa Board.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
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Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(25) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J25), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscad Impact Statement 6, Page 277)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Mation J25) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:

Motion J(25) was adopted, without amendment.

14.106 J(26) By-law to Regulate Vibrations Caused by Construction Activity

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Walker

Seconded by: Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS certain condruction activities utilize equipment and methods, such as a
vibratory hammer or pile driver, that may cause vibrations thet travel beyond the property
where the congtruction activity takes place; and

WHEREAS such vibrations may impact adversdly on the use and enjoyment of adjacent

properties athough the leve of vibrations may be below alevd that causes actud damage
to property or an impact on the structura integrity of adjacent buildings or structures, and

WHEREAS section 129 of the Municipal Act, 2001 S.O. 2001, c. 25, provides that

‘alocd municipdity may prohibit and regulate with respect to noise, vibrations, odour, dust
and outdoor illumingtion’;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council request the
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Commissioner of Urban Development Services, in consultation with the City Solicitor, to
undertake a study and to report to City Council, through the Planning and Transportation
Committee, with recommendations for a draft by-law to regulate vibrations caused by
condruction activity;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report make recommendations for
gopropriate gandards for the measurement of vibrations from condruction activities a levels
that minimize the adverse impacts of congruction vibrations, including the methodology of
measurement of congruction vibrations, the time such vibrations may be prohibited or
regulated, and the resources necessary for implementation and enforcement of the by-law.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(26) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J26), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 7, Page 278)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Maotion J26) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(26) was adopted, without amendment.

14.107 J(27) Labour Negotiations
Councillor Holyday moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Holyday

Seconded by: Councillor Ootes
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“WHEREAS the commercid and residentia taxpayers of the City of Toronto have been
subjected to four straight years of substantial tax increases; and

WHEREAS the adminigrative competence of the City has been reviewed by the Auditor
Generd and found wanting; and

WHEREAS the City’s financid condition is such that the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer has advised Council that it is not sustainable; and

WHEREAS for mogt City programs, staffing costs often comprise 80 to 90 percent of the
gross expenditures;, and

WHEREAS it is hoped that the Budget Advisory Committee would place a cap on
approved staff positions so that the exact impact of a new bargaining agreement can be
ascertained; and

WHEREAS monies dlocated to the City by the Province from gas tax revenue are dreedy
dedicated to trandt expenditures; and

WHEREAS it is unlikely thet the federa and provincid governments will direct additiona
grants to the City to specifically offset deficits due to |abour agreements; and

WHEREAS barganing negotiations with CUPE Locds 79 and 416 lagt time were dlowed
to go unconcluded until July 2002, culminating in a 17-day drike, which was only ended by
provincd intervention; and

WHEREAS the length of the bargaining process created the weekest strategic position for
the City negotiations, and

WHEREAS, as a reault of this timing, the City lost parks program and golf course
revenues, and

WHEREAS the cost and ability to ded with the City’ s garbage was encumbered because
of the increased hedth concerns and difficulties in handling it in warm westher; and

WHEREAS the tourist season (including the Pope' s vist, the Molson Indy, the Toronto
Jozz Fedtivd, Caribana, and many other specid events) was jeopardized by this timeframe;
and

WHEREAS the cogt to the City dueto the strike, including lost revenues, was $3.3 million;
and

WHEREAS these combined pressures and costs could have been greatly reduced by
ensuring that measures were taken to conclude negotiations by the end of February;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Employee and Labour Reations
Committee report to Council, through the Policy and Finance Committee, in-camera on the
dtatus of the negotiations during the February 1, 2005 Council mesting.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(27) to the Policy and Finance Committee would haveto be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J27), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wave referrd of Motion J27) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(27) was adopted, without amendment.
14.108 J(28) Authority to Amend the Section 37 Agreement — 33 Bay Street
Councillor McConnell moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:
Moved by: Councillor McConnéell

Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS 33 Bay Street is the Ste of a multi-phase 1,771-unit condominium project
gpproved in 2003 and currently under construction; and

WHEREAS the existing Section 37 Agreement requires the owner of 33 Bay Street to
congtruct and maintain a Harbour Street overhead wakway connecting the City-owned
Conference Centre at 11 Bay Street to parking for the conference centre located a 33 Bay
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Street; and

WHEREAS through community consultation and gteff review, it was determined that the
overhead walkway is no longer considered to be desirable or appropriate; and

WHEREAS a gaff report dated May 22, 2003, recommending, among other things, the
deletion of the overhead wakway, the subgtitution of other streetscape improvements and
other amendments to the Section 37 Agreement, was gpproved by City Council on June 24
to 26, 2003; and

WHEREAS below grade congtruction on the first phase of the building at 33 Bay Street
is underway with an above grade permit expected by the end of 2004; the owner is
required to have an amended and executed Section 37 Agreement and site plan approval
in place prior to an above grade permit being issued;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the dtaff
recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the attached report dated
November 29, 2004, from the Commissoner of Urban Development Services, which gives
authority to amend the Section 37 Agreement so that the City is provided a cash payout for
the overhead walkway provision of the existing Section 37 Agreement.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(28) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J28), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 8, Page 279)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J28) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had beforeit, during condderation of Mation J28), a report dated November 29, 2004,
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled “ Authority to Amend the Section
37 Agreement Site Plan Approva Application 03 035080 STE 28 SA Applicant: Goodman and Carr
Architect: Page + Steele 33 Bay Street” (See Attachment 9, Page 250).
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Vote:
Motion J(28) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:

In adopting Motion J28), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
daff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the report dated November 29,
2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:

“It is recommended that Council’s actions of June 24, 25 and 26, 2003, (Toronto East
Y ork Community Council Report 6, Clause 18) be amended to change the Section 37
Agreement to delete the requirement for a Harbour Street overhead walkway and add a
requirement for afinancid payment from the owner to the City, pad prior to the issuance
of an above grade permit, for $550,000.00 indexed to 2003 dollars, for streetscaping
improvements to the east Side of Y onge Street between the south curb of Harbour Street
and north curb of Lake Shore Boulevard East, and sidewalk lighting in the Y onge Street
rallway underpass south of The Esplanade, to be completed by the Commissoner of Works
and Emergency Services, and that the gppropriate City officias execute such Agreement.”

14.109 J(29) Ontario Municipal Board Appeals— 3025 Finch Avenue West

Councillor Grimes moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Grimes
Seconded by: Councillor Palacio

“WHEREAS at its meeting held on September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004,
City Council adopted the recommendations of Etobicoke Y ork Community Council as
contained in Etobicoke York Community Council Report 7, Clause 47, and thereby
directed the City Solicitor to oppose a the OMB the ste plan and zoning by-law
amendment apped s by the owner of 3025 Finch Avenue West; and

WHEREAS the Ontario Municipal Board has scheduled a settlement hearing date for
December 20, 2004 and a hearing date for nine days commencing on February 15, 2005;
and

WHEREAS as areault of further meetings with the gpplicant and mediation of the issues
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a the Ontario Municipad Board, the gpplicant has revised its proposed ste plan and zoning
by-law amendment; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor wishesto report upon the revised proposa and obtain further
directions in respect of the OMB hearings, and

WHEREAS t is gppropriate to consder the confidential report dated November 29, 2004,
from the City Solicitor a this meeting asit is time sengtive due to the December 20, 2004
settlement hearing date; and

WHEREAS:It is appropriate to consider the report of the City Solicitor in-camera as it
relates to litigation and solicitor-client privilege;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dtaff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report
dated November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J29) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council would have
to be waived, in order to now congder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J29), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J29) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J29), a confidential report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor.

Vote:

Adoption of Mation J29), without amendment.

Yes- 38
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors Altobello, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Flion, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mihevc, MinnanWong,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantdone, Fitfied, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No-3
Councillors: Dd Grande, Mammdliti, Milczyn

Carried by amgjority of 35.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J29), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentiad report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor. This report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in
accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, asit contansinformation pertaining to litigation
or potentid litigation.

14.110 J(30) Naming of Fountain in Honour of Alex Ling
Councillor Saundercook moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;
Moved by: Councillor Saunder cook
Seconded by: Mayor Miller

“WHEREAS Toronto's 50 Business Improvement Areas make a significant contribution
to the economic vitdity and quality of life of Toronto’s neighbourhoods; and

WHEREAS the success of the BIA movement in Toronto is very much aresult of the over
30 years of service from Mr. Alex Ling; and

WHEREAS Mr. Ling served many years as the Chair of the Board of Management for the
Bloor West BIA since its founding in 1970 as Toronto's first BIA; and

WHEREAS the fountain at the northwest corner of Bloor Street West and Jane Street is
acapita asset owned and maintained by the Bloor West Village BIA; and
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WHEREAS |, as Ward Councillor, received aforma request from the Board of Directors
of the Bloor West Village BIA to name the fountain in Mr. Ling's honour;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council support the naming of the
fountain in Mr. Ling's honour.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J30) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council would have
to be waived, in order to now congder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J30), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to walve referrd of Mation J30) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J30) was adopted unanimoudy, without amendment.
14.111 J(31) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing - 169 John Street
Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;
Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc
“WHEREAS the City Solicitor has prepared a confidentia report dated November 29,

2004, saeking further ingtructions respecting the Ontario Municipa Board hearing regarding
169 John Street; and
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WHEREAS consderation of this matter by Council is required on an urgent basis asthe
hearing will commence December 13, 2004;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dteff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the atached confidentid
report dated November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd

Code requiring the referra of Motion J31) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consder this Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during congderation of Motion J31), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financia Officer and Treesurer.

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J31) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J31), a confidentia report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor.

Vote:

Motion J31) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J31), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentid report dated
November 29, 2004, from the City Solicitor. The following recommendations are now public, and
the baance of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal

Act, asit containsinformation pertaining to litigation or potentid litigation:

“In the event that City Council determinesthat it is appropriate to revise the Settlement and
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the provisonsfor the expenditure of the Section 37 funds in this matter on the bass outlined
in thisreport, it is recommended thet:

@

)

the City Solicitor and other appropriate Saff be authorized to gppear a the Ontario
Municipa Board in support of the settlement adopted by Council at its meeting of
October 26, 27 and 28, 2004, by its adoption of Motion J(23), as revised to

permit:

@

(b)
(©

the overal maximum building height above grade of 33.10 metres to be
exceeded for the purpose of permitting a 1.5 metre high mechanica space
comprisng an areaof +/-32.59 square metres, in substantialy the location
shown on plans stamped received November 22, 2004;

amaximum resdentia gross floor area of 4,067 square metres, and

the Section 37 provisons of the amending by-laws to be amended to dlow
the expenditure of the funds to include improvements to Grange Park
and/or streetscape improvements on McCaul Street and/or John Street,
and the Section 37 Agreement to provide that such expenditure shdl be at
the discretion of the Commissioners of Economic Development Culture and
Tourigm, and Works and Emergency Services, in conaultation with the loca
Councillor and the local community; and

the City Solicitor and other gppropriate saff be indructed to teke dl other steps and
execute such agreements as may be required to implement the settlement as
revised.”

14.112 J(32) Information Pillar Pilot Project - Incluson of Business Improvement Areasin Pilot

Project

Councillor Ashton moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by:

Seconded by:

Councillor Ashton

Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS at the June 22, 2004 meeting of Toronto City Council, Council adopted
Policy and Finance Committee Report 5, Clause 24, to approve the Request for Proposa
No. 3012-03-7369, for the provison of apilot project for the placement of 25 information
pillars on City property; and
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WHEREAS aredriction on the placement of information pillars within BIAs was included
as an amendment within the gpproved Clause; and

WHEREAS numerous BIAs have now indicated thelr interest in benefiting from the pilot
project and having informetion pillars placed within their boundaries;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Policy and Finance Committee Report
5, Clause 24, headed ‘ Filot Project for 25 Information Pillars, Request for Proposal No.
3012-03-7369', be re-opened for further congderation, only asit pertainsto the placement
of information pillars within BIAS,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the following:

‘That no information pillars be placed within BIAs or higtoric digtricts unless they
specificaly request participation in the pilot project and with the concurrence of the
loca Ward Councillor.” ”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J32), aFiscd Impact Statement from the

Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financiad impact resulting from the

adoption of thisMoation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J32) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The bdance of Mation J32) was adopted, without amendment.

14.113 J(33) Harbour Remediation & Transfer Inc. Claim and Related Third Party Claim
Concerning Fred Dominelli and 939923 Ontario Limited

Councillor Pitfield moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Pitfield

Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Bussin
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“WHEREAS at its meeting of October 26, 27 and 28, 2004, Council directed the
City Solicitor to report to the first possble Council meeting on the status of settlement
discussions with Harbour Remediation & Trandfer Inc. (‘HR&T’), Costa Trucking and
Contracting Ltd. (* Costa Trucking’) and concerning athird party dam by HR&T, in which
it seeks indemnification from the City for aclam againg it by Fred Domindli and 939923
Ontario Limited (‘939923'); and

WHEREAS there have been settlement discussions between the parties since October 28,
2004; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor was given indructions to report to the first possible Counail
meeting; and

WHEREAS congderation of this matter by Council is required on an urgent basis to
provide ingructions to staff;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the staff recommendations contained
in the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentid report dated November 30,
2004, from the City Solicitor, entitled ‘Harbour Remediation & Transfer Inc. Clam and
Related Third Party Claim Concerning Fred Domindli and 939923 Ontario Limited’ be
adopted;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the gppropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary actions to give effect thereto.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(33) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during congderation of Motion J33), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financia Officer and Treesurer.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to wave referrd of Motion J33) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Coundil dso hed beforeiit, for condderation with Mation J33), aconfidentia report dated November
30, 2004, from the City Solicitor. This report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with
the provisons of the Municipal Act, as it contains information pertaining to litigation or potentia
litigation.
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Disposition:
As Council did not conclude its consderation of Motion X33) prior to the end of this meseting,

consderation of this Motion was deferred to the Specia meeting of City Council on December 6,
2004.

14.114 J(34) Approval to Enter into a Shared Use Agreement with the Conseil Scolaire Public
de District du Centre-Sud-Ouest (CSDCSO), for the Use of the Playing Fields at
PierreElliot Trudeau School

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmetive:

Moved by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone
Seconded by: Councillor Giambrone

“WHEREAS the Toronto Didtrict School Board (TDSB) and the Toronto Cathalic Didtrict
School Board (TCDSB) form an integrd part of the socid fabric of the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS the TDSB and the TCDSB have in the past had their school sites funded by
the property taxes collected by the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS the properties owned by the TDSB and the TCDSB condtitute a Significant
portion of the greengpace in the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS the TDSB and the TCDSB are digposing of properties deemed surplusto their
current needs under Provincid Regulation 444; and

WHEREAS the property located at 65 Grace Street, currently owned by the Toronto
Didrict School Board, is being sold to the Consall Scolaire Public de Didtrict du
Centre-Sud-Ouest (CSDCS0); and

WHEREAS the CSDCSO would like to erect afence around the adjacent playing fieds;
and

WHEREAS a its meeting of October 24, 2002, the Toronto and East Y ork Community
Council recommended that staff be directed to contact the CSDCSO and Ecole Pierre Elliot
Trudeau School to work out the fencing and greenspace issues; and
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WHEREAS there is an urgency to the resolution of this issue with the TDSB sde of the
property scheduled to be completed by December 15, 2004;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dtaff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the attached report dated
November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referral of Motion J34) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J34), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J34) to the Adminigtration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso hed before it, during condderation of Mation J(34), areport dated November 30, 2004,
from the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, entitled “ Shared Use
Agreement with Toronto French School Board for use of Outdoor Green Space a Pierre Elliot
Trudeau School, Ward 19, Trinity-Spadind’ (See Attachment 10, Page 253).

Vote:
Moation J(34) was adopted, without amendment.

SUmmary:

In adopting Motion JX34), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November
30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism:

“It is recommended that:

Q) Council authorize the City to enter into a 999 year nomind sum Shared Use
Agreement with the CSDCSO, effective upon the date of regidration of the trandfer
of the land from the TDSB to the CSDCSO, for the use of the playing fidds as
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parkland and a playground for the community and the congtruction of fences a
Ecole Ferre Elliot Trudeau School in accordance with terms and conditions deemed
necessary by the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism,
and the City Salicitor, in consultation with the Ward Councillor; and

2 the gppropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto.”

14.115 J(35) Parking Regulations on Ted Reeve Drive, Whistle Post Street, William Hancox
Avenue and Crossovers Street - “One Hour Maximum, 8:00 am. to 6:00 p.m.,
Monday to Friday”

Deputy Mayor Bussin moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipal Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Deputy Mayor Bussin

Seconded by: Councillor Davis

“WHEREAS at its meeting of July 20, 21 and 22, 2004, City Council gpproved Toronto
and Eagt Y ork Community Council Report 6, Clause 68, which recommended ‘ one hour
maximum, 8:00 am. to 6:00 p.m., Monday to Friday’ parking regulations on Ted Reeve
Drive, Whigtle Post Street, William Hancox Avenue, and Crossovers Street; and

WHEREAS residents have expressed concern with the stringency of these one-hour
maximum parking regulations, and

WHEREAS restisson of these one-hour maximum parking regulaiionswould alow parking
for the unggned three-hour maximum, thereby facilitating longer-term parking, and have a
negligible impact on traffic operations, and

WHEREAS g&ff has advised that funds in the amount of $1,000.00 associated with the
remova of the appropriate Signage are available in the Transportation Services Divison
2004 Operating Budget;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Toronto and East Y ork Community
Council Report 6, Clause 68, headed ‘ Introduction of Parking Regulations and Intersection
Controls on Ted Reeve Drive, Whigle Pogt Street, William Hancox Avenue and Crossovers
Street (Beaches-East Y ork, Ward 32)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IF FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the following ‘one hour maximum,
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8:00 am. to 6:00 p.m., Monday to Friday’ parking regulaions as shown on attached
Drawing No. 421F-7656 be rescinded:

Q) Ted Reeve Drive:
@ the east Sde, from Crossovers Street to a point 39 metres north thereof;
2 Whigtle Post Strest:

@ the south side, from Ted Reeve Drive to a point 73 metres east thereof;

(b) the south side, from a point 95 metres east of Ted Reeve Drive to a point
55 metres further eest;

(© the south side, from apoint 179 metres east of Ted Reeve Driveto apoint
49 metres further east; and

(d) the south side, from a point 250 metres east of Ted Reeve Driveto apoint
39 metres further eest;

3 William Hancox Avenue:

@ the west Sde, from a point 26.5 metres south of Whistle Post Street to
Crossovers Street; and

(b) the south side, from a point 28.5 metres south of Crossovers Street to a
point 37 metres north of Gerrard Street; and

4) Crossovers Street:

@ the south Sde, from a point 46.5 metres west of William Hancox Avenue
to apoint 38.5 metres further west thereof;

(b) the south Sde, from a point 107 metres west of William Hancox Avenueto
apoint 44 metres further west thereof;

(© the south Sde, from a point 190 metres west of William Hancox Avenueto
apoint 56 metres further west thereof; and

(d) the south Sde, from a point 269 metres west of William Hancox Avenue to
apoint 29 metres further west thereof.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consideration of Motion J35), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 9, Page 280)

Council aso had before it, during consideration of Motion J35), a drawing (November 2004),
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entitled “ Upper Beaches Area Existing and Proposed Parking Regulaions’, which ison filein the City
Clerk’s Office,

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J35) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The bdance of Mation J35) was adopted, without amendment.
14.116 J(36) Licence Feesfor Private Parking Enforcement Agencies

Councillor Moscoe moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Walker
“WHEREA Sthere are Some 83 Private Parking Enforcement Agencies licensed by the City

of Toronto; and

WHEREAS these agencies generate ticket revenues (by issuing legd City of Toronto tags
on private property) estimated at approximately $5.5M in 2004, for the City of Toronto;
and

WHEREAS new licence fees established by Council for Private Parking Enforcement
Agencies are scheduled to go into effect beginning January 1, 2005; and

WHEREAS these fees have been increased from $186.00 for an initid licence and
$100.00 for a renewal in 2004 to $2,571.00 for an initid licence and $2,345.00 for a
renewal in 2005, increases of some 1380 percent and 2350 percent respectively; and

WHEREAS the fees apply equaly to dl agencies whether they employ 300 officers or
3 officers and

WHEREAS the net effect of thisincrease will beto drive dl of the smaller agencies out of
business or force them to operateillegdly; and

WHEREAS the reason for the increases sem from the City’ sinterpretation of the Licensing
Provisons of the Municipal Act that require licensing activities to be cost recovered within
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the class of business, and there are massve increase in enforcement activities, ironicaly
related to the companies that are operating outside the law, many of which are unlicensed
and therefore do not pay licence fees, and

WHEREAS the métter is an issue of fairness and fundamental justice and one of some
urgency to these companies,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Policy and Finance Committee Report
5, Clause 11, headed ‘Review of Business Licensng Fees/Establishment of Traditiond
Medicine Establishment and Practitioner Licences be re-opened for further consderation
only asit pertains to the licence fees for Private Parking Enforcement Agencies,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City give notice thet it intends to
review these rates, and the matter be referred to the Planning and Trangportation for apublic
hearing under the Municipal Act;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Commissoner of Urban Development
Searvices, in conaultation with the City Solicitor and the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer, report to an upcoming meeting of the Planning and Trangportation Committee to
re-gructure the licence fees related to this class of business through one or a combination
of:

Q) agraduated schedule of fees based on the number of Municipa Law Enforcement
Offices employed by that company; and/or

2 aredignment of approximately 4.5 to 5 percent of parking ticket revenue which
would offset the cost of adminigtering and enforcing the Licenaing by-law within
Urban Development Services, and/or

3 aformula which combines both revenue sources, noted above;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Commissoner of Urban Development
Servicesreport on this matter directly to the Planning and Trangportation Committee as soon
as possible in recognition of its time sengtive nature;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT dl enforcement for non-payment of fees
within this class of license be suspended pending Council’s review of this matter and
resolution of appropriate fees for this class of license.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 177
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

City Council had beforeit, during consideration of Motion J36), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J36) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The bdance of Mation J36) was adopted, without amendment.
14.117 J(37) Audit of the Let’sBuild Pilot Project Funding Agreements

Councillor Dl Grande moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Maotion:

Moved by: Councillor Del Grande
Seconded by: Councillor Di Giorgio

“WHEREAS the City of Toronto administers and distributes funds on behdf of the
provincid and federa governments under the Let’s Build program; and

WHEREAS as such, the City of Toronto has a fiduciary duty to those other levels of
government to administer and distribute the funds under the Let’s Build program in such a
way asto maximize the benefit for tax dollars spent through the program; and

WHEREAS a number of Councillors have voiced concern about the financia benefits
received in exchange for the funding provided to anumber of the Pilot Project proponents;
and

WHEREAS g&ff have dready attempted to renegatiate the terms under which the funding
has aready been approved to at least one of the Filot Project proponents, suggesting that
the origind terms were not negotiated so as to provide the City of Toronto with the
maximum benefit possble; and

WHEREAS Council’s god of providing the maximum number of affordable rentd units
under the program may be compromised by the failure to negotiate the most advantageous
dedls possible;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council direct the Auditor
Generd to conduct a preiminary review of the terms of the eight (8) Filot Project
Agreements approved by Council;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council direct the Auditor Genera
to add this review to his audit schedule and to report back in a timey fashion—
commensurate with the short-term nature and magnitude of the funds distributed under this
program — so that Council can take timely, corrective actions based on hisfindings,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council direct the Auditor Generd
to report his priminary findings, dong with his opinion about the need to expand hisreview,
directly to the Audit Committee at the earliest possible date.”,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 26

Councillors; Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford, Grimes, Holyday,
Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Soknacki,
Stintz, Walker, Watson

No- 14

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Bussn, Carall, Cho, Chow, Davis, Feldman, Giambrone,
McConndl, Moscoe, Pantdone, Fitfidd, Rae, Shiner

Logt, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Disposition:

Notice of this Motion was given to permit condderation a the next regular meeting of City Council
on February 1, 2005.

14.118 J(38) OMB Appeal — Application for Front Yard Parking at 1501 I dington Avenue
Councillor Lindsay Luby moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Lindsay Luby

Seconded by: Councillor Grimes
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“WHEREAS the Etobicoke Committee of Adjustment refused an gpplication to permit a
front yard parking pad at 1501 Idington Avenue; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant has appeded the Committee s decision to the Ontario Municipa
Board; and

WHEREAS the front yard parking pad is more than minor in neture, is not gppropriate, and
does not meet the intent of the zoning by-law;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Solicitor send amember of
her &ff to attend the Ontario Municipal Board to oppose the application, to ask that the
City be added as a party to the hearing, and to make appropriate arrangements for expert
witnesses.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(38) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council would have
to be waived, in order to now congder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consideration of Motion J38), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 268)

Procedural Vote:
The vote to walve referrd of Mation J(38) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had before it, for congderation with Motion J38), a Notice of Decision dated
November 3, 2004, from the Manager and Deputy Secretary, Committee of Adjustment, Etobicoke
York Pand, whichison filein the City Clerk’s Office.

Disposition:

As Council did not conclude its consderation of Motion X38) prior to the end of this meeting,
congderation of this Motion was deferred to the Specia meeting of City Council on December 6,
2004.

14.119 J(39) Old City Hall Clock



180 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

Councillor Grimes moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Grimes
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS the Old City Hdll is a Nationa Historic Site, and the clock and bdllsis an
important landmark for the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS Old City Hal induding the dock tower, dock and bellsisawdl known tourist
attraction for the City of Toronto; and

WHEREASthe venerable clock that towers above Old City Hall hasn't worked since last
spring and was to be in working order by November 2004; and

WHEREAS the clock and chimes with their digtinctive ringing has been a part of the
Holiday Season, including Cavalcade of Lights, the |ce Sculpture contest, WinterLude and
the New Year's celebration that takes place a Nathan Phillips Square, and is seen by
millions of Torontonians viatdevison;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Commissioner of Corporate
Services be directed to report back to City Council by the end of this Council session, in
order to have the clock and chimes in working condition and turned on, for the month of
December Holiday Season, and especidly in time for December 31, 2004.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J39) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Maotion J39) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

Motion:
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Councillor Grimes moved that Motion J(39) be adopted subject to amending the first Operative
Paragraph so that it now reads as follows:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Commissoner of Corporate
Services be requested to have the clock and chimes in working condition and turned on as

expeditioudy as possble”
Votes:
The mation by Councillor Grimes carried.
Motion J(39), as amended, carried.
Mayor Miller in the Chair.

14.120 J(40) Interim Approvalsfor Payment of Hostel Per-Diem and Personal Needs Allowance
I nvoices and Funding for Habitat Services

Councillor Chow moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, following
past practices, has signed purchase of service contracts with atota annual value in excess
of $500,000.00 with community agencies and maotels for the provision of hogtel services and
the issuance of persona needs alowance and signed a contract with Habitat Services for
the provison of boarding/rooming house sarvices (hereinafter collectively cdled the ‘ Service
Contracts'); and

WHEREAS the City’s Auditor Generd hasidentified thet the Commissioner of Community
and Neghbourhood Services does not have explicit Council authority to Sgn Service
Contracts, and
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WHEREAS gaff will be bringing forward areport to the December 2004 meeting of the
Community Services Committee seeking authority for the Commissoner of Community and
Neighbourhood Services to sign purchase of Service Contracts at rates and up to vaues
gpproved by Council, but due to the meeting schedule, City Council will not be able to
congder or gpprove this report until its meeting of February 2005; and

WHEREAS community agencies continue to submit invoices for services rendered based
on contracts signed in good faith pursuant to the Service Contracts; and

WHEREAS these agencies will suffer financid difficulties if payment under the Service
Contractsis delayed until January of 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Coundil confirm the Sgning of the
Service Contracts by the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services and
grant authority to make payments pursuant to the Service Contracts for organizations
identified in the attached Appendices A and B, up to the amounts identified in Appendices
A and B, for the months of October, November and December 2004, and January 2005.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(40) to the Community Services Committee would have to
be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Mation J40) to the Community Services Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council aso had before it, during condderation of Motion J40), the following Appendices (See
Attachment 11, Page 255):

\Vote:

Appendix A, entitled “Purchase of Service Per Diem Payments Based on 100% Bed
Occupancy”; and

Appendix B, entitled “Persona Needs Allowance Payments Based on 100% Bed
Occupancy”.

Motion J(40) was adopted, without amendment.
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14.121 J(41) Proposed Amendment to Interim Control By-law 158-2004 to Prohibit Large
Restaurants and Clubsin the King-Spadina Part 11 Area

Councillor Chow moved that, in accordance with the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipd Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Notice of Mation,

which carried:
Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS Interim Control By-law 158-2004 was adopted by City Council on March3,
2004, and prohibited the establishment of new entertainment facilities, and

WHEREAS the Commissoner of Urban Development Services acknowledged thet certain
entertainment uses and residentia uses may conflict; and

WHEREAS the development of lounges in close proximity to residentid lands west of
Spadina Avenue has occurred;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the dteff
recommendations contained in the Recommendeations Section of the attached report dated
December 1, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, regarding an
amendment to the existing Interim Control By-law 158-2004 for the area of King-Spadina
west of Spadina Avenue.”

Council dso had beforeit, during congderation of Motion J(41), areport dated December 1, 2004,
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled “Proposed Amendment to Interim
Control By-law No. 158-2004 to Prohibit Large Restaurants and Clubs in the King-Spadina Part
Il Area, Rezoning 04 119456 000 00 OZ, Ward 20 — Trinity-Spadina’ (See Attachment 12, Page
262.)

Vote:

Motion J(41) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J41), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following

gtaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated December
1, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services.
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“It is recommended that City Coundil:

Q) amend Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 to include aredtriction on the Sze of
al new restaurants and clubs within the lands west of Spadina Avenuein the King-
Spadina Part 11 Plan to 200 square metres in accordance with the Zoning By-law
Amendment attached as Attachment 1; and

2 request the Commissioner of Urban Development Services to expand the review
of entertainment facilities to include restaurants and clubs for those lands west of
Spadina Avenue in the King-Spadina Part || Plan area that are identified on
Attachment 2.”

14.122 J(42) Ontario Municipal Board Appeal — 175 Avenue Road

Councillor Rae moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Mation, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS a its meeting held on May 18, 19 and 20, 2004, City Council adopted the
recommendations in Toronto South Community Council Report 4, Clause 13, and thereby
authorized the City Solicitor to attend at the Ontario Municipa Board (the ‘OMB?’) in
opposition to an apped by the owner of 175 Avenue Road of Council’s refusal to permit
an amendment to the Zoning By-law 438-86 to rezone the lands to permit a Ste specific
restaurant use; and

WHEREAS the OMB heard the appea on July 23 and 24, 2004, and issued its decision
on October 7, 2004, dlowing the gpped and gpproving the amendment to the Zoning
By-law 438-86; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor therefore wishes to report upon this matter and obtain
authority for the City to take further action with respect to the decision of the OMB; and

WHEREAS the risks of any financid implications of Council’s decisons are Sgnificantly
reduced if the ingtructions are provided expeditioudy rather than awaiting the next Council
meeting in 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the daff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentia
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report dated December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J42) to the Toronto and East York Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J42) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J42), a confidentid report dated
December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor.

Vote:
Motion J42) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:
In adopting Motion J42), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentid report dated
December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor. The following recommendations, together with
Appendices 1 and 2, are now public and the balance of the report remains confidentid, in
accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, asit containsinformeation pertaining to litigation
or potentid litigation:
“It is recommended that City Council authorize the City Solicitor to:
Q) request the Ontario Municipa Board to amend its decison number 1617 to reflect
changes in the amendments to the Zoning By-law, as agreed upon by the owner of
175 Avenue Road and set out in Appendix 2 attached hereto; and

)] withdraw the gpplication to Divisona Court for leave to gpped the Ontario
Municipal Board decision dated October 7, 2004.”

(See Attachment 13, Page 267, for Appendices 1 and 2.)
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14.123 J(43) Toronto Port Authority and Stolport Cor poration — Facilitation of Settlement and

Completion of Conveyances, including Exemption from Part Lot Control for Lands
Known Municipally in the Year 2004 as 535 and 595/651 Commissioners Street,
12 and 12A Ledie Street, 206, 220, 240, 400, 440R and 600 Unwin Avenue,
150 Cherry Street, 95R Queens Quay East and 333R L akeshore Boulevard East,
and Part of the Vacant Land Adjoining Unwin Avenue

Councillor Altobello moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Altobdlo
Seconded by: Councillor Kelly

“WHEREAS at its meeting held on April 15 and 16, 2004, City Council adopted Notice
of Motion J(14), entitled ‘Court Application on the Stolport Agreement’ ingructing the City
Solicitor to proceed with the court gpplication for declaratory relief regarding the Stolport
Agreement that has been registered on certain lands aready transferred and lands to be
transferred by the Toronto Port Authority (TPA) to the City and the Toronto Economic
Development Corporation (TEDCO); and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor has prepared a confidentia report dated December 1, 2004,
seeking Council’ s direction on this métter;

WHEREAS congderation of this matter by Council is required on an urgent basis to
provide ingructions to staff;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the dtaff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report
dated December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Mation J43) to the Policy and Finance Committee would haveto be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to wave referrd of Motion J43) to the Policy and Finance Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
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Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J43), a confidentid report dated
December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor and the Commissioner of Urban Development Services.

Vote:
Motion J(43) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J43), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentiad report dated
December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor and the Commissioner of Urban Development Services.
The following Recommendations (1), (3), (4), (5), (6), (7) and (8) are now public and the balance
of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, as it
contains information pertaining to litigation or potentid litigation:

“It is recommended that:

(@) Coundil ingruct the City Solicitor to work with the firm of Robins, Appleby & Taub
to complete the land transfers from the TPA to the City and TEDCO, including
indructing Robins, Appleby & Taub on resolving the court gpplication for
dedaratory rdief regarding the Stolport agreement registered on title to certain lands
aready transferred and to be transferred by the TPA to the City and TEDCO,;

3 apart lot control exemption by-law, substantidly in accordance with Attachment 1
to thisreport, pursuant to section 50(7) of the Planning Act, be enacted for the
following lands (the ‘lease lands):

@ 535 Commissioners Strest;

(b) Part of Rear 595 Commissioners Strest;
(© Part of 12 and 12A Ledie Stret;

(d) Part of 600 Unwin Avenue, and

(e Part of 150 Cherry Street;

4 apart lot control exemption by-law, substantidly in accordance with Attachment 2
to this report, pursuant to section 50(7) of the Planning Act, be enacted for the
following lands (the ‘trangfer lands)):

@ Part of 150 Cherry Street;
(b) Part of 206 Unwin Avenue;
(© 220 Unwin Avenue;

(d) Part of 240 Unwin Avenue;
(e Part of 400 Unwin Avenue;



188

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

14.124 J(44)

® Part of 440R Unwin Avenue;
(0) 95R Queens Quay East; and
() 333R Lakeshore Boulevard East;

) apart lot control exemption by-law, substantialy in accordance with Attachment 3
to this report, pursuant to section 50(7) of the Planning Act, be enacted for the
following lands aso being conveyed to TEDCO:

Pats 5 and 7 on Plan 64R-14758 (pat of the vacant land adjoining
Unwin Avenue);

(6) al three by-laws shdl expire one year from the date of enactment by Council;

) the City Salicitor be authorized to introduce the necessary Billsin Council to give
effect to Recommendations (3), (4), (5) and (6); and

(8 Council authorize the gppropriate City officids to take the necessary stepsto give
effect thereto.”

Installation of Speed Humps - Tiago Avenue, between Victoria Park Avenue and
Westview Boulevard

Councillor Davis moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Davis
Seconded by: Councillor Walker

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on July 20, 21 and 22, 2004, by its adoption
of Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 6, Clause 57, wherein Community
Council recommended adoption of gaff recommendationsin areport (June 17, 2004) from
the Director, Trangportation Services, South Didtrict, authorized the ingtdlation of traffic
caming devices on Tiago Avenue, between Victoria Park Avenue and Westview Avenue,
to help reduce speed on the street, and which should have read Tiago Avenue between
Victoria Park Avenue and Westview Boulevard,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Toronto and East Y ork Community
Council Report 6, Clause 57, headed ‘Ingalation of Speed Humps —Tiago Avenue,
between Victoria Park Avenue and Westview Avenue (Beaches-East Y ork, Ward 31)’,
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be re-opened for further consderation;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the street name ‘Westview Avenue' be
replaced by the street name ‘Westview Boulevard” wherever it may appear in the
recommendations and the body of the Clause;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the gppropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take whatever action is necessary to give effect thereto, including
the introduction in Council of any Bills that may be required.”

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J44) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The baance of Motion J44) was adopted, without amendment.
14.125 J(45) Strategy to Reduce and Eliminate Unsolicited Junk E-mails

Councillor Pdacio gave Notice of the following Motion to permit consideration at the Specid
meeting of City Council on December 6, 2004:

Moved by: Councillor Palacio
Seconded by: Councillor Nunziata

“WHEREAS City gaff and Councillors staff spend hours of productivity every day, going
through and ddleting unwanted ‘junk’ e-mails, and

WHEREAS my office has repeatedly asked our Information and Technology Division to
find ways of blocking or screening unsolicited e-mails, without success; and

WHEREAS our computer systems congtantly get affected by incoming viruses, because
of alack of a SPAM filtering solution; and

WHEREAS thisis cogting taxpayers hundreds of thousands of dollarsin wasted S&ff time;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Executive Director of Corporate
Information and Technology report to the e-City Committee on a strategy to reduce and
eliminate the volume of unsolicited externd e-mailsto City staff and Coundillors;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Executive Director of Corporate
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Information and Technology be asked to expedite the implementation of a SPAM filtering
solution, which will help address unsolicited e-mails.”
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14.126 J(46) 499 King Street West — Opposition to Application for a Liquor Licence

Councillor Chow gave Natice of the following Mation to permit congderation at the Specid meeting
of City Council on December 6, 2004:

Moved by: Councillor Chow
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS the occupants of 499 King Street West have applied to the Alcohol and
Gaming Commission of Ontario (AGCO) for aliquor sdeslicence to serve and sdl dcohol
at thislocation with a public hearing on December 20, 2004; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor has been advised by the Toronto Police Service of
numerous Provindd Offence violations emanating from the numerous licensed establishments
dready exiging in the immediate area of thislocation; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Police Service has further advised that there have been crimina
activities and arrests emanating from the immediate area of thislocation; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor hasa so received complaints from residents regarding the
misconduct of patrons from licensed establishments located in the immediate vicinity; and

WHEREAS the past and present conduct of patrons of nearby licensed establishments
affords reasonable grounds to believe that agranting of aliquor licence at 499 King Street
West may result in the behaviour of acertain and significant number of patrons not being in
accordance with the law and combined with the other concerns noted above, demongtrates
that aliquor licence for these premisesis not in the public interest having regard to the needs
and wishes of the Municipdity in which the premisesis located;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council advise the Alcohol
and Gaming Commission of the City of Toronto's opposition to any new gpplication or the
expandon of any exigting liquor licence or caterer’ s endorsement for 499 King Street West;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council authorize the City Solicitor to
advise the AGCO that it opposes any new gpplication or the expansion of any existing liquor
licence or caterer’ s endorsement for 499 King Street West and further ingtructs that a copy
of this resolution be provided to the AGCO by December 19, 2004,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the AGCO be requested to provide
the City with an opportunity to paticipae in any proceedings involving
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499 King Street West to oppose any new applications or expansion of the current liquor
licence, and that the City Solicitor and necessary staff be authorized to participate in any
proceedings before the AGCO which relate to 499 King Street West.”

14.127 Consderation of the following matters was deferred to a Specid medting of City Council on
December 6, 2004, as they remained on the Order Paper at the conclusion of this meeting of
Coundil:

DEFERRED CLAUSE FROM ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE REPORT 8

Clause 8a - “Complaint regarding Actions at Committee Meetings’.

DEFERRED CLAUSES FROM POLICY AND FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT 8

Clause la - “Capitd Financing Strategy — 2004”.

DEFERRED CLAUSE FROM BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT 7

Clause la - “Shade Policy and Technical Condderations for the City of
Toronto”.

ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE REPORT 9

Clause 1l - “Improvement Initiative - Court Services Fine Collection”.

Clause 10 - “Extenson of Purchase Order 6013270 related to Request for
Quotation 1004-03-33%4 for the Supply, Delivery and Ingalation
of Artopex Imagine Series Workstations to Various Locations
throughout the City of Toronto”.

Clause 11 - “Extension of Purchase Order 6013271 related to Request for
Quotation 1004-03-3395 for the Supply, Ddivery and Ingtdlation
of Haworth Premise Series Workstations to Various Locations
throughout the City of Toronto”.

Clause 22 - “Possible Acquisition of Toronto Digtrict School Board Property

Located on Wanita Road for Stormwater Management Purposes
(Ward 44 - Scarborough East)”.

COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT 8
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Clause 7 - “Allocation of Capital Grant to Woodgreen Red Door Shelter to
Meet the Space Standards for Shelters (Ward 31)”.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND PARKS COMMITTEE REPORT 8

Clause 12 - “Humanitas. Feasbility Study for a New Culturd Attraction on
Toronto's Waterfront (Various Wards)”.

PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT 9

Clause 7 - “Remova of Fence a 7 Kingggrove Boulevard, Ward 5 - Etobicoke
Lakeshore’.

POLICY AND FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT 9

Clause 20 - “Funding Approvds for the 2005 Redirection of Emergency Hostd
Funding Initistive’.

Clause 21 - “Funding Approvas for the 2005 Community Partners Program”.

Clause 22 - “Funding Approvds for the 2005 Supports to Dally Living
Program”.

Clause 37 - “Homesfor the Aged - Community-Basad Services Furnishingsand
Equipment”.

Clause 41 - “Operating Variance Report for the Nine Months Ended September
30, 2004".

Clause 42 - “2004 Capitd Variance Report for the Nine-Month Period Ended

September 30, 2004”.

Clause 49 - “2005 Recommended Operating and Capita Budgets for Toronto
Water”.

WORKS COMMITTEE REPORT 10

Clause 5 - “Toronto Water 2005 Multi-Y ear Business Plan™.

Clause 10 - “Contract 04WD-04RD, Tender Cal 274-2004, Park Lawn
Reverse Ramp (Ward 6 - Etobicoke-Lakeshore)”.
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ETOBICOKE YORK COMMUNITY COUNCIL REPORT 9

Clause 1 - “Request for Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of
Toronto Municipa Codeto Permit Front Yard Parking at 22 Nairn
Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

Clause 2 - “Reguest for an Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of
Toronto Municipa Codeto Permit Front Yard Parking at 24 Nairn
Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

AUDIT COMMITTEE REPORT 6

Clause 4 - “CLASS Recredtion Regidration and Permitting System Informeation
Technology Review - Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism Department”.

Clause 6 - “Hostel Operations Review - Community and Neighbourhood
Sarvices'.

NOTICES OF MOTIONS

J33) - Moved by Councillor Fitfield, seconded by Deputy Mayor Bussn, respecting
Harbour Remediation & Trandfer Inc. Clam and related third party Clam
concerning Fred Domindli and 939923 Ontario Limited.

J38) - Moved by Councillor Lindsay Luby, seconded by Councillor Grimes, respecting an
OMB Appedl — gpplication for front yard parking a 1501 Idington Avenue.

J45) - Moved by Councillor Paacio, seconded by Councillor Nunziata, respecting a
drategy to reduce and diminate unsolicited junk E-malls.

J46) - Moved by Councillor Chow, seconded by Councillor Rae, respecting opposition

to an gpplication for a Liquor Licence at 499 King Street West.
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BILLSAND BY-LAWS
Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

14.128 On November 30, 2004, at 7:31 p.m., Councillor Hall, seconded by Councillor Nunziata, 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. 1117 By-law No. 1008-2004 To confirm the proceedings of the Coundil
a its meeting held on the 30th day of
November, 2004,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes-25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Bussn, Caroll, Cho, Chow, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Kely,
Li Preti, McConndl, Mihevc, MinnanWong, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantaone, Rag, Saundercook, Soknacki

No-3
Councillors, Grimes, Shiner, Watson

Carried by amgjority of 22.
Mayor Miller in the Chair.

14.129 On December 1, 2004, at 8:05 p.m., Councillor Mihevc, seconded by Councillor Chow, 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. 1118 By-law No. 1009-2004 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
a its meeting held on the 30th day of
November, and the 1t day of December,
2004,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:.
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Yes- 29
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, DeBaeremaeker, Dd Grande, Fedman, Filion,
Fletcher, Holyday, Kely, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantaone, Aitfield,
Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker

No-1
Councillor:

Ford

Carried by amgjority of 28.

14.130 On December 2, 2004, at 2:08 p.m., Councillor Chow, seconded by Deputy Mayor Pantalone,
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. 1076 By-law No. 1010-2004

Street,

the vote upon which was taken asfollows.

Yes- 26
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Augimeri, Busin, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion,
Fletcher, Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc,
Milczyn, MinnantWong, Nunziata, Pantaone, Pitfied,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

14.131 On December 2, 2004, a 5:58 p.m., Councillor Walker, seconded by Councillor Davis, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills, prepared for this meeting of

Council, be passed and hereby declared as By-laws, which carried:

Bill No. 1006 By-law No. 1011-2004

To amend Interim Control By-law No. 158-
2004, affecting those lands generaly
bounded by Queen Street West, Spadina
Avenue, Front Street West and Bathurst

To amend further By-law No. 23503 of the
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Bill No. 1007

Bill No. 1008

Bill No. 1009

Bill No. 1010

Bill No. 1011

Bill No. 1012

Bill No. 1013

Bill No. 1014

Bill No. 1015

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.

1012-2004

1013-2004

1014-2004

1015-2004

1016-2004

1017-2004

1018-2004

1019-2004

1020-2004

former City of Scarborough, respecting
the regulation of traffic on Toronto Roads.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Joicey Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Secroft Crescent.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding The Bridle Peth.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Avondae Avenue.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Avondae Avenue.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Avondae Avenue.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Avondade Avenue, Everson
Drive and Tradewind Avenue.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article I, regading
Kinsdde Lane.

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding
Steinway Boulevard.
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Bill No. 1016

Bill No. 1017

Bill No. 1018

Bill No. 1019

Bill No. 1020

Bill No. 1021

Bill No. 1022

Bill No. 1023

Bill No. 1024

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

. 1021-2004

. 1022-2004

. 1023-2004

. 1024-2004

. 1025-2004

. 1026-2004

. 1027-2004

. 1028-2004

. 1029-2004

To amend the Munidpa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding
Winterton Drive,

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article IlI, regarding
Stevenson Road.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding Sun
Row Drive.

To amend the Municipd Code of theformer
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article I, regarding Sun
Row Drive.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article I, regarding Sun
Row Drive.

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding
Wincott Drive and Waterford Drive.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding
Wincott Drive.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Marlington Crescent.

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, being aby-law “To remove
on-street parking space for persons with
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Bill No. 1025

Bill No. 1026

Bill No. 1027

Bill No. 1028

Bill No. 1029

Bill No. 1030

Bill No. 1031

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1030-2004

. 1031-2004

. 1032-2004

. 1033-2004

. 1034-2004

. 1035-2004

. 1036-2004

dissbilities on City of York Roads’,
regarding Morland Road.

To amend By-law No. 2958-94 of the
former City of York, being aby-law “To
remove ondreet parking space for
persons with disabilities on City of York
Roads’, regarding Morland Road.

To amend former City of York Municipa
Code Ch. 997, School Bus Loading
Zone, respecting Earnscliffe Road and
Glenholme Avenue,

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, being aby-law “To regulate
traffic on City of York Roads’, regarding
Earnstliffe Road.

To amend By-law No. 2958-94 of the
former City of York, being aby-law “To
regulate traffic on City of York Roads’,
regarding Earnscliffe Road.

To amend By-law No. 2958-94 of the
former City of York, being aby-law “To
indal ondreet paking spaces for
persons with disabilities on City of York
Roads’, regarding Alameda Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, being a by-law “To ingdl
on-street parking spaces for persons with
dissbilities on City of York Roads’,
regarding Alameda Avenue.

To adopt anew City of Toronto Municipd
Code Chapter 9, Arts Centres, to change
the composition of the Board of the North
York  Peaforming Arts  Centre
Corporation.
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Bill No. 1032

Bill No. 1033

Bill No. 1034

Bill No. 1035

Bill No. 1036

Bill No. 1037

Bill No. 1038

Bill No. 1039

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1037-2004

. 1038-2004

. 1039-2004

. 1040-2004

. 1041-2004

. 1042-2004

. 1043-2004

. 1044-2004

To adopt Amendment No. 320 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands municipdly
known as 75 and 79 Oriole Road, and 73
Oriole Gardens.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Parking Machines, to
replace parking meters with parking
meachines on certain sregtswithin the City
of Toronto.

To establish a Taddle Creek Park Resarve
Fund and to amend City of Toronto
Municipa Code Chapter 227, Reserves
and Reserve Funds, to add this reserve
fund.

To amend further By-law No. 92-93, a
by-law “To regulate traffic on roadsin the
Borough of East York”, being aby-law of
the former Borough of East York,
regarding Greenwood Avenue.

To amend further By-law No. 92-93, a
by-law “To regulate traffic on roads in the
Borough of East York”, being aby-law of
the former Borough of East York,
regarding Barker Avenue.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Markham Road.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, repecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Richmond Street.

To amend further Metropolitan By-law No.
107-86, respecting parking meters on
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Bill No. 1040

Bill No. 1041

Bill No. 1042

Bill No. 1043

Bill No. 1044

Bill No. 1045

Bill No. 1046

Bill No. 1047

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

1045-2004

1046-2004

1047-2004

1048-2004

1049-2004

1050-2004

1051-2004

1052-2004

former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Richmond Street West.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Front Street West.

To amend By-law No. 6752 of the former
Borough of East York with respect to
lands municipaly known as 5 Everett
Crescent.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 441, Fees, by adding fees for
providing tax gtatus verification and for
adding municipa chargesto thetax roll for
collection purposes.

To provide for the levy and collection of
2005 interim redlty taxes and pendties for
non-payment thereof.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 545, Licendng, respecting the
operation of pedicabs in the City of
Toronto.

To amend the Cliffade Community Zoning
By-law No. 9364, as amended, with
respect to the lands municipaly known as
96 Highview Avenue, and 90 South
Woodrow Boulevard.

To adopt a Community Improvement Plan
for the Community Improvement Project
Area dong Kingston Road from west of
Danforth Avenue to Midland Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 322 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands municipdly
known as 736 Dundas Street East.
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Bill No. 1048

Bill No. 1049

Bill No. 1050

Bill No. 1051

Bill No. 1052

Bill No. 1053

By-law No. 1053-2004

By-law No. 1054-2004

By-law No. 1055-2004

By-law No. 1056-2004

By-law No. 1057-2004

By-law No. 1058-2004

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
respect to lands municipaly known as 736
Dundas Street East.

To adopt Amendment No. 124-2004 to
the Officid Plan of the Etobicoke Planning
Areain order to redesignate certain lands
from Inditutiond and High Dengty
Resdentid to Commercid-Resdentia
Strip for the arealocated on the north and
south Sde of Lake Shore Boulevard West
between Etobicoke Creek and Twenty
Third Street (Long Branch).

To amend Chapter 330 of the Etobicoke
Zoning Code with respect to certain lands
fronting on the north and south sde of
Lake Shore Boulevard West, between
Twenty Third Street and Etobicoke Creek
(Long Branch) to introduce an Avenues
zoning area and associated devel opment
standards.

To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 with respect to lands
municipaly known as 426, 430, 434, 438,
440 and 442 Kenneth Avenue, 32 and 34
Holmes Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Chaplin Crescent and
Lascdles Boulevard.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting McRoberts Avenue
and Runnymede Road.
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Bill No. 1054

Bill No. 1055

Bill No. 1056

Bill No. 1057

Bill No. 1058

Bill No. 1059

Bill No. 1060

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1059-2004

. 1060-2004

. 1061-2004

. 1062-2004

. 1063-2004

. 1064-2004

. 1065-2004

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Euclid Avenue and
Temperance Street.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Hanna Avenue,
Rosehill Avenue, Shaw Street and Wright
Avenue,

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and

Parking, with respect to speed control
ZOnes.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Brighton Avenue,
Duat Pak Road, Gdley Avenue,
Hendrick Avenue, Macdondl Avenue,
Parkdale Road, Robinson Street, Tacoma
Avenue and Tiverton Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 3387-79 of the
former City of York, a by-lav with
respect to fire routes in the geographic
area of the former City of York.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Bain Avenue, Hanson
Street, Hickson Street, Lane first east of
Davenport Road, Laxton Avenue,
McMurrich Street and Victoria Street.

To amend further By-law No. 34-93, a
by-law “To provide for disabled person
parking permit holders’, being a by-law of
the former Borough of East York,
regarding Brenton Street.
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Bill No. 1061

Bill No. 1062

Bill No. 1063

Bill No. 1064

Bill No. 1065

Bill No. 1066

Bill No. 1067

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1066-2004

. 1067-2004

. 1068-2004

. 1069-2004

. 1070-2004

. 1071-2004

. 1072-2004

To exempt certain lands described as Lots
12, 27, 38 and Block 69 of Registered
Pan 66M-2410 in the Land Titles
Divison of the Toronto Regigtry Office
(No. 66) from Part Lot Contral.

To authorize the dteration of Brookside
Drive, between Corley Avenue and
Gerrard Street Eadt, by the ingtallation of

speed humps.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Finch Avenue West.

To adopt Amendment No. 323 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands known
municipdly in the year 2004 as 50 and 56
Gerrard Street East and 380 Church
Street.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto with
respect to lands known municipdly in the
year 2004 as 50 and 56 Gerrard Street
East and 380 Church Street.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 813, Trees, Article Ill, Tree
Protection, by deleting the permit fee
exemption for senior dtizens and providing
for a permit fee exemption for owners
living below the Low Income Cut Off.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Sheppard Avenue West.
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Bill No. 1068

Bill No. 1069

Bill No. 1070

Bill No. 1071

Bill No. 1072

Bill No. 1073

Bill No. 1074

Bill No. 1075

Bill No. 1077

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

. 1073-2004

. 1074-2004

. 1075-2004

. 1076-2004

. 1077-2004

. 1078-2004

. 1079-2004

. 1080-2004

. 1081-2004

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Davenport Road.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Paking Machines,
regarding parking machines on Davenport
Road.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting EIm Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto with
respect to Algonquin and Ward'sIdands.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chepter 19, Busness Improvement
Areas, to make changes to the size of
vaious Budness Improvement Area
Boards of Management.

To amend the City of Toronto Municipa
Code Chapter 19, Business Improvement
Aress, to include the new Beaches
Busness Improvement Area and to
edtablish a Board of Management for the
Beaches Business Improvement Area.

To designate an area dong Queens Quay
between Bathurst Street and Y onge Street
as an improvement area.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 19, Business Improvement
Aress, to make changes to the size of the
Upper Village (Toronto) Business
Improvement  Area  Boad  of
M anagement.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
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Bill No. 1078

Bill No. 1079

Bill No. 1080

Bill No. 1081

Bill No. 1082

Bill No. 1083

Bill No. 1084

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1082-2004

. 1083-2004

. 1084-2004

. 1085-2004

. 1086-2004

. 1087-2004

. 1088-2004

Chapter 693, Signs, Article 1, Election
Sgns

Toamend former City of Y ork By-law Nos
3491-80, 3425-79, former City of York
Municipal Code Chapters 985 and 987
and former Borough of East Y ork By-law
No. 20-96 to diminate the voluntary
payment amount for al parking offences.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 849, Water and Sewage
Services, respecting water rates and
sewer service rates.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Carlaw Avenue.

To amend further Metropolitan Toronto
By-law No. 108-86 designating certain
locations on former Metropolitan Roads
as Pedestrian Crossovers, regarding
St. Clair Avenue West.

To amend further Metropolitan Toronto
By-law No. 108-86 designating certain
locations on former Metropolitan Roads
as Pedestrian Crossovers, regarding Y ork
Mills Road.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Crossovers Strest,
Ted Reeve Drive, Whigtle Post Street and
William Hancox Avenue

To amend By-law No. 1011-2002, being
“A By-law to authorize the myment of
rebates for contributions to candidates for
an office on the municipd coundl in the
2003 municipa eection.”
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Bill No. 1085

Bill No. 1086

Bill No. 1087

Bill No. 1088

Bill No. 1089

Bill No. 1090

Bill No. 1091

Bill No. 1092

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1089-2004

. 1090-2004

. 1091-2004

. 1092-2004

. 1093-2004

. 1094-2004

. 1095-2004

. 1096-2004

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to exempt aportion
of the chain link swimming pool enclosure
on the property municipdly known as
7 Hfeshire Road from the maximum mesh
dze requirements.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to exempt a portion
of the chan link swvimming pool enclosure
on the property municipaly known as
108 Arjay Crescent from the maximum
mesh Size and post gpacing requirements.

To designate an area along Bloor Street
West between Markham Street and
Montrose Avenue, as an improvement
area.

To authorize the dteration of Yorkdde

Road at the north driveway access to
Y orkdde Mal by roadway modifications.

To dter Richmond Street West between
Peter Street and Spadina Avenue by the
narowing of the roadway and the
indalation of curb sones to form a
temporary sidewalk.

To authorize the dteration of Tiago Avenue,
between Victoria Park Avenue and
Westview Boulevard, by the ingdlation of

speed humps.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
south side of Weston Road, east of
Glenvaley Drive, for public highway
purposes to form pat of the public
highway Weston Road.

To amend the former City of Toronto
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Bill No. 1093

Bill No. 1094

Bill No. 1095

Bill No. 1096

Bill No. 1097

Bill No. 1098

Bill No. 1099

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1097-2004

. 1098-2004

. 1099-2004

. 1100-2004

. 1101-2004

. 1102-2004

. 1103-2004

Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Ontario Street.

To amend further Metropolitan Toronto
By-law No. 108-86, designating certain
locations on former Metropolitan Roads
as Pedestrian Crossovers.

To authorize the dteration of Burgess
Avenue, between Woodbine Avenue and
Golfview Avenue, by the inddlation of

speed humps.

To authorize the dteration of Golfview
Avenue, between Casals Avenue and
Gerrard Street Eadt, by the ingtdlation of

speed humps.

To authorize the dteration of Mdvern
Avenue, between Kingston Road and
Gerrard Street Eadt, by the ingtallation of

speed humps.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
south side of Sheppard Avenue Wes,
west of Bartor Road, for public highway

purposes to form pat of the public
highway Sheppard Avenue West.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
west sde of Weston Road, north of
Clouson Avenue, for public highway

purposes to form pat of the public
highway Weston Road.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
north east Sde of Weston Road, north of
Denarda Street, for public highway

purposes to form pat of the public
highway Weston Road.
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Bill No. 1100

Bill No. 1101

Bill No. 1102

Bill No. 1103

Bill No. 1104

Bill No. 1105

Bill No. 1106

Bill No. 1107

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1104-2004

. 1105-2004

. 1106-2004

. 1107-2004

. 1108-2004

. 1109-2004

. 1110-2004

. 1111-2004

To layout and dedicate certain land west
of Weston Road, extending northerly from
Clouson Avenue, for public lane
purposes.

To layout and dedicate certain land for
public lane purposes to form part of the
public lane . James Court.

To authorize the dteration of Hannaford
Street, between Kingston Road and
Gerrard Street Eadt, by the ingtdlation of

speed humps.

To authorize the dteration of Yardley
Avenue, between Victoria Park Avenue
and Westview Boulevard, by the
ingalation of speed humps.

To adopt Amendment No. 312 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands municipaly
known in 2004 as 82, 86and 90
Broadway Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto with
respect to lands municipaly known as 82,
86 and 90 Broadway Avenue.

To exempt parts of lands munidpaly known
as 150 Cherry Street, 535 and 595/651
Commissoners Street, 12 and 12A Ledie
Street and 600 Unwin Avenue from Part
Lot Contral.

To exempt parts of lands municipaly known
as 150 Cherry Street, 206, 220 (dso
known as 200), 240, 400 and 440R
Unwin Avenue, 95R Queens Quay East
and 333R Lake Shore Boulevard East
from Part Lot Control.
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Bill No. 1108

Bill No. 1109

Bill No. 1110

Bill No. 1111

Bill No. 1112

Bill No. 1113

Bill No. 1114

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 1112-2004

. 1113-2004

. 1114-2004

. 1115-2004

. 1116-2004

. 1117-2004

. 1118-2004

To exampt parts of lands municiplly known
a 9BR  Queens Quay Eas,
333R Lakeshore Boulevard East and part
of the vacat land adjoining Unwin
Avenue from Part Lot Contral.

To name the proposed private lane a 4691
Bathurst Street, 500 Ellerdie Avenue and
4510 51 Fardl Avenue as“Hook Lang’.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
north sde of Sheppard Avenue Eas, east
of Longmore Street, for public highway

purposes to form pat of the public
highway Sheppard Avenue Eadt.

To layout and dedicate certain land for
public lane purposes to form part of the
public lane west of Maud Street extending
southerly from Richmond Street West.

To layout and dedicate certain land for
public lane purposes to form part of the
public lane east of Lisgar Street extending
northerly from Sudbury Street.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
east Sde of Yonge Street, south of Hegth
Street Eagt, for public highway purposes
to form part of the public highway Y onge
Street.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 545, Licenang, respecting age of
vehicle requirements for taxicabs.
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Bill No. 1115 By-law No. 1119-2004 To amend former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 with respect to lands
municipaly known as 2701 Keele Street,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 29

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobelo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Giambrone, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevc, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantdone, Pitfidd, Rag
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Watson

No-1
Coundillor: Kdly

Carried by amgority of 28.

14.132 On December 2, 2004, at 5:59 p.m., Councillor Saundercook, seconded by Councillor Soknacki,
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. 1119 By-law No. 1120-2004 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
a its meeting held on the 30th day of
November, and the 1t and 2nd days of
December, 2004,

the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes-33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Carall, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman,
Filion, Fletcher, Giambrone, Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Walker, Watson

No-1
Councillor; Ford

Carried by amgority of 32.



214 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

OFFICIAL RECOGNITIONS:
14.133 Condolence Motions
November 30, 2004:
Councillor Li Preti, seconded by Mayor Miller, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of City Council are degply saddened to learn of the passing of
Mr. Daniel Andrealannuzzi on Saturday, November 20, 2004; and

WHEREAS Mr. lannuzzi was the founder of Corriere Canadese, the Itaian newspaper,
and was inducted into the Order of Ontario in 1989 and became a Member of the Order
of Canadain 1990; and

WHEREAS Mr. lannuzzi, who was born in Montred, but lived in Toronto for the past 50
years, was the founder of the world' sfirgt multilingud televison gation and the Ethnic Press
Association of Ontario; and

WHEREAS Mr. lannuzzi was a pioneer in multicultura communications and contributed
gregtly to Toronto's Italian Community and dl other ethnic communities; and

WHEREASMr. lannuzzi will be greatly missed by and remembered forever by hisfriends
and the many people whose lives he touched;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of Members of City Council, our Sncere sympathy to his wife Elena Caprile,
daughter Doreen, sons Michadl and Derek, and al the staff a Corriere Canadese.”
Leave to introduce the Mation was granted and the Motion carried unanimoudy.
Council rose and observed a moment of slence in memory of the late Danid Andrea lannuzzi.
December 1, 2004:

Councillor Rae, seconded by Mayor Miller, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of City Council are deeply saddened to learn of the death of
Pierre Berton on Novemnber 30, 2004, in his 85" year; and

WHEREAS Pierre Berton was Canada s rebel historian, a man who successfully brought
this country to life for the young and old aike, from coast to coast to coast; and
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WHEREAS throughout his career as a journdig, historian and author, Mr. Berton's
contributions to Canadian culture were without equd, with his strong-willed opinions and
genuine love for his country being the fud for his inexhaustible compostions, and

WHEREAS Pierre Berton was born in Whitehorse and grew up in Dawson City, entered
the world of journdiam at age twenty-onein Vancouver and, over the next sixty-three years
of his career, wrote over fifty books and continued to reved the lives of Canadiansto those
who have dways needed the information most — Canadians, and

WHEREASMr. Berton will dways be remembered in the hearts of the people of Canada
as aman who would forever have had more convictions and words about our country than
time could ever grant him the fortune of conveying;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behaf of Members of City Council, our degpest sympathy to his wife, Janet, his children
Penny, Pamea, Patricia, Peter, Paul, Peggy, Perri and Eric, and his many grandchildren.”

Leave to introduce the Mation was granted and the Motion carried unanimoudly.

Council rose and observed a moment of slence in memory of the late Pierre Berton.

December 2, 2004:

Mayor Miller, seconded by Councillor Carroll and Councillor Augimeri, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of Council are deegply saddened to learn of the passing of Mr.
Harold Green, Principa of Greenwin Property Management and Chairman of Verdiroc
Development; and

WHEREAS Mr. Green firg learned the congtruction trade as a teenage bricklayer, building
baking ovensin Toronto with his brothers Sam and Al; and

WHEREAS Mr. Green developed thousands of new rental housing units to address the
growing needs of Toronto; and

WHEREAS Mr. Green lead the indudry in the use of innovations such as ‘FHying Forn
building method, brought to Canada by the Itaian community; and

WHEREAS Mr. Green moved aggressively and efficiently to increase Toronto’s housing
gtock through private sector development, while dways ensuring thet the crucid role of the
congtruction unions was respected through the hiring of skilled trades; and
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WHEREAS Mr. Green leaves a legacy to the City in his practices of sound buildings,
responsible property management and the kind of community building seen in the
Neighbourhood Regeneration Project of San Romanoway; and

WHEREAS Mr. Green was known for his extensve charity work, for which he recently
recaived alifetime achievement award from Mount Sinal Hospitd;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of the Members of City Council, our sincere sympathy to his wife Miriam, his
children Eric, Cary, Kevin and Robin aswdll as his ten grandchildren”

Councillor Hetcher, seconded by Mayor Miller, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of City Council are very saddened to learn of the passing of
Mrs. Rosanne O’ Hearn, arespected friend of the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS Mrs. O'Hearn was born in Peterborough in 1930 and then lived most of her
life in Toronto, where she enjoyed awide circle of friends who were drawn to her due to
her immense charm, wit and love of reading; and

WHEREAS Mrs. O'Hearn, with a group of close friends in and around Toronto,
participated in areading group that met monthly for nearly 50 years, and

WHEREASMrs. O'Hearn, as an avid supporter of the Toronto Public Library, was most
prominent in the successful campaign to save its City Hal branch, was pat of the
development team for the new design for the library, restaurant and community hall, and for
many years helped sdect photos from the City Archivesto hang in the community hdl; and

WHEREAS Mrs. O’ Hearn was along-time volunteer aswdl asthe Chair of the Volunteer
Committee for the Textile Museum of Canada, and she was aso a Board member of the
Toronto Humane Society; and

WHEREAS bdieving thet individuas can make asgnificant difference in thar communities
Mrs. O'Hearn was dedicated to supporting community efforts to maintain Toronto on a
livable scde and

WHEREAS Mrs. O'Hearn will be remembered in the hearts of those in the Toronto
community for her hard work and dedication over the past years, and she will dso be
remembered by her friends and neighbours who had the great pleasure to know and work
with her;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of Members of City Council, our sSincere sympathy to her five children, Anne
Pashley and her husband Nicholas, Susan Mcllroy, Thad Mcllroy, Marta Mcllroy and Sara
O'Hearn; her dear friend Ron Fitzgerdd, her brother, Dr. Gordon Monahan and hisfamily,
and the many people she touched with love during her lifetime.”

Leave to introduce the Motions was granted and the Motions carried unanimoudly.

Council rose and observed a moment of slence in memory of the late Harold Green and Rosanne
O'Hearn.

14.134 Presentations/| ntr oduction Announcements:
November 30, 2004:

Deputy Mayor Pantaone, during the morning sesson of the meeting, introduced the Grade 5
students of McKee Public School, present at the meeting.

Councillor Augimeri, during the morning sesson of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
introduced the members of CAW Locd 112, present at the meeting, and advised the Council that
the members of CAW Locds 112 and 673 want Bombardier to bring to Ontario the find assembly
work of the C-Series of jets and the 2,500 additiond direct jobs that the work will create; that post
cards had been digtributed to Members of Council addressed to The Honourable Daton McGuinty,
requesting the Premier to ensure the Government of Ontario does dl it can to bring fina assembly
work on the C-Series of jets to the City of Toronto; and urged Members of Council to sign the
postcards and forward them to the Premier.

Mayor Miller addressed the Council and advised that the aerogpace industry is criticd to the future
of the City of Toronto and commended Councillor Augimeri for her effortsin this regard.

Deputy Mayor Bussin, during the morning sesson of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
introduced the following members of the Gerrard India Bazaar BIA, present at the meseting:

- Govind Mahtani, Chair;

- Bawant Jgj, Treasurer;

- B. Bhagat, Secretary;

- P.S. Bgg), Director, Mediaand Public Relaions;
- Gurnam Multani, Director; and

- Subbu Chintaluri, Co-ordinator.
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Deputy Mayor Pantaone, during the morning sesson of the meeting, introduced Denato Leone, City
Councillor, San Donato Va Camino, Italy, present at the meeting.

Mayor Miller, during the afternoon session of the meeting, introduced the students of McKee Public
School, present at the meeting.

December 1, 2004:

Deputy Mayor Feldman, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the Grade 5 sudents
of St. Roberts Catholic School, present at the meeting.

Mayor Miller, during the morning sesson of the meeting, advised the Council that the City of
Toronto' sfirg integrated by-law enforcement team is graduating today and will be working together
on stage one of Toronto's five-point action plan for a Clean and Beautiful City, and invited the
Members of Council to the Members Lounge to held the team celebrate.

Mayor Miller, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting, introduced the students of Newtonbrook
Collegiate Indtitute, present at the meeting.

Councillor Rae, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
introduced Charles Landry, an internationa authority on the future of cities and the cregtive use of
urban revitaization, and author of the book, entitled “The Creetive City: A Toolkit for Urban
Innovators’, which seeks to inspire people to think, plan and act creetively in the City and to
encourage an “ideas factory” that turns urban innovations into redlity, present at the meeting.

December 2, 2004:

Mayor Miller, during the morning sesson of the meeting, introduced the Grade 10 students of
Humberside High School, present a the meseting.

Councillor Augimeri, during the morning session of the meeting, with the permisson of Coundil,
introduced the students of St. Conrad Catholic School, present at the mesting.

Councillor Watson, during the morning sesson of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
introduced the students of Howard Public School, present at the mesting.
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14.135 MOTIONS TO VARY ORDER OR WAIVE PROCEDURE

Waive the provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code related to meeting
times:

November 30, 2004:

Councillor Soknacki, a 7:28 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 827-11F,
Adjournment, of Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 7:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continue in session to conclude the vote on Policy and
Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 3, headed “ Clean and Beautiful City - Five-Point City Action
Pan to Make Toronto a Clean and Beautiful City - All Wards’, which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmetive.

December 1, 2004:

Councillor Nunziata, a 7:28 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 827-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 7:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continuein sesson to conclude condderation of Policy and
Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 58, headed “ M easures Needed Respecting Homel essness
Issues’, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

December 2, 2004:

Mayor Miller at 12:27 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisions of §27-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 12:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continue in session until 12:45 p.m., to permit Members
of Council to conclude their remarks on Administration Committee Report 9, Clause 24, headed
“Improved Service to the Public through Introduction of *3-1-1" (All Wards)”, the vote upon which
was taken asfollows:

Yes- 19

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne,
Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Saundercook,
Soknacki

No-9
Councillors. Cho, Dd Grande, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPreti, Fitfidd, Stintz,
Walker, Watson
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Carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Councillor Ford, at 4:38 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 827-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 6:00 p.m. adjournment, and that Council continue in sesson to conclude condderation of al
meatters remaining on the Order Paper for this meeting of Council, the vote upon which was taken
asfollows

Yes- 11
Councillors: Augimeri, Chow, Davis, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Paacio, Soknacki, Walker

No - 24

Mayor: Miller

Councillors; Adhton, Badkissoon, Bussn, Carroll, Cowbourne,
De Bagremaeker, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Grimes, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata,
Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Watson

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

Councillor Shiner, a 5:55 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 827-11F,
Adjournment, of Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 6:00 p.m. adjournment, and that Council continue in sesson to conclude consderation of the
bills and any procedurd mations required, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present
having voted in the affirmative.

14.136 ATTENDANCE
November 30, 2004 9:43 am. to 12:30 p.m.* 2:10 p.m. to 7:32 p.m.*
Miller X X
Altobello X X
Ashton X X
Augimeri X X
Balkissoon X X
Bussin X X
Carroll X X
Cho X X
Chow X X
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November 30, 2004

9:43 am. to 12:30 p.m.*

2:10 p.m. to 7:32 p.m.*

Cowbourne X X
Davis X X
De Baeremaeker X X
Del Grande X X
Di Giorgio X X
Feldman X X
Filion X X
Fletcher X X
Ford X X
Giambrone X X
Grimes X X
Hall X X
Holyday X X
Jenkins X X
Kelly X X
Li Preti X X
Lindsay Luby X X
Mammoliti X X
McConnell X X
Mihevc X X
Milczyn X X
Minnan-Wong X X
Moscoe X X
Nunziata X X
Ootes - -
Palacio X X
Pantalone X X
Pitfield X X
Rae X X
Saundercook X X
Shiner X X
Soknacki X X
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November 30, 2004

9:43 am. to 12:30 p.m.*

2:10 p.m. to 7:32 p.m.*

Stintz X X

Thompson X X

Walker X X

Watson X X

Total 44 14
*

Members were present for some or dl of the time period indicated.

9:44 am. to 2:10 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call
December 1, 2004 12:30 p.m.* 8:06 p.m.* 3:45 p.m. 4:23 p.m. 6:35 p.m.
Miller X X - X X
Altobello X X X - -
Ashton X X X - -
Augimeri X X X X X
Balkissoon X X - X -
Bussin X X - X -
Carroll X X X - X
Cho X X - - X
Chow X X X - X
Cowbourne X X - X X
Davis X X X X X
De Baeremaeker X X X X -
Dd Grande X X X X X
Di Giorgio - X X X X
Feldman X X X X X
Filion X X X X -
Fletcher X X X X X
Ford X X X X -
Giambrone X X - - -
Grimes X X X X -
Hall - - - - -
Holyday X X X X X
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9:44 am. to 2:10 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call

December 1, 2004 12:30 p.m.* 8:06 p.m.* 3:45 p.m. 4:23 p.m. 6:35 p.m.
Jenkins X X X - X
Kelly X X X - X
Li Preti X X X - X
Lindsay Luby X X X X -
Mammoliti X X X X X
McConnell X X X X -
Mihevc X X X - -
Milczyn X X X X -
Minnan-Wong X X - - X
Moscoe X X - X -
Nunziata X X X X X
Ootes - X - - -
Palacio X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X
Pitfield X X X - X
Rae X X X - -
Saundercook X X X -
Shiner - X X X -
Soknacki X X X - X
Stintz X X - X X
Thompson - - - -
Walker X X X X X
Watson X X X X X
Total 40 43 33 28 25

* Members were present for some or dl of the time period indicated.

December 2, 2004

9:38 am. to 12:45 p.m.*

2:10 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.*

Roll Call 3:20 p.m.

Miller X X X
Altobello X X X
Ashton X X X
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December 2, 2004

9:38 am. to 12:45 p.m.*

2:10 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.*

Roll Call 3:20 p.m.

Augimeri X X X
Balkissoon X X -
Bussin X X X
Carroll X X X
Cho X X -
Chow X X X
Cowbourne X X X
Davis X X X
De Baeremaeker X X -
De Grande X X X
Di Giorgio X X X
Feldman X X X
Filion X X -
Fletcher X X X
Ford X X -
Giambrone X X X
Grimes X X -
Hall - - R
Holyday X X X
Jenkins X X X
Kelly X X X
Li Preti X X X
Lindsay Luby X X X
Mammoliti X X X
McConnell - - -
Mihevc X X -
Milczyn X X X
Minnan-Wong X X -
Moscoe - - -
Nunziata X X X
Ootes X - -
Palacio X X X
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December 2, 2004

9:38 am. to 12:45 p.m.*

2:10 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.*

Roll Call 3:20 p.m.

Pantalone

X

X

X

Pitfield

X

X

X

Rae

X

X

X

Saundercook

X

X

Shiner

Soknacki

Stintz

Thompson

Walker

Watson

Tota

41

27

* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.

Council adjourned on December 2, 2004, at 6:00 p.m.

DAVID R. MILLER,

Mayor

ULLI S. WATKISS,
City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT 1

Report dated November 24, 2004, from Mayor David Miller, entitled “Review of the City's
Adminigrative Structure” (See Minute 14.22, Page 13):

The City’s senior management structure was gpproved in 1998 with a focus on implementing
amadgamation, maintaining public sarvices, harmonizing service delivery methods and integrating
systems and processes. This 1998 structure was recognized as awork in progress requiring periodic
review and adjustment.

We have now turned the page on amagamation and shifted our focus to City-building efforts. It is
time to look a our senior management model to be sure that we have the right adminigtrative
gructure to meet the City’s challenges.

In May, 2004, | asked the Chief Adminigtrative Officer to conduct a review of the City's
departmentd structure. Today | am making recommendations to move ahead with a new senior
management modd.

The recommended modd places the focus on citizens — people will know who is respongble for the
services being delivered and the leaders of those services will be able to work directly with the
community and Council. This responds to concerns we have heard from the public during the past
months.

The modd dso:

- increases emphad's and accountability on working together, across program aress to ddliver
Council’ s priorities,

- strengthens oversight capacity and supports the City as an order of government; and

- encourages City dtaff to focus on sarvices to citizens, and sets the stage for a more
innovative and nimble Toronto Public Service.

The recommended changes will be made within the following context:

- no disruption to day-to-day public service ddivery;

- no change to program reporting relationships to Standing Committees at thistime;
- continued focus on delivering Council’s priorities,

- changes will be achieved with no upgrade in exigting job classifications; and
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- economies achieved in adminidrative, technical and other support areas will be maintained
and further enhanced where possible.

Redtructuring Gods

| identified Sx gods to guide the adminidtrative review. These gods are based on severd factors:
input from citizens leading up to thisterm of Council and early in this term through the “Ligtening to
Toronto” process, discussons | have had with other members of Council, and experience with the
current structure.

| believe that the City needs a Structure that:

Q) fecilitates resdents access to services and their engagement as citizens of Toronto;

2 supports the priorities of Council;

3 increases horizonta collaboration across the City’s services and programs to implement
Council’ s priorities,

4) encourages saff innovation and contribution to move to city-building;
) srengthens the adminigtration’ s ability to support the City as an order of government; and

(6) gives people in charge of day to day operations the tools they need to effectively do their
jobs.

Review Process
The firm of Western Management Consultants was retained to conduct two dements of the review:
@ Data Callection and Andysis.

Interviews were conducted with the Mayor, a sample of ather Council members induding somewho
char a Standing Committee, Specid Committee or Community Council, the CAO, sx
Commissioners, and a cross-section of gpproximately 60 staff members.  All were assured
anonymity to ensure they felt comfortable sharing their comments candidly. The key findings and
conclusions from the interviews provided a diagnostic framework for the development of models.

Staff dso conducted research into management models used in other jurisdictions including
Vancouver, Montred, Ottawa, Hamilton, Haifax, Chicago, the Province of Ontario and the Federd
Government. This information was provided to the externd consultants.
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(b) Mode Review and Vdidation:

The externd consultants provided input on the development of models based on their extensive
experience with reviews of this nature, their understanding of other jurisdictions (federd, provincid,
municipa) and thelr expertise in organizationd theory and design. The consultants aso offered
advice on the organizationd principles and criteria used for assessment.  Finaly, the consultants
carried out avdidation process for the recommended modd with an assessment of its qudities and
risks in light of the City's current environment and the restructuring gods. This assessment is
provided under separate cover.

The CAO and | dso had an opportunity to speek to people from the business, labour, and academic
sectors, and from other orders of government. Their comments and experience with large scae
organizationd change and their advice about the City’ s organizationa chalenges provided additiond
guidance to the recommendations | am making in this report.

Key Findings
The externd consultants identified severd key findings:
Functiond Issues:

- The current structure does not provide for sufficient delegation to operating services, thus
creeting a bottleneck and reducing the effectiveness of service deivery.

- Deegation is hampered by the view that Commissioners are wholly accountable for ther
departments, Council has high expectations regarding Commissioner availability and a
detailed leve of expertise within their portfolios.

- Lack of delegation is perceived as alack of trust in the ability of operating servicesto teke
on more authority for day-to-day operations.

- The structure does not promote strategic direction setting or collaboration on horizontal
issues, departmenta priorities compete with organization-wide or interdepartmental
priorities.

- Better adminidrative governance and compliance capacity is required, i.e., the ability to
create policies, sandards and procedures necessary to operate the City in accordance with
Council’s direction, and exercise the necessary oversght to ensure that administrative
governanceis respected.

- Better separation of service and compliance componentsis required to reduce barriers to
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innovation and improve service, i.e., in Some areas excessive centraization is hindering
innovaion and service in some aess indufficient centrdization is impeding better
governance.

- Affinities are in the eye of the beholder — service groupings that seem naturd from one
perspective may not make sense from another.

- Amagamation has made Council/Staff relations more complex —the merging of sarvices and

cultures and the cregtion of a very large Council have resulted in difficult Council/Staff
relations.

Findings from Jurisdictiona Research:

Although sze and sarvice complexity differ among the cities examined, most have sructurd
characteristics much like Toronto's:

- al have CAOs or City Managers, some have taken steps to strengthen that function;

- al use a dudgering gpproach for management oversight, i.e., severd programs reporting to
asenior manager; there isno example of atotaly flat structure;

- most cluster functions; none of the other jurisdictions reviewed have al public service
operating functions reporting directly to the CAO;

- direct reporting relationships to the Mayor and Council are few;

- some cities have restructured interna (not direct service delivery) functions to separate
governance and compliance components from transactional components; and

- some City Managers have governance and compliance functions (such as human resource
policy functions, internd audit) reporting directly to them.

The Ontario Government has recently strengthened the governance capabilities of Cabinet Office
by creating deputy minister postions responsble for policy, results-based planning, human
resources/transformation and communications. To achieve the desired “horizonta” behaviours and
to manage the Ontario Public Service as a single organization, the Ontario Government has
srengthened compliance functionsin central agencies.

Conaultant’s Summary Conclusons

The externd consultants identified key improvements to achieve the City’ s restructuring gods. Key
improvements identified are:
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- ability to innovate and teke inititive;

- ability to respond quickly to new priorities or directions;

- ability to work together (across departments) on City-wide initiatives,

- ability to exercise organizationa governance and compliance and take astrategic view; and

- ability to apply appropriate levels of delegation and authority in the citizen-focused services
for day to day operations.

Organizationd Principles

Basad on the review gods, findings and conclusons, four principles were identified to guide
organizaiona change:

Chart 1. Organizationa Principles

Goal

Organizational Principle and Assessment Criteria

Access by residents and
their engagement as
citizens

Support Council priorities

CITIZEN FOCUSED
Reflects the services that are important to citizens of Toronto
Iseasily understood by the public
Supports the achievement of Council priorities
Has strong service delivery capacity for citizen focused services

Support Council priorities
Support the City asan
order of government
Increase horizontal
collaboration

Give peoplein charge of
day-to-day operationsthe
toolsto effectively do
their jobs

EFFECTIVE BALANCE OF ADMINISTRATIVE GOVERNANCE,
COMPLIANCE AND DELEGATION
Develops and monitors management standards, systems of checksand
balances
Develops and co-ordinates corporate and inter-program policy
Supports the effective balance of decentralization to enhance
innovation and centralization to ensure good administrative
governance
Supports the effective delegation for day-to-day provision of services

Support Council priorities
Support the City asan
order of government

STRATEGIC LEADERSHIP
Enables the development of positive values, culture and behaviour
Promotes strategic planning and development of long term goals
Promotes co-ordination, collaboration and innovation across the
organization

Support Council Priorities
Increase horizontal
collaboration

Encourage innovation and
contribution

ADAPTABLE, FLEXIBLE, INNOVATIVE
Promotes effective inter-program and cross-discipline collaboration
Adapts to changing public needs and service priorities
Reduces barriersto innovation
Rewards initiative and encourages the engagement of staff in their
work
Encourages aworking climate where employees know their work is
valued
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Recommended Modd

In consultation with the CAO and with the help of the externd consultant’ s findings and condusions,
| am recommending the model shown here (Chart 2).

Chart 22 Recommended Modd
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In the early stages of the review concern was expressed that restructuring should not destabilize the
organization. At the sametime, people clearly expressed an openness to change and improvement.

The recommended modd maintains sability in front line services, and increases sability through
improvements to corporate oversight activities. It re-balances the organization by properly digning
corporate control and corporate support functions together to improve administrative governance,
while strengthening service ddivery capacity for citizen-focused services.

Management Roles and Responsibilities

The new model requires adjustments to roles and respongbilities in some cases; in other cases
reporting relaionships will change. New management decision-making forums and teams will be
devel oped to support the new structure

Role of the City Manager

The CAO'stitle will be changed to City Manager to better communicate the function and reflect the
new modd. All of the responshilities of the current CAO position will be maintained in the City
Manager'srole.

A Deputy City Manager/Chief Financiad Officer, and two Deputy City Managers will asss in
adminigrative governance and oversght activities. Together, these postions will focus on ddivering
Council’ s priorities and achieving corporate objectives.

Role of Deputy City Managers

The existing Commissioner positions will be deleted.

The Deputy City Managers will not be responsible for day to day operations or program advocacy
as has been the case with the current Commissioner positions. Ther primary responsbilities will be
to asss the City Manager in adminigtrative governance and oversght activities, and to ensure that
programs and services are working together to ddiver excdlent services to citizens and achieve
Council’s priorities.

The Deputy City Managerswill:

- promote collaboration and innovation across the organization and ensure horizontd
integration between programs and services to achieve Council’ s priorities,

- lead city-wide initiatives and projects as assigned by the City Manager;

- co-ordinate and align budgets and resources for a group of programs, to achieve Council
priorities;
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- undertake performance management for a group of programs,

- manage adminidrative, technica and other support functions to ensure economic and efficient
ddivery of these services. These functions are currently organized on a departmentd basis,
but will report to a Deputy City Manager in the new modd.

Each of the Deputy City Managers will be assgned performance management and budget
co-ordination respongbilities for one of the following groups:

Group A Group B

Solid Waste Management Homes for the Aged

Transportation Services Socia Services

Toronto Water Children’s Services

Fire Services Shelter, Support & Housing Admin.
City Planning Parks and Recresation

Building Economic Development and Culture
Municipa Licensng and Standards Emergency Medicd Services

Role of Deputy City Manager/Chief Financia Officer

Three large functions will move out of the current corporate services grouping in the recommended
moded: Human Resources will report directly to the City Manager; the City Clerk and the City
Salicitor will continue to report directly to Council for satutory legidative and performance
purposes, and will now report to the City Manager for adminigtrative support.

These changes, and the move away from the current departmental Structure, have prompted a
redignment of the remaining corporate services and finance functions. The corporate services
functions will report to the Deputy City Manager/Chief Financia Officer through anew position of
Chief Corporate Officer. The financid transaction functions will report to the Deputy City
Manager/CFO through a Treasurer position. The Treasurer will also be designated as “ Treasurer”
under the Municipal Act, 2001, S. 286(1).

In the new model, the Deputy City Manager/CFO will be freed up to focus on corporate finance,
corporate financia planning and budget development. The Deputy City Manager/CFO's
management team and their group of functions will be an important component of the organization’s
strengthened adminigtrative governance and oversght capecity.
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Role of Generd Managers

The Commissioner-led departmentd structure will no longer be in place. Theroles of the heads of
citizen-focused services will be clarified. For public darity and consstency, the nomenclature of
Generd Manager will be used in pogtion titles (with the exception of the Fire Chief). These
postions will:

- represent their program areas a Standing Committees and Council and be responsible to
Council for service objectives and results;

- sgn reports to Council and answer service related questions at Standing Committees and
Coundil;

- work with Council and the community on operationa issues and be accountable for day to
day operations,

- focus on operations and program stewardship;

- have ddegated signing and spending authority within gpproved budgets, smilar to that
currently delegated to the Genera Manager, Toronto Water;

- be responsible for human resource and budget management within their programs, and

- work collaboratively together to achieve Council priorities.

A new position of Generd Manager of Economic Development and Culture is required because of
the dimination of the departmenta dructure. This postion will lead the current functions of economic
deve opment, touriam, and culture. Some degree of redignment will be required in the new structure.

Assessment of the Modd

The modd was assessed againgt the organizational principles set out in Section 7 (Chart 3).
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Chart 3: Assessment of the Modd

Principle Attributes of Recommended M odel
Citizen Focused - Highlights the importance of citizen focused services through General
Managers' reporting relationship to Council for service objectives and
results.
Titlesand functions easily understood by the public especially for front line
services

Facilitates the General Manager level working directly with the community and
Council on issues that are important to the public

Clearly identifies citizen focused services apart from those that are primarily
internal service driven

Effective Balance of Effective delegation through:

Administrative - Enabling General Managersto report on and speak to serviceissues at
Governance, committee and Council

Compliance and - Delegating appropriate signing and spending authority within approved
Delegation budgets to General Managers (devol ution of a degree of signing and

spending authorities currently assigned to Commissioners)
General Managers will be the senior staff persons responsible for
managing the delivery of programs
Stronger administrative governance capacity through:
- Deputy City Manager/CFO focus on corporate finance, financial planning
and budgeting rather than on transactional matters
Deputy City Managers and Deputy City Manager/CFO to assist the City
Manager in oversight responsibilities and the implementation of
management standards, checks and balances in program areas
Frees up Deputy City Managersto focus on oversight and inter-program
co-ordination and integration to achieve Council’ s priorities, instead of day
to day operations and program advocacy
Direct reporting relationship for key corporate functions of Human
Resources and Human Rights
Strategic Leadership - Creates capacity to support the City as an order of government by
establishing an administrative governance team separate from day to day
operations
Ability to pull together different combinations of people required for
strategic thinking, long term planning and decision making
Encourages input and ideas from all levels of management through
de-layering and del egation of responsibility and accountability
Adaptable, Flexible, - Deputy City Managers and General Managerswill be accountable for working
Innovative horizontally to achieve Council’ s priorities
Flatter organization at programs is more adaptabl e to changing public needs
Encourages openness to innovation by making General Managers directly
responsible for effective and nimble service delivery

Other Organizationd 1ssues

During the review severd additiond organizationd issues were raised that require further sudy and
action. | am recommending that the Chief Adminigrative Officer undertake these further reviews.
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Human Resources. the Human Resources function is responsible for such mgor issues as labour
relations and the need for increased investment in staff training and development.  The review
pointed to the need for a more direct reporting relationship for this function to the CAO and that
change is part of the recommended modd. A further review of the Human Resources function is
required, including the potentia for separation of policy/compliance and service functions.

Human Rights Office Earlier this year, City Council agpproved the Auditor Generd’s
recommendation for the Human Rights Office to report to the CAO. The Auditor Generd stated
that “the current placement of the Human Rights Office within Human Resources Divison is not
commensurate with the degree of importance of this particular function, nor isit conducive to the
perception of independence. In our view, locating the Human Rights Office in the Chief
Adminigrator’s Office would be more appropriate’. This reporting relaionship change for the
Human Rights Officeis part of the recommended mode. The processfor deding with human rights
meatters will need to be adjusted to reflect this direct reporting reaionship and adminigtrative support
will continue to be provided from Human Resources during the implementation phase.

Corporate Communicetions. the review pointed to the need for improved strategic communications
and issues management capacity and | am recommending areview of the role and responsibilities
of the corporate communications function with a focus on establishing this capacity in the City
Manager’s Office.

Affordable housing programs. Council has established a range of housing policies and programs
over the past few years. More recently the federd and provincid governments have introduced new
initiatives and are seeking partnership opportunities with the City of Toronto. In light of these and
other developmentsit is appropriate for the City to develop a more integrated and results-based
gpproach to the implementation of affordable housing policies and programs. | am recommending
areview of theroles, responghilities, and organizationd location of the City’s affordable housing
programs including recommendations for an integrated set of affordable housng goas and
adminigtrative adjustments required to achieve the gods. The outcome of this review is to be
reported to Council prior to the end of March, 2005.

Internal Corporate Services and Finance functions: One of the firgt priorities for the Deputy City

Manager/CFO and the new management team in this areawill be to align the grouping effectively.
Inlight of the externd consultant’ s findings, the separation of service and compliance components

within the functions is essentid to reduce barriers to innovation and improve service ddivery.

Adminidrative, technicd and other support functions: Adminidrative support and technica sarvices
are currently organized on a departmenta basis as are some policy development and co-ordination
functions. This moded has achieved economies which must be maintained in the future. These
functions will report to a Deputy City Manager in the new model, however further review isrequired
on the provison of support and other centraized services within the new management modd.
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Councl/Staff Reaions | am mindful thet anew structure on its own will not address concerns about
Council/gaff rdations. However, the new mode presents us with an opportunity to build amutudly
effective, respectful, and trusting relationship and to work together with staff to achieve our mutua
godsfor the City.

Employment Contracts. During the review concern was raised about the form of the employment
contracts that the City uses for senior executives. | am recommending thet | be authorized to retain
an externd legd firm to provide advice on this issue and that | report to Council with any
recommended changes to the use and form of employment contracts.

Conclusons

| believe that the recommended modd strengthens the City’ s ability to deliver public servicesto the
citizens of Toronto and ddliver on Council’ s priorities. It positions the adminigiration to support the
City asan order of government, and setsin motion improvements to cregte a better working climate
for employees. | look forward to working together with al members of Council and staff to make
the City an excdlent and professiond public service organization.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

Q) the new senior management model (Chart 2), and the senior management roles and
responsibilities outlined in this report be approved effective April 15, 2005;

2 the two positions of Deputy City Manager be filled through an open, internd/externd,
comptitive process, administered by the Chief Adminigtrative Officer;

3 the Employee and Labour Rdations Committee be respongble for making recommendations
to Council on the outcome of the Deputy City Manager competition, with the advice and
support of the Chief Adminigrative Officer during the competition process,

4) the Chief Adminigrative Officer recommend to Council appropriate delegation of Sgning and
spending authority within goproved budgets to the existing Generd Manager leve positions
shown under Citizen Focused Services in Chart 2, and that these authorities be effective
April 15, 2005;

) responsibility be devolved to the existing Generd Manager level positions shown under
Citizen Focused Services in Chart 2 for 9gning reports and representing their program
aress at Standing Committees and Council, effective April 15, 2005;

(6) the title of Chief Adminigrative Officer be changed to City Manager, effective April 15,
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(10)

(11)

2005;

the Chief Adminigrative Officer be directed to review the role, responghbilities and
organizationa location of the City’ s affordable housing programs indluding recommendations
for an integrated set of affordable housing god's and adminidrative adjustments required to
achieve the gods and to improve the City’s cgpacity to facilitate affordable housing
opportunities for the resdents of Toronto, and that the outcome of the review be reported
to Council prior to the end of March, 2005;

the Chief Adminigrative Officer be directed to undertake reviews in the following areas and
implement any resulting changes.

@ Human Resources, including the potentia for separation of policy/compliance and
sarvice functions;

(b) Corporate Communications, with afocus on establishing strategic communications
and issues management capecity;

(© Corporate services and finance functions, to ensure effective dignment in the new
model and the separation of service and compliance components to reduce barriers
to innovation and improve sarvice ddivery;

(d) Adminigrative, technicd and other support services, to rationaize the provison of
these services in the new modd; and

(e Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, functiond redignment, prior to
recruiting a Generd Manager of Economic Development and Culture;

the Mayor be authorized to retain an externd legd firm to provide advice on the form and
use of employment contracts used for senior staff and report back to Council on any
recommended changes,

the City Solicitor be authorized to introduce the necessary bills in Counail; and

the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary actionsto give
effect thereto.
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ATTACHMENT 2

Communication dated November 25, 2004, from Leo Gotlieb and Mary Bagtz, Directors, Western
Management Consultants (See Minute 14.22, Page 13):

Dear Mayor Miller and Ms. Hoy,

As part of our mandate to assst with the review of the City’ s departmenta Structure, we have been
requested to comment on the Mayor’ s report to Council. Thisletter contains our assessment, under
four categories.

- Generd

- Risks and Challenges

- Congderations for Implementation
- Other Condderations

General

We find that in both spirit and content, the report and its recommendations are congstent with the
conclusions from our work and with the strategy for restructuring that we recommended in our
discussonswith you. In particular, we are astrong advocate of the principle-based gpproach taken
inthisreport. A sat of well-founded principles cregtes the rationde for recommendations and the
legitimacy needed for any successful change effort.  As questions and issues arise during
implementation, the principles form the bads for understanding, interpretation and ultimately,
acceptance. We note the care taken to clearly link the principles to the Mayor’s restructuring
objectives (in Chart 1) and to demondtrate how they are redlized by the recommendationsin Chart
3.

We agree that these recommendations are the right ones for the City at thistime and the report has
made a solid case for them. In particular, we strongly believe in the need to adjust the balance of
authorities and responghbilities among the firgt three levels of the adminigtration (thet is, the Chief
Adminigrative Officer, the Commissoners and the Generd Manager/Executive Director leve). The
purpose of such arebdancing would be twofold. Firdt, it would strengthen the ability of the senior
management team to act more Srategicaly in support of Mayor and Council priorities and to
exercise adminigtrative oversaght of the City’' s day-to-day operations. Second, it would enable the
Divisons to deliver citizen-focused services with greater autonomy and innovative capecity. We
concluded that such an gpproach was both necessary and desirable if the Mayor’s restructuring
gods (enunciated on page two and aso Chart 1 of the review document) were to be realized.
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Risksand Challenges

A casud observer of the organization diagram in Chart 2 might not gppreciate the true nature of the
changethat isbeing advocated in thisreport. Thelines of respongbility and authority are now dearly
dravn between a group of more autonomous Divisons and a strengthened senior management team.

However, insofar as it represents a significant departure from the current organization, it does
contain a number of risks and challenges that will have to be addressed. In particular:

- While the ditizen-focused divisons will be more autonomous, particularly with their dedings
with committees and Council, it must remain clear that their accountability to Council is
through the Chief Adminidrative Officer and the senior management team. Since the CAO
aone cannat exercise the required degree of governance and management of this group, the
task will by necessity fdl in large part to the Deputy City Managers, even though they are
no longer formaly heads of Departments.  We are pleased to see the report recommending
that the Deputies be assgned groups of Divisons, and that they are given respongibilities for
oversight and performance management in these areas (on page 7). This concept can be
further developed as the recommendations are given more definition, for example, in the
form of job descriptions. The roles can be clearly and explicitly stated, and then
communicated so that they are understood by al stakeholders, particularly the Depuities,
Divison heads and Councillors.

- The new structure consolidates many of the existing Corporate Services functions under a
Deputy City Manager who is dso the CFO. We appreciate the rationale for this move,
given that severa key corporate services have moved up to the City Manager level, and
note that there will be a Chief Corporate Officer dedicated to the corporate services that
remain under the Deputy. We are dso reminded of the origind amagamation proposa in
which Corporate Services and Finance were combined as a Sngle department (albeit under
a Corporate Services Commissioner). What we wish to point out is that from a senior
management team perspective, the Deputy/CFO will till be ultimatdly responsible for the
corporate services file.  This should not become an issue as long as the incumbent is
someone Who can exercise proper leadership and oversight of both Finance and Corporate
Services portfolios.

- While the large impact of the reorganization is to increase the autonomy of the leve that
current reports to Commissioners, there are groups (under the Treasurer and Chief
Corporate Officer) that will be an additiona layer removed from the City Manager. Thisis
more the result of the consolidation referred to in the previous point than an intention to
weeken their pogtions. To ensure that this does not impair the ability of such groupsto
carry out their respongbilities in areas for which they have a corporate mandate, we
recommend that the Deputy/CFO make a conscious effort to support their continued
authority and counter any perception of diminished status.
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- There will be a naturd tendency of more autonomous Divisons to build up ther
adminigrative, technica and support functions. We note with approva that the report
addresses this by assgning responghility for such functions to the Deputies, and Smply want
to reinforce the point that where real economies have been achieved in these aress, they
should be preserved or even expanded.

Condderationsfor Implementation

The need for a change management program to support this restructuring should not be
underestimated. If the new structure isto be successful in achieving the gods set out by the Mayor,
culture and behaviour must dso change. This change would be very well supported by the following.

- The devel opment of a new relationship between the CAO’ s office and the Divisions.
Thisisessentid or the now more autonomous Divisions will have anaturd tendency to go
their own way, even they have well-defined accountabilities to the level above them. It will
not be enough for the Deputies to intervene periodicaly, for example, a budget time. The
mechanisms for engagement between them and the Divisons must be meaningful and
ongoing, and redidticaly, much of the initiaive will need to come from the Deputies
themselves.

- The evolution of appropriate working relationships between the Divisions and
Committees and individual Councillors. Such relationships should not conflict with the
Divisons accountability to Council as a whole, which flows through the CAO's office.
Therewill be anaturd tendency for Coundillorsto work dosdy with certain Divisons where
they have a strong interest, and conversdly for Divison heads to seek out Councillors where
they fed they have the most support. Strong backing from Council as a whole will be
required, to establish the norms for behaviour by individual Councillors and to support the
role of the CAQO's office in exercising proper governance over the Divisions.

- The breakdown of barriers between Divisions. It is possble that more autonomous
Divisons could lead to an even greater o culture than currently existsin the Departments.
This can be offset by ingstence from Council on cross-Division co-operation in pursuit of
Mayor and Council priorities, by effective performance of Deputiesin ther integrating roles
and by dimination of systemic barriersto horizontal co-operation (see next section).

Other Consderations

In our discussons and presentations to both of you, we identified a number of factorsin the current
environment that should be addressed independently of any reorganization. To the extent that any
or dl of them can be resolved in the course of implementing the recommendations on pages 12 and
13, the outcome would gregtly contribute to the success of the overal effort. They include the
falowing:
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- The shortage of resourcesin policy and implementation functions — these have been cut back
repeatedly snce amagamation and we agree that most Divisons now have little reserve
capacity to undertake or participate in new City-wide initiatives. A persstent lack of
management development and training has also greetly reduced capacity in this area.

- The “chill” effect of MFP — this and the consequent emphas's on regulatory mechanisms
(auditors, fraud line) have created an organizationd culture that is very risk-aversive, and
thus not conducive to innovation.

- A barrier to cross-divisond co-operation thet is perhaps more economic than structurd or
behaviourd is the fact that Divisons can find themsdves effectively pendized for “going
corporate’ —that is, when they contribute resources towards corporate objectives, they are
too often diminishing their ability to achieve their own objectives and service levels.

- Some way must be found to satisfy Councillors need for access to (and information from)
gaff while not diverting staff too much from thar tasks. As it gands, intervention by
Councillors and demands for new reports continualy pull senior management from the
Divisonsinto the detalls of day-to-day operations. Thisin turn makes it very difficult for
them to devote attention to the more srategic priorities established by the Mayor and
Council and to ensure that their Divisons are fulfilling their overdl mandates to the public.

A gmilar drain on senior staff cgpacity occurs as a result of the consuming and ongoing
nature of the budget process.

Conclusion

In summary, we believe that the recommendationsin this report are ones that the City needsto make
in order to create a renewed and positive organizationa climate for the organization. With strong
Council and gtaff support, you should be able to achieve the goals that were set out at the Sart of
this exercise. We have enjoyed working with you and fed privileged to have been participantsin an
exciting process. Please fed free to cal us if you wish to discuss any aspect of the above
comments.

Sincerdly,

Western Management Consultants of Ontario
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ATTACHMENT 3

Communication (undated) from Councillor Case Ootes, Toronto-Danforth (See Minute 14.22,
Page 13):

Dear Mayor Miller:

| am writing with respect to today’s Council meeting on the adminidrative review of the City of
Toronto. | am unable to atend since | am recovering a home from an operation.

| trust that you will repect dl members of Coundil, the bureaucracy and the dectorate you represent
by being true to your platform of transparency a City Hall.

Most citizens are probably not interested in the specifics of the current or proposed organizationa
Sructure, but do want to ensure delivery of ther services and vaue for their tax dollar. On the other
hand, dl stakeholdersin the City should have an opportunity to discuss or comment on what is being
proposed, especially since the report was prepared “behind closed doors’.

The report should be referred to the Administration Committee for deputations and full discussion.

There should dso be afull disclosure of the consultant’ s report. Members of Council should be fully
goprised of what that report says and who was involved in the unfolding of the report, who was
consulted and what comments from the “Listening to Toronto” sesson resulted in these specific
recommendations. An initiative asimportant as this should involve dl Members of Coundil.

Mr. Mayor, you ran on a platform of open government. This report has been shrouded in secrecy
snceyou asked for it. The “finished product” was released late Wednesday at a press conference
before Councillors were aware of the report.

You are dso on record as to the issue of treating our employees with respect.  You have not
demonstrated respect for our employees, respect for other members of Council, nor stakeholders
of this City, whether they be residents, business owners, organizations, etc.

Abovedl dse, you have not demondrated trangparency which was paramount to you being €ected
Mayor of this City.

In your letter of May 26, 2004 you state:
“Of course find gpprovd lieswith Council and discussion of the review will be processed through

the Policy and Finance Committee as part of its existing mandate to make recommendations on
governance matters.”



244

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

| hope you will do the right thing and support a referrd of the review to the Adminigration
Committee (and/or other gppropriate committees), distribute the consultant’ s report to al Members
of Council and alow for the opportunity of a hedthy and open debate. As your report indicates,
thisisthefirst sep to alot of changes. | think that al members of Council and stakeholders have

an interest in ensuring that the first step is done right.
Sincerdly,

Case Ootes
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ATTACHMENT 4 [Notice of Mation 1(1)]

Communication dated November 17, 2004, from Councillor Howard Moscoe, entitled “Legion
Hals’ (See Minute 14.80, Page 108):

In view of the fact that Minister Smitherman has announced he intends to enact legidation that will
prohibit smoking in dl clubs, it is unnecessary for me to table the atached Motion.

Please congder it my request that it be withdrawn.
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ATTACHMENT 5 [Notice of Motion J(14)]
Report dated November 29, 2004, from the City Clerk, entitled “Poll Results-Proposed Designation

of the Korea Town Business Improvement Area, Wards 19 and 20 Trinity-Spadina’ (See Minute
14.94, Page 128):

Purpose:

To report on the results of the poll for the proposed designation of the Korea Town Business
Improvement Area

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

The operating resources necessary to provide for the formation of two new BIAs have been
accommodated in the Y ear 2004 Economic Development Operating Budget. Capita budgets may
be impacted in future years should streetscape or other capital improvements be undertaken by the
Korea Town BIA. These capita improvements are cost-shared equally between the BIA and the

City.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that;

Q) based upon the results of the poll, Council pass a by-law to designate the area described
by Attachment 1 (Maps 1 to 3), as aBusiness Improvement Area (BIA), under Section 204
of the Municipal Act; and

2 the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give
effect hereto.

Background:

On September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004, City Council adopted, as amended, Clause No. 7
contained in Report No. 6 of the Economic Development and Parks Committee, headed “ Intention
to Designate the Korea Town Business Improvement Area (BIA) (Wards 19 and 20 Trinity-

Spading)”.

The Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25 providesthat an Improvement Areamay be designated
by by-law in order to oversee the improvement, beautification and maintenance of municipaly-
owned land, buildings and structures in the area beyond that provided at the expense of the
municipality and to promote the area as a busness or shopping area.
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Before passing a by-law to designate an Improvement Area, notice of the proposed by-law is sent
by prepaid mail to the board of management of the improvement ares, if any, and to every person
who, on the last returned assessment roll, is assessed for rateable property that isin a prescribed
business property classwhich islocated in the proposed improvement area.

Any person who receives a notice of the proposed by-law, mugt, within 30 days, give a copy of the
notice to each tenant of the property to which the notice relates who is required to pay dl or part
of the taxes on the property and they mugt dso give the Clerk of the municipdity alig of every tenant
and their share of the taxes paid.

A municipdity shdl not pass a by-law to desgnate an Improvement Arealif written objections are
received by the City Clerk of the municipality within 60 days after mailing the notices and if the
objections have been Sgned by at least one-third of the totd number of persons entitled to notice
and, the objectors are responsible for at least one-third of the taxes levied for purposes of the
generd locd municipdity levy on rateable property in dl prescribed business property dassesin the
improvement area.

The City Clerk shal determine whether al conditions have been met and, if they are, shal issue a
certificate affirming that fact.

Comments:

The gatutory role thet the City Clerk through Legidaive Services playsin the process of establishing
anew Business Improvement Areg, isto issue the notices of intention to designate a BIA to every
assessed property owner in the prescribed areathat is described as business property class.

On September 29, 2004, the City Clerk mailed 125 Natices of Intention to Designate to dl persons
assessed with respect to rateable property within the specified proposed Korea Town Business
Improvement Areg, to determine whether or not this area could become a Business Improvement
Area.

Within 30 days after the notice was mailed, 22 tenant lists were returned to the City Clerk by the
owners. Forty-one commercid tenants were identified from the lists and added to the 125 to receive
natices. The total number of identified persons entitled to receive notice is 166. The full amount of
taxes levied on the rategble property thet isin the prescribed business property classin the specified
Korea Town Business Improvement Area totals $1,591,563.00.

As provided above, the written objections received must have been signed by at least one-third of
the totd number of persons entitled to notice.
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No petitions of objection to the proposed designation of the Korea Town as a Business
Improvement Areawere received and verified by the City Clerk, by November 29, 2004, the end
of the full notice period.

Condusons:

The number of objecting petitions does not meet the sufficiency benchmarks required by s.210 (3)
of theMunicipal Act. Based upon the results, Council may, if it wishes, pass aby-law to desgnate
Korea Town Business Area as a Business Improvement Area.

Contact:

Brett Stein

Acting Manager, Legidative Services
Telephone: 416-392-7010

Fax: 416-392-1260

Email: bsein@toronto.ca

R. Alan Deans

Acting Director, Legidative Services
Telephone: 416-397-4022

Fax: 416-392-1260

Email: ADeans@toronto.ca

Attachments. Maps 1 to 3 of Proposed Korea Town Business Improvement Area

(The Attachments are on file in the City Clerk’ s Office)
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ATTACHMENT 6 [Notice of Motion J(15)]
Report dated November 26, 2004, from the City Clerk, entitled “Poll Results-Proposed Designation

of the Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Area, Ward 20 Trinity-Spadina” (See
Minute 14.95, Page 130):

Purpose:

To report on the results of the poll for the proposed designation of the Queens Quay Harbourfront
Business Improvement Area.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

The operating resources necessary to provide for the formation of two new BIAs have been
accommodated in the Y ear 2004 Economic Development Operating Budget. Capita budgets may
be impacted in future years should streetscape or other capital improvements be undertaken by the
Queens Quay Harbourfront BIA. These capitd improvements are cos-shared equaly between the
BIA and the City.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that;

Q) based upon the results of the poll, Council pass a by-law to designate the area described
by Attachment 1 (Maps 1 to 4), as a Business Improvement Area (BIA), under Section 204
of the Municipal Act; and

2 the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give
effect hereto.

Background:

On September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004, City Council adopted, without amendment, Clause
No. 6 contained in Report No. 6 of the Economic Development and Parks Committee, headed
“Intention to Designate the Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Area (BIA) (Ward

20 Trinity-Spading)”.

The Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25 providesthat an Improvement Areamay be designated
by by-law in order to oversee the improvement, beautification and maintenance of municipaly-
owned land, buildings and structures in the area beyond that provided at the expense of the
municipality and, to promote the area as a business or shopping area.
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Before passing a by-law to designate an Improvement Area, notice of the proposed by-law is sent
by prepaid mail to the board of management of the improvement ares, if any, and to every person
who, on the last returned assessment roll, is assessed for rateable property that isin a prescribed
business property classwhich islocated in the proposed improvement area.

Any person who receives a notice of the proposed by-law, mugt, within 30 days, give a copy of the
notice to each tenant of the property to which the notice relates who is required to pay dl or part
of the taxes on the property and they mugt dso give the Clerk of the municipdity alig of every tenant
and their share of the taxes paid.

A municipdity shdl not pass a by-law to desgnate an Improvement Arealif written objections are
received by the City Clerk of the municipality within 60 days after mailing the notices and if the
objections have been Sgned by at least one-third of the totd number of persons entitled to notice
and, the objectors are responsible for at least one-third of the taxes levied for purposes of the
generd locd municipdity levy on rateable property in dl prescribed business property dassesin the
improvement area.

The City Clerk shal determine whether al conditions have been met and, if they are, shal issue a
certificate affirming that fact.

Comments:

The gatutory role thet the City Clerk through Legidaive Services playsin the process of establishing
anew Business Improvement Areg, isto issue the notices of intention to designate a BIA to every
assessed property owner in the prescribed areathat is described as business property class.

The City Clerk mailed 47 Notices of Intention to Designate to dl persons assessed with respect to
rategble property within the specified proposed Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement
Areg, to determine whether or not this area could become a Business Improvement Area.

Within 30 days after the notice was mailed, 7 tenant lists were returned to the City Clerk by the
owners. Fifty-five commercid tenants were identified from the lists and added to the 47 to receive
notices. The tota number of identified persons entitled to receive notice is 102. The full amount of
taxes levied on the rateable property thet isin the prescribed business property classin the specified
Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Areatotals $9,298,432.67.

As provided above, the written objections received must have been Sgned by at least one-third of
the total number of persons entitled to notice,
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Four petitions of objection to the proposed designation of the Queens Quay Harbourfront as a
Business Improvement Areawere received and verified by the City Clerk, by November 13, 2004,
the end of the full notice period.

Condusons:

The number of objecting petitions does not meet the sufficiency benchmarks required by s.210 (3)
of theMunicipal Act. Based upon the results, Council may, if it wishes, pass aby-law to desgnate
Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Area as a business improvement area.

Contact:

Brett Stein

Acting Manager, Legidative Services
Telephone: 416-392-7010

Fax: 416-392-1260

Email: bsein@toronto.ca

R. Alan Deans

Acting Director, Legidative Services
Telephone: 416-397-4022

Fax: 416-392-1260

Email: ADeans@toronto.ca

Attachments. Maps 1 to 4 of Proposed Queens Quay Harbourfront Business Improvement Area

(The Attachments are on file in the City Clerk’ s Office)
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ATTACHMENT 7 [Notice of Motion J(20]

Report dated November 30, 2004, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, entitled “ Supply and Ddlivery of Medicd
Grade Oxygen Cylinder Refilling — Extenson of 2004 Contract and Award of New Contract,
Quotation Request No. 6613-04-3291" (See Minute 14.100, Page 138):

Purpose:

To obtain Council approva for an extension of Contract No. 47000934 to December 15, 2004 to
MagGas Medicd Inc. and to award the new contract to Gas Pro, A Divison of Professonal
Respiratory Home Care Services Corp.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

The existing Contract No. 47000934 with MagGas Medica Inc. expired on October 31, 2004.
Fundsin the amount of $90,000.00 for the 2004 extension reguirement are available in the gpproved
2004 Emergency Medica Services Operating Budget Account No. B46700 and Fire Services
Operating Budget Account No. FRO045.

Approvd of a new contract for oxygen delivery with the lowest bidder, Gas Pro, A Division of
Professond Respiratory Home Care Service Corp., will result in anticipated expenditures
approximating $744,956.88 over four years congsting of the following amounts. $197,641.62 for
the period December 2, 2004 to December 31, 2005, $182,438.42 for 2006, 2007 and 2008. The
funds required will be included in the appropriate Emergency Medica Services and Fire Services
operating budget submissions.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that;

Q) the existing Contract No. 47000934 with MagGas Medicd Inc. (*MagGas’) be extended
to December 15, 2004, and the total contract amount be increased by $90,000.00 from a
previous Council-gpproved contract amount of $1,348,000.00, including dl taxes and
charges,

)] Request for Quotation No. 6613-04-3291, issued for the Supply and Ddlivery of Medica
Grade Oxygen, be awarded to Gas Pro, A Division of Rrofessiona Respiratory Home Care
Services Corp. (“Gas Pro”), for the period of December 2, 2004 to December 31, 2008,
in an estimated total contract amount of $744,956.88 over four years, and

3 the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give
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effect thereto.

Background:

At its meeting of May 18, 19 and 20, 2004, City Council adopted Clause 24 of Administration
Committee Report 3, which provided for adjustment to a number of the City’ s blanket contracts.

One of the contracts approved was for MagGas, for an extended amount of $1,248,000. This
amount was intended to provide for the ongoing purchase of medica grade oxygen until
goproximately the end of June 2004, a which time a new contract for oxygen was expected to be
in place.

Due to delays in the issuance of the Quotation Request as a result of an extensive review of the
specifications by City staff to addressissues raised in the past with regard to the Drug Identification
Number and related lega chalenges, Toronto Emergency Medica Servicesrequested an extension
to October 31, 2004 and afurther increase of $100,000. The existing Contract No. 47000934 with
MagGas was extended to October 31, 2004 by the adoption of Clause 1 of Community Services
Committee Report 5 by Council at its meeting of July 20, 21 and 22, 2004.

Five firmswere invited to submit bids on Quotation Request No. 6613-04-3291. This requirement
was advertised on the City of Toronto’s Internet Webste. The Quotations were opened on October
15, 2004. Two bids were received, from Gas Pro and MagGas.

Estimated Total Cost to Deliver to Multiple L ocations, including G.S.T.
Company Dec. 2/2004 to Jan.-Dec. Jan.-Dec. Jan.-Dec.

Name Dec. 31/2005 2006 2007 2008 Grand Total
Gas Pro $197,641.62 $182,438.42 $182,438.42 $182,438.42 $744,956.88
MagGas $262,544.30 $242,348.58 $242,348.58 $242,348.58 $989,590.04

Note:

Year 1is caculated over 13 months based on a start date of December 2, 2004 through December 31,
2005.

Years 2, 3 and 4 are calculated over 12 months based on a start date of January T inclusive to
December 31°.

The bids dong with summary of prices were reviewed and aletter recommending the lowest bidder,
Gas Pro, was prepared.  Subsequently, aletter dated November 9, 2004 was received from the
legd firm of MacDondd Ticker & Associates, representing MagGas, objecting to the award of the
contract to Gas Pro on the basis of an assartion that there were predatory pricing practices involved
in Gas Pro’shid submission, aswell as an dlegation that Gas Pro did not submit avaid signed drug
establishment licence.
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Comments.

The City’s Purchasing By-law, Municipal Code, Chapter 195, requires al matters be referred to
Council for congderation where there is an objection to the award of acontract. The City Solicitor
has reviewed the objections of MagGas as st out in the | etter from its solicitor and has provided the
following advice: The dlegation of predatory pricing is a maiter which is subject to federd
jurisdiction under the Competition Act. Should MagGas fed that it hasavdid dam, it will have
to make an gpplication to the Competition Bureau for an investigation and ruling. With respect to
the dlegation that Gas Pro submitted an unsgned and invadid drug establishment licence from Hedth
Canada, City staff have confirmed with Hedlth Canada that Gas Pro’s licence isin good standing.
Vdid licences may be unsgned resulting from Hedlth Canada adminigrative practices. There do not
gppear to be any legd impediments to awarding the contract, provided Purchasng and Materids
Management and Emergency Medica Services are satisfied that this bid meets the City's
specifications.

Basad on the review of the bids submitted, Purchasing and Emergency Medicd Services are satisfied
that the low bid of Gas Pro has met the City’ s specifications and recommend that the contract for
Quotation No. 6613-04-3291 for the Supply and Ddlivery of Medicd Grade Oxygen be awarded
to Gas Pro, despite the objection received from MagGas. The Quotation Request was issued for
aone-year period with an option to renew for three one-year periods. It is recommended that the
contract be awarded to Gas Pro, A divison of Professond Respiratory Home Care Services Corp.,
for the period of December 2, 2004 to December 31, 2008, in an estimated tota contract amount
of $744,956.88 over four years, with the periods January 1, 2006 to December 31, 2006, January
1, 2007 to December 31, 2007 and January 1, 2008 to December 31, 2008 being subject to an
option to renew to be exercised by the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, or his
successor, being the lead City taff person in charge of Emergency Medical Services.

Due to the legd objection presented by the legd firm of MacDonad Ticker & Associates,
representing MagGas, an amendment is required to the existing contract to increase it by an amount
of $90,000.00 and extend the expiry date to December 15, 2004, to continue the provision of
service by MagGas until Council approves the awarding of the new contract to the new vendor, Gas
Pro.

Condusons:

This report requests authority to extend the existing Contract No. 47000934 with MagGas Medicd
Inc. from October 31, 2004 to December 15, 2004 and to increase the contract amount by
$90,000.00 from a previous Council approved contract amount of $1,348,000.00, including all
taxes and charges.
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Due to the legd objection presented by the legd firm of MacDonad Ticker & Associates,
representing MagGas, the award of the contract has been delayed. An amendment is required to
continue the provison of service by MagGas until Council gpproves the awarding of the new
contract to the new vendor, Gas Pro. The cost for providing this service has exceeded the origind
contract value because of the lega objection.

This report dso requests authority to award Quotation No. 6613-04-3291 for the Supply and
Déivery of Medica Grade Oxygen Cylinder Refilling for the use by Toronto Emergency Medicd
Services (Ambulance Services) and Toronto Fire Servicesto Gas Pro, A Division of Professond
Respiratory Home Care Service Corp., being the lowest quotation received.

The City Salicitor has been consulted regarding the objections presented by MagGas and has
advised that there is no legd impediment to awarding the contract to Gas Pro, provided the bidder
has met dl City specifications.

Contact:

Wayne Vibert L.A. Pagano, P. Eng.

Director, EMS Operational Support Director

Works and Emergency Services Purchasing and Materids Management
Telephone: (416) 392-2205 Telephone: (416) 392-7312

E-Mall: wvibert@toronto.ca | pagano@toronto.ca




256

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

ATTACHMENT 8 [Notice of Motion J(22)]

Report dated November 25, 2004, from the City Solicitor, entitled “44 and 46 Bernard Avenue,
Trinity-SpadinaWard 20" (See Minute 14.102, Page 142):

Purpose:

To report upon the results of an Ontario Muncipa Board (*OMB”) decison and to obtain authority
to enter into the associated implenting agreement regarding 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue.

Financid Implications and |mpact Stiatement:

There are no financia implications arisng from the adoption of this report.

Recommendation:

That the City enter into an agreement to secure the conditions imposed by the OMB upon the
severance and variance gppedls regarding 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue.

Background:

At its meeting held on June 22, 23 and 24, 2004, City Council adopted the Motion found at Item
J30), and thereby authorized the City Salicitor to attend a the OMB in opposition to an gpplication
by the owner of 44 and 46 Bernard Avenue to sever the site into two parcels. The basis for that
direction was the advice of staff of Urban Development Services that a rezoning application would
have better addressed and secured various issues. The owner had also agppedled an associated
minor variance gpplication, which had been sought instead of arezoning.

Comments.

Staff of Urban Development Services continued to work with the owner and by the time of the
OMB hearing, staff was satisfied that the severances and variances were gppropriate provided the
owner agreed to certain conditions. The conditions are those set out in Appendix “A” attached to
this report.

Accordingly, the OMB at the hearing held on October 19, 2004, approved the appeds subject to
the condition that the owner enter into an agreement to satisfy these conditions. It is therefore
gppropriate for the City to enter into the agreement required to secure these conditions.
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Condusons:

It is gppropriate for City Council to grant authority for the City to enter into an agreement to secure
the conditions imposed by the OMB upon the severance and variance apped s regarding 44 and 46
Bernard Avenue.

Contact:

Stephen M. Bradley, Solicitor
Legd ServicesDivison
Telephone (416) 392-7790
Fax (416) 397-4420
E-mall: Sbradley@toronto.ca

Attachment — Appendix “A”, Draft Conditions of Approva

Appendix “A”
Draft Conditions of Approva

44 — 46 Bernard Avenue

WHEREAS

A. The Owner, being Bernard Place Corporation, is currently the registered owner of the lands
at 44 — 46 Bernard Avenue in the City of Toronto (the “Site”);

B. The Site currently contains,

@ aresdentid building (the “Main Building”) on the portion of the Ste herein referred
to asthe Retained Lot, and

(b) aformer coach house (the “Coach House"), on the portion of the Site herein
referred to asthe Severed Lot;

C. Currently, within the Site,
@ the Main Building contains three dwdlling units,

(b) the Coach House contains one dwelling unit and parking for two vehicles, and
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(©

the Site dso has one surface parking space provided a the front of the
Main Building;

The Owner has proposed to sever the Site into two parcels conssting of the Retained Lot
and the Severed Lot and to redevelop the Site by,

@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€

replacing, with two enlarged dwelling units, the three dwelling units currently located
within Man Building,

replacing, with one enlarged dwelling unit, the dwelling unit and parking for two
vehicles currently contained within the Coach House,

providing parking for the three proposed replacement dwelling units by means of
surface parking,

providing pedestrian and vehicular access to the Coach House from Bernard
Avenue by way of adriveway (the “Driveway”) located within the Retained Lat,
and

providing sorm, sanitary and water services for the replacement dwelling unit to be
located within the Coach House, by way of servicesto be located undernesth the
surface of the Driveway;

To permit the proposed re-devel opment of the Site, the Owner gpplied to the Committee
of Adjusment for the City of Toronto for,

@

(b)

(©

aconsent to convey the Severed Lat, containing the Coach House, from the Site and
retain the Retained L ot, containing the Main Building (Committee of Adjustment file
B-011/04TEY),

variances from the provisons of City of Toronto Zoning By-lawv No. 438-86, as
amended, in respect of the Retaned Lot (Committee of Adjustment file
A-65/04TEY), and

variances from the provisons of City of Toronto Zoning By-law No. 438-86, as
amended, in respect of the Severed Lot (Committee of Adjusment file
A-66/04TEY);

The Committee of Adjustment refused the above noted gpplications;

The Owner has gppeded the decisons of the Committee of Adjustment to the Ontario
Municipa Board pursuant to Sections 45(12) and 53(19) of the Planning Act

(the “Appeds’);
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It is proposed that as a condition of dlowing the Appeds and granting the gpplications, the
Ontario Municipa Board shdl grant the gpplications subject to the conditions set out herein
pursuant to Sections 45(9), 45(18), 53(12) and 53(34) of the Planning Act, to be secured
by an Agreement between the City and the Owner, which the City may register againg the
Site and be entitled to enforce againgt the Owner and, subject to the Registry Act and the
Land Titles Act, any and al subsequent owners of the Site or any portion thereof.

The owner of the Siteis required to enter into an agreement with the City pursuant to Sections 45(9),
45(18), 53(12) and 53(34) of the Planning Act, to secure the conditions listed below, which
agreement isto bein aform satisfactory to the City with conditions providing for indexed escdation
of financid contributions, no credit for development charges, indemnity, insurance, GST, and
registration and priority of agreement:

1.

The proposad re-development of the Site, including dl landscaping related thereto, shdl be
undertaken and maintained substantialy in accordance with Plans [description of plansto
be inserted upon submission to and acceptance by UDS].

The Owner shdl submit to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services (“WES”)

for review and acceptance prior to any building permit being issued in respect of either the
Retained Lot or the Severed Lo,

@ dtesarvicing plans,

(b) agrading and drainage plan, and
(© agorm water management plan,
for the entire Site,

The Owner shdl comply with any requirements of WES in respect of release for condruction
of services.

The Owner shdl pay for the City engineering fees and ingpection fees in repect of plan
review and on Ste ingpections.

Prior to any building permit being issued in respect of either the Retained Lot or the Severed
Lot, the Owner shdll either,

@ submit to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, a verification that
the Coach House is within 90 metres of an existing fire hydrant, or
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

(b) pay to the City the cost of ingaling a new hydrant to meet the 90-metre
requirement.

The Owner shdl agree that the Driveway, located within the Retained Lot as shown on Plans
[description of plans showing location of Driveway to beinserted], shdl serveto connect the
Severed Lot to Bernard Avenue.

The Owner agreesto ingal, within the Driveway, below-grade sanitary and sorm services
and water services for the Coach House (the “ Coach House Services’) and, at the Owner’s
sole cog, provide al required municipa storm water connections, water service connections
and sanitary sewer connections in respect of the Coach House Services.

The Owner agrees that provision of the Driveway, in accordance with the Plans, and the
ingalation of the Coach House Services and associated municipa connections shall be
completed, in accordance with such plans as are accepted by WES, prior to or, at the latest,
concurrent with the proposed re-devel opment of the Coach House and that no occupancy
of the proposed new dwelling unit to be located within the Coach House shdl be permitted
until the said work is completed.

The Owner shdl provide, if requested by WES, as congtructed drawings of dl work required
to be done hereunder and, dso if requested by WES, a certificate from a consulting engineer
retained by the Owner, confirming thet al such work has been completed in accordance with
the drawings accepted by WES and in accordance with applicable City standards and
Specifications.

The Owner agreesthat the owner of the Retained Lot shal permit the owner and occupants
of the Severed Lot and the respective vistors and invitees, to have common vehicular and
pedestrian access over the Driveway and will grant such easements and rights-of-way as are
appropriate to secure such common access.

The Owner aso agrees that the owner of the Severed Lot shal permit the owner and
occupants of the Retained Lot and the respective vidtors and invitees, to have common
vehicular and pedestrian access over the Driveway.

The Owner agrees that owners from time to time of the Ste shdl maintain in perpetuity the
Driveway and the Coach House Services and that the owner(s) of the Retained Lot shall
permit the owners and occupants of the Severed Lot to have such accessto the Driveway
and the Coach House Services as may be necessary for the purpose of maintaining the same.

The Owner shdl plant one new tree within the City road dlowance as shown on the
Landscape Plan, date stamped , 2004, a atime and to the satisfaction of the
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Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism (“EDC & T”) and in
accordance with the following detalls.

@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€

()

()

)

Street Treesin Turf —in accordance with Planting Detail No. 101 for Baled and
Burlapped Treesin Turf Areas, dated June 2002,

the owner shdl ensure that the tree planted on City property is 70 mm cdiper
minimum,

the owner shal ensure a dearance of 1.2 metres from the edge of the treg sroot ball
to the edge of the underground utility(s), provided that a clearance of lessthan 1.2
metres but greater than or equa to 0.6 metres may be permitted provided a root
deflector satidfactory to EDC & T isingdled in the tree pit between the treg' s root
bal and the utility(ies),

the owner shdl provide atwo-year renewable guarantee for dl new tree plantings
within the City road alowance and shal notify the Supervisor of Urban Forestry
Panning and Protection, in writing of the planting date prior to planting, which dete
shdl be used to establish the anniversary date of the required two-year renewable
guarantee,

the owner shdl maintain dl new tree plantings within the City road dlowance in good
condition,

the tree will be ingpected during and prior to the end of the renewable guarantee
period and provided the tree is in good condition at the end of the renewable
guarantee period, the City will assume maintenance and ownership of the trees,

the owner shdl be respongble for the maintenance or replacement of the new tree
planting within the City road dlowance if during or a the end of the renewable
guarantee period the tree is not in good condition and requires maintenance or
requires replacement,

the owner will be respongble for rectifying any problem as determined by and to the
satifaction of the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism,

in the event the ingtdled tree is not acceptable, the owner shal plant areplacement
tree and shal maintain such tree within the City road alowance in good condition
and shdll provide an additional two-year renewable guarantee,
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0

(k)

0

the owner shdl, prior to the issuance of a Landscape Permit (by Works and
Emergency Services, Trangportation Services, Right of Way Management) and
prior to any building permit being issued in respect of ether the Retained Lot or the
Severed Lot, provide atree planting security deposit in the form of anirrevocable
Letter of Credit or certified cheque payable to the Treasurer, City of Toronto, in the
amount of $588.00 for new tree planting within the City Road alowance,

the tree planting security deposit must be submitted to the attention of the Supervisor
of Urban Forestry Planning and Protection and the security deposit will be drawn
upon to cover al cogs incurred by the City of Toronto in enforcing and ensuring
that the tree is planted and kept in a hedthy and vigorous state during the two-year
guarantee period, and

the owner shdll agree that the Commissioner of Economic Deve opment, Culture and
Tourism shdl hold the tree planting security depost for the duration of the
renewable guarantee period.
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ATTACHMENT 9 [Notice of Motion J(28)]

Report dated November 29, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Devel opment Services, entitled
“Authority to Amend the Section 37 Agreement Site Plan Approva Application 03 035080 STE
28 SA, Applicant: Goodman and Carr, Architect: Page + Stedle

33 Bay Street” (See Minute 14.108, Page 151):

Purpose:

To recommend changes to the existing Section 37 Agreement related to the deletion of a requirement
for aHarbour Street overhead wakway and replacement with afunding requirement from the owner
of 33 Bay Street for streetscgping improvements on the east Sde of Y onge Street between the south
curb of Harbour Street and north curb of Lake Shore Boulevard East, and in the Y onge Street
rallway underpass south of The Esplanade.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendation

It is recommended that Council’s actions of June 24, 25, and 26, 2003 (Toronto and East Y ork
Community Council Report 6, Clause 18) be amended to change the Section 37 Agreement to
delete the requirement for a Harbour Street overhead walkway and add a requirement for afinancid

payment from the owner to the City, pad
prior to the issuance of an above grade
permit, for $550,000 indexed to 2003
dollars for streetscaping improvements to
the east Sde of Yonge Street between the
south curb of Harbour Street and north curb
of Lake Shore Boulevad East, and
sdewdk lighting in the Y onge Street railway
underpass south of The Esplanade to be
completed by the Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services, and that the
gopropricte City officids execute such
Agreemen. —

BAY ST

BAY BT

|
5 N

Background: [C]  33BAY STREET i i
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33 Bay Street is the Site of a multi-phase 1,771 unit condominium project gpproved in 2003 and
currently under construction.

The existing Section 37 Agreement requires the owner of 33 Bay Street to congtruct and maintain
a Harbour Street overhead wakway connecting the City owned Conference Centre a 11 Bay
Street to parking for the conference centre located a 33 Bay Street. Through community
consultation and gtaff review, it was determined that the overhead walkway is no longer considered
to be desirable or appropriate. A staff report dated May 22, 2003 recommending, among other
things, the ddetion of the overhead wakway, the substitution of other streetscape improvements and
other amendments to the Section 37 Agreement was approved by City Council on June 24 to 26,
2003.

In 2004, Urban Development Services and Works and Emergency Services gaff continued
development of the Lower Y onge Street and Lower Bay Street Pedestrian Promenade Plan for the
area bordered by Front Street on the north and Queens Quay on the south. This plan will guide
Streetscape improvements to be secured through Section 37 Agreements and devel opment
agreementsfor gtesinthearea. Included in the plan are improvements for City owned lands on the
east Sde of Yonge Street between the railway south of The Esplanade and Harbour Street. The
improvements in the vicinity of 33 Bay Street on the east Sde of Y onge Street are to be secured
through an amendment to the Section 37 Agreement for 33 Bay Street. The technicd review of the
Promenade Plan is ongoing and will include consideration of the type of streetscaping for the east
sde of Yonge Strest.

Beow grade congtruction on thefirgt phase of the building at 33 Bay Street is underway. An above
grade permit is expected by the end of 2004. The owner is required to have an amended and
executed Section 37 Agreement, and dte plan gpprova in place prior to an above grade permit
being issued.

Comments.

In 2003, staff determined that the replacement vaue of the construction and maintenance of the
overhead walkway was $550,000. The owner has requested that Snce the design of the Promenade
Plan has not received find gpprova, that afinancid payment of $550,000 made to the City prior to
the issuance of an above grade permit, for the streetscape improvements on the east Side of Yonge
Street and in the Yonge Street railway underpass south of The Esplanade. The funds would be
deposited into the appropriate Works and Emergency Services account. Staff recommend that the
contribution be indexed to 2003 dollars.

Condusions:

Staff recommend that the Section 37 Agreement amendments previoudy authorized by Council
related to the deletion of a Harbour Street overhead wakway be further amended to provide for a
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financid payment from the owner to the City prior to the issuance of an above grade permit, for
$550,000 indexed to 2003 dollars for streetscaping improvements to the east Side of Y onge Street
between the south curb of Harbour Street and north curb of Lake Shore Boulevard East, and
sdewdk lighting in the Y onge Street railway underpass south of The Esplanade, to be completed
by the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services.

Contact:

Al Rezoski, Senior Planner - Downtown Section
Ph: (416) 392-0481

Fax: (416) 392-1330

Emal: arezosk@toronto.ca
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ATTACHMENT 10 [Notice of Mation J(34)]

Report dated November 30, 2004, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism, entitled “ Shared Use Agreement with Toronto French School Board for use of Outdoor
Green Space a Pierre Elliot Trudeau School, Ward 19, Trinity-Spadina’ (See Minute 14.114, Page
160).

Purpose:

This report seeks ddegated authority for the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism and the City Solicitor in consultation with the Ward Councillor, to enter into anoming sum
agreement with the Consail Scolaire Public de Digtrict du Centre-Sud-Quest (CSDCSO) for the use
of greenspace a the TDSB property located at 65 Grace Street.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

Thisisanomind sum lease and carries no financid implications for the City of Toronto.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

Q) Council authorize the City to enter into a 999 year nomind sum Shared Use Agreement with
the CSDCSO, effective upon the date of regidration of the transfer of the land from the
TDSB to the CSDCSO, for the use of the playing fieds as parkland and a playground for
the community and the congtruction of fences at Ecole Pierre Elliot Trudeau School in
accordance with terms and conditions deemed necessary by the Commissioner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism, and the City Solicitor in consultation with the Ward
Coundillor; and

2 the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give
effect thereto.

Background:

The Toronto Digtrict School Board (TDSB) currently owns the school Site located at 65 Grace
Street which consists of a Junior School and related outdoor amenity area and greengpace, which
isapark deficient area.  The facility has been closed and been offered for sale to other school
boards and interest was expressed by the Consall Scolaire Public de Didtrict du Centre-Sud-Quest
(CSDCS0). The City had previoudy requested that the use of outdoor greenspace for the use of
the community in perpetuity be protected within the sde of the property.  The TDSB has concluded
negotiations with the CSDCSO and agreed to a sde of the property subject to an agreement being
reached with the City of Toronto regarding the ongoing use of the playground and greenspace. The
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TDSB has set adeadline of December 15, 2004, for the completion of the agreement.
Comments:

The negoatiations with the CSDCSO are dose to being completed. The prdiminary negotiations have
embodied the principle that a permanent shared use agreement, at anomina sum, be entered into
between the City of Toronto and the CSDCSO which protects the use of the playing fields and
playground for the community outside of the norma operating times of the school. Further, there
will be conditions placed on the erection of fences on the property in order to protect the use of the
gte by the community.

The remaining terms and condiitions are being findized. Deegated authority is required to the
Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism and the City Solicitor in consultation
with the Local Ward Councillor to findize negotiations and execute this agreement in order to meet
the December 15, 2004, timedline set by the TDSB. There will be no ongoing operating costs, or
other financid impacts on the City of this agreement.

Condusions:

This report seeks delegated authority to finalize an agreement with the CDSCSO to protect the
community interest in the use of the greenspace associated with the sde of the property by the
TDSB. There are no financid implications and this delegated authority is required in order to dlow
the sale of the property by the TDSB to proceed by December 15, 2004.

Contact:

Brenda Librecz, Acting Generd Manager, Parks and Recregtion Divison
(416) 392-8182

(416) 392-8565 FAX

blibrec@toronto.ca
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ATTACHMENT 11 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(40)]

Appendices A and B to Notice of Motion J40) (See Minute 14.120, Page 170):

Appendix A
Purchase of Service Per Diem Payments Based upon 100% Bed Occupancy

Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January
Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per Diem Per Diem Per Diem
Provider Per Diem Payments Payments Payments

Payments (Maximum) (Maximum) (Maximum)
Beatrice House 80 $124,800 $128,960 $128,960
Central 50 $67,500 $69,750 $69,750
Neighbourhood
House — Met
Church
Christie Ossington | 45 $70,200 $72,540 $72,540
-Men’s Shelter
Christie Ossington | 17 $30,600 $31,620 $31,620
Centre—Women’'s
Shelter
Cornerstone 50 $49,500 $51,500 $51,500
Tabernacle
COSTI — 16 $14,400 $14,880 $14,880
Reception Centre
Council Fire 61 $82,350 $35,095 $35,095
Covenant House | 4 $151,528 $146,640 $151,528 $151,528
Covenant House— | 28 $45,136 $43,680 $45,136 $45,136
Second Stage
Dixon Hall —60 70 $108,500 $105,000 $108,500 $108,500
Richmond
Dixon Hal — 70 $112,840 $109,200 $112,840 $112,840
Heyworth House
Dixon Hall — 55 $41,250 $42,625 $42,625
Schoolhouse
Dixon Hall —Out 110 $166,112 $166,112 $166,112
of the Cold (nightly

average)

Evasinitiatives— | 50 $79,500 $32,150 $82,150
Phoenix
Eva'slnitiatives— | 32 $50,880 $52,576 $52,576
Place
Eva'sinitiatives— | 30 $65,556 $67,741.20 $67,741.20
Satellite
Fife House — 5 $2,400 $2,480 $2,480
Denison
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Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January
Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per Diem Per Diem Per Diem
Provider Per Diem Payments Payments Payments

Payments (Maximum) (Maximum) (Maximum)
Fife House — 6 $2,880 $2,976 $2,976
Gladstone
Fife House — 5 $2,400 $2,480 $2,480
Hastings
Fred Victor Centre | 40 $63,600 $65,720 $65,720
Good Shepherd 91 $111,429.50 $107,835 $111,429.50 $111,429.50
Refuge
Good Shepherd 5 $3,255 $3,150 $3,255 $3,255
Refuge — Barrett
House
Homes First 30 $57,150 $59,055 $59,055
Society — Savard’' s
Homes First 76 $63,000 $63,000 $63,000
Society — Strachan
Horizonsfor $55,650 $57,505 $57,505
Y outh
Native Men’s 63 $98,280 $101,556 $101,556
Residence -
Native Men’s 52 $82,680 $35,436 $35,436
Residence—
Tumivut
Native Child & 12 $18,720 $19,344 $19,344
Family Services
Nellie's 20 $31,800 $32,860 $32,860
Salvation Army — | 77 $122,430 $126,511 $126,511
Evangeline
Residence
Salvation Army — | 60 $95,400 $98,580 $98,580
Florence Booth
Salvation Army — | 108 $129,600 $133,920 $133920
Gateway
Salvation Army — | 108 $118,260 $122,202 $122,202
Hope Shelter
Salvation Army — | 260 $234,000 $241,800 $241,800
Maxwell Meighen
Salvation Army — | 60 $66,600 $68,820 $68,820
Riverdale
Scarborough 60 $85,860 $38,722 $88,722
Hope
Scott Mission 45 $47,250 $48,825 $48,825
Second Base 56 $89,040 $92,008 $92,008
Y outh Shelter
Sojourn House 50 $72,000 $74,400 $74,400
St. Mathias House | 10 $4,800 $4,960 $4,960
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Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January

Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per Diem Per Diem Per Diem

Provider Per Diem Payments Payments Payments
Payments (Maximum) (Maximum) (Maximum)

—Bellwoods

St. Simon’s Shelter | 60 $81,000 $33,700 $33,700

Street Haven 30 $47,700 $49,290 $49,290

St. Vincent DePaul | 20 $45,000 $46,500 $46,500

—Amdie

St. Vincent DePaul | 40 $63,600 $65,720 $65,720

—ElisaHouse

St. Vincent DePaul | 38 $60,420 $62,434 $62,434

—Mary’sHome

St. Vincent DePaul | 28 $29,400 $30,380 $30,380

—St. Clare's

Residence

Treasure House 48 $67,680 $69,936 $69,936

Toronto 24 $37,440 $38,688 $38,688

Community Hostel

Toronto Recovery | 24 $28,188 $29,127.60 $29,127.60

House

Touchstone 33 $59,400 $61,380 $61,380

Y outh Shelter

Turning Point 50 $79,500 $82,150 $82,150

University 65 $66,300 $68,510 $68,510

Settlement

Woodgreen — 75 $141,825 $137,250 $141,825 $141,825

Lawerence

Woodgreen — 70 $132,370 $128,100 $132,370 $132,370

Queen

Woodgreen — 50 $94,550 $91,500 $94,550 $94,550

Woverleigh

World Vision 80 $100,800 $104,160 $104,160

YMCA House 50 $79,500 $82,150 $82,150

Y outh Without 30 $47,700 $49,290 $49,290

Shelter

YWCA —First 55 $87,450 $90,365 $90,365

Stop Woodlawn

Extreme Weather/ | 107 $51,800 $51,800 $51,800 $51,800

Cold Alert Beds

for various

agencies
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Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January
Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per Diem Per Diem Per Diem
Provider Per Diem Payments Payments Payments

Payments (Maximum) (Maximum) (Maximum)
Motels (Lido Max.325, $292,000 $292,000 $292,000 $292,000
Motel, Maple Leaf | capacity
Motel, Gateway fluctuate
Motel and S
Roycroft Motel)
Habitat Housing 931 $585,000 $585,000 $585,000 $585,000
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Appendix B
Per sonal Needs Allowance Payments Based upon 100% Bed Occupancy Eligibility
Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January
Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per sonal Needs Personal Needs | Personal
Provider Per sonal Allowance Allowance Needs
Needs Payment Payment Allowance
Allowance (Maximum) (Maximum) Payment
Payment (Maximum)
Beatrice House $9,000 $9,300 $9,300
Central 50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50
Neighbourhood
House — Met
Church
Christie Ossington | 45 $5,062.50 $5,231.25 $5,231.25
—Men'’ s Shelter
Christie Ossington | 17 $1,912.50 $1,976.50 $1,976.50
Centre—Women's
Shelter
Cornerstone 50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50
Tabernacle
COSTI - 16 $1,800 $1,860 $1,860
Reception Centre
Covenant House | 122 $10,927.50 $10,575 $10,927.50 $10,927.50
Dixon Hall — 60 70 $8,137.50 $7,875 $8,137.50 $8,137.50
Richmond
Dixon Hall — 70 $8,137.50 $7,875 $8,137.50 $8,137.50
Heyworth House
Evasinitiatives— | 50 $5,625 $5,812.20 $5,812.20
Phoenix
Eva'slnitiatives— | 32 $3,600 $3,720 $3,720
Place
Eva'slnitiatives— | 30 $3,375 $3,487.50 $3487.50
Satellite
Fred Victor Centre | 40 $4,500 $4,650 $4,650
Good Shepherd 91 $10,237.50 $10,578.75 $10,578.75
Refuge
Homes First 30 $3,375 $3,487.50 $3,487.50
Society — Savard’'s
Homes First 76 $850 $900 $900
Society — Strachan
Horizonsfor $3,937.50 $4,068.75 $4,068.75
Y outh
Native Men’s $7,087.50 $7,323.75 $7,323.75
Residence -
Native Men's 52 $5,850 $6,045 $6,045
Residence—

Tumivut
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Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January

Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per sonal Needs Personal Needs | Personal

Provider Per sonal Allowance Allowance Needs
Needs Payment Payment Allowance
Allowance (Maximum) (Maximum) Payment
Payment (Maximum)

Native Child & 12 $1,350 $1,395 $1,395

Family Services

Ndlie's 20 $2,250 $2,325 $2,325

Savation Army — | 77 $3,437.50 $8,718.75 $8,718.75

Evangeline

Residence

Salvation Army — | 60 $6,750 $6,975 $6,975

Florence Booth

Salvation Army — | 108 $12,150 $12555 $12,555

Gateway

Salvation Army — | 108 $12,150 $12,555 $12,555

Hope Shelter

Salvation Army — | 260 $29,250 $30,225 $30,225

Maxwell Meighen

Salvation Army — | 60 $6,750 $6,975 $6,975

Riverdale

Scarborough 60 $6,750 $6,975 $6,975

Hope

Scott Mission 45 $5,062 $5,231.25 $5,231.25

Second Base 56 $6,300 $6,510 $6,510

Y outh Shelter

Sojourn House 50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50

St. Simon’s Shelter | 60 $6,750 $6,975 $6,975

Street Haven 30 $3,375 $3,487.50 $3,487.50

St. Vincent DePaul | 20 $2,250 $2,325 $2,325

—Amdie

St. Vincent DePaul | 40 $4,500 $4,650 $4,650

—ElisaHouse

St. Vincent DePaul | 38 $4,275 $4,417.50 $4,417.50

—Mary’'sHome

Treasure House 48 $5,400 $5,580 $5,580

Toronto 24 $2,700 $2,790 $2,790

Community Hostel

Toronto Recovery | 24 $2,700 $2,790 $2,790

House

Touchstone 33 $3,712.50 $3,836.25 $3,836.25

Y outh Shelter

Turning Point 50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50
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Purchase of Number | 2004 October | 2004 November 2004 December | 2005 January

Service Shelter of Beds Outstanding Per sonal Needs Personal Needs | Personal

Provider Per sonal Allowance Allowance Needs
Needs Payment Payment Allowance
Allowance (Maximum) (Maximum) Payment
Payment (Maximum)

Woodgreen — 75 $8,718.75 $3,437.50 $8,718.75 $8,718.75

Lawerence

Woodgreen — 70 $8,137.50 $7,875 $8,137.50 $8,137.50

Queen

Woodgreen — 50 $5,812.50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50

Woverleigh

World Vision 80 $9,000 $9,300 $9,300

YMCA House 50 $5,625 $5,812.50 $5,812.50

Y outh Without 30 $3,375 $3,487.50 $3,487.50

Shelter

YWCA —First 55 $6,187.50 $6,393.75 $6,393.75

Stop Woodlawn
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ATTACHMENT 12 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(41)]

Report dated December 1, 2004, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled
“Proposed Amendment to Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 to Prohibit Large Restaurants and
Clubs in the King-Spadina Part |1 Area, Rezoning 04 119456 000 00 OZ, Ward 20 — Trinity-
Spadina” (See Minute 14.121, Page 172)

Purpose:

To amend the in-force Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 on lands west of Spadina Avenuein
the King-Spadina Part || Plan area to prohibit the development, addition, and/or conversion of new
and/or exigting restaurants or clubswith a“non-resdentid grossfloor ared’ greater than 200 square
metres.

Financid Implications and |mpact Stiatement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that City Council:

Q) amend Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 to include a redtriction on the Sze of dl new
restaurants and clubs within the lands west of Spadina Avenue in the King-Spadina Part 11
Pan to 200 square metres in accordance with the Zoning By-law Amendment attached as
Attachment 1; and

2 request the Commissioner of Urban Development Services to expand the review of
entertainment facilities to include restaurants and clubs for those lands west of Spadina
Avenue in the King-Spadina Part 11 Plan areathat are identified on Attachment 2.

Background:
King-Spadina Part |1 Plan

City Council adopted the King-Spadina Part 11 Plan in April 1996 to encourage revitdization of the
King-Spadina area, bounded generaly by Queen Street West, Simcoe Street, Front Street We<,
and Bathurst Street. The areahad seen adedline initstraditiona manufacturing base. This Part |1
Plan was established to encourage flexible development of avery wide variety of resdentid, retall,
entertainment, office and light industrid uses, and it has been highly successful. The Reinvestment
Area (RA) designation of the Part 11 Plan appliesto most of the Plan areaand is the most permissve
designation, dlowing dmost any modern, legd urban activity. Between 1996 and 2001 aone, over
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4,400 resdentid units were developed and employment in the area increased by approximately
3,500 jobs.

Interim Control By-law

City Council adopted Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 to prohibit entertainment facilities on
lands west of Spadina Avenue between Front Street West, Queen Street, and Bathurst Street for
aperiod of oneyear to review potentid conflicts between resdentid and entertainment uses. Notice
of adoption of the Interim Control By-law was issued by the City Clerk on March 31, 2004.

Comments.
Restaurant and Club Uses

Restaurant and Club uses are permitted in the Reinvestment Area (RA) zone as per the Toronto
Zoning By-law No. 438-86, but the use definition does not distinguish between a restaurant and a
lounge, which may serve food and beverages, but may aso provide a dance floor and music. The
zoning definition of restaurant, which aso includes bars, requires that a tota of no more than 6
percent or 47 square metres of the floor area be used for entertainment, thet is, for the purposes of
adance floor, stage, teletheatre gambling, disc jockey space, sound room, etc.

Rationde for the further restriction of Interim Control By-law 158-2004

Since the adoption of the Interim Control By-law at City Council’s meeting of March 3, 2004, no
new or additions to entertainment facilities, which includes nightclubs, are permitted in the western
portion of the King-Spadina Part |1 Plan area. The ICBL applies to the lands encompassed by
Front Street, Smcoe Street, Spadina Avenue and Bathurst Street.  This area saw a sgnificant
increase in the number of entertainment facilities prior to the adoption of the Interim Control By-law.

Of late, the area gppears to be experiencing an increase in the number of restaurants which are
operating as lounges/clubs. Due to the absence of a Size redtriction on restaurants, lounges/clubs
circumvent the Interim Control By-law restrictions and are operating in the King-Spadina Interim
Control By-law area. The establishment of lounges/clubs throughout the restaurant permission and
during the study period is of concern asit may jeopardize the outcome of the study.

To prevent new restaurants/clubs from opening and “operating” as entertainment facilities, saff are
recommending arestriction on their sze through an amendment to the existing Interim Control By-
law. The proposa to amend the Interim Control By-law 458-2004 to include a restriction on
restaurants larger than 200 square metres would alow City Planning to prevent new lounges/clubs
from Stuating and operating under the guise of arestaurant in the King-Spadina area until such time
as they can adequately be studied and determined to be suitable or unsuitable for the area.
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Given the conflicts with residentid uses, a planning study should be undertaken for the areawest of
Spadina Avenue between Front Street and Queen Street before the area sees a marked increase
in the number of restaurants Stuating there. The study would review the issues and concerns
expressed by arearesidents, as well as those issues and concerns associated with large restaurants
and would come to a conclusion about whether or not their sze should be restricted as per an
amending By-law.

The Interim Control By-law would not prevent lawfully existing entertainment facilities, restaurants,
or clubs from continuing to operate.

Condusons:

The amendment of Interim Control By-law 158-2004 for the lands identified in Attachment 2 will
alow the City to undertake the necessary review of the land use policies as they apply to restaurants
and clubs in the area west of Spadina Avenue in the King-Spadina Part 11 Plan area. Given the
impacts asociated with entertainment facilities and use of restaurants as lounges, the amendment of
the exigting Interim Control By-law authorized under Section 38 of the Planning Act is gppropriate.

Contact:

Heather Hood, Planner, East Section
Telephone: 416-392-9337

Fax: 416-392-1330
E-mal: hhood@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachments.

Attachment 1: Zoning By-lawv Amendment
Attachment 2: Study AreaMap

Attachment 1. Zoning By-law Amendment
CITY OF TORONTO

BY-LAW NO.

To amend interim control By-law No. 158-2004, affecting those lands generdly bounded by Queen
Street, Spadina Avenue, Front Street West, and Bathurst Street.

WHEREAS Council, at its meeting of November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004 adopted a report
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services dated November 30, 2004 directing that
Interim Control By-law No. 158-2004 be amended to include provisions to introduce additional
redtrictions on land use within the lands west of Spadina within the King-Spadina Part || Plan area
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and directed that the review of entertainment facilitiesin this area be expanded to include restaurants
and clubs;

WHEREAS Section 38 of the Planning Act permits the Council of amunicipdity to passaby-law
prohibiting the use of land, buildings or structures within the defined area under review for, or except
for, such purposes as are set out in the by-law;

THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Toronto enacts as follows:

1. By-law No. 158-2004, being “A By-law to effect interim control on those lands generdly
bounded by Queen Street West, Spadina Avenue, Front Street West and Bathurst Street”
is hereby amended by renumbering Sections 2 and 3 as Sections 3 and 4 respectively, and
by insarting anew Section 2 asfollows:

2. “No person shdl within the lands shown within the heavy lines on the map attached to this
By-law, use any land or erect or use any building or sructure or any addition to any building
or sructure for the purpose of arestaurant or acub unlessthetotd of thenon-residential
gross floor area used for the restaurant or club or any combination of such uses does not
exceed 200 square metres.”

ENACTED AND PASSED this day of , A.D. 2004.

DAVID R. MILLER ULLI S. WATKISS
Mayor City Clerk
(Corporate Sedl)
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Attachment 2. Study Area Map
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ATTACHMENT 13 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(42)]

Appendices 1 and 2 to the confidentia report dated December 1, 2004, from the City Solicitor,
which are now public (See Minute 14.122, Page 173):

Appendix 1

The conditions below formed part of the Ontario Municipa Board decison number 1617 of Vice
Chair Lee dated October 7, 2004. The content also formed Exhibit 23 in the hearing record.

1.

2.

All garbage shdl be stored ingde the building within a refrigerated room;

A new screen shal be congtructed on the roof, in accordance with the recommendations of
the Noise Report submitted by Mr. Mihalj, to ensure that there will be no adverse noise
impacts to the surrounding neighbours from the proposed HVAC system to be ingtdled
upon the roof or the existing one-storey building.

The owner of the lands will ingal a mechanica system to ensure that there are no adverse
odour conditions resulting from the operation of a restaurant use, which system shdl be
condructed and ingtalled in accordance with the standards and conditions recommended by
the owner’ sar qudity consultant as contained in the October 2003 report of Environmetrex,
which mechanica equipment will be located on the south-east portion of the existing roof
dructure; and

The owner of the lands will ensure that the odour control mechanism is maintained in
accordance with the pecifications of the system and further, that the City shdl be permitted
to ingpect such system once a year, 0 long as the City and the Owner co-ordinate a
reasonable inspection time which does not conflict with the ordinary operation of the
restaurant use.

Appendix 2

The City Salicitor be authorized to request the OMB to amend its decison such that:

A.

Conditions 1, 2, and 3 remain the same and condition 4 be amended to read as follows;

4. The owner of the lands will ensure that the odour control mechanism is maintained
in accordance with the specifications of the system. Further, that the owner will
provide the City with a certificate at the time of gpplication for a restaurant licence
and every renewd thereof, from arecognized air qudity consultant confirming that
the mechanica system referred to above, continues to be operating in accordance
with the standards and conditions recommended in the October 2003 report of
Environmetrex (and filed with the City). No issuance or renewa of the restaurant
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licence will occur without the provision of such certificate.
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUMMARY
Notices of Motion
Submitted by the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer
Council Meeting — November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004
Motion Operating | Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments
J(1) The Corporal Fred Topham, Victoria $25,000 $0 See FIS. Consider.
Cross Fundraising Project
J(2) Request for Report - Insurance against $0 $0 Consider
Acts of Terrorism
J(3) Protection and Preservation of East $2,000 $0 See FIS. Consider.
York History and Heritage
J(4) Request to Waive Sign Variance and | $(625,46) $0 See FIS. Consider.
Permit Fees for a First Party Sign at 33
Hahn Place
J(5) Installation of Communication Towers $0 $0 Consider.
- Regulation and Community Input
J(6) Indemnity Agreements for Using $0 $0 Consider.
Donated Venues/Vehicles for Fire
Fighters Toy Drive
J7) Request to Instal a Temporary $1,500 $0 See FIS. Consider.
Sidewalk - Richmond Street West,
south side, between Peter Street and
Spadina Avenue
J(8) Acquisition of Easement for Operation Confidential. See FIS.
of Bloor-Danforth Subway — 130 Bloor
Street West
J(9) Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - $0 $0 Consider.
Golfdown Drive (Ward 2 - Etobicoke
North
J(10) Clarification of the Implementation of $0 $0 Consider.

the Municipal Freedom of Information
and Protection of Privacy Act (The
Act) - Requests for Information by
Members of Council
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Motion

Operating

Capital

#

Title

$ (net)

$ (net)

Comments

J11)

Licensing Issues — Traditional Chinese
Medicine and Acupuncture Practitioners

$0

$0

Consider.

J12)

Terms of Reference for the Roundtable
on Access, Equity and Human Rights

$0

$0

Consider.

X13)

Appointment to the Roundtable on Arts
and Culture

Consider.

J(14)

Designation of Korea Town Business
Improvement Area

Consider.

J(15)

Designation of Queens  Quay
Harbourfront Business |mprovement
Area

Consider.

J(16)

City of Toronto v. Allstream Corp. —
Settlement Offer

Confidential. SeeFIS

J(17)

City Council Support for the “West-
Toronto Railpath” Initiative in CN
Weston Subdivison and Related
Transportation Projects

Consider.

J(18)

Instructions to request a Review of an
Ontario Municipal Board Decision —
151, 153, 165 and 169 &. Clair Avenue
West

Consider.

J(19)

Instructions to request a Review of an
Ontario Municipal Board Decision —
151, 153, 165 and 169 St. Clair Avenue
West

Consider.

J(20)

Supply and Delivery of Medical Grade
Oxygen — Extension of 2004 Contract
to MagGas Medica Inc. and Award of
Quotation Request No. 6613-04-3291 to
Gas Pro, a Division of Professional
Respiratory Home Care Services Corp.

$90,000

See FIS. Consider.

J21)

Support for the Efforts of the
Undocumented Workers Committee

Consider.
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Motion Operating | Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments

J(22) Ontario Municipa Board Hearing - $0 $0 Consider.
44 and 46 Bernard Avenue

J(23) 1200 Weston Road — Opposition to $0 $0 Consider.
Application for a Liquor Licence

J(24) 1501 Y onge Street — Toronto Parking $0 $0 Consider.
Authority Parking Lot Amendment to
Turn Prohibitions

J(25) Authority to Enter Into Agreements| $435,000 $0 See FIS. Consider.
with the Owners of 438 King Street
West, 23 Brant Street and 38 Niagara
Street under Section 45(9) of The
Planning Act

J(26) By-law to Regulate Vibrations Caused $40,000 $0 See FIS. Consider.
by Construction Activity

J(27) Labour Negotiations $0 $0 Consider.

J(28) Authority to Amend the Section 37 | $550,000 $0 See FIS. Consider.
Agreement — 33 Bay Street

J(29) Ontario Municipal Board Appeas — Confidential. SeeFIS
3025 Finch Avenue West

J(30) Naming of Fountain in Honour of Alex $0 $0 Consider.
Ling

J(31) Ontario Municipa Board Hearing — 169 Confidential. See FIS.
John Street

J(32) Information Pillar Pilot Project — $0 $0 Consider.
Inclusion of Business Improvement
Areasin Pilot Project

J(33) Harbour Remediation & Transfer Inc. Confidential. See FIS.

Clam and Reated Third Party Claim
Concerning Fred Dominelli and 939923
Ontario Limited
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Motion

Operating

Capital

#

Title

$ (net)

$ (net)

Comments

J(34)

Approval to Enter into a Shared Use
Agreement with the Conseil Scolaire
Public de District du Centre-Sud-Ouest
(CSDCS0), for the Use of the Playing
Fields at Pierre Elliot Trudeau School

$0

$0

Consider.

J(35)

Parking Regulations on Ted Reeve
Drive, Whistle Post Street, William
Hancox Avenue and Crossovers
Street— “One  Hour Maximum,
8:00am. to 6:00 p.m.,, Monday to
Friday

See FIS. Consider.

J(36)

Licence Fees for Private Parking
Enforcement Agencies

Refer to Standing Cttee.

J(37)

Audit of the Let’s Build Project Funding
Agreements

Consider.

J(38)

OMB Apped — Application for Front
Yard Parking at 1501 Idlington Avenue

Consider.
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 1 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(1)]
(See Minute 14.81, Page 109)

Financial Implications:

L] oOperating
L1 current year impacts: $ 25,000 (Net) 1 Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
L] New revenues [] Tax rate impact
[J Balance Sheet Liability O other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[] Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(1) — To be absorbed within the 2004 City Council Operating Budget.

X Consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 2 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(3)]
(See Minute 14.83, Page 112)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $ 2,000 (Net) 1 Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

X Funding sources (specify):

X Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
L] New revenues [] Tax rate impact
[J Balance Sheet Liability O other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(3) — Funding for the Signage will be made available within the existing Facilities and Real
Estate 2004 Operating Budget. However, this contradicts the City’s Corporate Identity Program, which was
approved in 2000 by City Council. This is a policy issue.

X Consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 289
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004




290 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004

FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 3 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(4)]
(See Minute 14.84, Page 113)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X cCurrent year impacts: $ (625.46) _ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions O other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

0  Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(4) — Lost revenue of $625.26

X cConsider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date:
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 4 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(7)]
(See Minute 14.87, Page 117)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $ 1,500 (net) X Future year impacts: $0 (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

X Funding sources (specify):

X Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
X Impact on staffing levels: 0 (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(7) — 4" Whereas indicates cost is $1,500 and program will absorb.

X cConsider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 5 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(20)]
(See Minute 14.100, Page 138)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $ 90,000 (net) X Future year impacts: $ 744,957 (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

X Funding sources (specify):

X Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
X Impact on staffing levels: 0 (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions I other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

0  Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(20) — Financial Impacts in attached report.

X cConsider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 6 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(25)]
(See Minute 14.105, Page 146)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $435,000 (net) 1 Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

[0  service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(25) — By granting the variance, the operating revenue is $435,000 under Section 45(9) of

the Planning Act.

X cConsider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 7 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(26)]
(See Minute 14.106, Page 148)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) X Future year impacts: $40,000 (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(26) — The department reports that no funding has been provided in 2005 Budget Request.
The funding issue to be referred to Budget Advisory Committee for consideration with UDS 2005 Operating

Budget.

X Consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 8 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(28)]
(See Minute 14.108, Page 151)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $550,000 (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(28) — Revised agreement results in $550,000 in revenue for Street Scape Improvements.

X cConsider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 9 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(35)]
(See Minute 14.115, Page 162)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $ 1,000 (net) X Future year impacts: $0 (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

X Funding sources (specify):

X Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
X Impact on staffing levels: 0 (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
O] Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions I other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs; $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

0  Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(35) — 4" Whereas indicates cost is $1,000 and program will absorb.

X cConsider [ Refer to Standing Committee
Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: December 1, 2004



