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MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL

OF THE

CITY OF TORONTO

WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 2005
City Council met in the Council Chamber, City Hall, Toronto.
CALL TO ORDER - 9:40 a.m.
21  Mayor Miller took the Chair and called the Members to order.

The meeting opened with O Canada.

PRESENTATION OF REPORTS
2.2  Councillor Bakissoon presented the following Reports for congderation by Council:

Deferred Clauses from October 26, 27 and 28, 2004:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clause 1d
Administration Committee Report 8, Clause 8d
Board of Hedlth Report 7, Clause 1d

Deferred Clauses from November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004:

Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7¢
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 9b

Deferred Clauses from December 6, 2004:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 41c
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Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 6¢
Works Committee Report 10, Clause 10c
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 1¢ and 2¢

Deferred Clauses from February 1, 2 and 3, 2005:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clauses 6a, 14aand 24a
Adminigtration Committee Report 1, Clauses 2aand 5a

Audit Committee Report 1, Clause 1a

Board of Hedth Report 1, Clause 1a

Community Services Committee Report 1, Clause 3a

Community Services Committee Report 2, Clause 1a

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Clauses 1laand 9a
Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 2, Clause 6a
Panning and Trangportation Committee Report 1, Clauses 1laand 2a
Works Committee Report 2, Clause 3a

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 5a, 6a, and 25a

North York Community Council Report 1, Clauses 10a, 30aand 35a

Scarborough Community Council Report 1, Clauses 1aand 16a

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 27a, 28a, 313, 41a, 423,
43a, 453, 46a and 86a

New Community Council Reports:

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2

North Y ork Community Council Report 2
Scarborough Community Council Report 2

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2

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

Councillor Bakissoon, with the permisson of Council, presented the following Report for the
condderation of Council:

Board of Health Report 2

and moved, seconded by Councillor Walker, that the necessary provisions 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 efirmative.
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DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Giambrone declared his interest in Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report
2, Clause 3, headed “Status Report and Request for Directions - Rezoning and Officid Plan
Amendment - 730 Dovercourt Road; 323 and 357 Rusholme Road (Davenport, Ward 18)”, in that
his parents live across the street from the property.

Councillor Shiner declared his interest in Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2,
Clause 16, headed “Extenson of Interim Control By-law to Prohibit Entertainment Facilities,
Restaurants and Clubs West of Spadina Avenue in the King- Spadina Part 11 Plan Area (Trinity-
Spadina, Ward 20)”, and in Notice of Motion J12), moved by Councillor Rae, seconded by
Deputy Mayor Pantaone, respecting Planning Review Principles and Request for Direction for 430
King Street West —King Spadina Part |1 Plan Area— East of Spadina Avenue (Trinity- Spadina—
Ward 20), in that his family owns property within the subject area.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSESRELEASED OR HELD FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION

The following Clauses were held by Council for further consider ation:

Deferred Clauses from October 26, 27 and 28, 2004:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clause 1d
Adminigtration Committee Report 8, Clause 8d
Board of Hedlth Report 7, Clause 1d

Deferred Clauses from November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004:

Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7¢
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 9b

Deferred Clauses from December 6, 2004:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 41c

Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 6¢

Works Committee Report 10, Clause 10c

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 1c and 2¢

Deferred Clauses from February 1, 2 and 3, 2005:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clauses 6a, 14a and 24a
Adminigtration Committee Report 1, Clauses 2aand 5a
Audit Committee Report 1, Clause 1a
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Board of Hedlth Report 1, Clause 1a

Community Services Committee Report 1, Clause 3a

Community Services Committee Report 2, Clause 1a

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Clauses 1laand 9a
Economic Deveopment and Parks Committee Report 2, Clause 6a
Planning and Transportation Committee Report 1, Clauses laand 2a
Works Committee Report 2, Clause 3a

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 5a, 6a, and 25a
North York Community Council Report 1, Clauses 10a, 30aand 35a
Scarborough Community Council Report 1, Clauses laand 16a

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 27a, 283, 31a, 41a, 423, 433, 453,
46a and 86a

New Reports:

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 10, 11, 13, 14, 18 and 24
North Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15 and 16
Scarborough Community Council Report 2, Clauses 4, 5, 7, 8 and 17

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 1, 2, 3, 13, 16, 25, 26, 27, 36, 38
and 41

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

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clause 14a

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Clause 1a
Planning and Transportation Committee Report 1, Clause 1a
Scarborough Community Council Report 1, Clause 16a

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clause 2

North Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 12, 13 and 14
Scarborough Community Council Report 2, Clauses4, 7 and 8
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses2 and 3

The Clauses not held by Council for further consideration were deemed to have been
adopted by Council, without amendment, in accor dance with the provisons of Chapter 27
of the City of Toronto Municipal Code.

The following Clause was re-opened for further consideration and subsequently amended:

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clause 4. (See Minute 2.26, Page 30).
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2.7

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS
CLAUSESWITH MOTIONS, VOTES, ETC.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clause 24a, headed “Status of Labour
Negotiations”.

Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that congderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on April 12, 2005.

Vote on Deferral:
The mation by Councillor Holyday carried.

Council consdered thefollowing Clauses, contained in Etobicoke Y ork Community Council
Report 1, concurrently:

Clause 5a - “Request for All-Way Stop Controls - The Kingsway at Prince
George Drive and The Kingsway at Twyford Road (Ward 4 -
Etobicoke Centre)”.

Clause 6a - “Request for All-Way Stop Controls- The Kingsway at Edenbridge
DrivelWimbleton Road (Ward 4 - Etobicoke Centre)”.

Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that consideration of the Clauses be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on April 12, 2005.

Deputy Mayor Pantdone in the Chair.

Permission to Withdraw Motion:

Councillor Holyday, with the permission of Council, withdrew his maotion.
Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clauses be amended by:

Q) deleting the Recommendations of the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council, and that Council
adopt ingteed the gtaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
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reports (December 1, 2004 and December 21, 2004) from the Director, Transportation
Services, West Didtrict; and

2 adding the following:

“That the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to report
to the Works Committee on the ramifications of ingdling sop sgnsthat are not warranted.”

\otes:

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

Yes-2
Councillors: Ford, Holyday

No- 21

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande, Giambrone, Hall, Kdly, Li Preti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantalone, Rae,
Thompson, Walker

Lost by amgority of 19.

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

Yes-11
Councillors: Altobdlo, Cho, Del Grande, Ford, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins,
Kdly, Li Preti, Pantalone, Walker

No - 14

Councillors Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Giambrone, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Rae,
Thompson

Lost by amgority of 3.
Clauses 5a and 6a were adopted, without amendment.
Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Clause 13, headed “Request to
Remove One City Owned Tree - 114 Lee Avenue (Beaches-East York, Ward 32) and
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Moratorium of Front Yard Parking and Driveway Widening Applications for the Toronto
and East York Community Council Ared’.

Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled Recommendations (3) and (4) of the Toronto and East Y ork Community Councll
out of order, as recommendations respecting a front yard parking policy should not have been
debated by the Community Council.

Motion:
Councillor Rae moved that Council:

Q) adopt the following Recommendations (1) and (2) of the Toronto and East Y ork Community
Counail:

“(0) therequest for apermit for treeremovd a 114 Lee Avenue be denied; and

2 the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be
directed to prune the lower branches of the City owned tree at this
address,”; and

2 receive the following Recommendations (3) and (4) of the Toronto and East York
Community Council, as they were ruled out of order by the Chair of Council:

“(3) atemporary freeze be imposed on accepting new Front Y ard Parking and
Driveway Widening goplications for the geographic area of the Toronto and
East York Community Council until such time that a consolidated Front
Y ard Parking Policy has been adopted by City Council; and

4) the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to
report to the Works Committee with a report on the Wet Weather Flow
Master Plan and the impact of front yard parking on the watershed and
water quality.”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Rae carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Scarborough Community Council Report 2, Clause 17, headed “Amendments to the
Condominium Act”.
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Motion:

Coundillor Giambrone moved that the Clause be referred to the Planning and Transportation
Committee for congderation with the forthcoming report from the Committee on Developmert,
Infrastructure, Policy and Standards (DIPS).

\Vote on Referral:

The motion by Councillor Giambrone carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Clause 38, headed “ Amendmentsto
the On-street Parking Regulations - Inglewood Drive, between S. Clair Avenue East and
Rose Park Crescent (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 27)”.

Motion:

Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be amended by deeting from staff Recommendations (3), (4)
and (5) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated February 2, 2005, from the
Director, Trangportation Services, South Didtrict, the street name “St. Clair Avenue West”, and
insating indead the dreet name“ . Clar Avenue East”, S0 that Saff Recommendations (3), (4) and
(5) now read asfollows:

“(3)  the'No Parking Except by Permit, 12:01 am. to 7:00 am.” regulation on both sides
of Inglewood Drive, between S. Clair Avenue East and Rose Park Crescent be
rescinded;

4 the ‘No Parking Except by Permit, 2:01 am. to 10:00 am., except no parking from
7:00 am. to 9:00 am. and no parking from 4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m. except
Saturdays, Sundays, and Public Holidays' regulation on the west Sde of Inglewood
Drive, between . Clair Avenue East and Rose Park Crescent, be rescinded; and
(5)  the*No Parking Except by Permit, 2:01 am. to 10:00 am., except no parking from
8:30 am. to 5:00 p.m., Monday to Friday’ regulation on the east Side of Inglewood
Drive, between St. Clair Avenue East and Rose Park Crescent, be rescinded;”.
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Rae carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 7, headed “ Proposed Amendments
to an Existing Encroachment Agreement, Isaac Scott House - 89 Kingsway Crescent
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(Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.
Motion:

Mayor Miller, with the permission of Council, moved that the Clause be amended in accordance
with the following gtaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
supplementary report dated February 15, 2005, from the City Solicitor:

“It is recommended that:

Q) in addition to the amendments to the exising encroachment agreement for
89 Kingsway Crescent recommended by Etobicoke Y ork Community Council in
Clause 7 of its Report 2, Recommendation (2)(a) of that Clause be amended by
City Council to read asfollows:.

‘(2)(a) the municipdity will permit the exidting building encroachment to remain
undisturbed a its current location and with its existing dimengons for as
long as the property remains designated as an historic property under Part
IV of the Ontario Heritage Act, or, in the event City Council should
remove the heritage designation of the building without the concurrence of
the owner, for s0 long as the owner continues to maintain the existing
building encroachment in good repair and in accordance with the other
terms and conditions of the encroachment agreement;’; and

2 City Council authorize and direct the appropriate City officidsto take the necessary
action to give effect thereto.”

Votes:

The motion by Mayor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 9, Clause 9b, 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.

Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

Motion:
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Councillor McConndl moved that Council adopt the following:

“That:

@

)

Council adopt the following daff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the supplementary report dated February 1, 2005,
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services [as contained in the
Clausg]:

‘It is recommended that City Coundil:
Q) adopt the November 1, 2004 Find Report and November 30, 2004

Supplementary Report from the Director of City Planning, South Didtrict [as
contained in the Clause]; and

2 not require further natice to be given with respect to the proposed by-laws;
and

the proposal be subject to the following conditions:
@ the draft zoning by-lawv amendment being further amended to:
() reduce the height of the west tower by aminimum of 3 metres so
that it is a maximum of 101.3 metres and no higher than 25 The
Esplanade, which is 102 metres induding mechanicd;
(i) reduce the height of the east tower by one storey o that it isa
maximum of 15 storeys and amilar in height to the King George
resdentid condominium on King Street Eadt, which is 15 storeys,

(i) reduce to zero the minimum required resdentid vistor parking
spaces, and

(iv)  theabove-ground parking being diminated; and

(b) the dte plan report to Toronto and East York Community Council
addressing the following:

() require that a maximum number of resdentia parking spaces be
provided asfollows:
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Bachelor 0.3 space/unit
1 Bedroom unit 0.5 space/unit

2 Bedroom unit 0.75 space/unit

3 or more Bedroom unit 1.2 spacefunit;

(it) that the east wall of the podium above the ground floor have a
minimum of 50 percent windows and active uses tha create an
appropriate facing condition for neighbouring buildings,

(i) that the north wall of the podium above the ground floor have a
minimum of 30 percent windows and active uses tha create an
appropriate facing condition for neighbouring buildings,

(v)  tha the building have uses on dl four wdls that animate the
neighbourhood at street leve; and

v) require the indoor and outdoor recreationd amenity space that
meets the Zoning By-law requirements to be located and
configured appropriately.”

Votes:

Adoption of Part (2)(a)(i) of the motion by Councillor McConndll:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors. Ashton, Bakissoon, Caroll, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hal,
Jenkins, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Pantalone, PAitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No - 13
Councillors Augimeri, Cho, Del Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Holyday,
Kély, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong, Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgority of 13.

Adoption of Part (2)(a)(ii) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:

[ Yes-26
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors: Ashton, Bdkissoon, Caroll, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hal,
Jenkins, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Padacio, Pantdone, PFitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No- 13
Councillors: Augimeri, Cho, Del Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Holyday,
Kély, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong, Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgority of 13.

Adoption of Part (2)(a)(iii) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:

Yes- 22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Fedman,
Hetcher, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins, McConnell, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae,
Shiner, Stintz, Watson

No- 17

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Carroll, Cho, Del Grande, Di Giorgio,
Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kdly, LiPreti, Mammdliti,
MinnantWong, Saundercook, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 5.

Adoption of Part (2)(a)(iv) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:

Yes-20

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Caroll, Cowbourne, Davis, DeBaeremaeker, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins, McConndl, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Watson

No- 19

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Cho, Del Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kely, Li Preti, Mammaliti,
Milczyn, MinnanWong, Palacio, Saundercook, Thompson,
Walker

Carried by amgjority of 1.
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Adoption of Part (2)(b)(i) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:

Yes- 28
Mayor: Miller
Councillors. Ashton, Bussn, Caroll, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher, Giambrone,
Hall, Jenkins, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Pantalone, PFitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Watson
No- 12
Councillors Augimeri, Balkissoon, Del Grande, Ford, Grimes, Holyday,
Kély, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong, Thompson, Walker
Carried by amgority of 16.
Adoption of Part (2)(b)(ii) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:
Yes- 33
Mayor: Miller
Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Fetcher, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins, Mammaliti,
McConndll, Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnat+Wong, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Paacio, Pantaone, Ritfidd, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Watson
No -7
Councillors: Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kdly, Li Preti, Thompson, Walker
Carried by amgority of 26.

Adoption of Part (2)(b)(iii) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:

Yes-31
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, FHetcher,
Giambrone, Hdl, Jenkins, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
MinnanWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantdone, Fitfidd,
Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No-9
Councillors,

Bakissoon, Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kelly, Li Preti, Milczyn,
Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgority of 22.
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Adoption of Part (2)(b)(iv) of the motion by Councillor McConndll:

Yes- 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors. Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, FHetcher, Giambrone, Hdl, Jenkins, McConndll,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantalone, Ritfiedd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,

Stintz, Watson
No-8
Councillors: Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kdly, Li Preti, Mammaliti, Thompson,
Walker
Carried by amgority of 24.
Adoption of Part (2)(b)(v) of the motion by Councillor McConnell:
Yes- 31
Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman, FHetcher, Giambrone,
Hal, Jenkins Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Fitfidd,
Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No-9
Councillors: Bakissoon, Di Giorgio, Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kdly, Li Preti,
Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 22.

Adoption of Part (1) of the mation by Councillor McConndll:

Yes- 27

Mayor: Miller

Councillors; Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher, Giambrone,
Hdl, Jenkins, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio,
Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Watson

No- 13

Councillors: Augimeri, Dd Grande, Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Kdly, Li Preti,
Mammoaliti, Milczyn, MinnantWong, Saundercook, Thompson,
Walker

Carried by amajority of 14.
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The Clause, as amended, carried.

213 Torontoand East York Community Council Report 2, Clause 41, headed “ Sale of Closed
Lane - Rear of 99 Maitland Street (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 27)”.

Motions:

@ Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the Recommendations
of the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council and insarting insteed the following:

“That the Commissioner of Corporate Services be directed to advise the abutting owners
to the north and to the south of this property of its availability and determine their interest in
purchasing this property at its fair Market VVaue of $235,000.00".

(b) Deputy Mayor Feldman moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That, in the event the property is redeveloped and/or sold for a use other than the Nationa
Bdlet Schoal, the Nationd Bdlet School be required to pay the City the market vdue a that
time, and that this requirement be registered as a clause on thetitle of this property.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-7

Councillors: Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Jenkins, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pdacio

No - 26

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hal, Kdly, Mihevc, Milczyn, Pantalone, Fitfield, Rag,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 19.
Moation (b) by Deputy Mayor Feldman carried.

Adoption of the Clause, as amended:

| Yes- 28
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Councillors Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hdl, Jenkins, Kely, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe,
Pantaone, Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-5
Councillors. Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Nunziata, Palacio

Carried by amgority of 23.

214 Works Committee Report 10, Clause 10c, headed “Contract 04WD-04RD, Tender
Call 274-2004 Park Lawn Reverse Ramp (Ward 6 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

Motions:

@ Councillor Ford moved that the Clause be amended by deleting the Recommendetion of the
Works Committee and inserting ingteed the following:

“That the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and the Chief Financid
Officer and Treasurer be requested to retender this contract.”

(b) Coundillor Milczyn moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following Seff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the supplementary report
dated February 15, 2005, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services and the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer:

“It is recommended that:

1) the recommendeation of the Works Committee set out in Works Committee
Report 10, Clause 10c, currently before Council for consideration, be
struck; and

2 Contract 04WD-04RD, Tender Call 274-2004, as amended by the
deletion of ‘Part 3 — Bridge Rehabilitation’ for the Park Lavn Reverse
Ramp project, be awarded to Pave-Tar Congtruction Ltd., in the adjusted
amount of $622,607.74, including al taxes and charges, being the lowest
acceptable tender received.”

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Votes:
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2.15

Adoption of motion (&) by Councillor Ford:

Yes-1

Councillor: Ford

No - 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Adton, Busin, Caroll, Cho, Dauvis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Hetcher, Grimes, Hal, Holyday,
Jenking, Kdly, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantdone, Atfidd, Saundercook, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Watson

Lost by amgority of 27.

Adoption the Clause, as amended by mation (b) by Councillor Milczyn:

Yes- 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Busin, Caroll, Cho, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Hetcher, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, Kdly, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantdone, Ritfidd, Saundercook, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Watson

No-1

Councillors: Ford

Carried by amgority of 27.

North York Community Council Report 2, Clause 15, headed “ Final Report - Applications
to Amend the Zoning By-law and Approve a Draft Plan of Subdivison - UDZ-97-36 and
UDSB-1233 - Elderbrook DevelopmentsLtd. - Rafad + Bigauskas, Architects - Northwest

Corner of Finch Avenue West and York Gate Boulevard (Ward 8- York West)”.

Motions:

@ Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following
daff recommendation contained in the Recommendations Section of the supplementary

report (February 14, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services.

“It is recommended that City Council amend Recommendation (7) in the Find Report of
January 17, 2005, to read:
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‘(7)  be advised that the Chief Planner, who has been delegated authority to
gpprove conditions of draft plan of subdivison gpprova, proposes to
gpprove the gpplication subject to the conditions as requested in the
correspondence of Enbridge Pipelines Inc. of January 25, 2005:

@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€

®

any proposed crossing of the right-of-way by roads, laneways,
bikelwaking paths, sarvices and utilities are permitted in
accordance with the regulations of the National Energy Board
(NEB) Act and subject to gpprovad by Enbridge's Crossng
Co-ordinator, Ann Newman at (519) 339-0503. The gpplicant will
be required to enter Enbridge’ s Standard Crossing Agreement;

Enbridge is regulated by the National Energy Board (NEB) Act.
Section 112 of the Act requires any excavation usng power
operated equipment or explogves, within 30 meters of Enbridge's
right-of-way be approved by Enbridge;

the south limit of the Enbridge right-of-way shdl be separated from
the condruction area with a temporary fence or dternative,
approved by Enbridge, for the duration of construction;

no grading or placing fill on Enbridge's right-of-way will be
permitted without prior approva of Enbridge;

no work shall take place on Enbridge s right-of-way without the
presence of an Enbridge ingpector; and

no heavy machinery will be permitted to cross Enbridge' s right-of-
way without prior gpproval.’ ”

(b) Coundllor Mascoe, on behdf of Councillor Mammoaliti, moved that the Clause be amended:

@

)

by deleting from Recommendation (5) of the North Y ork Community Council, the
words “lega and”, so that it now reads as follows:

“(5) if the gpplicant is not in agreement with the recommendations outlined
above, Council authorize the retention of outside planning support to attend
the Ontario Municipa Board to uphold Council’ s decison.”; and

to provide that, as part of the conditions of draft plan goprova to be satisfied by the
goplicant prior to regidration, the gpplicant provide a Letter of Credit to cover the
cods of future sgndization of the intersection of Finch Avenue West and Pdlican
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Court when warranted and that the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services be directed to initiate atraffic Sgnals warrants study in the spring of 2005.

Vote:

Adoption of the Clause, as amended by motion (&) by Councillor Moscoe and mation (b) by
Councillor Moscoe, on behalf of Councillor Mammaliti:

Yes-33
Mayor:

Councillors: Altobdlo, Busdn, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,

Miller

De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher,
Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins Kely,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio,
Pantalone, Fitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz,
Walker, Watson

No- 2

Councillors: Augimeri, Li Preti

Carried by amgjority of 31.

2.16 Works Comm

ittee Report 2, Clause 3a, headed “Drain Grant Appeal - 3 Morningside

Avenue (Ward 13)”.

Motion:

Councillor D Grande moved that the Clause be amended by:

@ amending the Recommendation of the Works Committee:

@

(b)

by ddeting the amount of “$2,000.00" and insarting ingead the amount
“$1,500.00”; and

in accordance with the following daff recommendation contained in the
Recommendation Section of the supplementary report dated January 21, 2005,
from the City Solicitor [as contained in the Clause):

“It is recommended that should Council determine that the provison of adran
grant with respect to the property at 3 Morningsde Avenueisin the interests of the
municipality in accordance with section 107 of the Municipal Act, 2001, Council
amend the Works Committee recommendation by including the following words,
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)

‘and that Council congder such grant to be in the interests of the municipdity’.”,
90 that the Recommendation of the Works Committee now reads as follows:

“The Works Committee recommends that City Council gpprove an exception to the
Drain Grant Policy with respect to the property a 3 Morningside Avenue, and that
aDrain Grant in the amount of $1,500.00 be paid to Mr. Robert Bilich, owner of
the property, and that Council consder such grant to be in the interests of the
municipdity.”; and

adding the following:

“That the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to report
to the Works Committee on the feashbility and financid impact of amending the City of
Toronto Drain Grant Policy to expand the qudification criteriato include dl 4-plex, 5-plex
and 6-plex properties to bring these criteria in line with the provincid definition of a
‘resdentia property’.”

Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Dd Grande carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

North York Community Council Report 2, Clause 2, headed “Renewal of Patio Cafe
Licence - 1678 Avenue Road - The Bistro On Avenue (Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)’.

Motion:

Councillor Stintz moved that:

@

2

the Clause be referred back to the North Y ork Community Coundil for further consideration;
and

Council adopt the following:
“That:
1) the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, in consultation with

the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, be requested to report to the
North Y ork Community Council, no later than May 2005, identifying the physica
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Vote:

)

3

(4)

dterations recommended to be made to the structure enclosing the licensed
boulevard cafe adjacent 1678 Avenue Road;

the gpplicant be advised of dl dterations recommended by gaff, induding identifying
any codsts required to be paid to the Corporation of the City of Toronto, public
utility companies, etc., in conjunction with such recommendetions;

the applicants response to staff recommendations be reflected in the report to
Community Coundail; and

the boulevard cafe licence continue to operate until such time as the digposition of
this matter is determined by City Council.”

The motion by Coundillor Stintz carried.

Etobicoke Community Council Report 2, Clause 3, headed “Final Report - Official
Plan Amendment and Rezoning Application, Applicant: Cy Armstrong; Architect: James
H. Chiristie Architects, 66 Trethewey Drive (Ward 12 - York South-Weston)”.

Motion:

Councillor Di Giorgio moved that the Clause be amended by deleting the following Part (a) of staff
Recommendation (4) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated January 19,
2005, from the Acting Director, Community Planning, West Didrict, and renumbering the remaining
recommendations accordingly:

\otes:

“(4)(a) submit aRecord of Site Condition that has been acknowledged by the Ministry of

the Environment (MOE), al environmentd Site assessment reports, and a Statement
from a Professonad Engineer (seded and dated) certifying that, based on dl
necessary supporting environmental documents:

() the land to be conveyed to the City is suitable for its intended use; and

(i)  itisunlikey that thereis any off-gte contamination, resulting from past land
uses on the land to be conveyed, that has migrated to the adjacent
right-of-ways that would exceed applicable MOE Guideline objectives or
regulations”.
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2.20

The motion by Councillor Di Giorgio carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Etobicoke Community Council Report 2, Clause 6, headed “Alterations to a Heritage
Property 89 The Kingsway Crescent (Isaac Scott House) (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-
Lakeshore)”.
The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.
Motion:
Councillor Milczyn moved that Council adopt the staff recommendations in the Recommendations
Section of the report (December 3, 2004) from the Commissioner of Economic Development,
Culture and Tourism, as contained in the Clause, subject to the following conditions contained in the
communication (January 14, 2005) from the Toronto Preservation Board:

“Subject to the applicant:

Q) dtering the mass and location of the front of the proposed new structure to be
congstent with the existing streetscape of Kingsway Crescent;

2 dtering the proposed new gructure to be congstent with the spirit and intent of the
preservative zoning by-law for the district; and

3 mesting with the local Councillor and immediate neighbours to discuss the impact
of the proposed new structure on the abutting properties.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Milczyn carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Clause 16, headed “Extension of
Interim Control By-law to prohibit Entertainment facilities, restaurantsand clubs west of

Spadina Avenuein the King-Spadina Part |1 Plan Area (Trinity-Spadina, Ward 20)”.

Motion:

Councillor Rae, on behdf of Councillor Chow, moved that the Clause be amended in accordance
with the following Motion:
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“WHEREAS Le Sdect Bistro has been operating as a bistro style restaurant for
approximately 25 years at 328 Queen Street West (the ‘ current premises’); and

WHEREAS the building at 432 Wellington Street West (the ‘new premises), located in
the King —Spadina Part 11 Areawest of Spadina, has previoudy been used as arestaurant
and il retains the fixtures of arestaurant; and

WHEREAS the owner of Le Sdect Bistro had prior to the December 2, 2004 amendment
to the Interim Control By-law (redtricting entertainment facilities) which added a prohibition
on restaurants greater than 200 square metres in Sze (‘the Amendment’), been actively
engaged in relocating this bistro style restaurant for some time to the new premises and to
effect such reocation amongst other things:

- gpplied for and in July, 2004, recaived gpprova from the Committee of Adjustment
for variances to permit an addition to the exigting building at the new premisesto
accommodate the rel ocating restaurant;

- gave notice that it will not renew the lease a its current premises, which lease
expires in September, 2005, and purchased the new premises; and

- on December 1, 2004, submitted a complete building permit application for the
required renovations and addition at the new premises, and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment gpprova was not appealed and includes a
condition that the owner retain a noise consultant to design a noise buffer to mitigate the
effect of the patio on adjoining properties and that the ingtdlation of the buffer be certified
by the noise consultant to the satisfaction of the Commissoner of Urban Development
Services, and

WHEREAS the owner advises that it is his intention to continue the long time bigtro type
restaurant at the new premises, including thet the new Le Sdect will essantidly be the same
layout and capacity as the exigting one, except for its boulevard patio which will be dightly
larger, and its garden at the rear which is anew feature; and

WHEREAS the owner has provided his written agreement in consderation of such
exception that any liquor licence issued by the AGCO and any restaurant licence issued by
the City of Toronto shdl have attached the conditions set out on Schedule A atached to this
moation; and

WHEREAS the owner advises and it is evident that any further ddlay in issuing the building
permit which has occurred because of the Amendment would have devastating



24

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 16, 2005

consequences for this long time fixture on Toronto's restaurant scene;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Section 1 of the Draft By-law
Amendment being Attachment 4 to the January 25, 2005, report of the Director,
Community Planning, South Digtrict respecting the extenson of the Interim Control By-law
west of Spadinain the King- SpadinaPart || Plan Area, be revised to read as follows and
that the report be adopted as so amended:

‘1. By-law No. 158-2004, as amended by By-law No. 1010-2004, to effect interim
control inthe RA digtrict on those lands generdly bounded by Queen Street Wed,
Spadina Avenue, Front Street West and Bathurst Street, is further amended by,
(). Adding Section 2A asfollows,

“2A. Despite Section 2 of this By-law, arestaurant not exceeding atota
non-resdentia gross floor area of 485 square metrestogether with,

@ an associated rear yard patio not exceeding 85 square
metresin floor area, and

2 associated second floor limited to the following,

(@  office,
(b) storage, and
(© daff aress, including staff washrooms,

shdl be permitted on the lands municipaly known in the year 2004
as 432 Wdlington Street West.”; and

2 deleting from Section 4, the words “one year” and subgtituting the words
“twoyears’.

Schedule A
1 The egtablishment will not have a dance floor with the exception of December 31st.
2. There will be no live, amplified music on the licensed premises with the exception
of during the officid dates of the Toronto Downtown Jazz Festival and December
31st.

3. There will be no live or amplified music or other entertainment on the outdoor
facilities between the following times, with the exception of during the officid detes
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of the Toronto Downtown Jazz Festivd:

Sunday 10:00 pm to Monday 10:00 am
Monday 10:00 pm to Tuesday 10:00 am
Tuesday 10:00 pm to Wednesday 10:00 am
Wednesday 10:00 pm to Thursday 10:00 am
Thursday 11:00 pm to Friday 10:00 am
Friday 11:00 pm to Saturday 10:00 am
Saturday 11:00 pm to Sunday 10:00 am

4. There will be no sale or sarvice of dcohol on the outdoor facilities between the
following times

Sunday 11:15 pm to Monday 10:00 am
Monday 11:15 pm to Tuesday 10:00 am
Tuesday 11:15 pm to Wednesday 10:00 am
Wednesday 11:15 pm to Thursday 10:00 am
Friday 12:15 am to Friday 10:00 am
Saturday 12:15 am to Saturday 10:00 am
Sunday 12:15 am to Sunday 10:00 am

In addition, dl signs of sarvice of acohol on the outdoor facilities will be deared no
later than 45 minutes after the time when the sdle or service of dcohol on the
outdoor facilitiesis no longer permitted.

5. Therewill be no ticketed event or coverage charge permitted for entrance into the
licensed establishment with the exception of during the officid dates of the Toronto
Downtown Jazz Festival and December 314

6. The establishment agrees to maintain the noise buffering measures required by the
Committee of Adjustment (A0284/04TEY) in good condition.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Rae, on behdf of Councillor Chow, carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Clause 36, headed “Request for
Endor sement of Eventsfor Liquor Licensng Purposes’.

Motion:
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Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following Part (4) to the
Recommendation of the Toronto and East Y ork Community Coundil:

“(4) Canadian Musc Week, to be held at the following establishments, which require a
one hour extension of ther liquor licences to 3:00 am. from Wednesday, March 2
to Saturday, March 5, 2005:

- Roya York Hotel — Pipers, 100 Front Street West;
- Flow Restaurant and Lounge, 133 Y orkville Avenue;
- Drake Hotel, 1150 Queen Street West;

- Bovine Club, 542 Queen Street West;

- Shangha Cowgirl, 538 Queen Street West; and

- Lobby Lounge Restaurant, 192 Bloor Street West.”

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

2.22  Scarborough Community Council Report 2, Clause 5, headed “Final Report Zoning By-law
Amendment Application 02 035475 ESC 42 OZ Plan of Subdivison Application 02 035476
ESC 42 SB 2031430 Ontario Inc., 1841 Nellson Road (Ward 42 - Scarborough Rouge
River)”.

Motions:

@ Coundillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the 5 percent cash
in lieu of parkland dedication from 1841 Neilson Road be used for parkland improvements
within the Morningsde Heights Community, and that the use of such fundsisto be at the
discretion of the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, in
conaultation with thelocal Councillor.

(b) Coundillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended by amending the recommendation of the
Scarborough Community Council, by ddeting from Condition 32, the word “minimum”, so
that Condition 32 now reads as follows:

“32.  Prior to the release of tree removd permits, the owner agreesto pay the required
permit fees, and to provide the requirement of 3 replacement trees for every hedlthy
tree subject to regulation under the Private Tree By-law to be removed.
Replacement trees will be planted on ste in accordance with Urban Forestry
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\Vote:

Services requirements, or may be planted off gteif it is determined that a suitable
location on Ste cannot be provided. The owner agreesthat, at the discretion of the
Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, replacement

planting within natura aress or off Ste may be completed by the City, funded by the
owner;”.

Adoption of the Clause, as amended by motion (a) by Councillor Bakissoon and motion (b) by
Coundillor Cho:

Yes-31

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Carroll, Cho,

Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Fletcher, Ford, Giambrone, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone,
Ritfidd, Rae, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-1
Coundillor: Kdly
Carried by amgority of 30.

Administration Committee Report 1, Clause 2a, headed “ Feasbility of Sdling Parking Tag

Recelvables, or Increasing the Percentage of Remuneration, to the Canadian Bonded
CreditsLtd.”.

Motions;

@

Councillor Moscoe moved that:

QD ot

he Clause be received;

2 Council adopt the following:

(

That:

i) the City issue arequest for proposal to provide for collection services for
outstanding parking fines, and

1) the Commissioner of Corporate Services be requested to report to the
Adminigration Committee on the feashility of bringing the collection
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sarvicesin-house a alater date.
(b) Councillor Hall moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to include a provison for a
pre-qudification process in any future RFPs for collection agencies.”

Votes:

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Hall:

Yes-21

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hetcher, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantalone,
Shiner, Thompson, Walker

No -6
Councillors: Aghton, Del Grande, Holyday, Kely, Stintz, Watson

Carried by amgjority of 15.

Adoption of motion (&) by Councillor M oscoe:

Yes-11
Councillors, Bakissoon, Carall, Davis, DeBagremacker, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Hdll, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio

No- 19

Councillors. Altobdlo, Ashton, Bussn, Cho, De Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly, Li Preti, Pantalone, Ritfied,
Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 8.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

2.24 Adminigration Committee Report 1, Clause 5a, headed “Access to Licence Plate
Information City of Toronto Reference: 2004-S5-J(2)” .

Motion:
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Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by adding to the Recommendation of the
Adminigration Committee, the words “including IMPARK and the Canadian Bonded Credlits Ltd.”,
S0 that the recommendation now reads as follows:

“The Adminigtration Committee recommends that City Council request the Government of
Ontario, including the Ministry of Transportation, to cease the practice of entering into
memoranda or agreements dlowing for access to motor vehicle regidration information by

private companies, and to take al necessary stepsto terminate any such existing memoranda
or agreements, including IMPARK and the Canadian Bonded Credits Ltd.”

\otes:

Adoption of the motion by Councillor M oscoe:

Yes-12
Councillors; Davis, De Bagremaeker, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hall, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantal one, Soknacki

No - 15

Councillors, Ashton, Bdkissoon, Bussn, Carroll, Cho, Dd Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Kdly, Rtfidd, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 3.
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Board of Health Report 1, Clause la, headed “Further Issues Relating to the
| mplementation of the Pesticide By-law’ .

Motion:
Councillor Miheve moved that the Clause be amended by:

(@D} further amending staff Recommendation (3)(d) contained in the Recommendations Section
of the report dated January 10, 2005, from the Medical Officer of Hedlth, as amended by
the Board of Hedlth, by inserting the word “initid”, after the words “subject to”, so that Saff
Recommendation (3)(d) now reads as follows:

“(3)(d) endorsethat golf courses, bowling greens, cemeteries, and transportation and utility
rights of way be subject to initiad proactive ingpections on aregular bas's, in addition
to complaint response inspections by Toronto Public Hedth;”; and
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2 deleting the following staff Recommendeation (2)(a) contained in the Recommendations
Section of the report dated January 10, 2005, from the Medicd Officer of Hedlth, asit is

now redundant;

“(2 theBoard of Hedth and Council endorse that:

@ no properties within the municipa boundary of the City of Toronto be

exempted from the Pesticide By-law;”.

Votes:

Adoption of the motion by Councillor Mihevc:

Yes- 27
Councillors:

Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins LiPreti,
McConndl, Mihevc, MinnanWong, Moscoe, Pantalone,
Aitfied, Shiner, Soknacki, Walker, Watson

No- 8
Councillors;

Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Kdly, Milczyn, Nunziata, Palacio,
Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 19.

Adoption of the Clause, as amended:

Yes-30
Councillors,

Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanWong, Moscoe,
Palacio, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No- 6
Councillors:

Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Kelly, Nunziata, Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 24.
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2.27

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 4, headed “ Final Report - Official
Plan Amendment and Rezoning Application, Applicant: Firs Pro Shopping Centres
98 Index Road (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

Motion to Re-Open:
Councillor Milczyn, with the permission of Council, moved thet, in accordance with 827-49 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 Milczyn moved that the Clause be amended by ddeting from the fina paragraph in
Recommendation (2) of the Etobicoke York Community Council, which adds a new
Recommendation (5) to the staff report (February 2, 2005) from the Acting Director, Community
Panning, West Didrict, the words “through the entering into afinandidly secured agreement with the
City to secure such work”, so that the paragraph now reads as follows:
“be secured a the cost of the gpplicant to the satisfaction of the Commissioner, Works and
Emergency Services, and that the bills not be introduced until such agreement entered into
is satisfactory to the City Solicitor.”
Votes:
The motion by Coundillor Milczyn carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Toronto and Eagt York Community Council Report 1, Clause 86a, headed “ Status Report
- Site Plan Approval Application - 45 Eastern Avenue (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward
28)".
The Clause was submitted without recommendation.
Motion:

Councillor McConndl moved that Council adopt the following:

“Thet the following gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
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confidentid report (February 16, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Devel opment
Services, be adopted, such recommendations, together with Attachment 4 to the report, are
now public and the baance of the report remains confidentid, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains information thet is subject to solicitor-
client privilege

‘It is recommended that City Coundil:

Q) ingtruct the City Solicitor and appropriate staff to appear a the Ontario
Municipd Board hearing in respect of the dte plan gpplication for
45 Eagtern Avenue in support of the gpplication, provided it isrevised in
accordance with the principlesin Attachment 4 to this report;

2 authorize the City Solicitor to support an amendment to the Zoning By-law
a the Ontario Municipa Board further removing the Holding Symbal (“h”)
from the lands known as 45 Eagtern Avenue to a maximum of
goproximately 144 metres east of Trinity Street measured a the Front
Street East dreetline to facilitate the revised Ste plan as outlined in this
report;

3 authorize the City Solicitor to advise the Municipd Board, in the event the
Toronto Waterfront Revitdization Corporation seeks party status, that the
City supports that status given the unique circumstances of this metter;

4 re-impose the Holding Symbal (“h”) on 45 Eagtern Avenue if the Ontario
Redty Corporation does not, within sx (6) months after the date of
Council’ s decision respecting this matter, convey 45 Eagtern Avenueto the
gpplicant for the purpose of a car dedlership and take that portion of the
Firg Parliament Site known municipaly as 265 Front Street into public
ownership;

5) direct the owner of 265 Front Street East to address outstanding
requirements of the Site Plan Control Application ATS 20000060 for that
premise to complete the Sdewak on Berkeley Street and Front Street East
to City standards; and

(6) direct gaff and the owner of 64-70 Paliament Street to use the
City Coundcil gpproved Auto-Related Land Uses in King-Parliament design
guidelines to revise the recently filed Ste plan submission for that property
(file04 203219 STE 28 SA). ”
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2.29

Votes:
The mation by Councillor McConnell carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Community Services Committee Report 1, Clause 3a, headed “ Toronto Social Services
Purchase of Employment Services Framework” .

Vote:

Adoption of the Clause, without amendment:

Yes-24

Councillors: Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman, Fletcher, Grimes,
Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Kelly, McConndll, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Pantalone, Saundercook, Stintz, Walker

No-1
Councillors, Ford

Carried by amgjority of 23.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 2, Clause 6a, headed
“ Supplementary Information Re: Toronto Pearson International Airport, International Air
Transport Association (IATA) and Air Transport Association of Canada (ATAC) (All
Wards)”.

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

“That the Chief Adminigtrative Officer be requested to report to the Economic Development
and Parks Committee on how the City’s gppointees to the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority can be made accountable to the City of Toronto.”

(b) Councillor Ashton moved that the Clause be amended by deleting staff Recommendation
(1) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated December 22, 2004,
from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism; waiving Council’s
procedure in the Policy for Nominations for nominations to the Gregter Toronto Airports
Authority (GTAA) Board; and adopting the following motion:



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 16, 2005

“WHEREAS Toronto Pearson Internationd Airport (TPIA) is the largest and
busiest airport in Canada and ranks among the top 30 world airports in terms of
passenger traffic and arcraft movements facilitating 400,000 flights annualy by over
82 scheduled and charter airlinesthat provide direct links to 26 Canadian and 45
United States detinations and 52 other internationa citiesin South America, ASa,
Australia, Caribbean, and Europe; and

WHEREAS Toronto Pearson Internationa Airport is a vital component of the
economic infragtructure serving the region and amgor economic generator for the
City accounting for about $14 billion in revenue for local businesses, 138,000 jobs,
$3.9 hillion in persona income and $2.8 hillion in tax revenue; and

WHEREAS in 2003, 24.7 million passengers and more than 300,000 tonnes of
cargo moved through TPIA and by the year 2020, total passenger volume is
expected to reach 50 million and cargo shipments to increase to 675,000 tonnes,
and

WHEREAS &about 75 percent of TPIA passengers have an origin or destination
within the Toronto region; and

WHEREAS the efficient and effective movement of business travellers, tourists and
cargo to and from degtinations around the world is an increasingly important
competitive advantage to sustain and enhance economic growth, culturd atractions
and tourism in today’ s globa economy; and

WHEREAS TPIA is governed by the GTAA Board of Directors, a 15 member
Board responsible for overseaing the conduct of the business of the GTAA and
upervisng management to ensure that the long-term gods and the drategies
necessary to achieve them are established and are consistent with the GTAA’s
objective of developing aregiona network of airportsthat are operated in a safe,
efficient and cost-effective manner; and

WHEREAS one of the 15 members of the GTAA Board of Directors must be
nominated by Toronto City Council; and

WHEREAS the term of office for the current City of Toronto nominee on the
GTAA Boad of Directors is aout to expire and the GTAA, by letter dated
December 17, 2004 to Mayor Miller, has requested the City of Toronto to submit
candidate namesto fill this pogtion for the term of office commencing in May 2005;
and

WHEREAS Toronto City Council, like the federd and provincid governments, is
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aduly eected order of government that represents the will of its condtituents and
must therefore be recognized as a distinct and equally legitimate government; and

WHEREAS the GTAA Board gppointment process discriminates againg the City
of Toronto and other municipa governments by providing for the federd and
provincid governments to directly gppoint their respective nominees to the Board
but requires the City and other municipa governments to nominate 3 candidates
from which the GTAA Board will sdect one Member; and

WHEREAS, Joe Hagead through his service to the City as Commissioner
Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, and as a member of the Board of
Directors— TEDCO, Board of Directors— Tourism Toronto, as well as Board of
Directors — Toronto Community Foundation, and Board of Directors — Raptors
Foundation and hisleadership in World Y outh Days (Papd vist), SARS Recovery,
two Olympic Bids, World Expo Bids, and other mgjor nationa and internationd
projects, and his sarvice as an Assgtant Deputy Minigter in the Minigtry of Tourism
(Ontario) has the requisite sKills, experience and knowledge of economic
development, culture and tourism as well as management and labour relationsissues
that will be of tremendous benefit go the GTAA, TPIA and the City;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council
nominate one candidate, Mr. Joe Hastead, to become a Member of the Greater
Toronto Airports Authority and request GTAA Board to gppoint Mr. Halstead as
aMember;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority be requested to waive the provisions of Article 4, Section 4.3 I(ii) of the
Greater Toronto Airports Authority General Operating By-law 14, in that regard.”

(© Councillor Hall moved that:

D)

2

motion (b) by Councillor Ashton be amended by insarting in the last operative
paragraph, the words “ and Section 4.4b" after the words “ Section 4.3 1(ii), so that
the last operative paragraph now reads as follows:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Greater Toronto
Airports Authority be requested to waive the provisons of Article 4,
Section 4.3 I(ii) and Section 4.4b of the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority Generd Operating By-law 14, in that regard.”; and

the Clause be amended by:
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@ amending Recommendation (2)(a) of the Economic Devdopment and Parks
Committee by inserting the words “for the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority Board of Directors’ after the words “nominating agencies’, 0
that Recommendation (2)(a) now reads as follows:

“(2)(a) the nominating agencies for the Greater Toronto Airports Authority
Board of Directors be requested to baance the range of skills,
placing specid emphasis on candidates with skills and experience
in high tech communicaions, condruction managemen,
environmental assessments, air trangportation industry management
and labour rdaions, and”; and

(b) deeting Recommendation (2)(b) of the Economic Deveopment and Parks
Committee, and inserting insteed the following:

“(2)(b) the nominating agencies for the GTAA Conaultative Committee
and the Noise Management Committee be requested to balance
the range of sKills, placing specid emphasis on candidates with
knowledge of aviation, arport operations, ar transportation
industry management and noise management;”.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

(d)

(€

®

Votes:

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by deleting Recommendation (1)
of the Economic Development and Parks Committee.

Councillor De Baeremaeker moved that the Clause be amended by adding to the end of
Recommendation (1) of the Economic Development and Parks Commiittee, the words “and
that preference be given to Etobicoke resdents, provided they meet the skills requirements’,
s0 that Recommendation (1) now reads as follows:

“(1) amending Recommendation 3 to provide that the gppointment of resdent
representatives to both the GTAA Consaultative Committee and Noise Management
Committee be on a City-wide basis and through the City’s Nominating Committee
process, and that preference be given to Etobicoke resdents, provided they meet

the skills requirements;”;

Coundillor Nunziata moved that motion (€) by Councillor De Baeremaeker be amended by
ddeting the words “ Etobicoke resdents’, and inserting instead the words “residents of the
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council aredl’.
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Moation (c) by Councillor Hall carried.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Ashton, as amended:

Yes- 31

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes,
Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantaone, Saundercook,
Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried unanimoudy.

Moation (f) by Councillor Nunziata carried.

Motion (€) by Councillor De Baeremaeker carried, as amended.

Dueto the above decision of Council, motion (d) by Councillor Holyday was not put to a vote.
Motion (a) by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Adoption of the Clause, as amended:

Yes- 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Balkissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande, Feldman,
Ford, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Kdly, LiPreti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantaone, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried unanimoudy.
In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

Q) adding to the end of Recommendation (1) of the Economic Development and Parks
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)

3

(4)

Committee, the words “and that preference be given to residents of the Etobicoke Y ork
Community Council aea, provided they meet the skills requirements’, so that
Recommendation (1) now reads as follows:

“(1) amending Recommendation 3 to provide that the agppointment of resdent
representatives to both the GTAA Conaultative Committee and Noise Management
Committee be on a City-wide bas's and through the City’s Nominating Committee
process, and that preference be given to resdents of the Etobicoke York
Community Council area, provided they meet the skills requirements;”;

amending Recommendation (2)(a) of the Economic Development and Parks Committee by
inserting the words “for the Greater Toronto Airports Authority Board of Directors’ after
the words “ nominating agencies’, so that Recommendation (2)(a) now reads as follows:

“(2)(@) the nominating agencies for the Greater Toronto Airports Authority Board of
Directors be requested to ba ance the range of skills, placing specid emphasison
candidates with sKkills and experience in high tech communications, construction
management, environmental assessments, ar trangportation industry management
and labour relations; and”;

ddeting Recommendation (2)(b) of the Economic Development and Parks Committee, and
inserting ingtead the following:

“(2)(b) the nominating agencies for the GTAA Conaultative Committee and the Noise
Management Committee be requested to baance the range of Kills, placing specid
emphass on candidates with knowledge of aviation, arport operaions, ar
trangportation industry management and noise management;”.

ddeting staff Recommendation (1) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report
dated December 22, 2004, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism; waiving Coundll’s procedure in the Policy for Nominations for nominationsto the
Greater Toronto Airports Authority (GTAA) Board; and adopting the following motion:

“WHEREAS Toronto Pearson Internationd Airport (TPIA) is the largest and
busiest arport in Canada and ranks among the top 30 world arportsin terms of passenger
traffic and arcraft movements facilitating 400,000 flights annudly by over 82 scheduled and
charter arlinesthat provide direct links to 26 Canadian and 45 United States destinations
and 52 other internationd citiesin South America, Ada, Audrdia, Caribbean, and Europe;
and

WHEREAS Toronto Pearson Internationa Airport isavital component of the economic
infrastructure serving the region and amgjor economic generator for the City accounting for
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about $14 billion in revenue for loca businesses, 138,000 jobs, $3.9 hillion in persond
income and $2.8 billion in tax revenue; and

WHEREAS in 2003, 24.7 million passengers and more than 300,000 tonnes of cargo
moved through TPIA and by the year 2020, total passenger volume is expected to reach
50 million and cargo shipments to increase to 675,000 tonnes; and

WHEREAS about 75 percent of TPIA passengers have an origin or destination within the
Toronto region; and

WHEREAS the efficient and effective movement of busnesstravellers, tourists and cargo
to and from degtinations around the world is an increasingly important competitive advantage
to sustain and enhance economic growth, cultura attractions and tourism in today’ s globa
economy; and

WHEREAS TPIA is governed by the GTAA Board of Directors, a 15 member Board
respongble for overseeing the conduct of the business of the GTAA and supervisng
management to ensure that the long-term goals and the srategies necessary to achieve them
are established and are consgtent with the GTAA'’s objective of developing a regiond
network of airportsthat are operated in a safe, efficient and cost-effective manner; and

WHEREAS one of the 15 members of the GTAA Board of Directors must be nominated
by Toronto City Council; and

WHEREAS the term of office for the current City of Toronto nominee on the GTAA Boad
of Directors is about to expire and the GTAA, by letter dated December 17, 2004 to
Mayor Miller, has requested the City of Toronto to submit candidate names to fill this
position for the term of office commencing in May 2005; and

WHEREAS Toronto City Council, like the federd and provincid governments, is a duly
elected order of government that represents the will of its congtituents and must therefore
be recognized as a distinct and equaly legitimate government; and

WHEREAS the GTAA Board appointment process discriminates againg the City of
Toronto and other municipad governments by providing for the federd and provincid
governments to directly appoint their respective nomineesto the Board but requires the City
and other municipa governments to nominate 3 candidates from which the GTAA Boad
will select one Member; and

WHEREAS, Joe Halstead through his service to the City as Commissioner Economic
Development, Culture and Touriam, and as a member of the Board of Directors— TEDCO,
Board of Directors— Tourism Toronto, aswell as Board of Directors— Toronto Community
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2.30

Q)

Foundation, and Board of Directors — Raptors Foundation and his leadership in World
Y outh Days (Papd vigt), SARS Recovery, two Olympic Bids, World Expo Bids, and other
mgor naiond and internationa projects, and his service as an Assstant Deputy Minister in
the Ministry of Tourism (Ontario) has the requisite skills, experience and knowledge of
economic development, culture and tourism as well as management and labour relations
issues that will be of tremendous benefit go the GTAA, TPIA and the City;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council nominate one
candidate, Mr. Joe Halstead, to become a Member of the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority and request GTAA Board to appoint Mr. Halstead as a Member;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Greater Toronto Airports Authority
be requested to waive the provisons of Article 4, Section 4.3 I(ii) and Section 4.4b of the
Gresater Toronto Airports Authority Generd Operating By-law 14, in that regard.”; and

by adding the fallowing:
“That the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to report to the Economic Development

and Parks Committee on how the City’s gppointees to the Greater Toronto Airports
Authority can be made accountable to the City of Toronto.”

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 1, Clause 2a, headed “Comprehensive
Review of Feesin Urban Development Services’.

Motion:

Councillor Soknacki moved that the Clause be amended by amending the staff recommendeations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated November 29, 2004, from the
Commissioner of Urban Development Services, by:

@

)

amending Recommendation (2) so thet it now reads as follows:.

“(20 Community Planning application fees be increased on February 21, 2005, in order
to recover 100 percent of the current cost of processing development applications
in the Urban Development Services department and to fund the continuation of the
full-time g&ff required in 2005 in the Works and Emergency Services and Economic
Development Culture and Tourism departments for the ongoing design, co-
ordination and implementation of improvements to the planning gpplication review
process;” and

ddeting from Recommendation (5) the date “ February 1, 2005, and inserting instead the
date “February 21, 2005”, so that Recommendation (5) now reads as follows:
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“(5) the City Solicitor be directed to prepare the necessary hill to give effect to these
recommendations, to be effective February 21, 2005.”

\otes:

Adoption of Clause as amended by the motion by Councillor Soknacki:

Yes-21

Councillors; Asghton, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Grimes, Hdll, Jenkins, Kely, McConnell, Mihevc,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantdone, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Watson

No -6
Councillors Feldman, Ford, Holyday, Li Preti, Shiner, Waker

Carried by amgority of 15.
Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

2.31 Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 5, headed “Final Report - Official
Plan Amendment and Rezoning Application, Applicant: Steve Hilditch - 60 Bergamot
Avenue (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)”.

Vote:

Adoption of the Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Carroll, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins, Kely, Li Preti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone, Rae,
Saundercook, Thompson, Watson

No- 2
Councillors: Ford, Holyday

Carried by amagority of 20.
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2.32

2.33

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 24, headed “ Status and Ontario
Municipal Board Recommendation Report Site Plan Approval Application,
Applicant: Calvin Lantz, McCarthy Tetrault Architect: Dutra Architect Inc., 2600 Eglinton
Avenue West (Ward 12 - York South-Weston)”.

Vote:

Adoption of the Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 23

Councillors. Adhton, Balkissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Kely,
Li Preti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio,
Pantalone, Rae, Thompson, Watson

No-3
Councillors, Dd Grande, Ford, Saundercook

In accordance with § 27-51 of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code,
headed “Members Not Voting”, Councillor Del Grande was deemed to have voted

in the negetive.
Carried by amgjority of 20.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 1, Clause 25a, headed “ Application for
Variance from Sign By-law No. 3369-79 of the former City of York Southwest Quadrant
of Canadian Pacific Railway Overpass at Black Creek Drive (Ward 11 - York South-
Weston)”.

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

“That:

Q) the gpplication for relief from the provisons of Sign By-law No. 3369-79, as
amended, to permit a single-sded, off premise billboard poster panel sgn at the
Southwest quadrant of the CPR overpass at Black Creek Drive (0O Mactier
Subdivison) be approved as a variance to the Sign By-law, subject to a building
permit being obtained and the sign being ingtaled subgtantialy in accordance with
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2.34

2.35

the goplication plans on file with the Building Divison, West Didrict; and

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

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Nunziata carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 10, headed “Request for Approval of
Variances from By-law No. 280-1998 and Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City of
Etobicoke Code for a Third Party Roof Sign at 839 Oxford Street (Ward 6 - Etobicoke-
Lakeshore)’.

Motion:

Coundillor Milczyn moved that congderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on April 12, 2005.

Vote on Deferral:
The motion by Coundillor Milczyn carried.
Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

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

Motion:

Councillor Cho moved that consideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting of
City Council on April 12, 2005.

Vote on Deferral:

The motion by Coundillor Cho carried.
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2.36

2.37

North York Community Council Report 1, Clause 10a, headed “ Feasbility to Extend the
Concrete Median - Keele Street north of Highway 401 (Ward 9 - York Centre)’.

Motion:

Coundcillor Augimeri moved that congderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on April 12, 2005.

Vote on Deferral:
The motion by Councillor Augimeri carried.
Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Council consdered the following Clauses, as contained in Etobicoke York Community
Council Report 9, concurrently:

Clause 1c - “Request for Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of
Toronto Municipal Code to Permit Front Yard Parking at 22 Nairn
Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

Clause 2c - “Request for an Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of
Toronto Municipal Code to Permit Front Yard Parking at 24 Nairn
Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

Motion:

Councillor Giambrone moved that the Clauses be referred to the Acting Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services with arequest that he report on these gpplications after City Council has
conddered the report on the harmonization of front yard parking policies, which is anticipated to be
submitted to the Works Committee in September 2005.

Disposition:
As Council did not conclude its congderation of these Clauses prior to the end of this mesting,

consderation of the Clauses was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.
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2.38 EtobicokeYork Community Council Report 2, Clause 11, headed “ Request for Approval
of Variancesfrom Chapter 215, Signs, of theformer City of Etobicoke Municipal Code for
[lluminated First Party and Incidental Fascia Signs at 2267 | dington Avenue (Scotiabank)
(Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)”.

Motion:

Councillor Hall moved thet:

@

)

the Clause be referred back to the Etobicoke York Community Council for further
congderation at its meeting on March 30, 2005, to dlow for further recommendations from
the Commissioner of Urban Development Services with respect to modifications to the
proposed signs, in order to reduce the extent of variance from the provisons of the by-law
based on discussion between the gpplicant and staff with respect to the potentia impacts of
the 9gns on the community; and

Council adopt the following:

“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to report to the
Panning and Transportation Committee, as Soon as possible, on the feasibility of introducing
amendments to the Sign By-laws goplying to the former municipdities, now in the City of
Toronto, that will provide for an additiond fee where the signs have been ingdled in
contravention of the by-law and without obtaining the gppropriate permits, Smilar to the fee
for work without a building permit under the Municipa Code Chapter 363, Building
Congtruction and Demoalition.”

Vote on Referral:

Adoption of the motion by Councillor Hall:

Yes- 11

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Giambrone, Hall, McConnell, Moscoe

No- 14

Councillors, Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Carroll, Cho, Ded Grande, Ford,
Holyday, Li Preti, Mihevc, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae,
Waker

Lost by amgority of 3.
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Vote:

Adoption of the Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 13
Councillors. Altobello, Bakissoon, Cho, Feldman, Ford, Holyday, Li Preti,
Mihevc, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae, Walker

No- 15

Mayor: Miller

Councillors Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Caroll, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, De Grande, Giambrone, Hdl, Kdly,
McConndl, Moscoe, Thompson

Lost by amgority of 2.

Disposition:

City Council did not adopt this Clause.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Clause 13, headed “ Request for approval
of Variancesfrom Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipal Code for
First Party llluminated Fascia Signs, a Canopy Sign Band and Two (2) Incidental Ground
Signsat 1580 The Queensway (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

Motion:

Councillor Hall moved that:

@

2

the Clause be referred back to the Etobicoke York Community Council for further
condderation at its meeting on March 30, 2005, to dlow for further recommendations from
the Commissioner of Urban Development Services with respect to modifications to the
proposed signs, in order to reduce the extent of variance from the provisions of the by-law
basad on discusson between the gpplicant and staff with repect to the potentia impacts of
the sgns on the community; and

Council adopt the following:

“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to report to the
Panning and Transportation Committee, as Soon as possible, on the feasibility of introducing
amendments to the Sign By-laws applying to the former municipdities, now in the City of
Toronto, that will provide for an additiond fee where the signs have been inddled in



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 47
February 16, 2005

contravention of the by-law and without obtaining the gppropriate permits, Smilar to the fee
for work without a building permit under the Municipal Code Chapter 363, Building
Congtruction and Demoalition.”

Vote on Referral:

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

Yes-25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Feldman, Giambrone, Hall, Holyday,
Kely, LiPreti, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pdacio, Pantdone, Rae, Thompson, Walker

No- 2
Councillors; Dd Grande, Ford

Carried by amgority of 23,

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

Yes- 19

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Augimeri, Bussin, Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
DeBaeremaeker, Feddman, Hal, Holyday, LiPreti,
McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae

No-9
Councillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Del Grande, Ford, Giambrone, Kelly,
Nunziata, Thompson, Walker

Carried by amagjority of 10.

In summary, Council referred this Clause back to the Etobicoke York Community Council for
further congderation at its meeting on March 30, 2005, to dlow for further recommendations from
the Commissioner of Urban Development Services with respect to modifications to the proposed
Sgns, in order to reduce the extent of variance from the provisions of the by-law based on discussion
between the gpplicant and staff with respect to the potentia impacts of the Sgns on the community.

Council aso adopted the following:
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“That the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to report to the
Panning and Transportation Committee, as Soon as possible, on the feasibility of introducing
amendments to the Sign By-laws goplying to the former municipdities, now in the City of
Toronto, that will provide for an additiond fee where the signs have been inddled in
contravention of the by-law and without obtaining the gppropriate permits, Smilar to the fee
for work without a building permit under the Municipal Code Chapter 363, Building
Congtruction and Demoalition.”
240 Scarborough Community Council Report 1, Clause 1a, headed “Removal of Seven
Privately-owned Trees- 5 and 6 Falcon Lane (Ward 44 - Scarborough East)”.
Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Councillors Cowbourne and Moscoe, and Deputy Mayor Pantalone requested that their opposition
to this Clause be noted in the minutes of this meeting.
MOTIONS (NOTICE PREVIOUSLY GIVEN) AND NOTICESOF MOTION
241 F(1) Consolidatingthe Naming of the Community Council Boundarieswith the Service

Digtricts of the City of Toronto
Mayor Miller called upon the following Notice of Motion appearing on the Order Paper:

Moved by: Councillor Milczyn

Seconded by: Councillor Holyday

“WHEREAS City Council at its specid meeting on July 30, 31 and August 1, 2002,
adopted, as amended, Administration Committee Report 10, Clause 2, headed ‘ Four
Digrict Modd for City Public Services (All Wards)'; and
WHEREAS Council amended Recommendation (2) contained in the report dated June 17,
2002, from the Chief Adminigrative Officer and, in o doing, adopted the recommendeations
of the Adminigtration Committee to implement the four new service digtrict boundaries, and
WHEREAS these sarvice digtricts were named North, South, East and West Didtricts; and
WHEREAS City Council at its meeting on May 18, 19 and 20, 2004, adopted Policy and

Finance Committee Report 1, Clause 2b, headed ‘Naming of Community Councils', and
renamed the Toronto West Community Council, the *Etobicoke Y ork Community Coundil’;
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and

WHEREAS the Toronto South Community Council was renamed the ‘ Toronto and East
Y ork Community Council’; and

WHEREAS the Toronto East Community Council was renamed the ‘ Scarborough
Community Counall’; and

WHEREAS the Toronto North Community Council was renamed the ‘North York
Community Council’; and

WHEREAS citizens of Toronto have raised anumber of concerns about the confusion that
exigs by having two different names for identicd City boundaries, one politica and one
bureaucratic; and

WHEREAS further congderation of this matter iswarranted in order to amplify and darify
the City of Toronto's adminigtration to the citizens of Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council rename the four service
digricts to dign with the four Community Council boundary names that have been gpproved
by Council, so that the names of the service didtricts shal be asfollows:

Etobicoke Y ork Digtrict;

North York Digtrict;
Scarborough Digtrict; and
Toronto and East Y ork Didtrict;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary actionsto give effect thereto.”

Disposition:

As Council did not conclude its congderation of Maotion F(1) prior to the end of this meseting,
consderation of the Motion was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.

F(20 Request to Renew the Facade Program for York Eglinton Business | mprovement
Area

Mayor Miller caled upon the following Notice of Motion appearing on the Order Paper:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
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Seconded by : Councillor Palacio

“WHEREAS the City of Toronto has, for acongderable period of time, operated a Facade
Program to encourage businesses to renovate the fronts of their properties; and

WHEREAS by way of establishing the Clean and Beautiful City Program the City has made
acommitment to improving its public face; and

WHEREAS the Facade Program has, in the past, improved the appearance of our retall
grips and has proved its vaue;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City renew the Facade Program
to apply to the Y ork Eglinton Business Improvement Area.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during condderation of Mation F(2), aFisca 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 1, Page 136)
Disposition:
As Council did not conclude its consideration of Mation F(2) prior to the end of this meseting,
congderation of the Mation was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.
243 F(3) Waivingof Feesfor Community Festivalson St. Clair Avenue West
Mayor Miller called upon the following Notice of Motion appearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor Mihevc
Seconded by : Councillor M oscoe
“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting on September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004,
approved Policy and Finance Committee Report 7, Clause 1, headed ‘ St. Clar Avenue
Wes Trangt Improvements Environmental Assessment — Y onge Street to Gunns Road (just
west of Kedle Street) (St. Paul’s, Davenport, Y ork South-Weston)'; and

WHEREAS the report resolved that ‘City departments waive fees related to hosting
community festivason &. Clair Avenue West from 2005 to 2007 (the construction period
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and immediatdy theregfter)’; and

WHEREAS City gaff interpretation of the wording contained in the aforementioned report
limits the waiving of fees and charges to City departments; and

WHEREAS the revitdization of . Clair Avenue West and the strengthening of the loca
amdl busness community, indluding supporting community events and festivals on the Stret,
remain high priorities of the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS City gaff have been consulted in writing this Mation;

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
7, Clause 1, headed ‘St. Clar Avenue West Trangt Improvements Environmentd
Assessment — Yonge Street to Gunns Road (just west of Keele Street) (St Paul’s,
Davenport, York South-Weston)’, be re-opened for further consideration, only as it
pertains to the waiving of feesfor Community Festivdson St. Clair Avenue Wes;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Coundcil daify the intent of Policy
and Finance Committee Report 7, Clause 1, headed * St. Clair West Trandt Improvements
Environmental Assessment — Yonge Street to Gunns Road (just west of Keele Street)
(St. Paul’s, Davenport, Y ork South-Weston)', only as it pertainsto the waiving of feesand
costs for community festivals on St. Clair West from 2005 to 2007, by approving thet all
necessary barricades, non-departmental permit fees for community festivals on St. Clar
Avenue West from 2005 to 2007 areto paid for by the City;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council request that the Toronto
Trangt Commission and the Toronto Police Service waive cogts for Community Festivals
on St. Clair Avenue West, from 2005 to 2007,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this Resolution be forwarded to the
Toronto Trangt Commisson and Toronto Police Services Board for their congderation and
endorsement.”
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Mation F(3), aFiscd 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 2, Page 137)

Disposition:
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As Council did not conclude its congderation of Maotion F(3) prior to the end of this mesting,
consderation of the Motion was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.

(1) Support for International Car Free Day

Mayor Miller caled upon the following Notice of Motion gppearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor Giambrone
Seconded by: Councillor Fletcher

“WHEREAS Internationd Car Free Day is an annua event celebrated by 100 million
people on every continent and supported by the European Union, the United Nations, the
Government of Canada and the leaders of 1,500 Cities around the world; and

WHEREAS Car Free Day dreet events and forums highlight the many problems caused
by our dependence on the private automobile, induding ar pollution, globa warming, sress
and safety issues; and

WHEREAS it emphasizes the rights of pedestrians and cycligts, the need for more and
better public trangit, and helps people rediscover their loca community, outside the confines
of their vehide; and

WHEREAS Car Free Day began in Canada on September 22, 2001, when Toronto
became the first Canadian and North American City to officialy host a Car Free Day; and

WHEREAS n July 2004, Dr. Barbara Y affe, Toronto's Acting Medica Officer of Hedth,
released a study estimating that five common ar pollutants contribute to about 1,700
premature deaths and 6,000 hospital admissionsin Toronto each year;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council express its support for
Internationd Car Free Day;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council strongly affirm its support
for Car Free Day fedtivitiesin Toronto.”

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 [(1) to the Board of Hedlth would have to be waived, in order
to now congder this Mation.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 53
February 16, 2005

245

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Motion 1(1) to the Board of Hedlth carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Disposition:

As Council did not conclude its congderation of Maotion 1(1) prior to the end of this meeting,
consderation of the Motion was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.

J(1) Proposed Naming of the Unopened Section of Bremner Boulevard, between Spadina
Avenue and Bathurst Street, “Fort York Boulevard” and Rescinding Prior
Approval to Name this Unopened Section “Nelson Mandela Boulevard”

Deputy Mayor Pantaone 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: Deputy Mayor Pantalone
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting of October 1 and 2, 1998, adopted Motion J(7)
to name the unopened section of Bremner Boulevard, between Spadina Avenue and
Bathurst Street, ‘ Nelson Mandela Boulevard' ; and

WHEREAS Council enacted By-law No. 461-1999, being ‘A By-law to adopt an
amendment to Section 19.46 of the Officia Plan for the former City of Toronto respecting
the Bathurst/Strachan Aredl; and

WHEREAS by Decison No. 0386 of the Ontario Municipa Board, By-law
No. 461-1999 was ordered amended to delete the references to ‘Nelson Mandela
Boulevard’ on the unopened section of Bremner Boulevard, between Bathurst Street and
Spadina Avenue; and

WHEREAS Council enacted By-law No. 563-2002, being ‘A By-law to layout and
dedicate certain land between Bathurst Street and Lake Shore Boulevard for public highway
purposes to form part of the public highway Fort Y ork Boulevard'; and

WHEREAS the Friends of Fort Y ork and Garrison Common, as well as Concord Adex
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Deveopment Corporation and Wittington Properties Limited, the current owners of land
fronting the unopened section of Bremner Boulevard, between Spadina Avenue and
Bathurst Street, desire to name this unopened section ‘Fort Y ork Boulevard' to form part
of the public highway ‘Fort Y ork Boulevard'; and

WHEREAS any proposed naming will be subject to Municipal Act, 2001 and Municipd
Code, Chapter 162, Public Notice compliance;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

Q) Motion J7) adopted by City Council on October 1 and 2, 1998, to name the
unopened section of Bremner Boulevard, between Spadina Avenue and Bathurst
Street, ‘Nelson Mandela Boulevard', be rescinded,;

2 subject to Municipal Act, 2001 and Municipa Code, Chapter 162, Public Notice
compliance, the unopened section of Bremner Boulevard, between Spadina Avenue
and Bathurst Street, be named ‘Fort York Boulevard' to form part of the public
highway ‘Fort York Boulevard'; and

3 another suitable location be found to recognize the accomplishments of Nelson
Mandela and the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism
and the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested to
report back to the Toronto East Y ork Community Council in thisregard;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the gopropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give effect thereto.”

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 J1) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council would
have to be waived, in order to now consder 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 tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMation. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 133)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J(1) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
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more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

\Vote:

Motion J(1) was adopted, without amendment.

JQ2)

Committee of Adjustment Decison Regarding 116 Barton Avenue

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: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS &t the January 26, 2005 hearing of the Committee of Adjustment (Toronto
East York Pandl), despite strong opposition from surrounding neighbours, the Committee
dlowed an application for a consent (File Number B0054/04T) and applications for
variances (File Numbers A0299/04T and A0300/04T) to 116 Barton Avenue; and

WHEREAS this decision has been gppeded by loca neighbours to the Ontario Municipa
Board;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council direct the City
Solicitor to provide assstance a the Ontario Municipa Board in support of the surrounding
neighbours.”

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 Mation J2) 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 Maotion J2), 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 133)
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Procedural Vote:

The vote to walve referrd of Mation J2) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,

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

Council aso congdered the following, which are on file in the City Clerk’s Office:

- aNotice of Decison, Minor Variance/Permisson (January 27, 2005) from the Manager and
Deputy Secretary, Committee of Adjustment, Toronto and East York Pand, for Lot 1
(West) and Lot 2 (East);

- aNotice of Decison, Minor Variance/Permisson (January 27, 2005) from the Manager and
Deputy Secretary, Committee of Adjustment, Toronto and East Y ork Pand, for Lot 1 and
Lot 2, and

- aNotice of Decison, Consent (January 27, 2005) from the Manager and Deputy Secretary,
Committee of Adjustment, Toronto and East Y ork Panel.

Motion:

Councillor Carroll moved that Motion J(2) be adopted, subject to amending the Operetive

Paragraph to read as follows:
“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council direct the City
Solicitor to provide assstance at the Ontario Municipd Board in oppostion to the
Committee of Adjustment.”

Votes:

Themotion by Councillor Carrall carried.

Motion J(2), as amended, carried.

247 J(3) Creating an Aerospace Cluster in theDownsview Area

Coundillor Augimeri moved that, in accordance with the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipa Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Notice of Motion,
which carried:

Moved by: Councillor Augimeri

Seconded by: Councillor Minnan-Wong
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“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, requested the
Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism to report to the February
16, 2005 meeting of Council on what further incentives the City may be able to offer with
respect to creating an Aerospace Clugter in the Downsview Areg;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consderation to the
attached report dated February 15, 2005, from the Commissoner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism, and that such report be received for information.”
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 that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 133)
Council dso consdered a report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic
Deveopment, Culture and Tourism, entitled “ Supplementary Report — Cregting an Aerospace Cluster
inthe Downsview Area, York Centre- Ward 9" (See Attachment 1, Page 100).
Vote:
Motion J(3) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Mation X3), without amendment, Council received the report dated February 15, 2005,
from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, for information.

J(4) Disclosure of Proponents Responsesto Certain Sections of Request for Proposal
(RFP) 3401-04-3216 - Supply, Ddivery and I ngtallation of Desktop and Notebook
Computersand Related Products and Services

Councillor Milczyn 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 Milczyn
Seconded by: Councillor Del Grande

“WHEREAS the e-City Committee on February 14, 2005, considered a report dated
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February 2, 2005, from the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer and the Commissioner of
Corporate Services responding to the e-City Committee' s request to provide copies of the
responses from the eight proponents to Request for Proposal 3401-04-3216, Sections 5.5,
6,8, 9, 10 and 12; and

WHEREAS the e-City Committee on February 14, 2005, requested that Council direct
that the documents referred to in the staff report dated February 2, 2005, from the Chief
Financia Officer and Treasurer and Commissioner of Corporate Services, be made
available to the April 4, 2005 meeting of the e-City Committee, and that the documents will
only be available during the in-camera session; and

WHEREAS the Adminigtration Committee will meet on March 8, 2005, for subsequent
report to City Council on April 12, 13 and 14, 2005; and

WHEREAS in order to comply with the e-City Committeg’ srequest for the information to
be avalable at its April 4, 2005 mesting, it is hecessary for City Council to condder this
request at its February 16, 2005 meeting;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council direct that the
documents referred to in the attached staff report dated February 2, 2005, from the Chief
Financial Officer and Treasurer and Commissioner of Corporate Services, be made
avallable to the April 4, 2005 meeting of the e-City Committee, and that the documents will
only be avallable during the in camera sesson.”

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 J4) 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 J4), 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 133)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Maotion J4) to the Administration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council aso considered a report (February 2, 2005) from the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer
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and the Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “Disclosure of Proponents Responses to
Certain Sections of Request for Proposal (RFP) 3401-04-3216" (See Attachment 2, Page 105).

Disposition:

As Council did not conclude its consideration of Motion J4) prior to the end of this meeting,
condderation of the Motion was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12,
2005.

J(5) 204 Stibbard Avenue — Parking Pad

Councillor Jenkins 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 Jenkins
Seconded by: Councillor Stintz

“WHEREAS on August 26, 2004, the Midtown Committee of Adjustment gpproved
gpplication A366/04M to permit the dteration and expansion of the existing second floor
and the congtruction of anew third floor addition above the existing dwelling; and

WHEREAS this gpprova was conditiona upon the gpplicant obtaining approvd for front
yard parking to satisfy a concern from the Works and Emergency Services Department,
Trangportation Services Divison, with regard to the existing illegd parking pad which had
been ingtdled by a previous owner of the property; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant gpplied immediately after the Committee of Adjustment hearing
for permission to maintain the existing pad; and

WHEREAS because of changesin service didricts and gaffing, areview of this gpplication
has taken an extremely long time, through no fault of the applicant; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant has only now been advised that the existing concrete pad does
not comply and that semi-permeable materid is required under the by-law; and

WHEREAS it isimpossible for the applicant to remove the pad because it would damage
the root system of alarge tree that has co-existed with the pad for the past 15 years; and
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WHEREAS the gpplicant has made every effort to protect the streetscape by providing a
landscape plan that shows the extent of bushes, perennids and annuds in the front yard; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant never expected such a dday and is now placed in a difficult

position as, having retained a contractor to start on April 1, 2005, the family’ s temporary
accommodations are in jeopardy;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the gpplicant be permitted to maintain
the pad but, should the tree be removed or replaced in the future, the pad will be replaced
with semi-permesble materid.”

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 J5) to the North 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 J5), 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 133)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to wave referrd of Maotion J5) to the North Y ork Community Council carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council also consdered a copy of photographs of the subject site, submitted by Councillor Cliff
Jenkins, Ward 25, Don Valey West, which are on file in the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:
Motion J(5) was adopted, without amendment.

250 J(6) Event of Community Significance for Liquor Licensing Purposes - Eglinton Way
Business Improvement Area (BIA) — Street Festival (Ward 16 and Ward 22)

Councillor Stintz 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:
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Moved by: Councillor Stintz
Seconded by: Councillor Walker

“WHEREAS the Eglinton Way BIA was officidly designated by the City of Toronto in
1987; and

WHEREAS the BIA islocated dong Eglinton Avenue West, between Chaplin Crescent
and Oriole Parkway, in Ward 16 and Ward 22; and

WHEREAS the Eglinton Way BIA isholding a dreet fedtival, cdled ‘ Festivd Style on the
Streets’, on June 18, 2005, between the hours of 12:00 noon and 8:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS the BIA has hired Eventure Productions to co-ordinate the event; and

WHEREAS Eventure Productions has worked with severd BIAs in Toronto on specia
events, and

WHEREAS the BIA is requesting an endorsement from Toronto City Council to deem the
‘Fegtivd Style on the Streets, which is being held June 18, 2005, to be an event of
municipa sgnificance for liquor licenang purposes, as required by the Alcohol and Gaming
Commission of Ontario; and

WHEREAS by designating the event of municipd sgnificance, licensad establishments will
be permitted to serve spirits in designated areas between 12:00 noon and 8:00 p.m. on the
day of the event;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council, for liquor licensng
purposes, declare the Eglinton Way BIA’s * Festivd Style on the Street’, which is scheduled
to be held on June 18, 2005, to be an event of municipa/community Sgnificance and advise
the Alcohol and Gaming Commission of Ontario that it has no objection to its taking place
or to permitting the extension of the liquor licence to designated areas between 12:00 noon
to 8:00 p.m.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J6) to the North Y ork Community Council would have to be

waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:
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City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J6), 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 133)
Procedural Vote:
Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J6) to the North Y ork Community Council carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Vote:
Motion J(6) was adopted, without amendment.
251 J(7) Amendment to Starting Time for Turn Prohibition on Lawrence Avenue West at

Rosewell Avenue from 4:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. (Ward 16)

Councillor Stintz 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:

M oved by: Councillor Stintz
Seconded by: Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS City Council on February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, adopted North Y ork Community
Council Report 1, Clause 26, headed ‘ Turn Prohibitions - Lawrence Avenue West at
Rosewdl Avenue (Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)’, without amendment; and

WHEREAS the gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
report dated December 10, 2004, from the Director, Transportation Services, North
Didrict, Works and Emergency Services, sought gpprova to implement two turn
prohibitions on Lawrence Avenue West a Rosewd | Avenue; and

WHEREAS gaff Recommendetion (2) read asfollows:
‘(20 westbound left turns be prohibited from 7:00 am. to 9:00 am. and 4:00 p.m. to
6:00 p.m., Monday to Friday, fromthefirg driveway on the east Sde of Rosewell

Avenue, south of Lawrence Avenue West;'; and

WHEREAS anumber of locd resdents have raised concerns that the afternoon time period
should be changed from *4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.’, to *3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.’, to cover the
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end of day for loca schools, and

WHEREAS the change in time will reduce traffic into the locd community during the end
of day for loca schools, thereby increasing pedestrian safety;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipad Code, North Y ork Community Council Report
1, Clause 26, headed * Turn Prohibitions - Lawrence Avenue West at Rosawell Avenue
(Ward 16 - Eglinton-Lawrence)’, be re-opened for further congderation, only asit pertains
to daff Recommendation (2) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated
December 10, 2004, from the Director, Trangportation Services, North Digtrict, Works and
Emergency Services,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the afternoon turn prohibition time period

be changed from *4:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.’, to ‘3:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m.", s0 that saff
Recommendation (2) now reads as follows:

‘(20  westbound left turns be prohibited from 7:00 am. to 9:00 am. and 3:00 p.m. to
6:00 p.m., Monday to Friday, from the first driveway on the eest Sde of Rosewell

Avenue, south of Lawrence Avenue West;';

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT authority be granted for the introduction
of the necessary hill in Council to give effect thereto.”

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 that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, Page 133)

\otes:

The first Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J7) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J7) was adopted, without amendment.

252 J(8) 121 Industry Street — Application for Demalition Approval (Ward 12 - York
South-Weston)
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Councillor Di Giorgio 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 Di Giorgio
Seconded by: Councillor Nunziata

“WHEREAS a demalition permit gpplication has been submitted to the City to demolish
industria buildings located at 121 Industry Street in the former City of York; and

WHEREAS the entire area of the former City of York is desgnated as an area of
demoalition control by By-law No. 3102-95 which was passed pursuant to the City of York
Act 1994 (Bill PR147); and

WHEREAS the City of York Act, 1994 provides the authority for the Council of the
former City of York to enact specid demolition control legidation for the purpose of
securing beautification measures on the lands and abutting municipa boulevards, where
gopropriate, as a condition of the gpprova of demolition permit gpplications; and

WHEREAS attached to this Motion, for Council’s consideration, is a report dated
February 14, 2005, from the Commissoner of Urban Development Services,
recommending that City Council gpprove the demalition permit gpplication for 121 Industry
Street with no conditions of gpprova related to beautification;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consder the attached report
dated February 14, 2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development 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 thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referral of Motion J(8) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council would have
to be waived, in order to now consider this Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Maotion J8), 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 133)
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Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J8) to the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council aso consdered a report (February 14, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban
Development Services, entitled “Application for Demoalition Approva, 121 Industry Strest,
Applicant: Toronto Transt Commission, File No.: 10/4/14-1 (Demo Permit File No.: 05 105640
DEM 00 DM) Ward 12 (Y ork South-Weston)” (See Attachment 3, Page 110).

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

In adopting Motion J8) without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
daff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated February 14,
2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:

“It is recommended that:

Q) City Council gpprove the gpplication to demolish the buildings as shown on the Plan
attached as Attachment 1 to this report, pursuant to By-law No. 3102-95, with no
conditions of gpprova relaed to beautification; and

2 the owner be advised of the following:

@ the requirement to submit to the Commissoner of Works and Emergency
Searvices, for review and acceptance, a sorm water management report and
grading drawing showing how stormwater within the Steisto be handled,
prior to commencement of demolition work;

(b) the requirement to apply to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Sarvices for the abandonment of any exiding drain or water service
connections, prior to issuance of ademolition permit; and

(© of the need to make separate application to the Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services for permits to carry out any works involving
condruction in, or occupancy of, the abutting public right-of-way.”

253 J(9 Sole Source Contract for Processing of Source Separated Organics
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Councillor Fitfield 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 Pitfield
Seconded by: Councillor Giambrone

“WHEREAS the City is currently collecting source separated organic materia (SSO) a an
annudized rate of gpproximately 93,000 tonnes per year, through the Ydlow Bag and
Green Bin Programs, and

WHEREAS the City’s existing City-owned and contracted processing capacity is not
aufficient to meet the City’s needs and new long-term processing capacity resulting from
contracts awarded through RFP No. 9155-03-5280 will not begin to come into effect until
between September 2005 and January 2007; and

WHEREAS Groupe Conporec Inc. (Conporec) is prepared to provide haulage and
processing services for the City’ s excess SSO; and

WHEREAS the need for SSO haulage and processing isimmediate and it is, therefore,
necessary to consder thisissue a the February 16, 2005 meeting of Council;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider the attached
report dated February 15, 2005, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Searvices, and 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 Motion J(9) to the Works Committee would have to be waived, in
order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J9), a Fiscd 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 3, Page 138)

Procedural Vote:
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Thevoteto waive referrd of Motion J9) to the Works Committee carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso conddered areport (February 15, 2005) from the Acting Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Sarvices, entitled “ Source Separated Organic Materid Haulage and Processing Services
Groupe Conporec Inc” (See Attachment 4, Page 113).

Vote:
Motion J(9) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:

In adopting Motion J(9) without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
daff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated February 15,
2005, from the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services.

“It is recommended that:

Q) the Acting Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services be authorized to issue
a sole source purchase order to Groupe Conporec Inc. to provide source separated
organic materia processing services, including haulage, in accordance with their
proposal dated February 7, 2005, for aterm of three years commencing on April
15, 2005, plus up to two additiona one-year extensons to haul and process up to
35,000 tonnes per year of source separated organic materid at their facility located
at 3125 rue Joseph- Simard, Sorel-Tracey, Quebec, at a per tonne fee of $130.00
plus GST, indexed for inflation as described in this report, such purchase order to
be on the terms and conditions described in this report and otherwise on terms and
conditions cong stent with this report and satisfactory to the Acting Commissioner
of Works and Emergency Services, and

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

254 J(10) Request for Direction Report - 53 Kenhatch Boulevard
Councillor Balkissoon 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 Balkissoon
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Seconded by: Councillor Altobello

“WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment (Scarborough Panel) refused an application to
permit front yard parking (on an existing circular driveway) a the resdentid property
located at 53 Kenhatch Boulevard; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant in this matter has appeded the decison of the Committee of
Adjusment;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consider the atached report
dated February 15, 2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, and the
gaff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the report be adopted.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J(10) to the Scarborough Community Council 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 Tressurer advising that there was no financia impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 133)
Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Motion J(10) to the Scarborough Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council aso consdered a report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban
Development Services, entitled “Request for Direction Report, 53 Kenhatch Boulevard Owners:
Eva Brown and Donad Brown File #A245/04SC, Ward 41 - Scarborough-Rouge River” (See

Attachment 5, Page 122).

Vote:

Motion J(10) was adopted, without amendment.

ummary:
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In adopting Motion J10), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gtaff recommendation contained in the Recommendation Section of the report dated February 15,
2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:
“It is recommended that the City Solicitor and Planning staff be directed to attend any
Ontario Municipa Board Hearing in support of the Committee of Adjusment, East Didtrict
Panel’ s decision to refuse minor variance application #A245/04SC.”
J(11) New City of Toronto Act — Governance Changes

Councillor Holyday 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:

Moved by: Councillor Holyday
Seconded by: Councillor Ford
“WHEREAS:It is generdly acoepted thet the City of Toronto budget processis flawed; and

WHEREAS it is abundantly clear that it cannot be corrected under the present system of
governance;, and

WHEREAS it issmilarly proven that Toronto cannot baance its budget without financia
ass stance from the Province and/or through onerous property tax rate increases; and

WHEREAS even with tax revenues from gas consumption, the Capita Budget continualy
auffers from arevenue shortfal; and

WHEREAS growth projections indicate that the respongbilities of administering City
finances and programs will increase exponentidly as time marches on; and

WHEREAS the two senior levels of government are reluctant to provide new methods of
taxation or agree to ‘uploading’ of ether capitd or service respongbilities; and

WHEREAS the Mayor’s Office is powerless to unilaterdly set the required tax rate
increase to balance the budget; and

WHEREAS it is incumbent upon the Province and/or the federd government to find a
solution to this conundrum, ether through new forms of direct funding or the cregtion of new
city taxation powers, and

WHEREAS the commercid wdl-being of the City is undergoing serious imparment
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because of the erosons of fiscd prudence and funding shortages, and

WHEREAS cutbacks to socid service programs, adong with incrementd curtailment of
grants to community groups, is shattering the safety net infrastructure; and

WHEREAS trangportation gridlock produces emisson pallution and hinders the movement
of goods, and
WHEREAS the Province has no long-term plan to accommodate population growth;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Province of Ontario be requested
to include the following provisonsin the proposed new City of Toronto Act:

@

2

3

(4)

Q)

(6)

()

provisions be written into the proposed new Act that would create a protocol for
the annud setting of the City budget;

new Act should dictate that Toronto form an Executive Committee compased of the
Mayor and the leading vote-getting Councillors from the four geographica
components of the City;

the new Act should cal for the said Executive Committee to be responsible for
arbitrarily setting the yearly budget;

the new Act require that the budget be then ddlivered balanced or unbaanced to a
provincid committee consgting of the Minigters of Finance, Infrastructure and
Municipd Affairsfor their comments and gpprovd,;

the new Act dipulate that, if the Provincid Ministers agree to an unbaanced budget
that the shortfall be resolved by assstance from the provincia treasury and/or that
the Province sets the City tax rate increase required in order to balance, or that a
combination of the two be formulated to achieve a satisfactory result;

the new Act provide that the three Provincid Minigters dso have the power to
remove items from the budget at their discretion but cannot add new budget items
or dter the dlocation of City tax revenues as presented in the budget document; and

the new Act direct that the Toronto Transt Commission budget follow a smilar
procedure that requires provincia approva to cover capital expenditures and/or
dictate fare increases if so required.”,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:.

Yes- 16

Mayor:

Miller
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Councillors Cho, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins,
Kely, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pdacio, Fitfidd, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki

No- 19

Councillors: Altobello, Augimeri, Bussin, Carall, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hal,
McConndl, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, M oscoe, Pantalone, Rae,
Stintz, Watson

Lost by amgority of 3.
Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, for consderation with Motion J11), aFisca Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Tressurer advising that there was no financia impact resulting from the
adoption of thisMotion. (See Fisca Impact Statement Summary, Page 133)

Disposition:
Asthe vote to waive notice did not carry, notice of this Motion was given to permit consideration

at the next regular meeting of City Council on April 12, 2005.

256 J(12) Planning Review Principles and Request for Direction for 430 King Street West -
King Spadina Part Il Plan Area — East of Spadina Avenue (Trinity-Spadina —
Ward 20)

Councillor Rae 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 Mation, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone

“WHEREAS since the approvd of the King Spadina Part Il Plan and implementing
Reinvestment Area (RA) zoning in 1996, the planning area has undergone significant activity
and investment, particularly the east Sde of the Plan areabounded by Spadina Avenue, John
and Simcoe Streets, Front Street and Adelaide Street; and

WHEREAS mogt of the development activity in the area east of Spadina Avenue since
1996 has been for new residentid congruction, and in many casesfor buildings with heights
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subgtantidly in excess of the 30 metres permitted by the RA zoning;

WHEREAS the physica character and image of the King Spadina areais largely rooted
in its manufacturing history and remaining historic warehouse buildings,

WHEREAS the King Spadina Part 11 Plan acknowledge thet the policies of the Plan should
be monitored and, if appropriate, modified;

WHEREAS a planning framework review, including an urban design study focussing on
built form and public redm, is necessary and appropriate to consder the changesin the area
east of Spadina Avenue since the approvd of the King Spadina Part 11 Plan;

WHEREAS t isrelevant to sat out key principles regarding built form and the public relm
to guide a review and to gpply these key principles to the evauation of development
goplicationsin the area until the planning framework review has been completed; and

WHEREAS it is relevant that these key principles form part of the Issues Lig for the
Ontario Municipa Board pre-hearing for the development application for aresdentia high-
rise building for 430 King Street West scheduled for March 30, 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consder the attached report
dated February 15, 2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled
‘Planning Review Principles and Request for Direction for 430 King Street West for King
Spadina Part 11 Plan Area east of Spadina Avenue (Trinity-Spadina, Ward 20)’, and the
daff 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 Motion J(12) 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 J12), 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 133)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J(12) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
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more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
Council dso condgdered a report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban
Deveopment Services, entitled “Planning Review Principles and Request for Direction for 30 King
Street West, King Spadina Part || Plan Area— East of Spadina Avenue Trinity- Spadina, Ward 20”
(See Attachment 6, Page 124).
Vote:
Motion J(12) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:
In adopting Motion J(12), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report dated February 15,
2005, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:
“It is recommended that the principles set out in this report be used:
Q) to inform and direct a review of land use policies for that portion of the
King Spadina Part 11 Plan and Community Improvement Plan located east of
Spadina Avenue,

2 asinput to the Terms of Reference for the Urban Design study to be undertaken for
the areain 2005;

3 to guide the review and evduation of development gpplications in the area during
the review period; and

4 to form part of the Issues List required for the pre-hearing mesting related to the
apped to the Ontario Municipa Board of application 04 115402 STE 2003 for
430 King Street West which is scheduled for March 30, 2005.”
257 J(13) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing — 124 Dowling Avenue
Councillor Watson 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 Watson

Seconded by: Councillor Rae
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“WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment held a public meeting on January 26, 2005, to
congder arequest for the granting of minor variances a 124 Dowling Avenue; and

WHEREAS the Committee heard from a number of area resdents and resident
organizations opposed to the granting of these variances; and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment refused to grant the requested variances on the
bass that the generd intent and purpose of the Officid Plan and Zoning By-law is not
maintained, the variances were not minor in nature nor were they considered desirable for
the appropriate development of the land; and

WHEREAS the proposa would convert the existing use of the property from a nursing
home to arooming house; and

WHEREAS rooming houses have been prohibited in South Parkdale since 1978; and
WHERAS when City Council approved the Parkdae Filot Project, it also decided to
oppose any Committee of Adjustment or rezoning applications seeking to establish new
rooming house use that is contrary to the Zoning By-law; and
WHEREAS the gpplicant has now gppealed this decison to the Ontario Municipa Board;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Solicitor be directed to
atend the Ontario Municipa Board hearing in defence of the City’s Committee of
Adjustment decison.”
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(13) 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 J13), 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 133)
Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Motion J(13) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
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more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
Council aso consdered aNotice of Decison, Minor Variance/Permisson (January 28, 2005) from
the Manager and Deputy Secretary, Committee of Adjustment, Toronto and Eagt Y ork Panel, which
ison filein the City Clerk’s Office.
Vote:
Motion J(13) was adopted, without amendment.
J(14) 650-672 Sheppard Avenue Ead - Ontario Municipal Board Decison/Order No. 0150
Granting Exclusonsto Gross Floor Area Definition — Appeal to Divisonal Court
— Offer to Settle
Councillor Shiner 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 Shiner
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Feldman
“WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board (OMB) issued its Decison/Order No. 0150
on January 25, 2005, with respect to a proposed development at 650-672 Sheppard
Avenue East; and
WHEREAS a its mesting held on February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, City Council, by its adoption
of Motion J33), without amendment, adopted the City Solicitor’sin camerareport dated
January 31, 2005, thereby authorizing the City Solicitor to seek |eave to gppea the OMB
Decision/Order to Divisond Court; and
WHEREAS the devel oper has made an offer to settle the gpped; and

WHEREAS this is a ‘time sendtive’ matter, sSnce the offer to settle expires if it is not
accepted at the February 16, 2005 City Council meeting;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider the attached
confidentia report dated February 15, 2005, 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
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Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(14) to the North Y ork Community Council would haveto
be waived, in order to now consider this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during condderation of Motion J14), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

The vateto waivereferrd of Motion J(14) to the North Y ork Community Council carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council adso considered a confidentid report (February 15, 2005) from the City Solicitor.
Motion:

Councillor Shiner moved that Motion J14) be adopted, subject to adding the following new
Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the saff recommendations contained in
the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentia report dated February 15, 2005,
from the City Salicitor, be adopted, subject to amending Recommendation (1)(b) to read
asfollows

‘(D)(b) the maximum number of parking spaces shal be based on the following ratios:

(i) amaximum of 1.40 parking spaces per apartment house dwelling unit, of
which 0.25 parking spaces per dwdling unit shal be for the use of vigtors,

(i) amaximum of 2.20 parking spaces per multiple attached dwdling unit, of
which 0.25 parking spaces per dwelling unit shal be for the use of vigtors,

(i) amaximum of 0.42 parking spaces per retirement home dwelling rooms, of
which 0.25 spaces per dweling room shdl be for the use of vigtors,

(iv) paking for a Nurang Home shal not exceed a maximum of 43 parking
gpaces; and

(v)  parking for commercid uses shdl be provided at arate of one (1) space per
28 sguare metres of gross floor area, of which up to 50 percent of the
required parking spaces may be shared with the required vigtor parking
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gpaces for dwdling units and dwelling rooms up to a maximum of 18
spaces;’.”

Votes:

Themotion by Councillor Shiner carried.
Motion J(14), as amended, carried.
Summary:

In adopting Motion J(14), as amended, Council adopted, as amended, the staff recommendations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report dated February 15, 2005, from
the City Solicitor. These recommendations, as amended by Council, are now public, and the baance
of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001,
asit contains information that is subject to solicitor-client privilege:

“It is recommended that City Council:

Q) direct the City Solicitor to settle the City’ s gpped to the Divisond Court of Ontario
Municipa Board Decision/Order No. 0150 on the following terms:

@ the maximum number of dwedling units in the proposed development be
reduced by 240 units from 827 units to 587 units;

(b) the maximum number of parking spaces shdl be based on the following
ratios:

() amaximum of 1.40 parking spaces per gpartment house dwelling
unit, of which 0.25 parking spaces per dwelling unit shdl be for the
use of vigtors,

(i) amaximum of 2.20 parking spaces per multiple atached dwelling
unit, of which 0.25 parking spaces per dwelling unit shdl be for the
use of vigtors,

(i) amaximum of 0.42 parking spaces per retirement home dwelling
rooms, of which 0.25 spaces per dwelling room shdl be for the use
of vigtors,

(iv) parking for a Nurang Home shdl not exceed a maximum of
43 parking spaces, and
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v) parking for commercia uses shal be provided at arate of one (1)
Space per 28 square metres of gross floor area, of which up to 50
percent of the required parking spaces may be shared with the
required vigtor parking spaces for dweling units and dwelling
rooms up to amaximum of 18 spaces,

(© the Section 37 community benefits for the project be increased by
$50,000.00 from $400,000.00 to $450,000.00;

(d) the Ontario Municipa Board concur with and secure the settlement terms
in paragraphs 1(a), (b) and (c) above by amending its Decision, the draft
Officdd Pan Amendment, the Zoning By-lav Amendment and cother rdated
documentation in a manner consstent with this settlement; and

(e the apped be settled on awithout cost basis; and

2 authorize and direct the gppropriate City officiasto take the necessary action to give
effect thereto.”

Deputy Mayor Pantdone in the Chair.
J(15) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing Regarding 136 Silver Birch
Deputy Mayor Bussn 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: Deputy Mayor Bussin
Seconded by: Councillor Rae
“WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board (the ‘OMB’) has set March 8, 2005, for the
continuation of an apped by the owner (the ‘Owner’) of 136 Silver Birch Avenue (the
‘Site’) for apermit (the ‘2004 Tree Permit’), under the City’ s Private Tree By-law, to build
areplacement driveway in the vicinity of two red oak trees located on the Site; and

WHEREAS a potentia settlement has been reached among the various interested parties
and residents; and

WHEREAS it is necessary for Council to provide the City Solicitor with indructions
regarding this matter during the Council meeting scheduled for February 16, 2005; and
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WHEREAS the City Solicitor has provided areport to City Council dated February 16,
2005, to be considered in camera;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consder the attached

confidential report dated February 16, 2005, from the City Solicitor, and the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report be adopted;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report be considered in camera, as
it relates to matters of solicitor-client privilege”

Advice by Deputy Mayor:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone advised the Council that the provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipa Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(15) to the Toronto and East York
Community Council would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during condderation of Motion J15), a confidentid Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waivereferrd of Motion J(15) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council aso considered a confidentid report (February 16, 2005) from the City Solicitor.

Vote:

Moation J(15) was adopted, without amendment.

SUmmary:

In adopting Motion J15), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentiad report dated
February 16, 2005, from the City Solicitor. These recommendations are now public, and the baance
of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001,
asit contains information pertaining to litigetion or potentid litigation:

“It is recommended that:
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Q) authority be granted for the City to enter into Minutes of Settlement and
an implementing settlement agreement, subgtantidly as st out in the Appendix to the
report of the City Solicitor dated February 16, 2005, with Mr. Andrew Trickett,
(the *Owner’') being the owner of 136 Silver Birch Avenue (the ‘ Site'); and

2 upon the execution of the Minutes of Settlement, the City Solicitor be authorized to
advise the OMB that the City consents to the OMB alowing the apped by the
Owner upon the conditions set out in the Appendix to the report of the City
Solicitor dated February 16, 2005.”

2.60 J(16) Decision of the Superior Court of Justice to Quash By-law No. 906-2003, in the

Caseof Toronto Taxi Alliancev. City of Toronto

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 Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Altobello
Seconded by: Councillor Watson

“WHEREAS on November 25, 26 and 27, 1998, City Council adopted, as amended,
Emergency and Protective Services Committee Report. 13, Clause 1, headed ‘ Response
to the Emergency and Protective Services Committee Respecting the Report on the Review
of the Taxicab Industry’; and

WHEREAS City Council enacted By-law No. 386-2003 on May 23, 2003, amending §
545-142A(1) of Toronto Municipa Code Chapter 545, Licensing, in accordance with the
adopted recommendations; and

WHEREAS City Council enacted By-law No. 906-2003 on September 24, 2003,
effective January 1, 2004, deleting and replacing the amended § 545-142A(1), in
accordance with the adopted recommendations; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Taxi Alliance issued aNatice of Application in the Superior Court
of Justice to quash By-laws Nos. 386-2003 and 906-2003 in September 2003; and

WHEREAS the application was heard on November 10, 2004, and a decison was
released on February 1, 2005, quashing By-law No. 906-2003; and

WHEREAS as this was an gpplication brought before the Superior Court of Justice, the
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City may apped to the Ontario Court of Appedl as of right, and does not require leave of
the Court to do so; and

WHEREAS this matter must be considered at this meeting of Council, as the apped must
be filed by March 3, 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consder the attached

confidential report dated February 15, 2005, from the City Solicitor, and the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report be adopted.”

Advice by Deputy Mayor :

Deputy Mayor Pantaone advised the Council that the provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipal Code requiring the referral of Motion J(16) to the Planning and Transportation
Committee would have to 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.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referral of Maotion J(16) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council adso considered a confidentid report (February 15, 2005) from the City Solicitor.

Vote:

Motion J(16) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J16), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentid report dated

February 15, 2005, from the City Solicitor. This report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in
accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains informeation pertaining to

litigation.

261 J(17) Promoting Environmentally—Friendly Buildingsin Toronto
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2.62

Councillor Moscoe gave Notice of the following Mation to permit consideration at the next regular
meeting of City Council on April 12, 2005:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor De Baeremaeker
“WHEREAS February 16, 2005, is the dete of implementation for the Kyoto Protocol; and

WHEREAS locd governments have a vitd role to play in promoting environmentaly
sugtainable practices in communities; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto has been aleader in environmentd initiatives, and

WHEREAS City d&ff are currently developing Green Building Guidedines, as wdl as
participating on the Green Roofs Taskforce;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Commissioner of Urban

Deve opment Services be requested to report to the Planning and Trangportation Committee

on ways in which the City can further promote environmentaly sustainable development.”
Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Condderation of the following matters was deferred to the next regular meeting of City Council on
April 12, 2005, as they remained on the Order Paper at the conclusion of this meeting of Council:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8

Clause 1d - “Capitd Financing Strategy — 2004”.

Adminigtration Committee Report 8

Clause 8d - “Complaint Regarding Actions at Committee Meetings’.

Board of Hedth Report 7

Clause 1d - “Shade Policy and Technicad Consderations for the City of Toronto”.

Scarborough Community Council Report 8
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Clause 7c - “Elimination of Sdewaks on Starry Crescent and Boulderbrook Drive
(Ward 42 - Scarborough Rouge River)

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9

Clause4lc - “Operating Variance Report for the Nine Months Ended September 30,
2004".

Audit Committee Report 6

Clause 6¢c - “Hostd Operations Review - Community and Neighbourhood Services’.

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9

Clause 1c - “Request for Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of Toronto
Municipa Code to Permit Front Yard Parking at 22 Nairn Avenue (Ward
17 - Davenport)”.

Clause 2c - “Reqguest for an Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of Toronto
Municipa Code to Permit Front Yard Parking a 24 Nairn Avenue (Ward
17 - Davenport)”.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2

Clause 6a - “Comprehengve Report on the City’s Long-Term Fiscd Plan”.
Audit Committee Report 1
Clause la - “Toronto Emergency Medica Services Operationd Support Review -

Works and Emergency Services Department”.

Community Sarvices Committee Report 2

Clause la - “Toronto EM S Hospitd Offload Delays’.

Economic Devel opment and Parks Committee Report 1

Clause 9a - “Tourism Action Plan: Y ear One Implementation and Y ear Two Directions
(All Wards)".

North Y ork Community Council Report 1
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Clause10a - “Feeghility to Extend the Concrete Median - Kedle Street north of Highway
401 (Ward 9 - York Centre)

Clause30a - “All Way Stop Control - Brentdliffe Road at Fairland Road (Ward 26 - Don
Vdley West)".

Clause35a - “Request for Poll - Speed Hump Plan - Hillhurgt Blvd., west of Bathurst

Street (Ward 15 - Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1

Clause 27a “Request for an Exemption from Chapter 400 of the former City of Toronto
Municipa Codeto Permit Front Yard Parking - 533 St. Clarens Avenue

(Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Clause28a - “Request for Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto
Municipd Code to Permit Driveway Widening for Two Vehicles — 319
Glenayr Road (St. Paul’s, Ward 21)”.

Clause3la - “Request for Exemption from Chapter 248 of the Former City of Toronto
Municipad Code to Permit Driveway Widening - 26 Tarlton Road (S
Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Clause4la - “Ingalation of Speed Humps— Bank Street, between Dufferin Street and
Sheridan Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Clause42a - “Ingdlation of Speed Humps — Waterloo Avenue, between Dufferin Street
and Gladstone Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Clause43a - “Ingdlation of Speed Humps— Gordon Street, between Dufferin Street and
Sheridan Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Clause45a - “Ingtallation of Speed Humps — Poplar Plains Road, between Cottingham
Street and Poplar Plains Crescent and Russell Hill Road, between
Clarendon Avenue and Boulton Drive (St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Clause46a - “Speed Hump Poll Results— Laing Street, between Queen Street East and
Eastern Avenue (Beaches-East Y ork, Ward 32)”.

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2
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Clause 14 - “Request for Traffic Cdming (Speed Humps) on Bankfied Drive (Ward 1
- Etobicoke North)”.
Clause 18 - “Application for Exemption to Toronto Municipa Code Chapter 447,

Fences at 3699 Bloor Street West (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

North Y ork Community Council Report 2

Clause 5

“Request for an Exemption from Chepter 248 of the former City of Toronto
Municipad Codeto permit angled driveway widening at 94 Wanless Avenue
(Ward 25 - Don Vadley West)”.

Clause 6

“Request for an Exemption from Chepter 248 of the former City of Toronto
Municipad Code to permit angled driveway widening at 96 Wanless Avenue
(Ward 25 - Don Valey West)”.

Clause 7 “Request for an Exemption from Chepter 248 of the former City of Toronto
Municipad Codeto permit angled driveway widening at 98 Wanless Avenue

(Ward 25 - Don Vadley West)”.

Clause 8

“Request for an Exemption from Chepter 248 of the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code to permit angled driveway widening a 100 Wanless
Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Vdley West)”.

Clause 16 “Cafe Demetre - Boulevard Cafe - 518 Eglinton Avenue West (Ward 16

- Edlinton-Lawrence)”.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2

Clause 1 - “Fina Report - Rezoning Application - 301 Cedarvale Avenue (Beaches-
East York, Ward 31)”.

Clause 25 - “Ingalaion of Speed Humps - Edwin Avenue, between Ruskin Avenue and
apoint 119 metres north of Edith Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Clause 26 - “Ingdlation of Traffic Control Signd's and Speed Humps - Spadina Road
and Kilbarry Road/Burton Road, Kilbarry Road and Burton Road,
between Vedta Drive and Dunloe Road (St. Paul’s, Ward 21 and St
Paul’s, Ward 22)”.
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Clause 27 - “Proposed Ingdlation of Speed Bumpsin Public Lanefirg east of Church

Street, between Charles Street East and |sabella Street (Toronto Centre-
Rosedde, Ward 27)".

NOTICES OF MOTION

F(1)

F(2)

F(3)

(1)

J4)

Moved by Councillor Milczyn, seconded by Councillor Holyday, regarding consolidating
the naming of the Community Council boundaries with the Service Didtricts of the City of
Toronto.

Moved by Councillor Maoscoe, seconded by Councillor Paacio, regarding a request to
renew the Facade Program for Y ork Eglinton Business Improvement Area

Moved by Councillor Mihevc, seconded by Councillor Moscoe, regarding the waiving of
fees for Community Festivdlson &. Clair Avenue West.

Moved by Councillor Giambrone, seconded by Councillor Fletcher, regarding support for
Internationa Car Free Day.

Moved by Councillor Milczyn, seconded by Coundillor Del Grande, regarding the disclosure
of Proponents responses to certain sections of Request for Proposa (RFP) 3401-04-3216
- Supply, Ddivery and Ingtdlation of Desktop and Notebook Computers and Related
Products and Services.

BILLSAND BY-LAWS

On February 16, 2005, at 7:34 p.m., Deputy Mayor Pantaone, seconded by Deputy Mayor Bussin,
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:.

Bill No. 112 By-law No. 115-2005 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
Livingstone Avenue.

Bill No. 113 By-law No. 116-2005 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 Livingstone Avenue.

Bill No. 114 By-law No. 117-2005 To amend the Municipa Code of the former
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Bill No. 115

Bill No. 116

Bill No. 117

Bill No. 118

Bill No. 119

Bill No. 121

Bill No. 122

Bill No. 123

Bill No. 124

By-law No. 118-2005

By-law No. 119-2005

By-law No. 120-2005

By-law No. 121-2005

By-law No. 122-2005

By-law No. 123-2005

By-law No. 124-2005

By-law No. 125-2005

By-law No. 126-2005

City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article 1, regarding The
Kingsway and Twyford Road.

To amend the Municipal Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with repect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding The
Kingsway and Twyford Road.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article I, regarding The
Kingsway at Edenbridge Drive.

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding The
Kingsway at Edenbridge Drive.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 612, Pesticides, Use of, to clarify
8§ 612-1B(2)(d).

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 545, Licensing, respecting fees
for body rub parlour owners and
operators.

To adopt anew City of Toronto Municipd
Code Chapter 485, Graffiti.

To pemanently dose aportion of the public
lane known as Stanley Terrace located at
the rear of 720 Welington Street West
and 17-21 Stafford Street.

To amend By-law No. 92-93, aby-lav“To
regulate traffic on roads in the Borough of
East York”, being a by-law of the former
Borough of Eagt Y ork, regarding Leacrest
Road.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
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Bill No. 125

Bill No. 126

Bill No. 127

Bill No. 128

Bill No. 130

Bill No. 131

Bill No. 132

By-law No. 127-2005

By-law No. 128-2005

By-law No. 129-2005

By-law No. 130-2005

By-law No. 131-2005

By-law No. 132-2005

By-law No. 133-2005

Chapter 441, Fees, by amending Section
441-11, entitled Planning Application
Fees. *amended*

To amend By-law No. 92-93, aby-lav“To
regulate traffic on roads in the Borough of
East York”, being a by-law of the former
Borough of Eagt Y ork, regarding Aldwych
Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Bartlett Avenue
North.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Edith Drive.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to exempt the rear
yard fence on the property municipdly
known as 14 Breen Crescent from the
maximum height requirements.

Toamend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chepter 767, Taxation, respecting the
delegation of the powers and functions of
Council to the Assessment Review Board
under section 334 of the Municipal Act,
2001, and under sections 2, 3 and 4of
Ontario Regulation 399/03.

Toamend By-law No. 280-2004 to extend
the expiration of a pat lot control
exemption for 445-449 Roya Y ork Road
from Part Lot Control.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Brooklyn Avenue and
Markham Street.
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Bill No. 133

Bill No. 134

Bill No. 135

Bill No. 136

Bill No. 137

Bill No. 138

Bill No. 139

Bill No. 140

By-law No. 134-2005

By-law No. 135-2005

By-law No. 136-2005

By-law No. 137-2005

By-law No. 138-2005

By-law No. 139-2005

By-law No. 140-2005

By-law No. 141-2005

To further amend the Officia Plan for the
former City of Toronto as amended by
By-lav No. 544-2004 and to further
anend the Generd Zoning By-law
No. 438-86, of the former City of
Toronto, as amended by By-law
No. 545-2004 with respect to lands
municipdly known as 36 Whitewood
Road.

To define the Cabbagetown South Heritage
Conservation Didrict Study Area as an
aea of the City of Toronto to be
examined for futuredesgndion as a
Heritage Conservation Didtrict.

To designate the property a 1204 Queen
Street West (The Gladstone Hotel) as
being of culturd heritage value or interest.

To designate the Harbord Village area as
a Heritage Consarvation Didtrict.

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 Lapp Street.

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
Lapp Street.

To adopt Amendment No. 337 to the
Officid Pan for the former City
of Toronto with respect to the
Regent Park Area.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto
with respect to the Regent Park Area.
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Bill No. 141

Bill No. 142

Bill No. 143

Bill No. 144

Bill No. 145

Bill No. 146

Bill No. 147

By-law No. 142-2005

By-law No. 143-2005

By-law No. 144-2005

By-law No. 145-2005

By-law No. 146-2005

By-law No. 147-2005

By-law No. 148-2005

To adopt Amendment No. 334 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands municipaly
known as 363 Sorauren Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto with
respect to lands municipaly known as 363
Sorauren Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 558 to the
Officid Plan of the former City of North
Y ork, with respect to lands located within
the block bounded on the south by Finch
Avenue West, on the west by Greenview
Avenue, on the north by Hendon Avenue
and on the east by Duplex Avenue.

To amend the former City of North York
By-law No. 7625 with respect to lands
bounded by Finch Avenue Wed,
Greenview Avenue, Hendon Avenue and
Duplex Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 122-2005 of
the Officid Plan of the Etobicoke Planning
Area with respect to lands located at 60
Bergamot Avenue.

To amend Chapters 320 and 324 of
the Etobicoke Zoning Code with respect
to lands municipdly known as
60 Bergamot Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 127-2004 to
the Officd Plan for the former City of
Etobicoke in order to implement a ste
goecific amendment to permit the
redesignation of the southerly portion of
the lands municipaly known as 2175 Lake
Shore Boulevard West, and located within
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Bill No. 148

Bill No. 150

Bill No. 151

Bill No. 152

Bill No. 153

Bill No. 154

Bill No. 155

Bill No. 156

By-law No. 149-2005

By-law No. 150-2005

By-law No. 151-2005

By-law No. 152-2005

By-law No. 153-2005

By-law No. 154-2005

By-law No. 155-2005

By-law No. 156-2005

the Humber Bay Shores Development
Area, from Commercia to Mixed Use.

To amend Chapter 324 of the Etobicoke
Zoning Code on lands located within the
Humber Bay Shores Development Area
(formerlythe Motd Strip), known
municipdly as 2175Lake Shore
Boulevard West.

To authorize the dteration of Highbury
Road, between Sarview Drive and
Walasey Avenue, by the inddlation of

speed humps.

To authorize the dteation of
Seadliff Boulevard by the ingdlation of

speed humps.

To adopt Amendment No. 335 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands municipaly
known in the year 2005 as 80 and part of
100 Turnberry Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By-law No.
438-86 of the former City of Toronto with
respect to lands municipaly known in the
year 2005 as 80 and part of 100
Turnberry Avenue.

To exempt the lands municipaly known as
212-240, 265-281 and 285-299 David
Dunlap Circle from Part Lot Control.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Sumach Street.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Sterling Road.
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Bill No. 157

Bill No. 158

Bill No. 159

Bill No. 160

Bill No. 161

Bill No. 162

By-law No. 157-2005

By-law No. 158-2005

By-law No. 159-2005

By-law No. 160-2005

By-law No. 161-2005

By-law No. 162-2005

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Avondale Road,
Jackman Avenue, Laneway system
bounded by Wesminger Avenue,
Sorauren Avenue, Fermanagh Avenue and
Roncevdles Avenue, Millwood Road and
Rosedale Road.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Inglewood Drive.

To amend By-law No. 158-2004, as
amended by By-law No. 1010-2004, to
extend the period of interim control in the
RA didrict on those lands generdly
bounded by Queen Street West, Spadina
Avenue, Front Strest West and
Bathurst Street and provide an exception.

To reped former City of Toronto By-law
No. 460-93 pertaining to the lane known
as Roy’s Square.

To amend Scarborough Zoning By-law No.
24982, the Employment Didtricts Zoning
By-law, as amended Golden Mile and
Mashdling Yad, and to amend
Scarborough Zoning By-law No. 9676,
the Guildwood Community Zoning
By-law; and to amend Scarborough
Zoning By-law No. 9510, the Woburn
Community By-law; and toamend
Scarborough Zoning By-law No. 25278,
the Upper Rouge-Hillade Community
Zoning By-law.

To amend the Employment Didricts Zoning
By-law No. 24982, as amended and the
Morningsde Heights Zoning By-law, as
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Bill No. 163 By-law No. 163-2005
Bill No. 164 By-law No. 164-2005
Bill No. 165 By-law No. 165-2005
Bill No. 166 By-law No. 166-2005
Bill No. 167 By-law No. 167-2005
Bill No. 168 By-law No. 168-2005

the vote upon which was taken asfollows.

amended, with respect tolands
municipaly known as 1841 Neilson Road,
south-east corner of Passmore Avenue
and Oasis Boulevard (Neilson Road).

To amend Morningsde Community Zoning
By-law No. 11883, as amended.

To add a Ste Flan Contrdl Area (Centennid
Community).

To amend the Township of Aickering Zoning
By-law No. 1978 and the Centennid
Community Zoning By-law No. 12077, as
amended, with respect to lands
municipaly known as 305 Port Union
Road.

To adopt Amendment No. 8 to the Officid
Pan of the former Municipdity of
Metropolitan Toronto and Amendment
No. 1128 to the Officid Plan of the
former City of Scarborough, to amend the
right-of-way for Port Union Road,
Lawrence Avenue East to Kingston Road.

To amend Scarborough Zoning By-law No.
24982, as amended, with respect to the
lands municipaly known as 1920 and
1940 Eglinton Avenue East and 20
Ashtonbee Road.

To amend former City of North York
By-law  No. 7625 with respect to
lands municipaly known as
685 Sheppard Avenue Eadt,

Yes- 26
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Feldman, Giambrone,
Holyday, Kely, LiPreti, McConndl, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Paacio, Pantalone, Rae, Shiner, Thompson, Walker
No-0
Carried unanimoudy.
2.64 On February 16, 2005, at 7:35 p.m., Councillor Carroll, seconded by Councillor Walker, moved

that leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and thet this Bill, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 169 By-law No. 169-2005 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
a its meeting held on the 16th day of
February, 2005,

the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdllo, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Feldman, Giambrone,
Holyday, Kely, LiPreti, McConnel, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae, Shiner, Thompson, Walker

No-1
Councillors: Ford

Carried by amgority of 25.
The fallowing Bills were withdrawn:
Bill No. 120 To amend By-law No. 92-93, aby-law “To regulate traffic on roadsin the

Borough of East York”, being a by-law of the former Borough of East
Y ork, regarding Brentcliffe Road.

Bill No. 129 To amend the former City of Toronto Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, with respect to speed control zones.
Bill No. 149 To amend By-law No. 6752, of the former Borough of East York, as

amended, with respect to lands municipdly known as 301 Cedarvale
Avenue.
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OFFICIAL RECOGNITIONS:

2.65 Condolence Motions

2.66

Councillor Minnan-Wong, seconded by Councillor Stintz, moved that:

“WHEREA Sthe Members of City Council are degply saddened to learn of the tragic death
of SlviaVeres, on February 11, 2005; and

WHEREAS her husband was dso injured while trying to protect her; and
WHEREAS the community at-large is mourning the loss of this woman; and

WHEREAS it is of grave concern to the Members of Council and the citizens of our City
that violent crimes, usng wegpons, is on the rise and that dl efforts to reduce these violent
acts should be encouraged and supported; and

WHEREAS domestic violence continues to affect the lives of so many women and dl
efforts to increase the safety of women should aso be encouraged and supported;

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 her husband Miklos

Kemenczy and family.”

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 SzlviaVeres.

MOTIONSTO VARY ORDER OR WAIVE PROCEDURE
Vary the order of proceedings of Council:
Councillor Mihevc, a 10:30 am., moved that Council vary the order of its proceedings to consider

Board of Hedth Report 7, Clause 1d, headed “ Shade Policy and Technical Consderations for the
City of Toronto”, asa‘time sengtive’ item, the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 17
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors Altobello, Augimeri, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
DeBagremaeker, Fletcher, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins,
McConnél, Mihevc, Moscoe, Pantalone

No- 19

Councillors. Adghton, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Holyday,
Li Preti, Mammdliti, Milczyn, Minnen-Wong, Nunziata, Palacio,
Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

Lost by amgority of 2.

Waive the provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code related to meeting
times:

Deputy Mayor Feldman, at 10:26 am., 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. adjournment, and that Council continue in session to conclude congderation of al
meatters remaining on the Order Paper for this meeting, the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes- 23

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Carrall, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande,
Feldman, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Kdly,
Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Palacio, Pantalone, Rae, Thompson

No- 12
Councillors: Altobelo, Ashton, Augimeri, Jenkins, Li Preti, Minnan-\Wong,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker, Watson

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

Mayor Miller, at 12:28 p.m., with the permission of Council, moved thet, 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 12:30 p.m. recess, in order to complete its consderation of Works
Committee Report 10, Clause 10c, headed “ Contract 04WD-04RD, Tender Call 274-2004 Park
Lawn Reverse Ramp (Ward 6 - Etobicoke-Lakeshore)”, which carried, more than two-thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmeative.

Councillor Nunziata, at 7:27 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 8§27 11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, Council waive the requirement
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of the 7:30 p.m. adjournment, in order to dlow for * Quick Releases and the passage of Bills, which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Coundillor Pdacio, a 7:28 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of 8§27 11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 7:30 p.m. adjournment, in order to completeits consderation of Etobicoke Y ork Community
Council Report 9, Clauses 1c and 2c, headed “Request for Exemption to Chapter 400 of the
Former City of Toronto Municipa Code to Permit Front Yard Parking at 22 Nairn Avenue (Ward
17 - Davenport)” and “Request for an Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of Toronto
Municipa Code to Permit Front Yard Parking at 24 Nairn Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”
respectively, the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes- 12

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Cho, De Baeremaeker, Ford, Holyday, Li Preti,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pantalone, Shiner, Walker

No - 16

Councillors; Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cowbourne,
Davis, Del Grande, Feldman, Giambrone, Kely, McConndll,
Mihevc, Moscoe, Rae, Thompson

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

ATTENDANCE

Coundillor Nunziata, seconded by Councillor Pdlacio, moved that the absence of Councillors Chow,
Flion, Lindsay Luby and Ootes from this meeting of Council, be excused, which carried.

9:43 am. to | Rall Cal 2:10 p.m. to | Roll Cadll

February 16, 2005 12:36 p.m.* 11:57 am. 7:36 p.m.* 3:21 p.m.
Miller X - X

Altobello X - X

Ashton X - X X

Augimeri X - X

Balkissoon X - X

Bussin X - X X

Carroll X - X

Cho X - X X
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9:43 am. to | Rall Cal 2:10 p.m. to | Roll Cadll
February 16, 2005 12:36 p.m.* 11:57 am. 7:36 p.m.* 3:21 p.m.
Chow - - - -
Cowbourne X - X -
Davis X X X X
De Baeremaeker X X X -
De Grande X X X X
Di Giorgio X X X X
Feldman X X X -
Filion - - - -
Fletcher X X X -
Ford X X X -
Giambrone X X X X
Grimes X X X -
Hall X X X X
Holyday X X X X
Jenkins X X X X
Kelly X X X X
Li Preti X - X X
Lindsay Luby - - - R
Mammoliti X - - -
McConnell X - X -
Mihevc X X X -
Milczyn X X X -
Minnan-Wong X - X X
Moscoe X - X X
Nunziata X X X X
Ootes - - - -
Palacio X - X X
Pantalone X X X X
Pitfield X X X X
Rae X X X -
Saundercook X X X -
Shiner X - X X
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9:43 am. to | Rall Cal 2:10 p.m. to | Roll Cadll

February 16, 2005 12:36 p.m.* 11:57 am. 7:36 p.m.* 3:21 p.m.
Soknacki X X X X

Stintz X X X X
Thompson X - X X

Walker X X X X

Watson X X X X

Total 41 24 40 24

* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.

Council adjourned on February 16, 2005, at 7:36 p.m.

DAVID R.MILLER, ULLI S WATKISS,
M ayor City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT 1[Notice of Motion J(3)]

Report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism, entitled “ Supplementary Report — Creating an Aerogpace Cludter in the Downsview Area,
York Centre - Ward 9”. (See Minute 2.47, Page 56)

Purpose:
To report further on possible enhancements to a proposed financia incentive program to fecilitate

the development of an aerogpace clugter in the proposed Downsview Community Improvement Plan
Area.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no direct financid implications arising from adoption of this report. Coundil a its meeting
of February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, during congderation of the report from the Commissoner, Economic
Deve opment, Culture and Tourism headed “ Creeting an Aerospace Cludter in the Downsview Area:
Proposed Incentive Program” endorsed in principle a financia incentive program, including Tax
Increment Equivdent Grants, for the Downsview area to encourage the development of an
aerospace clugter and new investment in that area.

A financid incentive program smilar to that initiated for the New Toronto Community Plan
Improvement Areais being proposed for the Downsview CIP. Using this approach, a maximum
of 55 percent of the totd incrementd tax revenue redized would be returned to property ownersin
the form of rehabilitation grants over a ten-year term. For example, Ste improvements to the
Bombardier site could result in approximately $500,000 per year in additiona incrementd property
taxes to the City, and under such a program up to approximately $2.75 million could be granted
back to Bombardier over aten-year period. Following the term of the grant, 100 percent of all tax
revenues from these developments will flow to the City. Council could condder variations that
increase the grants under such a program, so long as the total amount of the grants do not exceed
the total cost to the developer or land owner of the rehabilitation of the lands and buildings in the
CIP. Such variaionswill need to be assessed further to determine the financid impact and funding
source once the ultimate boundaries of the CIP area are determined and definitive development
scenarios are understood.

The Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer has reviewed the financid implications and impact and
concurs with the recommendations of this report.
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Recommendation

It is recommended that this report be received for information.

Background:

City Council on February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, during consideration of the concurrent reports from the
Commissioner, Economic Development, Culture and Tourism headed “ Creating an Aerospace
Cludgter in the Downsview Area: Proposed Incentive Program”, and from the Commissioner of
Urban Development Services headed “ Community Improvement Plan for the Downsview Ared’
took the following action:

@

)

endorsed in principle the cregtion of an investment incentive program that would incorporate
Tax Incremental Equivdent Grants plus the waiver of building and development related fees
for the Downsview area to encourage the development of an aerospace cluster and new
invesment; and

recommended that staff from Urban Development Services prepare a draft Community
Improvement Plan for the Downsview area, in consultation with the Chief Financid Officer
and Treasurer, the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, and the
Toronto Economic Development Corporation.

City Council further requested that:

“the City cdl on the Province of Ontario to match the recent offer of the Government of
Quebec and come forward with a plan to fund the expansion of the Downsview plant, and
further that the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be requested
to report to the February 16, 2005 meeting of Council on what further incentives the City
may be ableto offer”.

This report responds to the request to report on possible enhancements to a proposed financia
incentive program.

Comments.

A February 1, 2005 article in the Globe and Mail, headed “ Quebec sweetens pot for Bombardier”,
reported that Quebec proposad to enter into a public/private partnership through which new facilities
would be financed and built then leased-back to Bombardier. The article implied that this was some
form of an improved or enhanced financing package.
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Economic Development Divison saff contacted representatives of the Ontario Minigtry of Economic
Development and Trade (MEDT) to discuss opportunities for enhancing support for the C-Series
jet program. MEDT gaff noted that the Bombardier Request for Proposal's required governmenta
respondents to address three areas as follows:

() provison of program development funding;
(i) support for the development of facilities and tooling; and
(i) provison of export financing.

While specific details of the Ontario package have not been disclosed as discussions between the
parties are ongoing on a confidentid bass, Provincid officids have indicated the nature of the
package is very competitive and does address dl three of the above-referenced aress.

In generd terms, the Ontario proposd aso condders options for public/private partnership
congtruction, and asde and leaseback arrangement. The find type of arrangement would be based
on the most favourable financia, accounting, and project management criteria giving congderation
to cogt-benefit, baance sheet implications, and construction scheduling. In this respect, the Ontario
proposa gppearsto provide a greater level of flexibility.

MEDT noted that the pursuit of a definitive development scenario would be premature & this Stage.
At the gppropriate time, MEDT would welcome an opportunity to discuss what potentid role the
City could play in a public/private partnership development scenario a the de Havilland site. This
could occur either directly or through an arm’ s-length agency like TEDCO, together in concert with
the Province of Ontario, the Federd Government and other stakeholders.

Non-Financid Enhancements;

The City recognizes the importance of maintaining and enhancing an aerogpace clugter in the
Downsview employment lands. The Downsview area within the City of Toronto is one of only 7
magor arcraft assembly operationsin the world. Maintaining this operation and building uponiit is
an important component of the City’s economy devel opment strategy.

The development of the Bombardier C-Series Jet at the Downsview site would be consstent with
the City’ s objectivesfor the area. As such, it isimportant to re-iterate the City’ s intention to fast-
track gpplications for Ste-plan and building permit gpprovals for the aerospace sector when they
come forward, in order to provide a grester level of comfort that sengtive project timelines can be
met.

The City could dso take steps to help create awe coming environment for the anticipated expansion
of production facilities through improved community relations. To that end it is suggested that
community liaison/outreach be undertaken to enhance the receptivity of the employment
intengfication by the surrounding community.
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Possble Financid Enhancement Measures,

As st out in the February 2, 2005 report from the Commissioner, Economic Devel opment, Culture
and Tourismto Council, the provision of revitdization incentives within the Downsview CIP Area
will result in new property tax revenue from redevelopment and new congtruction. Funding for the
grants are derived from new incrementd tax revenues that, but for the provison of financia
incentives, the City would not otherwise have redized. The baance of new tax revenues will
contribute to the City’ s overdl tax revenues arisng from new assessment growth.

City Council endorsed in principle the creation of an investment incentive program that would
incorporate Tax Incrementa Equivaent Grants, together with the waiver of building and deve opment
related fees for the Downsview CIP areato encourage the development of an aerospace clugter and
new investment. The details of such an incentive program would be developed as part of the draft
Community Improvement Plan for the Downsview areg, for congderation by Council, and ultimeately
for gpprova by the Minister of Municipa Affairs and Housing as required under legidation.

Assuming afinancid incentive program Smilar to thet initiated for the New Toronto Community Plan
Improvement Areawas extended to the proposed Downsview CIP, then amaximum of 55 percent
of the total incremental tax revenue redlized would be returned to property ownersin the form of
rehabilitation grants over aten-year term. For example, Site improvements to the Bombardier Ste
could result in gpproximately $500,000 per year in additiona incrementd property taxesto the City,
and under such a program up to gpproximeately $2.75 million could be granted back to Bombardier
over aten-year period. Following the term of the grant, 100 percent of al tax revenues from these
devdopments will flow to the City.

Council could congider variations that increase the amount of the grants made under such a program,
or the term of the grant period, S0 long as the total amount of the grants do not exceed the tota cost
to the devel oper or land owner of the rehabilitation of the lands and buildings in the CIP.

In locations where soil remediation is required, additional measures could be implemented to reduce
or waive taxes during the cleanup period preceding development and rehabilitation. The Municipal
Act, as amended by the Brownfidds Statute Law Amendment Act, provides authority for citiesto
canced dl or part of property taxes or to implement atax freeze, including the education portion of
taxes, for contaminated brownfields properties that have completed a Phase I Environmenta Site
Assessment, during the remediation and rehabilitation period so long as such financid assstance does
not exceed the cogt of remediation. To date, the extent of any soil contamination requiring
remediation, if any, is not known.

Such variations of financid incentive programs will need to be assessad further to determine the
finandia impact and funding source once the ultimate boundaries of the CIP area are determined and
definitive devel opment scenarios are understood.
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With respect to other fees and charges, the City dready offers an exemption from devel opment
charges and cadhin-lieu of parkland dedication fees for indudtrid development. Coundil’ sresolution
from its meeting of February 1-3, 2005, in condderation of this matter, has aso endorsed in
principle, the waiver of building permit fees (estimated at $1.00 per square foot of new congtruction)
for the Downsview CIP area

Economic Development and Finance Staff are not making any recommendations at this stage with
regards to enhancements to afinancid incentive program. As part of the CIP process a number of
options will be taken into congderation drawing from the list of avallable financid tools and kegping
the desred objectivesin mind. Staff will report on the find form of the incentive program through
the Community Improvement Plan. The need to further enhance the incentive program will be
addressed at that time.

Condusons:

The City recognizes the importance of maintaining and enhancing an aerogpace cluger in the
Downsview employment lands. The provison of revitdization incentives within the Downsview
Community Improvement Plan area are expected to result in reinvestment, rehabilitation, new
condruction, and an increase in the City’ stax revenues from development that would not otherwise
occur, but for the provison of incentives. City Council has dready endorsed in principle the cregtion
of an investment incentive program that would incorporate Tax Incrementa Equivadent Grants,
together with the waiver of building and development related fees for the Downsview CIP areato
encourage investment in the development of an aerospace clugter. The form and content of such an
incentive program, such as program parameters, eigibility, terms, and conditions, will need to be
developed and fully analysed asto ther financid implications and impeact, as part of the CIP process.

Contact:

Karen Thorne-Stone

Executive Director, Economic Devel opment
Phone: (416) 395-6152

Fax: (416) 397-5314

Emal: kthorne@toronto.ca
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ATTACHMENT 2 [Notice of Motion J(4)]
Report (February 2, 2005) from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer and the Commissioner

of Corporate Services, entitled “Disclosure of Proponents Responses to Certain Sections of
Request for Proposal (RFP) 3401-04-3216". (See Minute 2.48, Page 57):

Purpose:

To respond to the e-City Committee’ s request to provide copies of the responses from the eight
proponents to Request for Proposal 3401-04-3216, Sections 5.5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 12.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financia implications resulting from this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that this report be received for information and forwarded to the Adminigtration
Committee for information.

Background:

At its meeting of November 22, 2004, the e-City Committee recommended to the Adminigtration
Committee thet:

Q) the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer and the Commissioner of Corporate Services, in
consultation with appropriate City officids, be directed to provide as soon as possible, to
each of the e-City Committee members, copies of the responses from the eight proponents
to Request for Proposal 3401-04-3216, Sections 5.5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 12, and that staff dso
be requested to submit a report to the Administration Committee, through the e-City
Committee; and

)] the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, in consultation with gppropriate City officds, be
requested to report to the Policy and Finance Committee on:
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@ exiding policy and practices with respect to identifying confidentid and
non-confidentia portions of Request for Proposa responses; and

(b) recommendations to standardize policy and practices having regard to the intent to
maintain the maximum amount of openness and trangparency.

At its meeting on December 10, 2004, the Administration Committee considered the above
recommendations from the e-City Committee. The Adminigtration Committee:

Q) requested the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, in consultation with gopropriate
City officids, to report to the Adminigraiion Committee on the following
Recommendations 2(a) and 2(b) of the e-City Committee:

“(2) tha the Chigf Financid Officer and Treasurer, in consultation with
appropriate City officids, be requested to report to the Policy and Finance
Committee on:

@ exiging policy and practices with respect to identifying confidentid
and non-confidentia portions of Request for Proposal responses,
and

(b) recommendations to standardize policy and practices having regard
to the intent to maintain the maximum amount of openness and
trangparency.”; and

2 deferred congderation of Recommendation (1) of the e-City Committee until the
above report has been submitted to the Administration Committee.

Following the above action taken by the Adminigration Committee, at the e-City Committee meeting
on December 16, 2004, the e-City Committee once again requested the above information and
requested the City Clerk, if the information was not forthcoming, to report to the e-City Committee
and to the Mayor asto why the information is not being released.

The action taken by the e-City Committee on December 16, 2004 isincongstent with the previous
action taken by the e-City Committee at its meeting on November 22, 2004 to refer the matter on
to the Adminigration Committee, and with the action taken by the Adminigration Committee & its
meeting on December 10, 2004.

This report, nevertheless, responds to the request from the e-City Committee that staff report asto
why the information is not being rleased. Staff will be reporting to the Adminigration Committee,
in accordance with its request, on the existing policy and practices in relation to the disclosure of
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information contained in proposds, the rationde for same as well as recommendations on such
policies and practices.

Comments:
1. Confidentidity of Proposd Documents

The Cdl document for Request for Proposal 3401-04-3216 issued by the Purchasing and Materias
Management Divison (“PMMD”) contains provisons indicating that submitted proposals will be
treated as confidential subject to the disclosure requirements of the Municipal Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy Act (“MFIPPA™). In particular, it contained the following
notice to proponents with respect to information provided by them:

MUNICIPAL FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND PROTECTION OF PRIVACY
ACT REQUIREMENTS

The Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act (the Act) appliesto
al tenders, quotations and proposals submitted to the City of Toronto.

Tenders, quotations and proposals will be received in confidence subject to the disclosure
requirements of the Act.

Bidders/proponents should identify any portions of their tender/quotation/proposal which contain
atrade secret, scientific, technicd, financia, commercia or |abour relations information supplied
in confidence and which will cause harm if disclosed.

Questions about the Act should be directed to the Corporate Access and Privacy Divison at
telephone number (416) 392-9683.

In accordance with the requirements of this notice provison, PMMD’ s advice to persons requesting
information on proposasisthat aformal request for access to information would have to be made
pursuant to MFIPPA through the Corporate Access and Privacy Unit (“CAP”) for disclosure of the
information. MFIPPA recognizes the potentid sengtivity of commercid information in an access
request given that section 10 of MFIPPA dates that a head (as defined in the Act) shdl refuseto
disclose arecord that reveds atrade secret or scientific, technical, commercid, financia or Iabour
relations information, supplied in confidence implicitly or explicitly, if the disclosure could reasonably
be expected to, for example, prgudice sgnificantly the competitive postion of the person supplying
the information. The complete text of section 10 is set out in Appendix A to this report.
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CAP would gpply MFIPPA in the norma manner to determine whether access may be granted.
The process under MFIPPA is engaged by the notice provision in Request for Proposa 3401-04-
3216 so that if CAP refuses to grant access to the requested proposa information, the individual
requesting the information may apped the City’s decison to the Information and Privecy
Commissioner (the“1PC”). Conversdly, if CAP believes that the requested proposa information
should be disclosed and the relevant proponent objects to disclosure, the proponent has aright of
apped to the IPC. In short, a process which protects the City and a proponent in respect of the
disclosure of sengtive information is engaged.

2. Rights of Councillors Outside a Formal Access Request under MFIPPA

Given the contractud obligation that disclosure would be in accordance with the disclosure
requirements of MFIPPA, in the opinion of the City Salicitor, disclosure in this Stuation to the
members of the e-City Committee would not comply with the notice provison in the RFP. This
opinion is consstent with prior advice on the disclosure of persond information under MFIPPA
given the determination of the IPC that councillors are not officers or servants of the Corporation
in the same sense as municipd clvil servants. As such, in the context of this RFP, confidentia
information in the subject proposas can only be considered to be reasonably maintained when
coundillors are provided the information in an in camerameeting under the Municipal Act, 2001 and
the information is reasonably necessary in carrying out the business of council.

The reasonableness of the request for the subject information in the context of the business of council
(and in light of the purpose for which the information was sought) has not been established. The
decison to award the contract was made by Council at its meeting of September 28, 29, 30 and
October 1, 2004. Council did not request copies of the proposalsin making its determination with
respect to the award of the contract to the recommended proponent. It is not clear why such
information would be required by the members of the e City Committee after the contract was
awarded by Council.

The proponents clearly have a reasonable expectation that the content of their proposals will not be
used for purposes other than evauation and award of the contract. As such, this request for
information cannot and should not be treated any differently than a request from members of the
public and should be processed by CAP in accordance with the provisons of MFIPPA. In addition,
MF PPA has protections (e.g., consstent gpplication of the MFIPPA requirements by CAP, right
of third parties to respond to the request and to make submissions to the CAP Office and/or the
IPC; and the right of appedl by al parties to the IPC, an independent decision maker) which are
important to the City given the serious and possible financiad consegquences associated with the
improper release of confidentia information.

Therefore, with respect to the proposal documents requested by the e-City Committee, absent a
direction from Coundail to release the confidentid documentsto individua Councillors to be used for
the purposes of acting on Council’s behdf, the requested copies of the proposas cannot be
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provided to the e-City Committee members.

Should Council direct saff to provide the documents to the members of the e-City Commiitteg, it is
daff’ s recommendation thet this only be done in an in-camera meeting such thet, in accordance with
section 27-15(6) of the Municipa Code, the content of any confidentid information in the documents
is not disclosed to any member of the public.

Condusions:

With respect to RFP 3401-04-3216, the proposals submitted in response to the City are
confidentid and explicitly subject to MFIPPA. The proponents have a reasonable expectation that
the proposas they submitted will not be used for purposes inconsstent with the evauation and
award of acontract. The contract with respect to the RFP was awarded by Council in September.

Therefore, absent a direction from Council or an order by the IPC, the requested copies of the
proposals cannot be provided to the e-City Committee members.

Should Council direct gaff to provide the documents to the members of the e-City Committee, such
documents should be considered in an in camera meeting in accordance with the Municipal Act,
2001 and the Municipa Code.

The City Solicitor has been consulted in the preparation of this report and concurs with its contents.

Contact:

J. Davies L. A. Pagano, P. Eng.

Executive Director Director

Information & Technology Divison Purchasng & Materids Management Divison
(416) 392-8421 (416) 392-7312

jdavies@toronto.ca | pagano@toronto.ca

Appendix A
Section 10 of the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act:
Q) A head shall refuse to disclose arecord that revedls atrade secret or scientific, technical,
commercid, financid or labour relations information, supplied in confidence implicitly or

explicitly, if the disclosure could reasonably be expected to,

@ prejudice sgnificantly the competitive pogtion or interfere sgnificantly with the
contractua or other negotiations of a person, group of persons, or organization,
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(b) result in gmilar information no longer being supplied to the indtitution whereit isin
the public interest that Smilar information continue to be so supplied;

(© result in undue loss or gain to any person, group, committee or financia indtitution
or agency; or

(d) reved information supplied to or the report of a conciliation officer, mediator, labour
relations officer or other person gppointed to resolve alabour relations dispute.

2 A head may disclose a record described in subsection (1) if the person to whom the
information relates consents to the disclosure,

ATTACHMENT 3[Notice of Motion J(8)]

Report (February 14, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled
“Application for Demoalition Approva, 121 Industry Street, Applicant: Toronto Trangt Commission,
FileNo.: 10/4/14-1 (Demo Permit File No.: 05 105640 DEM 00 DM) Ward 12 (Y ork South-
Weston)” (See Minute 2.52, Page 63).

Purpose:

To report on whether or not beautification measures are to be secured as a condiition of the approva
of a demoalition application, under specid ]
demolition control legidation applicable to )
the former City of York.

BALK CRILE R

Fnandd Implications and Impact Satement:

There are no financid implications resulting
from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that City Council:

(1)  approvethe application to demolish .\'\% g;,l-f:"‘k A '.I
thebuildingsasshownonthe Plan | %47 % W
attached as Attachment 1 to this | PRl i

A TR F M |
report pursuant to By-law No.
3102-95 with no conditions of [] 121INDUSTRY STREET 7
gpprova related to beautification;
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2 the owner be advised of the following:

@ the requirement to submit to the Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services,
for review and acceptance a storm water management report and grading drawing
showing how stormwater within the Siteisto be handled, prior to commencement
of demoalition work;

(b) the requirement to gpply to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
for the abandonment of any existing drain or water service connections, prior to
issuance of a demoalition permit; and

(© the need to make separate gpplication to the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services for permits to carry out any works involving congruction in,
or occupancy of, the abutting public right-of-way.

Background:

Under the City of York Act, 1994 (Bill PR147), By-law No. 3102-95 was passed designating the
entire area of the former City of York asan area of demalition control. The City of York Act, 1994,
provides the authority for the Council of the former City of Y ork to enact specid demoalition control
legidation for the purpose of securing beautification measures on the lands and abutting municipa
boulevards, where gppropriate, as a condition of the issuance of demalition permits.

An gpplication to demolish exiding indudtrid buildings at 121 Industry Street has been submitted by
Toronto Trangt Commission, who are anxious to quickly redevelop the property withanew TTC
bus garage. Toronto Trangt Commission wishes to obtain demoalition approval for the buildings thet
arelocated in the former City of York area so that demoalition and site work can be undertaken to
prepare for congtruction of the development. It should be noted that the northerly portion of the Site
islocated in the former City of North York areaand is not subject to the specid demolition control
legidation gpplicable to the former City of York area.

The southerly portion of the property is zoned “S1” Strategic Industria Employment Zone in the
former City of York By-law No. 1-83 and the northerly portion of the property is zoned “M2’
Industrial Zoning the former City of North Y ork By-law No. 7625. A Site Plan Control gpplication
has been filed for the proposed TTC bus garage and is under review with the City.

Comments:

The Works and Emergency Services Department has been advised and has no concernsin regard
to the proposed demoalition, subject to the following advisory notes.

The owner shdl be advised of the following:
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@ the requirement to submit to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
for review and acceptance a sorm water management report and grading drawing
showing how stormwater within the Siteisto be handled, prior to commencement
of demoalition work;

(b) the requirement to gpply to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
for the abandonment of any existing drain or water service connections, prior to
issuance of ademoalition permit; and

(© the need to make separate gpplication to the Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services for permitsto carry out any works involving congtruction in,
or occupancy of, the abutting public right-of-way.

Saff has no objection to the gpprova of the demoalition permit goplication and requires no conditions
of gpprova relating to beatification. Planning staff anticipate that the Site Plan Control gpplication
for the proposed TTC bus garage will be gpproved within the next few months. Landscape
improvements, Site remediation, proper grading and drainage of the Site, among other matters, will
be secured through the site plan control approva process.

Condusons:

The Toronto Trangt Commission wishes to proceed with the demolition of the existing indudtrid
buildings located at 121 Industry Street and is anxious to proceed with construction of the proposed
TTC bus garage once site plan control has been findized. Staff recommend that no beautification
measures be required as a condition of the demoalition approval.

Contact:
Mark Chlon, Planner Tel: (416) 394-8246; Fax: (416) 394-6063
Community Planning, West Didtrict E-mall: mchlon@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachments:  Attachment 1 — Buildings to be Demolished

(The Attachment ison file in the City Clerk’s Office))
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ATTACHMENT 4 [Notice of Motion J(9)]
Report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled

“Source Separated Organic Materid Haulage and Processing Services Groupe ConporecInc” (See
Minute 2.53, Page 65):

Purpose:

To obtain authority to issue a sole source purchase order to Groupe Conporec Inc. (Conporec) for
source separated organic materia (SSO) haulage and processing services as described in this report.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

Recommendation (1) of this report will result in operating expenditures of up to gpproximately
$2,535,000.00 (net of full GST rebate) in 2005 based on hauling and processng up to
gpproximately 19,500 tonnes of SSO (ramping up from an annudized processng rate of
gpproximately 10,000 tonnes per year upon issuance of the purchase order to an annudized rate of
approximately 35,000 tonnes per year Sx months after issuance of the purchase order) at a per-
tonne fee of $130.00 plus GST. These expenditures have been included in the Processing Services
of the 2005 Operating Budget for Solid Waste Management Services Divison as recommended by
the Budget Advisory Committee (BAC). Recommendation (1) of this report will dso result in
operating expenditures of up to approximately $4,550,000.00 (net of full GST rebate and indexed
for inflation) per year for the years 2006 to 2009 and up to approximately $1,327,000.00 (net of
full GST rebate and indexed for inflation) for the firgt three and a half months of 2010 based on
hauling and processing up to 35,000 tonnes per year of SSO at a per-tonne fee of $130.00 plus
GST. The per-tonne fee is subject to an annud inflation adjustment commencing on the firg
anniversary of the start date as described in this report. Funding of $4,550,000.00 per year, indexed
to account for inflation, will be included in the 2006 to 2010 Operating Budget submissions for Solid
Waste Management Services Divison for this expenditure as identified in the 2006 and 2007
outlook and the 2005 operating budget submisson.
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The Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer has reviewed and concurs with the financia implications
section contained in this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

@ the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be authorized to issue asole
source purchase order to Groupe Conporec Inc. to provide source separated organic
materia processng services, including haulage, in accordance with their proposa dated
February 7, 2005 for aterm of three years commencing on April 15, 2005 plus up to two
additional one-year extensionsto haul and process up to 35,000 tonnes per year of source
separated organic materid at their fadility located a 3125 rue Joseph- Smard, Sord-Tracey,
Quebec at a per tonne fee of $130.00 plus GST, indexed for inflation as described in this
report, such purchase order to be on the terms and conditions described in this report and
otherwise on terms and conditions congstent with this report and satisfactory to the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, and

(20 thegppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary action to give
effect thereto.

Background:

In December 2002, staff issued RFP No. 9150-03-7002 for interim SSO processing capacity and
two submissions were received in response to it, one from the City of Guelph and one from CClI
Newmarket Ltd. At its meeting held on April 14, 15 and 16, 2003, City Council adopted Clause
No. 7 of Report No. 3 of the Works Committee and in so doing authorized staff to enter into an
agreement with the City of Guelph to provide SSO processing services for up to 20,000 tonnes of
SSO per year for a term of two years beginning in 2003 plus up to three possible one year
extensons. At its meeting held on June 24, 25 and 26, 2003, City Council adopted Clause No. 8
of Report No. 5 of the Works Committee and in so doing, authorized staff to negotiate and enter
into an agreement with Halton Recycling Ltd. (the purchaser of CCl Newmarket Ltd.) to provide
SSO processing services for up to 70,000 tonnes of SSO per year for aterm of two years beginning
in 2004 plus up to three possible one year extensions.

In October 2003, staff issued RFP No. 9155-03-5280 for long-term SSO processing capacity and
ten submissons were received in response to it. Four were disqudified for falling to submit
mandatory documentation. Two more were regjected because they contained prices and conditions
unacceptable to the City. At its meeting held on October 26, 27 and 28, 2004, City Council adopted
Clause No. 23 of Report No. 8 of the Policy and Finance Committee and in so doing, authorized
daff to negotiate and enter into agreements with Courtice Auto Wreckers Limited, All Treaet Farms
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Limited, KC Environmental Group Ltd. and Haton Recycling Ltd. and Halton Recycling (2003) Ltd.
to provide SSO processing services for acumulative total of up to 70,000 tonnes of SSO per year
for aterm of ten years beginning between September 2005 and January 2007.

Atitsmeeting held on March 1, 2 and 3, 2004 City Council adopted Clause No. 32 of Report No.
2 of the Palicy and Finance Committee and in so doing, authorized staff to issue a sole source
purchase order to Groupe Conporec Inc. to provide SSO processing services for up to 12,000
tonnes of SSO per year for aterm of one year beginning in March 2004. (Purchase order was issued
on April 15, 2004 and expires on April 15, 2005.)

Comments

The City is currently collecting source separated organic materia (SSO) a an annudized rate of
goproximately 93,000 tonnes per year through the Yelow Bag and Green Bin Programs. Staff
expects that number to increase to gpproximately 115,000 tonnes per year when the Green Bin
Program isimplemented in the former municipdity of North Y ork.

The processing of SSO is new to Ontario and processors are finding that there is along start-up
curve for their facilities. As an example, it took gpproximatdy one and ahdf yearsto get the City’s
Dufferin facility to process at capacity.

An estimated 24,000 to 25,000 tonnes per year of this SSO can be processed at the City-owned
Dufferin Organics Processing Facility. Although the facility is desgned and gpproved to process
25,000 tonnes per year, it experiences periodic downtime, resulting in the dightly lower throughpt.

An estimated 7,000 tonnes per year is currently being processed at the City of Guelph's wet/dry
fadility. Although our contract with Guelph isfor up to 20,000 tonnes per year, they have not been
able to process at arate of more than 9,000 tonnes per year. It is expected that Gudph will be able
to increase their processing to 10,000 tonnes per year beginning in mid-2005.

An estimated 20,000 tonnes per year is currently being processed at Haton Recyding Limited's
Newmarket plant. Although our contract with Halton Recydling isfor up to 70,000 tonnes per year,
they have not been able to process a arate of more than 20,000 tonnes per year due to start up
problems. It is expected that Halton Recycling will be able to process 40,000 tonnesin 2005 and
50,000 tonnesin 2006 as they resolve their processing iSsues.

An estimated 10,000 tonnes per year is currently being processed at Conporec’ sfacility in Sorel-
Tracey, Quebec under a one year purchase order that expires on April 15, 2005. Conporec has
consistently received and processed SSO at the agreed upon rate.
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Staff is currently negotiating the agreements for the four long-term SSO processing contracts
awarded by Council. The long-term contracts have tentative start dates ranging from September
2005 for Courtice Auto Wreckers to January 2007 for Haton Recyding. These contracts will not
add any processing capacity in the short term.

Staff continues to monitor the Situation with Guelph and Halton Recyding and is working with them
to improve their throughput to the contracted tonnage rates. Staff will aso review possble
enforcement options with the City Solicitor. Staff has dedt with excess SSO to-date through a
combination of processing trids a various compos Stes and temporary sorage in the City’ s transfer
dations. However, the nature of SSO is such that it must be processed soon after it is collected and
can not be stored for long periods of time.

Coundil has established a sub-committee of the Works Committee to lead the planning, procuremernt,
design, approva, congtruction and commissioning of a publicly owned and/or operated facility or
facilities for the processng of SSO tonnage not committed through the four long-term private
contracts. Design and congtruction of the City’s “public” facility or facilities is expected to take a
minimum of three to five years depending on the Siting requirements and procurement process.
Additional processng capacity is therefore needed for a minimum of three to five years to
supplement the exigting interim and long-term processing contracts.

On February 7, 2005, Conporec submitted a proposa to process between 25,000 and
35,000 tonnes of SSO per year a their facility in Sorel-Tracey, Quebec. In order to ensure
continuity for the City’s SSO programs, and after canvassing processors in Ontario and finding no
gppreciable additional capacity, staff is recommending the award of a sole source purchase order
to Conporec based on its February 7, 2005 proposa as follows:

- The City may supply SSO at arate of up to approximately 10,000 tonnes per year for the
firgt two months following issuance of the purchase order.

- The City may supply SSO at arate of up to approximately 20,000 tonnes per year for the
next four months.

- The City may supply SSO at arate of up to 35,000 tonnes per year for the next two and
ahdf (22 years and the two optiona one-year extensons. During the two and a half year
period and during any extensions, the City must supply, on a put-or-pay basis, a least
25,000 of the 35,000 tonnes of SSO per year.

- Conporec will arrange and pay for haulage of SSO by a properly licensed carrier from the
City' stransfer gationsto their processing facility in Sorel-Tracey, Quebec.

- Conporec will process the SSO & their processing facility in Sorel-Tracey, Quebec and will
be respongble for al process outputs including residue.
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- The term will be three years following the issuance of the purchase order plus two optiona
one year extensons at the Commissioner’s sole discretion.

- The per-tonne fee for the first year of the term will be $130.00 plus GST (FOB Toronto).

- The per-tonne fee is subject to an annud inflation adjustment based on the change in the
“Automobile and Truck Operation Index CANSIM No. D484362° commencing on the first
anniversary of the sart date.

Tables 1, 2 and 3, attached to this report, summarize the City’s current and awarded processing
contracts and show:

- The City’s current contracted processing capacity of 115,000 tonnes per year exceedsthe
current generation rate of 93,000 tonnes per year and matches the expected generation rate
of 115,000 tonnes per year once the Green Bin Program is implemented in North York.
However, the current processing facilities (with the exception of Conporec and Dufferin)
have not been able to consstently process at their awarded tonnages and are only expected
to process a combined tonnage of approximately 76,000 tonnes in 2005, approximately
94,000 tonnes in 2006 and approximately 105,000 tonnes in 2007.

- The recommended award to Conporec will provide the capacity required to process the
City’s Green Bin materid during the next 3to 5 years.

- The combined put-or-pay commitments, including the recommended award to Conporec,
do not exceed the expected SSO generation rate.

- The $130 per tonne haulage and processing fee offered by Conporec is consistent with the
City’s current average haulage and processing cost of approximately $125 per tonne and
is lower than average long-term haulage and processing cost of gpproximately $135 per
tonne gpproved by Council.

Three other organic processing facilities have expressed an interest in processing Toronto SSO.
Staff intends to pursue these options as described below to add some redundancy and safety factor
to our processing capacity.

Omega Organics Inc. has offered to process up to 20,000 tonnes per year at their new processing
fadlity in Hagersville, Ontario for afee of $80 per tonne delivered to their Site. Staff estimates that
it will cost gpproximately $25.00 per tonne to deliver the materid to ther ste. The City sent severd
sample loads of SSO to Omega under a sole-source purchase order to help them test and
commisson their facility. Omega has not yet received their environmenta permits for the operation
of the facility and has not yet satisfied gaff thet their facility will not cause unacceptable odours during
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full-scae operations. Staff intends to take a cautious gpproach with Omega and ramp up dowly
once they have their environmenta gpprovasin place.

GSl Inc., thelargest compost producer in Quebec, has offered to conduct a 5,000 tonnetrall at their
fadlity in Sherbrooke, Quebec for a fee of $130.00 per tonne FOB our transfer stations. Staff
intends to issue a sole-source purchase order under our delegated authority for the trid. Depending
on the results of thetrid, GS| may be interested in alarger commitment.

Ferti-vVd Inc., another Quebec compost producer, has offered to conduct a 2,000 tonnetrail at their
fadlity in Sherbrooke, Quebec for afee of $ 70.00 per tonne delivered to their Site. Staff estimates
that it will cost gpproximately $50.00 to $60.00 per tonne to deliver the materid to their site. Staff
intends to issue a sole-source purchase order under our delegated authority for the tria. Depending
on the results of thetrid, Ferti-Va may be interested in alarger commitment.

Condusions:

The City’s contracted processing facilities, like others in the GTA, have experienced sart up
problems and as a result have been unable to receive and process Green Bin materid a thar
contracted rates. This has created a shortage of organic processing capacity in the GTA.

Conporec offered to process SSO at their facility located in Sorel-Tracey Quebec at a price
(inclusive of trangportation) thet is comparable to the City’s cost of processing a our other facilities.

Staff recommends that the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be authorized
to issue a sole source purchase order to Groupe Conporec Inc. to provide SSO haulage and
processing services as outlined in this report.

Contact:

Norman Lee

Manager, Operationd Planning
Solid Waste Management Services
Works and Emergency Services
25" Floor, East Tower, City Hall
Phone: (416) 397-0207

Fax: (416) 392-4754

Emall: nlee@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachmentss Table 1, Table2, Table3
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Table 1 — Summary of Current and Awarded Processing Contracts

Facility or | Awarded Current Actua | Expected Put-or-Pay
Contractor Tonnage Tonnage Future Commitment
Tonnage

(tonnes) (tonnes) (tonnes) (tonnes)
Dufferin 25,000 24,000 25,000 70%
Gudph 20,000 7,000 10,000 70%
Haton Recyding | 70,000 20,000 40-50,000 None
Conporec 12,000 10,000 3,500** None
Courtice Up to 10,000* 5,000 70%
All Treat Up to 10,000* 5,000 None
KC Environmentd | Up to 10,000* 5,000 70%
Hdton Recyding | Up to 70,000* 55,000 70%

* total not to exceed 70,000
** Conporec current sole source expires on April 15, 2005
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Table 2 — Summary of Expected Processing Capacity for the Next Five Years

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Generation* 93,000 115,000 115,000 115,000 115,000
Processing
Dufferin ** 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000 25,000
Gue ph*** 10,000 10,000 10,000 10,000 0
Hdton 40,000 50,000 55,000 55,000 55,000
Recycling****
Courtice 1,250 5,000 5,000 5,000 5,000
All Treat 0 2,500 5,000 5,000 5,000
KC Environmentd | O 1,250 5,000 5,000 5,000
Sub-total 76,250 93,750 105,000 105,000 95,000
Conporec Proposal | 22,000 35,000 35,000 35,000 35,000
Total 98,250 128,750 140,000 140,000 130,000

* Generation includes Y dlow Bag and Green Bin, excludes Multi-Family and A,B,C & Ds
** assumes Dufferin continues to operate after current contract term

*** assumes Guel ph agreement is extended for 3 optional years to 2008

**** Haton interim agreement replaced by long term agreement in January 2007
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Table 3— Summary of City’s Put-or-Pay Commitments for the Next Five Years.

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Generation*® 93,000 115,000 115,000 115,000 115,000
Processing
Dufferin** 17,500 17,500 17,500 17,500 17,500
Guedph*** 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 0
HdtonRecyding | O 0 38,500 38,500 38,500
Courtice 875 3,500 3,500 3,500 3,500
All Treat 0 0 0 0 0
KC Environmentd | O 875 3,500 3,500 3,500
Conporec Proposal | 8,750 25,000 25,000 9,375 0
Total Put-or-Pay | 34,125 53,875 95,000 79,375 63,000

* Generation includes Y dlow Bag and Green Bin only. When Multi-Family and A, B,C& D’s
are fully implemented, the totd generation will be approximately 165,000 tonnes per yedr.

** assumes Dufferin put-or-pay commitment extends beyond current contract

*** Guelph put-or-pay is 70% of 20,000 tonnes but they have been unable to process at that

rate
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ATTACHMENT 5 [Notice of Mation J(10)]

Report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissoner of Urban Development Services,
entitled “Request for Direction Report, 53 Kenhatch Boulevard Owners. Eva Brown and Dondd
Brown File #A245/04SC, Ward 41 - Scarborough-Rouge River”. (See Minute 2.54, Page 67):

Purpose:

To seek direction regarding an gpped of a Committee of Adjustment decision regarding an
application for aminor variance.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that the City Solicitor and Planning staff be directed to attend any Ontario
Municipa Board Hearing in support of the Committee of Adjustment, East Didtrict Pand's decision
to refuse minor variance application #A245/04SC.

Background:

The property islocated at the northeast corner of Kenhatch Boulevard and Placentia Boulevard.
Thereisasgngle family dwelling on the lot with an attached one-car garage and driveway access
from Kenhatch Boulevard.

GANDHURST  SREL
The interlocking brick driveway is
agoproximately 5.5 metre (18 ft) wide vt P
adjacent to Kenhatch Boulevard, and is
linked to an interlocking brick parking space
in the dtreet yard adjacent to Placentia
Boulevard. The owners dso indaled
interlocking brick pavers in the Placentia
Boulevard right-of-way out to the curb.

N NYMOION
¥ HSIVRIvN
UATE HOLVHNGX

The owners gpplied to the Committee of
Adjustment for a minor variance to permit : | g
the dreet yard paking space aong g >
Placentia Boulevard, wheress the Agincourt a/ - 2 s
North Community Zoning By-law permits L

N

dreet yard parking only on that portion of D 43 Kenhatch Boulevard

the driveway leading to the parking space
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required by the by-law.

On January 19, 2005, the Committee of Adjustment refused the gpplication. The owners gppeded
the decision to the Ontario Municipa Board.

Comments.

The generd intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law is not maintained. The Zoning By-law dlows
parking only on that portion of the driveway leading to the required parking space. In this case, the
required parking pace is provided insde asingle car garage. The generd intent and purpose of this
requirement is to dlow supplementary parking while maintaining an attractive streetscgpe by
minimizing the presence of vehicles in the dreet yard. Parking is permitted on that portion of the
exiding 5.5 metre (18 ft.) wide driveway such that sufficient private parking is avalable on this
property. Additiona parking in the Placentia Boulevard streetyard would detract from the
gppearance of the Streetscape, and would not maintain the generd intent and purpose of the Zoning
By-law.

The Trangportation Services Division expressed operationa and safety concerns about the access
to the parking space. They indicated that an additiona access and curb cut would not be permitted
across the Placentia Boulevard right-of-way, and have asked the owner to remove the interlocking
brick and restore the municipa boulevard to its origind condition.

Condusons:

City Planning staff agree with the Committee of Adjustment’s conclusion that the gpplication does
not maintain the generd intent and purpose of the Zoning By-law. The proposd is not desirable for
the appropriate development of the land. The gpplication therefore falls to satisfy the tests of s.45
(2) of the Planning Act, and City Council should direct the City Solicitor and staff to attend any
Ontario Municipa Board hearing to support the Committee of Adjustment’s decision

Contact:

Renrick Ashby, Senior Planner
Phone: 416-396-7022

Fax: 416-396-4265
rashby2@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachments;

Attachment 1: StePlan

(The Attachment is on file in the City Clerk’ s Office)
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ATTACHMENT 6 [Notice of Motion J(12)

Report (February 15, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled
“Flanning Review Principles and Request for Direction for 30 King Street West, King Spadina Part
Il Plan Area— East of Spadina Avenue Trinity-Spadina, Ward 20" (See Minute 2.56, Page 71):

Purpose:

This report sets out principles for areview of the planning framework for that portion of the King
Spadina Part |1 Plan arealocated east of Spadina Avenue. These principles areintended to inform
and direct areview of land use palicies, including an Urban Design study to be completed during
2005. Development gpplicationsin the areawill be reviewed and evauated againg these emerging
principles.

Financid Implications and |mpact Stiatement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that the principles set out in this report be used:

@ to inform and direct areview of land use policies for that portion of the King Spadina Part
[l Plan and Community Improvement Plan located east of Spadina Avenue,

(b) asinput to the Terms of Reference for the Urban Design study to be undertaken for the area
in 2005;

(© to guide the review and evduation of development gpplicationsin the area during the review
period; and

(d) to form part of the Issues List required for the pre-hearing meeting related to the gpped to
the Ontario Municipa Board of gpplication 04 115402 STE 2003 for 430 King Street West
which is scheduled for March 30, 2005.

Background:

In April 1996 (former) Toronto City Coundil goproved the new Part 11 Officid Plan and Zoning By-
law amendmentsin King Spadina and King Parliament to encourage reinvestment and regeneraion
in these higtoric manufacturing digtricts of the City, directly east and west of the downtown core.
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The Plans and implementing zoning ddiberatdy introduced aflexible planning framework to provide
for the introduction of a broad range of uses and development standards based on built form
objectives of height and setbacks rather than dengity. The boundaries of the King Spadina Part 1
Plan are Simcoe and John Stregts to the eadt, Bathurst Street to the west, Queen Street West to the
north and Front Street to the south (See Attachment 1).

Sincethe goprovd of the Part || Plan and implementing Reinvestment Area (RA) zoning, these aress
have seen sgnificant reinvestment, which is documented and summarized in the Regeneration in the
Kings Directions and Emerging Trends report received by City Council in November 2002
(Regeneration Report).

Inthe King Spadina Part |1 Plan area, much of the activity since 1996 has been in the area east of
Spadina Avenue. Mog of this activity has been for residentid uses and, for the most part, been new
condruction. By comparison, commercia investment in the area has generdly been undertaken in
existing buildings that have been updated and adapted for this use.

The physcd character and image of this area of the City islargely rooted inits historicd role asan
indudrid area. The remnants of this are mogt evident in the historic buildingsin the area, particularly
the warehouse buildings. These buildings are generdly in the range of Sx storeys or 20 metresin
height, of brick or masonry congtruction and punctuated with a regular rhythm of windows. The
importance of this built form to the area's didtinctiveness is reflected in the Part 11 Plan which
identifies the re-use and retention of heritage and other exigting buildings, and the enhancement of
the area’ s specid physcd character and the structure of its public redlm as mgor objectives. The
Part 1| Plan dso intends that new development contribute to achieving an atractive and safe public
redlm which meets high standards of urban design.

Comments:
Need for a Planning Framework Review

The King Spadina Part 11 Plan acknowledges that the palicies of the Plan should be monitored
relative to the amount and type of development, the mix and range of uses and achievement of Plan
objectives with the possbility of their future modification. With substantid development activity in
the areain recent years, it is necessary and relevant to review the planning framework for the area.

Anincreesng resdentid population is underscoring the need to revidt public rem polidies, incdluding
the King Spadina Community Improvement Plan, to evduate their ability to achieve an improved
public ream for the area. Of note, the Regeneration Report advises that a 2001 resdent survey for
the areafound ‘parks  to be the number one priority for public spending. As well, gpprovalss for
developments in excess of the zoning height permisson of 30 metres, often for development
subgtantidly in excess of this height, Sgnds the need for are-evauation of the planning policies with
gpecific attention on built form and building heights.
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Issues regarding built form and building heights were raised in the November 2004 staff report for
the Toronto International FIm Festiva (TIFF) Group project a the northwest corner of King Street
and John Streets. Currently, staff are reviewing a development application for 430 King Street
We4, a the northwest corner of King and Charlotte Streets, which proposes a building height
subgtantidly in excess of the zoning permission of 30 metres. This application has been gppeded
to the Ontario Municipa Board on the basis of timing and a pre-hearing is scheduled for March 30,
2005. Other development gpplications and pre-consultation meetings dso indicate interest in
ggnificantly increased building heights.

A planning framework review will enable the planning policies for the area to be revisted and re-
evauated in the context of development that has occurred over the last nine yearsin the area east
of Spadina Avenue. Thiswill include the Officid Plan palicies, the Community Improvement Plan
and the RA zoning. Part of thisreview will dso indude an urban design study to focus on built form
and public realm guidelines. Funding to undertake this study in 2005 has been requested. Asthe
areawest of Spadina Avenue is not facing the same pressure for increased building height and tower
development it will not be considered as part of the built form review. However, with the desire to
ensure a comprehengve and integrated public realm will require that the public realm component of
the review consder the entire Part 11 Plan area.

Theissue of tdl buildingswill be of particular focus for the built form component of thisreview. The
generd intent for King Spadina was for new development to fill most of its respective Site and be
built to the 30 metre height limit. Thiswould result in avery srong sregtwal condition amilar to the
warehouse buildings that exist dong many of the streetsin the area. However, since the approva
of the Part |1 Plan, the point tower has become a common building type and these smal floorplate
residential towers on top of apodium have been goproved in anumber of locationsin the City. This
development form has not occurred in the King Spadina area and, to date, has not been considered
an gppropriate response to the existing and envisioned built form for the area.

However, development significantly in excess of the 30 metre height limit for the area has been
approved for the area in recent years and there continues to be pressure to greatly exceed this
permitted height. It is problematic to exceed gpproved height limits in the origindly intended
dreetwall form because it resultsin sreets that are lined with buildings that overwhelm the scde of
the sreet. Therefore, if new building heights are to be consdered which are substantidly in excess
of the permitted building height, it is important to determine where higher buildings may be
appropriate and what height and form these buildings should take. These considerations will be
explored as part of the planning review and the urban desgn study.

King Street Charrette

As afirg step towards areview of the planning framework for this area a charrette was held on
December 17, 2004. Fecilitated by Urban Strategies Inc., the charrette brought together key
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landowners in the area and architects and design professonasin the community to brainstorm about
future issues and opportunities for the areabounded by Welington Street, Adelaide Street, Spadina
Avenue, John Street. The charrette participants were requested to focus particularly on options for
the section of King Street West between Spadina Avenue and John Street.

The charrette consisted of two built form groups and one public rellm improvement group whose
tasks were to comment on and create a vison for area.  The work of these three groups is
summaxrized in the proceedings of the Charrette listed below:

- Spadina Avenue, and the historic brick warehouses and the historic shops along the south
sde of King Street are very vauable to the image and operation of the district and should
be protected, maintained and enhanced.

- King Street, Wellington Street and Front Streets, between Spadina Avenue and John Street,
are potentid corridors for intengfication.

- King Street isthe most complex corridor because it isatwo way sreet with astreetcar line,
and the north and south sides of the street have very different land parcel characteristics -
wider and deeper |ots on the north sde, narrower and shallower |ots on the south Side and
many with higtorica/ heritage significance.

- An expanded and interconnected public ream, including dreetscape and park
improvements, and new parks and squares would benefit the area and, combined with the
historic architecture in the area, should be the basis for the preparation of a detailed area

plan.

- Development mode s for the area prepared by the built form groups showed intensfication
aong King Street with high rise buildings on the north sde and, to some extent, closer to
Spadina Avenue on the south Sde.

The proceedings of the charrette will be consdered as part of the planning framework review for
the area

Officid Plan Policy

TheKing SpadinaPart 11 Plan forms Section 19.8 of the (former) City of Toronto Officid Plan and
has been carried forward, with minor modifications, into the new Officid Plan. The new Officid Plan
has been gppeded to the Ontario Municipa Board and pre-hearings are currently underway.

The new Officid Plan changes the designation of the areafrom Reinvestment Areato Regeneration
Area and locates the King Spadinalandsin the Downtown and Central Waterfront Area category
on the Urban Structure Map. Regeneration Area and Downtown and Central Waterfront Area
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policies identify the intention to atract new investment for awide array of usesin an urban form that:

- revitalizes underused aress of the City;

- uses exigting infrastructure to provide new jobs and homes;

- restores, re-uses and retains the existing building stock, particularly heritage buildings, and
- achieves streetscape improvements and the extension of the open space network.

Secondary Plans are intended for Regeneration Areas to provide guidance on matters such as.

- urban design guiddines that address the unique physical character of the areg;

- agreening strategy, including park improvements and park and open space acquistion;
- acommunity improvement Srategy for the public redm;

- acommunity service strategy for monitoring need for new services and facilities,

- a heritage strategy to address conservation and compatibility of new development;

- environmenta policies to address clean-up and comptibility; and

- trangportation policies to encourage aternative modes of transportation.

The new Officid Plan aso contains policies on built form and tall buildings. The am of these policies
isto ensurethat individud deve opments contribute to the overdl urban design of the City, fit within
the context of their neighbourhood, and improve loca scale and character. The policies date thet,
a aminimum, tal buildings must:

- meet built form principles of the Plan;

- demongtrate how they will contribute to and reinforce the City structure;

- demongtrate how they relate to adjacent buildings and blocks;

- minimize negative impacts of shadow, sky view and wind;

- take into account the relationship to other tal buildings,

- provide adequate transition between taller buildings and adjacent lower scaled buildings;

- provide high quality, comfortable and useable publicly accessible open spaces and aress,
and

- meet dl other policies of this Plan.

Smilar to the (former) City of Toronto Officid Flan, the Section 37 paliciesin the new Plan establish
that any by-laws to permit increases in height and/ or dengty shdl be consistent with the objectives

and development policies of the Plan. Section 37 benefits are to be secured on the basis of local
community needs and gpproved planning policy with priority to be given to on-ste or locd benefits.

King Spadina Part 11 Plan

The policies of the Part 11 Plan place importance on built form to maintain and reinforce the distinct
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physca character of the area, of which heritage buildings are an essentid element. Development
policies for the Plan area state that:

- new buildings should be located dong the front property linein away thet defines and forms
an edge aong streets, parks, public squares and mid-block pedestrian routes;

- new buildings adjacent to parks or open spaces are to be located and organized to define
and face into the parks or open spaces, to animate the edges and to increase surveillance
opportunities,

- gting and organization of lower leves of buildings should enhance the public neture of Sreets,
open spaces and pedestrian routes, provide public uses at grade level and locate servicing
and access a the rear and 0 as to minimize pedestrian/ vehicular conflicts,

- new buildings are to be Sted and massad to meet adequate light, view and privacy Sandards

- new buildings are to achieve a harmonious rdationship with their built form context, induding
heritage buildings, through consideration of matters such as, but not limited to, building
height, massing, scale, setbacks, stepbacks, roof line and profile, and architecturd character
and expression;

- buildings adjacent to streets, parks or open spaces are massed to provide appropriate
proportiond relationships and are desgned to minimize the wind and shadowing impacts on
the streets, parks or open spaces; and

- new developments provide comprehensive, high quality coordinated streetscape and open
Space improvements to promote greening, landscape enhancement, access, orientation and
confidence of persona safety.

King Spadina Community Improvement Plan

The Community Improvement Plan (CIP) for the Part 11 Plan area was approved by City Council
in 1998. The CIP recommends initiatives to enhance the public redlm, which are intended to
contribute to an improved qudity of life in the area. The CIP identifies and prioritizes specific
initiatives for cgpitd goending including Sreetscape improvements, park improvements, preservation
of heritage buildings and upgrade of the exigting building stock. Key initiatives in the CIP include
Clarence and Victoria Square and the streetscape dong Wellington Street between these two parks,
aswdl as upgrading of specid and sgnificant Streets.

Reinvestment Area Zoning



130

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 16, 2005

The Reinvesment Area (RA) zoning for the area permits awide range of land uses to be established
in the area subject to devel opment standards focussed on built form. Building height permissons are
amaximum of 30 metres, and up to 39 metres dong Spadina Avenue. Buildings above 20 metres
in height are required to stepback aminimum of 3 metres. Building setbacks are limited to the rear
and 9de yards, with development permitted up to the front property line. Additiona provisons
apply to new development that includes conservation of heritage buildings.

Key Principles for a Planning Framework Review

Itisrelevant to seek Council endorsement on principlesto inform and direct the planning framework
review. These principles are intended to provide direction and clarification on emerging matters of
importance based on development and change in the area since the gpprova of the Part [1 Planin
1996. Key principlesto guide the review and urban design study are set out below. Others may
be identified through the review and study. It is aso recommended that these principles be gpplied
to development applications in the area on an interim basis until the review is complete:

Genegrd

() Applications shdl be evaluated on the basis of their congstency with planning objectives and
policies for the area and the additiona principles set out in this report;

(i) Community benefits secured through Section 37 or other Agreements to achieve additiond
height and/ or dengity should be clearly specified and directly relate to the needs and
priorities for the area as set out in the applicable approved planning documents;

Built Form

@)  Thedesgn, location and didtribution of massing and height over aste should respond to the
physicd character of the areain the following manner:

- the height of the podium should respond to the higtoric built form and context of the
areaand, asagenerd principle, the sreetwal height of abuilding should not exceed
the building to building width of the street (1.1 streetwall height to street width
relationship);

- A ground floor of gpproximately 4.5 metres in height is encouraged to provide a
desirable Streetscape relationship;

(iv)  Above the podium, and where development is proposed that isin excess of the permitted
building height development should be reviewed on the basis of the following scenarios:

@ for generdly lower buildings, mass should be setback or stepped to address context
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and provide appropriate scale to achieve a 1.1 streetwdl height to Street width
relationship.

(b) where development is proposed that is substantially in excess of the permitted
building height it should:

- be a hybrid building type with development concentrated in a point tower
on a podium whaose height equas the width of the Stre<t;

- the podium should have a 1:1 streetwall height to street width relationship;

- the base of the building should have a strong relationship to and ‘ connect’
the building to the ground,

- the tower should be of limited dimension and be setback on the podium to
ensure that the streetwall frames the Street, that the point tower does not
create a canyon effect, and that Sky views are provided for;

- the smdller the floorplate the better. Point towers of lessthan 700 nf have
been gpproved and built and the result is a dender profile with reduced
shadow impact on the public relm and adjoining private development, the
smdler the development ste the smadller the tower floorplate;

- where relevant, the point tower should be stepped back and sculpted to
protect views, particularly views to the south;

- the top of the building should fully incorporate the roof top mechanica
eements, and

- point towers on the same ot or on adjoining lots need to be gppropriatey
gpaced to maintain privacy and views and to avoid ‘diver of light' on public
sdewal ks between shadows of adjacent towers,

v) For both scenarios, building materias for each of the podium and upper or tower and top
sections of the building, should be secured as part of any Agreements related to the
development. Base building materids shal complement the character of the area, and upper
leve building materids shdl be differentiated from the base to minimize their visud impact;

Public Redlm

(W) Public redm improvements shdl be consdered a priority need for the area and may include
improvements to existing public parks, streetscgpe improvements, lane improvements, and
the provision or acquisition of additiona public parks or open space or publicly accessble
private lands;

(vii)  Priority will be given to public redm improvements that can contribute to a connected
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pedestrian system for the areg;

(viii)  Public redm improvements may be hard surface, landscaped or a combination thereof but
in al cases shdl be located and designed to maximize opportunities for sunlight, public
access and vighility;

(iX)  Development on the north side of the street is encouraged to be setback from the property
line facing the Street to provide for an increased boulevard; and

) Uses a grade should be non-residentia uses and are encouraged to include community uses.

Conclusion:

Since the gpprova of the Part 11 Officid Plan and implementing zoning for King Spadinain 1996,
the area has undergone sgnificant reinvesment and devel opment, particularly for that portion of the
Plan area east of Spadina Avenue.

In light of these changes, it isintended that staff will complete areview of the planning framework
for thisareain 2005, including an Urban Design Study. Key components and principles reated to
thet review and sudy are identified in thisreport. It is recommended that the key principles be used
to inform and direct the planning framework review and urban design study aswell asin thereview
and evduation of development applications in the area until such time asthe review and study have
been concluded. Further, it is recommended that these key principles form part of the Issues List
for the March 30, 2005 pre-hearing on the OMB appeal of the development application for 430
King Street West.

Contact:

Gay Wright

Director, Community Planning, South Didtrict
Tel: (416) 392-0427

Fax: (416) 392-1330

Lig of Attachments;

Attachment 1. King Spadina Part 11 Plan Area

(The Attachment is on filein the City Clerk’ s Office)
Fiscal Impact Statement Summary
Notices of Motion
Council Meeting — February 16, 2005
Submitted by the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

M otion |Operating| Capital |
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# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments

J(1) Proposed Naming of the $0 $0 Consider.
Unopened Section of Bremner
Boulevard, between Spadina
Avenue and Bathurst Street,
“Fort York Boulevard” and
Rescinding Prior Approva to
Name This Unopened Section
“Nelson Mandela Boulevard”

J(2) Committee  of  Adjustment $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
Decison Regarding 116 Barton
Avenue

J(3) Creating an Aerospace Clugter in $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
the Downsview Area

J(4) Disclosure  of  Proponents $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
Responses to Certain Sections of
Request for Proposal
(RFP) 3401-04-3216 - Supply,
Ddivery and Ingdlation of
Desktop  and Notebook

Computers and Related Products
and Services

J(5) 204 Stibbard Avenue - Parking $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
Pad

J(6) Event of Community Significance $0 $0 Consider.

for Liquor Licensng Purposes -
Eglinton Way Busness
Improvement Area (BIA) -
Street Fedtival (Ward 16 and
Ward 22)
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Motion

Operating

Capital

#

Title

$ (net)

$ (net)

Comments

A7)

Amendment to Starting Time for
Turn Prohibition on Lawrence
Avenue West a Rosewdl
Avenue from 4:.00 p.m. to
3:00 p.m. (Ward 16)

$0

$0

Consider.

J(8)

121 Industry Street - Application
for Demoalition Approvd (Ward
12 - York South-Weston)

See Report Attached to Motion.

J9)

Sole Source Contract for
Processing of Source Separated
Organics

$2,015,000

See FIS. Consider.

J(10)

Request for Direction Report -
53 Kenhatch Boulevard

See Report Attached to Motion.

J(11)

New City of Toronto Act —
Governance Changes

Consider.

J(12)

Panning Review Principles and
Request for Direction for 430
King Street West - King Spadina
Part 1l Plan Area — East of
Spadina Avenue (Trinity- Spadina
—Ward 20

)

See Report Attached to Motion.

J(13)

Ontario Municipd Board Hearing
— 124 Dowling Avenue

See Report Attached to Motion.

J(14)

650-672 Sheppard Avenue East
- Ontario Municipd Board
Decison/Order No. 0150
Granting Exclusons to Gross
Foor Area Definition — Apped
to Divisona Court — Offer to
Settle

Confidential. See FIS.
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Motion Operating | Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments
J(15) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing Confidential. SeeFIS.
Regarding 136 Siver Birch
J(16) Decision of the Superior Court of Confidential. SeeFIS.

Jugtice to Quash By-law
No. 906-2003, in the Case of
Toronto Taxi Alliance v. City of
Toronto
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 1 [Notice of Motion F(2)]
(See Minute 2.42, Page 49)

Financial Implications:

(] operating
] current year impacts: $ (net) ] Future year impacts: $ (net)
Following year
] Future years
[ Funding sources (specify):

(] Accommodation within approved operating budget ] Third party funding
] New revenues (] Tax rate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
X capital
X cCurrent year impacts: $55,000 (net) (] Future year impacts: $ TBD (net)

Following year
] Future years
(] 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)
[ 1 Deht convice cocte: & (nnf)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)
[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — F(2) — Contrary to Policy on Facade program, refer to the Commissioner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism for a report to Standing Committee on the policy and financing implications.

1 consider X Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: February 2, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 2 [Notice of Motion F(3)]
(See Minute 2.43, Page 50)

Financial Implications:

X Operating
Current year impacts: $ TBD (Net) ] Future year impacts: $ TBD (net)
O] Following year
Future years
O] Funding sources (specify):

] Accommodation within approved operating budget L] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[J Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
O] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
Im:’\nr‘f faYal anffing lovole- (r\ncifinnc)
L] Capital
] current year impacts: $ (net) O] Future year impacts: $ (net)

Following year
O] Future years
O] Funding sources (specify):

[J Accommodation within approved capital budget L] Third party funding
(] New revenues (] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
O] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
O] Operating Impact:
Program costs: $ (net)
[1 Deht corvice coste: ¢ (npot)

Impacts/Other Comments:

[]  Service Level Impact:(Specify)
[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — F(3) — The Commissioner of Urban Development Services report back through the Planning
and Transportation Committee to the Policy and Finance Committee on financial impact associated with the

Notice of Motion.

X Consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: February 2, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 3 [Notice of Motion J(9)]
(See Minute 2.53, Page 65)

Financial Implications:
E Operating
X current year impacts: $.0 (net) X Future year impacts: $2.015 million (net)
Following year
] Future years

[ Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues X Tax rate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
[1 capital
L] current year impacts: $ (net) ] Future year impacts: $ (net)

Following year
] Future years
[ 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)
et

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)
[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notices of Motion — J(9) — Funding for first year of contract (2005) included in the 2005 BAC Recommended
Operating Budget. Additional funding pressure of $2.015 million to be included in the 2006 Operating Budget
Submission.

X consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:
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Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: February 16, 2005



