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MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL

OF THE

CITY OF TORONTO

TUESDAY, APRIL 12, 2005,
WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 2005, AND
THURSDAY, APRIL 14, 2005
City Council met in the Council Chamber, City Hdl, Toronto.
CALL TO ORDER - 9:40 am.

Mayor Miller took the Chair and called the Membersto order.

The meeting opened with O Canada.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

Councillor Carroll, seconded by Councillor De Grande, moved that the Minutes of Council from
its regular meetings on February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, and February 16, 2005, and its specid meetings
of February 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 28 and March 1, 2005, be confirmed in the form supplied to the
Members, which carried.

PETITIONS
@ Councillor Thompson submitted a Petition (November 15, 2004) from George Peck Public
School, containing approximatey 113 sgnatures in support of a sop sign at the northwest

corner of Wayne Avenue and Lingarde Drive.

The above Petition was recelved and consdered with Scarborough Community Council


http://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/2005/minutes/council/050412.pdf
http://www.toronto.ca/legdocs/2005/agendas/council/cc050412/agendain.pdf
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(b)

(©)

(d)

Report 3, Clause 8, headed “Request for All-Way Stop Controls on Wayne Avenue at
Lancefield Avenue and at Lingarde Drive (Ward 37 - Scarborough Centre)”.

Deputy Mayor Pantalone submitted a Petition (April 4, 2005) from the tenants of
Doversquare Apartments, containing approximately 325 sgnatures in oppostion to an
goplication to condruct anew highrise building on the grounds of Doversquare Apartments.

The above Petition was received.

Councillor Waker submitted a Petition (April 13, 2005) from John Zhang, Secretary
Gengrd, Falun Dafa Association of Canada, forwarding gpproximetdy 22 form letters from
individuas and organizations in support of Mation J(5).

The above Petition was received and consdered with Motion JX5), moved by Councillor
Walker, seconded by Councillor Balkissoon, entitled “ Proclamation of Falun Dafa Week:
May 9— 15, 2005".

Councillor Fitfied submitted a Petition (undated) containing gpproximately 504 sgnatures
in support of the further sudy within the Don Valey Corridor Master Plan.

The above petition was received and considered with Planning and Transportation
Committee and Works Committee Joint Report 1, Clause 1, headed “Don Vdley Corridor
Transportation Magter Plan (Beaches-East York, Don Vdley East, Don Valey West,
Toronto-Danforth, Willowdale)”.

PRESENTATION OF REPORTS

Councillor Davis presented the following Reports for consderation by Council:

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

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clause 1e
Administration Committee Report 8, Clause 8e
Board of Hedth Report 7, Clause 1e

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

Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7d
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 58b

Deferred Clauses from December 6, 2004:




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 3
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 41d
Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 6d
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 1d and 2d

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

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clauses 6b and 24b

Audit Committee Report 1, Clause 1b

Community Services Committee Report 2, Clause 1b

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Clause 9b

North Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 10b, 30b and 35b

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 27b, 28b, 31b, 41b, 42b,
43b, 45b and 46b

Deferred Clauses from February 16, 2005:

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 10a, 14aand 18a
North York Community Council Report 2, Clauses 5a, 6a, 7a, 8aand 16a
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 1a, 253, 26aand 27a

New Committee Reports:

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4

Adminigtration Committee Report 3

Audit Report 2

Board of Hedlth Report 3

Community Services Committee Report 3

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 3
Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 4
Panning and Transportation Committee Report 3
Works Committee Report 3

New Community Council Reports:

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 3

North Y ork Community Council Report 3
Scarborough Community Council Report 3

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 3

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



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

4.5

4.6

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

Panning and Transportation Committee and Works Committee, Joint Report 1,

and moved, seconded by Councillor Waker, that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City
of Toronto Municipa Code be waived in connection with this Report, and that Council now give
consderation to such Report, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted
in the affirmative.

DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Aghton declared hisinterest in Mation J40), moved by Councillor De Baeremaeker,
seconded by Councillor Mihevc, respecting an update on the acquisition of the Toronto Digtrict
School Board' s Wanita Road Site, in that his principd resdenceisin the vicinity of the subject lands.

Councillor Cowbourne declared her interest in Motion J40), moved by Councillor
De Bagremaeker, seconded by Councillor Mihevc, respecting an update on the acquisition of the
Toronto Didtrict School Board' s Wanita Road Site, in that her principa resdenceisin the vicinity
of the subject lands.

Coundillor Jenkins declared hisinterest in Motion F(5), moved by Councillor Milczyn, seconded by
Councillor Del Grande, respecting the disclosure of Proponents responses to certain sections of
Request for Proposa (RFP) 3401 04-3216 - Supply, Ddivery and Instalation of Desktop and
Notebook Computers and Related Products and Services, in that he is aformer employee of one
of the proponents.

Councillor McConnell declared her interest in Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 11,
headed “Increase to Ministry of Community and Socid Services Funding for Housing and
Homeessness Programs’, in that her husband is the Executive Director of the Riverdae Action
Group, a housing provider for women at risk.

Councillor Moscoe declared hisinterest in North Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clause 26,
headed “Fina Report - Application to Amend the Officia Plan and Zoning By-law and Draft Plan
of Subdivision —03 201751 NNY 08 OZ and 04 138822 NNY 08 SB - 1530787 Ontario Inc.
(George Popper Architect) - 102-134 Hucknall Road (Ward 8 - York West)”, in that his principa
resdenceisin the vicinity of the subject development.

Councillor Shiner declared his interest in North Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clause 26,
headed “Fina Report - Application to Amend the Officia Plan and Zoning By-law and Draft Plan
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of Subdivision —03 201751 NNY 08 OZ and 04 138822 NNY 08 SB - 1530787 Ontario Inc.
(George Popper Architect) - 102-134 Huckndl Road (Ward 8 - York West)”, in that his brother
represented one of the parties interested in this gpplication; and in Motion J(14), moved by
Councillor Rae, seconded by Councillor Fitfield, respecting Bill 60, an Act to Amend the Ontario
Heritage Act, in that hisfamily owns property thet is being consdered for desgnation as a heritage
property.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS

CLAUSESRELEASED OR HELD FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION
Thefollowing Clauses were held by Council for further consideration:
Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Clause 1e.

Adminigtration Committee Report 8, Clause 8e.

Board of Hedth Report 7, Clause 1e.

Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7d.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 58b.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 41d.

Audit Committee Report 6, Clause 6d.

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clauses 1d and 2d.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Clauses 6b and 24b.

Audit Committee Report 1, Clause 1b.

Community Services Committee Report 2, Clause 1b.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Clause 9b.

North Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 10b, 30b and 35b.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clauses 27b, 28b, 31b, 41b, 42b, 43b, 45b
and 46b.
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Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 10a, 14aand 18a.
North York Community Council Report 2, Clauses 5a, 6a, 7a, 8aand 16a.
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 2, Clauses 1a, 253, 26aand 27a.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clauses 1, 3, 4, 10, 15, 16, 18, 19, 21, 22, 25, 33, 34,
36, 37, 39, 41 and 42.

Adminigtration Committee Report 3, Clauses 4, 8, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15 and 17.

Community Services Committee Report 3, Clauses 1 and 4.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 3, Clauses 9 and 11.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 4, Clause 1.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clauses 1, 2, 8, 11, 13, 14, 15 and 16.
Works Committee Report 3, Clauses 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8 and 9.

Planning and Trangportation Committee and Works Committee Joint Report 1, Clause 1.
Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 8, 11, 19, 47, 52, 53, 55, 58 and 59.
North Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 6, 25, 26, 31 and 34.

Scarborough Community Council Report 3, Clause 8.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 1, 4, 17, 19, 20, 22, 28, 33, 34, 37,
38, 41, 49, 50 and 61.

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

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 9, Clause 58b.
Policy and Finance Committee Report 9, Clause 41d.
Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clauses 10, 21, 33, 36 and 39.

Adminigtration Committee Report 3, Clauses 8 and 12.
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Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clauses 11 and 16.

Works Committee Report 3, Clauses 4, 5, 8 and 9.

Etobicoke Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 47 and 59.

North Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 6 and 34.

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clauses 1, 4, 41, 50 and 61.

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 adopted, without
amendment:

North York Community Council Report 3, Clause 19. (See Minute 4.51, Page 41).

The following Clauses were re-opened for further consideration and subsequently amended:
Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 3, Clause 6. (See Minute 4.50, Page 40).

Scarborough Community Council Report 3, Clause 17. (See Minute 4.76, Page 64).

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clause 36. (See Minute 4.70, Page 60).

Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 3, Clause 72. (See Minute 4.57, Page 63).
CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS

CLAUSESWITH MOTIONS, VOTES, ETC.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 18a, headed “ Application

for Exemption to Toronto Municipal Code Chapter 447, Fencesat 3699 Bloor Street West
(Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motion:
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Councillor Milczyn moved that Council adopt the following saff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the supplementary report (February 16, 2005) from the Commissioner
of Urban Development Services:

“It is recommended that the application for Fence Exemption be granted, subject to the

modification of the proposd and submission of agte plan for gaff goprova, which shdl have

regard for the following matters to the satisfaction of the Commissoner of Urban

Development Services or her designate:

Q) that a mix of coniferous and deciduous trees be planted a 6 metres (20 feet) on-
centre;

2 that lower underplanting conssting of shrubs and vines be used;

3 any fencing to be erected should be decorative and include a masonry ement to
break up the monotony of a board-on-board fence;

4 no fencing be induded in front of amain building, thereby providing for ‘eyes on the
dreet’ surveillance;

) a the west end of the property, new fencing should more closdly dign with the front
wadl of the exiging building to alow landscaping between the fence and the
gdewak; and

(6) the fence and gate on the east Sde of the main building be relocated gpproximately
5to 6 metres easterly.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Milczyn carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
4.9  North York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 16a, headed “ Café Demetre -

Boulevard Café - 518 Eglinton Avenue West (Ward 16 - Eglinton-L awrence)”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motion:

Councillor Stintz moved that Council adopt the following:

“That the application for aboulevard café licence at 518 Eglinton Avenue West be denied.”
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411

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

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 1a, headed “ Final
Report - Rezoning Application - 301 Cedarvale Avenue (Beaches-East York, Ward 31)”.

Motion:

Councillor Davis moved that the Clause be amended by amending the report (January 19, 2005)
from the Director, Community Planning, South Didtrict, by:

Q) adding to Recommendation (4)(e) the words “snow removad and” after the word “ private’,
so that Recommendation (4)(e) now reads as follows.

“() provide and maintain private snow remova and refuse collection services
for thisresdentia development;”; and

2 adding to Recommendation (4)(g) the words “and the snow remova servicesfor the private
driveway” after the words “by this development”, so that Recommendation (4)(g) now reeds
asfollows

“(@ incdude a dause in dl offers of purchase and sde and in the common
element condominium declaration advisng dl future owners that the refuse
and recycling materia generated by this development, and the snow
remova services for the private driveway, will be carried out by a private
refuse collection firm and such clause to be subject to the review and
goprovad of the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,”.

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Davis carried.

Councillor Thompson requested that his opposition to the motion by Councillor Davis be noted in
the Minutes of this meeting.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 16, headed “ Human Rights 2004 Annual
Report”.
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Motion:
Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That a copy of this Clause be forwarded to the Roundtable on Access, Equity and Human
Rightsfor informeation.”

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

4.12 Poalicy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 18, headed “ L egidation to Prohibit the
Sale of Knivesto Minors’.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 38

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carrall, Cho,
Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande,
Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan'Wong, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantaone,
Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson,

Walker, Watson
No-3
Councillors, Feldman, Moscoe, Ootes
Carried by amgjority of 35.

4.13 Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 42, headed “Financial Transaction with
Toronto Port Authority”.

Motion:
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Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be referred back to the Policy and Finance Committee
for further consderation at its meeting on May 5, 2005.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 3, Clause 11, headed “Hodgson
Senior Public School - Greening Proposal 282 Davisville Avenue (Ward 22 - St. Paul’s)”.

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

“That Coundil adopt the following Staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations
Section of the supplementary report (April 5, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism:

“It is recommended that:

Q) the Generd Manager of Parks, Forestry and Recregtion submit a report to
the Economic Development and Parks Committee, requesting an
adjusment to the Parks and Recreation budget in the amount of
$80,000.00 gross, $0 net, or an amount equa to the amount secured under
the Section 37 agreement, a such time as a source for this funding is
formaly identified and the funds are received by the City;

2 prior to expending any funds received for this project, an agreement be
sgned with the Toronto Digtrict School Board which stipulates the cost
sharing arrangement between the Board and the City, dong with the
requirement that the Board provide evidence of itsfinancid commitment to
the project and the ongoing maintenance of assets funded in part by the

City,

3 this project not commence until such time as sufficient totad funds are in
place to undertake the work required to complete the project; and

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

\otes:
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The motion by Councillor Waker carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 58, headed “ 1555 Jane Street,
Section 37 Agreement, Committee of Adjustment Decison and Application to Amend the
Official Plan and Zoning By-law No. 7625 (Ward 12 - York South-Weston)”.

Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled this Clause out of order because City Council, during the last twelve-month
period, had consdered this matter severd times and had made decisons and, therefore, this metter
should not have been congdered by the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council. Mayor Miller further
advised that, to have this matter properly before Council, a Notice of Motion for reconsderation
would have to be submitted by a Member voting with the mgority on the previous decison of City
Council.

Vote to Uphold Ruling of Mayor:

Yes-19

Mayor: Miller

Councillors; Bussin, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, Feldman, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Hal, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Maoscoe,
Pantalone, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Thompson

No - 22

Councillors: Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Carall,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Grimes, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Milczyn, MinnanWong,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Saundercook, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

Lost by amgority of 3.
Disposition:

As Council did not conclude congderation of this Clause prior to the end of the mesting,
consderation of this Clause was deferred to the Specia meseting of Council on May 4, 2005.

North York Community Council Report 3, Clause 25, headed “Final Report - Context Plan
for Bayview Avenue/Sheppard Avenue East - Northwest Quadrant (“Clairtrell Area
Context Plan”) - 04 200060 TM (Ward 23 - Willowdale)”.
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Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Coundillor Shiner requested that his opposition to this Clause be noted in the Minutes of this meeting.
North York Community Council Report 3, Clause 31, headed “ Ontario Municipal Board
Hearing - Committee of Adjustment Application - AOO80/05NY - 8 Winton Road (Ward 25
- Don Valley West)”.
Motion:
Councillor Jenkins moved that the Clause be amended by deleting from the Operating Paragraph
contained in the Resolution by Councillor Jenkins, the words “ City Planning and Legd staff”, and
inserting instead the words “ gppropriate City staff”, so that the Operative Paragraph now reads as
follows
“THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT appropriate City staff be authorized to
attend at the Ontario Municipa Board hearing to uphold the Committee of Adjustment
refusal decisions of June 10, 2004 and March 3, 2005.”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Jenkins carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 28, headed “ Variancesfrom
Chapter 297, Signs, of theformer City of Toronto Municipal Code - 55 Mill Street (Toronto
Centre-Rosedale, Ward 28)”.

Motion:

Councillor McConndl moved that consderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular
meeting of Council on May 17, 2005.

Vote:

The mation by Councillor McConndll carried.
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419 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 41b, headed
“Ingallation of Speed Humps — Bank Street, between Dufferin Street and Sheridan
Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Holyday requested that his opposition to this Clause be noted in the Minutes of this
mesting.

420 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 42b, headed
“Ingtallation of Speed Humps—Waterloo Avenue, between Dufferin Street and Gladstone
Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-29

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Bussin, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone, Rae,
Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson, Walker

No - 10
Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Caroll, Dd Grande, Feldman, Filion,
Holyday, Shiner, Soknacki, Watson

Carried by amgority of 19.

421 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 43b, headed
“Ingtallation of Speed Humps — Gordon Street, between Dufferin Street and Sheridan
Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

| Yes- 29 Miller



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 15
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

4.22

Mayor:
Councillors; Altobdlo, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,

Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantaone, Rag,
Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson, Walker

No-9
Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Carroll, Del Grande, Feldman, Holyday,

Shiner, Soknacki, Watson

Carried by amgority of 20

Deputy Mayor Pantdone in the Chair.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 8, Deferred Clause 1e, headed “ Capital Financing
Strategy - 2004”.

Motions:

@

(b)

Councillor Del Grande moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Deputy City Manager and Chief Financid Officer be requested to report to the
Policy and Finance Committee on:

@

2

afive-year listing, by priority, of Capital projects which have been:

@ approved; and
(b) contemplated; and

the City maintaining its 8.3 percent ratio for debt.”

Councillor Soknacki moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation (1)
of the Policy and Finance Committee by inserting the words “in principle’, after the word
“adopt”, so that Recommendation (1) now reads as follow:

“()

adopt, in principle, the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Deveopment of aLong-term Fiscd Plan in the communication (July 14, 2004) from
the Ad Hoc Committee subject to amending Recommendation (1) in the report (July
12, 2004) from the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer by adding the words ‘or,
on an exceptiona bass, to support Council’s adopted priorities, so that the
recommendations now read as follows™”.
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Permission to Withdraw Motion:

Councillor Del Grande, with the permission of Council, withdrew Part (2) of his motion ().

Votes:

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Soknacki:

Yes-29
Councillors:

Altobello, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion,
Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConndll, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Pantalone, Saundercook, Soknacki, Watson

No-7
Councillors;

De Grande, Feldman, Ootes, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson,
Walker

Carried by amgority of 22.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor D Grande:

Yes- 36
Councillors,

Altobdllo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Carroll, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantaone,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

No -2
Councillors,

Bussn, Moscoe

Carried by amgority of 34.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, City Council amended this Clause by:




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 17

April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

4.23

Q) amending Recommendetion (1) of the Policy and Finance Committee by inserting the words
“in principle’, after the word “adopt”, so that Recommendation (1) now reads as follows:

“(1)

adopt, in principle, the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee on the
Development of a Long-term Fiscd Plan in the communication (Jduly 14,
2004) from the Ad Hoc Committee subject to amending Recommendation
(1) in the report (July 12, 2004) from the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer by adding the words ‘or, on an exceptiona bass, to support
Council’ s adopted priorities, so that the recommendations now read as
follows”; and

2 adding the following:

“That the Deputy City Manager and Chief Financia Officer be requested to report to the
Policy and Finance Committee on afive-year listing, by priority, of Capita projectswhich

have been:

@ approved; and
(b) contemplated.”

Policy and Finance Committee Report 2, Deferred Clause 6b, headed “ Comprehensive
Report on the City'sLong-Term Fiscal Plan”.

Motion:

Councillor Jenkins moved that the Clause be amended by:

Q) amending Appendix C1, atached to the communication (April 11, 2005) from the Chief
Financid Officer and Treasurer, by adding the following strategy to Section 2:

“The City request the Province of Ontario to amend the Development Charges

Act:

@

(b)

50 that no municipa services are excluded from the development charge
caculation;

to dlow municipdities to adopt service levels that are in kegping with
Council-gpproved long-term service plans, for the purposes of caculating
development charges, instead of the average service levels during the 10-
year period immediately preceding the preparation of the background
study, as dlowed under existing legidation; and
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(© so that the 10 percent service discounts are removed.” ; and
2 adding the following:

“Thet the Deputy City Manager and Chief Financid Officer report to the Policy and Finance
Committee on areview of the City’s Development Charges By-law to determine:

@ the actud amounts of additiona revenue which would be available to finance
infrastructure, if the by-law were amended to provide for increased devel opment
charges to the maximum permitted by provincid datutes; and

(b) the potentid amount of additiona revenue that would be available to finance
infrastructure if the Development Charges Act was amended as indicated in
Recommendation (1), above.”

Vote:

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

Yes- 37

Councillors: Altobdlo, Adhton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio,
Pantalone, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thomjpson,
Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

4.24  Administration Committee Report 8, Deferred Clause 8e, headed “ Complaint Regarding
Actionsat Committee Meetings’.

Motion:

Councillor Watson moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the recommendation of the
Adminigration Committee and inserting ingtead the following:

“Thet the report (September 22, 2004) from the City Salicitor, as contained in the Clause,
be adopted”.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
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Votes:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment (receipt of the matter):

Yes- 27

Mayor: Miller

Councillors. Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Hal, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio,
Pantdone, PFitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker

No -7
Councillors Altobelo, Dd Grande, Giambrone, Grimes, Holyday, Ootes,
Watson
Carried by amgority of 20.

Due to the above decision of Council, the motion by Councillor Watson was not put to a vote.
In summary, Council received the Clause.

4.25 Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 3, Clause 14, headed “ Draft Growth Plan
for the Greater Golden Hor seshoe”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.
Motion:

Coundillor Altobelo moved that Council adopt the following saff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the supplementary report (March 29, 2005) from the Commissioner
of Urban Development Services:.

“It is recommended that the Mayor write to the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewd
to:

(@D} commend the Minigter for:

@ undertaking regiond growth management as represented by the Draft
Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe as a Starting point for
curbing urban sprawl and providing abasis for sound infrastructure planning
and management; and
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)

3

(4)

Q)

(6)

(b) explicitly linking the practices and consequences of urban growth with
conservation, water quaity and ar qudity, and dating the intent to limit
urban sprawl, and encourage growth in existing Centres,

indicate Council’ s genera support for the overdl direction of the Draft Growth Plan,
contingent upon the plan being modified as recommended in this report, and upon
trangt improvements and adequate sources of funding for infrastructure priorities
being identified in the promised 10 Year Infrastructure Strategy for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe;

request that the Minister include in the find Growth Plan policies:

@ disdlowing the possihility of expanson of settlement areas into lands south
of the Greenbdlt Plan area prior to 2026;

(b) directing population and employment growth and commensurate
infradructure invesments to mgor citiesin generd, in addition to designated
Centres and corridors and away from areas beyond the built boundary of
al municpditiesin the GGH as of the date the Places to Grow Act comes
into force;

(© requiring that concentrations of office employment be distinguished from
other forms of employment as means of prioritizing trangt infrastructure
investments, and

(d) addressing the socid infragtructure needs and funding that will come with
subgtantial population growth generdly, and the specific needs that will be
more pronounced within the City of Toronto in particular;

request that the Minister revise the proposed employment forecast for the City of
Toronto to 1,835,000 jobs for the year 2031;

request that the Minigter darify within the find Growth Plan the intent, force and
effect of the population, household and employment forecasts for the Greater
Golden Horseshoe, as amended by Recommendation (4), and, further, that the
forecasts be regarded as targets providing guidance for infrastructure and other

planning purposes,

request that the Minister strengthen the naturd system and conservation policies and
in particular revise them to:
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()

(8)

@

(b)

(©

(d)

()

explicitly recognize the invduable role that naurd heritage plays in
contributing to human hedth and well being, srong communities and a
competitive economy;

require planning authorities to adopt policies to protect and enhance the
natura sysem within their jurisdiction;

date that the criteria for identifying natura heritage features and aress,
groundwater features and surface water features include the contribution
that these features make to the local and regiona landscape and require
policies for protecting the natural system to be incorporated into municipa
Officd Plans,

date that the naturd system will recognize and include where possible the
linkages between and among naturd heritage features and areas; and

encourage municipditiesto consder the design of new urban deve opments
for energy conservation and waste diverson as wdl as for water
conservtion;

advise the Miniger that:

@

(b)

the forecasted growth in population and households for the City of Toronto
is conggtent with the Officid Plan and can be accommodated in areas
designated for growth; and

Council urges the Province to recognize locd differences, provide
municipaities with gppropriate powers and tools to implement the Growth
Plan, and ensure municipad compliance with the Growth Plan across the
GGH,;

request the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewa to co ordinate with other
Minidriesto introduce other planning tools to facilitate implementation, including:

@

(b)

revisons to the Development Charges Act to endble municipdities to
recover the full cost of growth related infrastructure and to charge for al
municipa services required to support complete communities; and

a minimum, further revisonsto the Planning Act to:



22 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

() provide thet thereis no gpped to the OMB of acouncil decison to
refuse an gpplication to convert employment lands to non-
employment purposes, and

(i) give municipdities greater authority to protect and enhance naturd
heritage features and functions within their jurisdictions;

(© fiscd policies and toolsto direct market demand to achieve the objectives
of the GGH Growth Pan;

(d) revisonsto the Environmental Assessment Act to sgnificantly sreamline
gpprovd for trangt projects designed to implement the growth objectives
of the GGH Growth Plan; and

(e indudonary zoning powersto asss in implementing the affordable housing
targets that will be part of the sub-area growth Strategies;

and, further, that:

9 this report be sent to the Minister to support the Mayor’ s letter;

(10)  thisreport and Council’ s action be communicated to the Minister of Transportation
as an input to the preparation of aGTA Trangportation Strategy and to the Minister

of Finance and

(11) theappropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto.”

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

4.26 Economic Devedlopment and Parks Committee Report 3, Clause 9, headed “ I nternational
Alliance Program - Summary Report for 2004 (All Wards)”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
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4.27

\otes:

“That Coundil adopt the following aff recommendations contained in the Recommendations
Section of the supplementary report (April 7, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism:

‘It is recommended that:

@

)

3

(4)

Q)

the City be authorized to accept private donations in support of the Princes
Gates Commemorative Open Space Design Compstition and hold the
fundsin the Public Art Reserve Fund (XR 4002);

the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer be directed to issue receipts for
income tax purposes for the donations received;

the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be
authorized to pay for competition expenses from the donations received;

the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be
directed to include the Princes Gates Commemorative Open Space
project for condderation as part of the 2006 Capital Budget submisson of
the Culture Divison; and

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

The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Community Services Committee Report 3, Clause 4, headed “ Policy of Donating Retired
Fire Fighting Vehicles and Equipment to Developing Countries’.

Motion:

Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be referred to the City Manager for a report to the
Adminigration Committee on apolicy and pratocol for dl surplus City equipment and vehicdleswhich
are gppropriate for donation consideration, such report to include:

@

amechanism for annud reporting out; and
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4.28

4.29

2 giving donation priority to Cities and countries that have twinning/partnership/ co-operation
arrangements with the City of Toronto.

Vote:
The mation by Councillor Mihevc carried.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 11, headed “Payment-In-Lieu of
Parking - 3329 Bloor Street West (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-L akeshore)”.

Motion:

Councillor Milczyn moved that the Clause be amended by ddeting Recommendations (1) and (2)
of the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council, and inserting instead the following:

“(1) recognize an exigting two stdl parking shortfal under the Etobicoke Zoning Code
parking standards for the commercid office uses that previoudy occupied the
basement of the building at 3329 Bloor Street West, and that the payment-in-lieu
of parking shdl gpply only to the halistic centre currently proposed in the basement
of the building; and

2 exempt the applicant at 3329 Bloor Street West from the Etobicoke Zoning Code
parking requirement of two parking stdls required for the proposed haolistic centre,
subject to a $5,000.00 payment-in-lieu of parking.”

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

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 37, headed “Participation in Ontario
Ministry of Energy Renewable Energy, Clean Generation and Demand-Side Initiatives’.

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

“That appropriate City officias be directed to submit the following projects to Toronto
Hydro Energy Services for consderation, to alow these projects to be assessed for their
igibility for Conservation and Demand Management financia incentives to be dlocated to
the City:

1) Humber Treatment Plant Cogeneration Fecility;
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4.30

2 City Facilities Retrofit Program;

3 Transmisson Operations Optimizer;

4) Traffic Sgnd Lamps LED Converson;

) Ashbridges Bay Treatment Plant Cogeneration Plant;
(6) Dufferin Trandfer Station Green Bin Initiative; and
() other City projects deemed to be economica.”

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

Audit Committee Report 1, Deferred Clause 1b, headed “ Toronto Emergency Medical
Services Operational Support Review - Works and Emergency Services Department”.

Extension to Question:

Councillor Minnan-Wong asked questions for a period of five minutes. Councillor Shiner, seconded
by Councillor Holyday, moved that 827-28E, Questioning to Obtain Facts, of Chapter 27, Council
Procedures, of the City of Toronto Municipa Code be waived and that Councillor Minnan-Wong
be granted a further period of five minutes to ask questions, which carried, more than two thirds of
Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

Motion:

Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the City Manager be requested to provide a confidentid report to the Audit
Committee, for its meeting in July 2005, on those individuas responsible for the issues

identified in the report dated November 29, 2004, from the Auditor Genera, whether the
actions were ddliberate or incompetent, and on any disciplinary action which would be

appropriate.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Minnan-Wong carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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4.31

4.32

Community Services Committee Report 2, Deferred Clause 1b, headed “Toronto EM S
Hospital Offload Delays’.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be referred back to the Community Services Committee
for further consderation, and the Chief and Generd Manager, Emergency Medicd Services, be
requested to report to the Committee on the progress on this matter and on discussions held with
gaff of the Minigtry of Hedlth and Long Term Care.

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 1, Deferred Clause 9b, headed
“Tourism Action Plan: Year One Implementation and Year Two Directions (All Wards)”.

Moation:

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by deleting the recommendation of the
Economic Devedopment and Parks Committee and inserting instead the following:

“That Council adopt the Saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section
of the report (November 29, 2004) from the Commissioner of Economic Development,
Culture and Tourism, as contained in the Clause.”

Deputy Mayor Pantalone in the Chair.

\otes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-4
Councillors: Cho, Del Grande, Holyday, Nunziata

No - 30

Councillors Altobello, Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Caroll, Cowbourne,
Davis, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Grimes, Hall,
Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe,
Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone, Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Stintz, Thompson, Waker, Watson
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Lost by amgority of 26.

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 28

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Carroll, Cowbourne, Davis,
Di Giorgio, Fldman, Filion, FHetcher, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Ootes,
Pantalone, Pitfiedld, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No -6
Councillors: Altobello, Cho, Dd Grande, Holyday, Nunziata, Paacio

Carried by amgjority of 22.

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

Motion:

Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following motion:
Moved by: Councillor Cho
Seconded by: Councillor Pitfield

“WHEREAS theingdlation of sdewaks on Boulderbrook Drive (Hepatica Street to west
end) and Starry Crescent, through the development of new subdivisions within the
Morningsde Haghts community of Ward 42, was brought before Scarborough Community
Council at its meeting on October 12, 2004; and

WHEREAS, after hearing deputations from residents requesting thet planned sdewaks on
these two streets not be constructed, Scarborough Community Council recommended to
City Coundil that the staff recommendation from the Director of Development Engineering,
in a report dated September 28, 2004, cdling for the sdewalks to be constructed in
accordance with the Subdivison Agreement, be adopted; and

WHEREAS City Council at its meeting on October 26, 27 and 28, 2004, deferred
congderation of this matter to its next regular meeting on November 30, 2004;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

Q Council receive Scarborough Community Council Report 8, Clause 7d; and

2 the developer be required to provide a cashrin-lieu payment to the City of Toronto
equivaent to the condruction vaue of the aforementioned sdewaks, thet such funds
be placed in the Trangportation Services Capita Budget account for New Sidewak
ingdlation, that No Parking Anytime regtrictions be enacted on the Sde of the Sreet
where sdewaks would have been indaled, and that Saff be authorized to take the

necessary stepsto give effect thereto.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Cho:

Yes-11
Councillors:

Cho, De Bagremaeker, Grimes, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Milczyn, Pdacio, Waker

No - 19
Councillors,

Ashton, Badkissoon, Bussin, Caradll, Davis, De Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hall, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Watson

Lost by amgority of 8.

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 26

Councillors: Adhton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio,
Pantdone, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-4

Councillors: Cho, Jenkins, Mammaliti, Mihevc

Carried by amgority of 22.

434 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 27b, headed
“Request for an Exemption from Chapter 400 of the former City of Toronto Municipal
Codeto Permit Front Yard Parking - 533 &. Clarens Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.
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Motions;

@ Coundillor Giambrone moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the Recommendations
of the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council and inserting instead the following:

“That Council adopt saff Recommendation (2) contained in the Recommendations
Section of the report (December 22, 2004) from the Manager, Right of Way
Management, Transportation Services, South Didtrict, subject to the following
conditions.

Q) that, a the gpplicant’s expense, an opening of 1.2m x 1.2m minimum, be
created in the City dreet dlowance portion of the current interlocked
paving area, located to the south of the proposed parking pad; and

2 that, in this opening, the gpplicant provide proper soil conditions and plant
aminimum 60 mm diameter Bal-and Burlgp tree, to the satisfaction of the
Generd Manager, Parks, Forestry and Recrestion, in consultation with the
Urban Forestry Section.”

(b) Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the Recommendations of
the Toronto and Eagt Y ork Community Council and inserting instead the following:

“That City Council deny the application for front yard parking at 533 St. Clarens
Avenue”

\otes:

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Shiner:

Yes-11

Councillors; Bakissoon, Carroll, Cowbourne, Dd Grande, Fddman,
Fletcher, Holyday, McConnell, Minnan-Wong, Saundercook,
Shiner

No - 20

Councillors: Adhton, Bussn, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Flion,
Giambrone, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Nunziata, Pantdone, Rae, Soknacki, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 9.
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4.35

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Giambrone:

Yes- 22

Councillors. Aghton, Bussin, Carroll, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fldman, Filion, Giambrone, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Pantalone, Ree,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-9
Councillors: Bakissoon, Dd Grande, Hetcher, Holyday, McConnel,
Minnan-Wong, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki

Carried by amgority of 13.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, City Council amended this Clause by deeting the Recommendations of the Toronto and
Eagt Y ork Community Council and inserting insteed the following:

“That Council adopt staff Recommendation (2) contained in the Recommendations Section
of the report (December 22, 2004) from the Manager, Right of Way Management,
Transportation Services, South Digtrict, subject to the following conditions:

@ that, at the applicant’s expense, an opening of 1.2m x 1.2m minimum, be created
in the City dreet dlowance portion of the current interlocked paving area, located
to the south of the proposed parking pad; and

2 that, in this opening, the applicant provide proper soil conditions and plant a
minimum 60 mm diameter Bal-and Burlap tree, to the satisfaction of the Generd
Manager, Parks, Forestry and Recrestion, in consultation with the Urban Forestry
Section.”

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 28b, headed
“Request for Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code
to Permit Driveway Widening for Two Vehicles- 319 Glenayr Road (St. Paul’s Ward 21)”.

Motion:

Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be referred back to the Toronto and East York
Community Council for further consderation.
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Vote:
The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

436 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 31b, headed
“Request for Exemption from Chapter 248 of the Former City of Toronto Municipal Code
to Permit Driveway Widening - 26 Tarlton Road (S. Paul's, Ward 22)”.

Motion:

Councillor Waker moved that the Clause be amended by deeting the recommendation of the
Toronto and Eagt Y ork Community Council and inserting instead the following:

“That Council adopt staff Recommendation (2) contained in the report (December 22,
2004) from the Manager, Right of Way Management, Transportation Services, South
Didtrict, subject to adding a condition that the applicant be required to plant an additiona
full shede canopy tree a the goplicant’ s expensg, to the satisfaction of the Generd Manager,
Parks, Forestry and Recreation.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Walker:

Yes- 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, , Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Octes,
Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

No -6
Councillors: Chow, Dd Grande, Filion, Fletcher, Holyday, McConnell

Carried by amgjority of 22.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

4.37 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 45b, headed
“Ingallation of Speed Humps— Poplar Plains Road, between Cottingham Street and Poplar
Plains Crescent and Russdll Hill Road, between Clarendon Avenue and Boulton Drive (St.
Paul’s, Ward 22)".
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Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Balkissoon, Bussin, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hetcher, Hall, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantaone, Rae, Saundercook,
Stintz, Walker, Watson

No-5
Councillors: Carrall, Del Grande, Filion, Holyday, Thompson

Carried by amgjority of 23.

4.38 Torontoand Eagt York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 46b, headed “ Speed
Hump Poll Results — Laing Street, between Queen Street East and Eastern Avenue
(Beaches-East York, Ward 32)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Bussin, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fedman, Hetcher, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantdone, Rae, Saundercook, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker

No-7
Councillors: Aghton, Bakissoon, Carroll, Ddl Grande, Filion, Holyday,
Watson
Carried by amgority of 19.

4.39 Etobicoke York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 14a, headed “ Request for
Traffic Calming (Speed Humps) on Bankfield Drive (Ward 1 - Etobicoke North)”.
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4.40

4.41

\Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-24

Mayor: Miller

Councillors Bussin, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fedman, Hetcher, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae, Stintz, Walker

No- 8

Councillors: Adhton, Bakissoon, Carroll, Del Grande, Filion, Holyday,
Thompson, Watson

Carried by amgority of 16.

North York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 5a, headed “Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to Permit
Angled Driveway Widening at 94 Wanless Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 26
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Adhton, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hdl, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pantalone, Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-7
Councillors:

Bdkissoon, Dd Grande, Filion, Hetcher, Holyday, McConndll,
Rae

Carried by amgority of 19.

North York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 6a, headed “Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to Permit
Angled Driveway Widening at 96 Wanless Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.

Vote:
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Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pantalone, Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-7
Councillors: Bakissoon, Ddl Grande, Filion, Hetcher, Holyday, McConnell,
Rae
Carried by amgority of 19.

442 North York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 7a, headed “Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to Permit
Angled Driveway Widening at 98 Wanless Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 27

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgo, Feldman, Filion, Hal, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pantalone, Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

No - 6
Councillors: Balkissoon, Del Grande, FHetcher, Holyday, McConndll, Rae

Carried by amgority of 21.

4.43 North York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 8a, headed “Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to Permit
Angled Driveway Widening at 100 Wanless Avenue (Ward 25 - Don Valley West)”.

Vote:
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4.44

4.45

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher, Hall,
Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantaone, Saundercook, Stintz, Thompson,
Walker, Watson

No-5

Councillors: Balkissoon, Ddl Grande, Holyday, McConndll, Rae

Carried by amgority of 23.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 25a, headed
“Ingtallation of Speed Humps - Edwin Avenue, between Ruskin Avenue and a point
119 metres north of Edith Avenue (Davenport, Ward 18)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-25
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Ashton, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Hetcher, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantdone, Rag, Saundercook, Stintz, Waker

No- 8
Councillors,

Bakissoon, Carroll, Del Grande, Feldman, Filion, Holyday,
Thompson, Watson

Carried by amgority of 17.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 26a, headed
“Ingallation of Traffic Control Signals and Speed Humps - Spadina Road and Kilbarry
Road/Burton Road, Kilbarry Road and Burton Road, between Vesta Drive and Dunloe
Road (S. Paul’s, Ward 21 and St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

\otes:
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Adoption of Recommendation (2) of the Toronto and East York Community Council, without
amendment:
Yes-24
Mayor: Miller
Councillors: Ashton, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Dauvis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Hetcher, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Walker
No- 10
Councillors Bakissoon, Carroll, Ddl Grande, Feldman, Filion, Holyday,
MinnartWong, Stintz, Thompson, Watson
Carried by amgority of 14.
The balance of the Clause carried, without amendment.
446 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 2, Deferred Clause 27a, headed

“Proposed I ngtallation of Speed Bumpsin Public Lanefirst east of Church Street, between

Charles Street East and |sabella Street (Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Ward 27)”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Ford, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of Chapter
27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, this Clause be re-opened for further congderation, which

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

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 28
Councillors;

Altobdlo, Adhton, Bussin, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hadl, Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantaone, Atfidd,
Rae, Saundercook, Walker

No-1
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Councillor: Ford

Carried by amgority of 27.

Scar borough Community Council Report 3, Clause 8, headed “ Request for All-Way Stop
Controls on Wayne Avenue at Lancefield Avenue and at Lingarde Drive (Ward 37 -
Scarborough Centre)”.

Motions:

@ Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by ddeting the Recommendations
of the Scarborough Community Council and insarting instead the following:

“Thet the saff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the
report (March 2, 2005) from the Director, Trangportation Services, East Didtrict,
as contained in the Clause, be adopted.”

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

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

“That there dso be demarcation of the crossing areaand it be developed in conjunction with
the local Ward Councillor and George Peck School.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-2
Councillors Cho, Holyday

No - 29

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Fletcher, Hal, Jenkins LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziaa, Ootes, Ree,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 27.

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Fetcher:
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Yes- 28

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Badkissoon, Busin, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes,
Rae, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker

No-4
Councillors Holyday, Saundercook, Stintz, Watson

Carried by amgority of 24.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes-30

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Carroll, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Fletcher, Hal, Jenkins LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes,
Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

No- 2
Councillors. Cho, Holyday

Carried by amgjority of 28.
In summary, City Council amended this Clause by adding the following:

“Thet there o be demarcation of the crossng areaand it be deve oped in conjunction with
the local Ward Councillor and George Peck School.”

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 8, headed “Final Report -
Commercial Outdoor Roof Top Patio Study (Ward 5 - Etobicoke L akeshore)”.

Motion:

Councillor Hall moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following daff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the supplementary report (April 12,
2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:
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“It is recommended that City Coundil:

Q) ddete Attachment 2 to the report from the Acting Director of Community Planning,
West Didtrict dated March 11, 2005, and insert Attachment 2 to thisreport in its
place and

2 deem that no further notice of public meeting pursuant to Section 34(17) of the
Planning Act be required with respect to the proposed by-law.”

Votes:
The mation by Councillor Hall carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clause 15, headed “Development
Infrastructure Policy and Standards Review”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the following
Recommendation (b) of the Works Committee contained in the communication (March 8, 2005)
from the Committee:

“The Works Committee recommended that:

(b) Recommendation (4) of the Planning and Trangportation Committee be amended
to read asfollows:

‘(4)  dl dreetsin new townhouse devel opments and subdivisions be designed to
permit curbside garbage collection by City vehicles, as wdl as other City
services, such as snow removal, street repair and maintenance, water and
sewage maintenance, and Fire Sarvices, ec.;’.”

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

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

Motion:

Councillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be further amended by adding to Recommendation
(2) contained in the report (March 1, 2005) from the Acting Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services and the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, the words “by
December 2005, so that Recommendation (2) now reads as follows:

“(2)  daff bedirected to consult with stakeholders, including the development industry;
resdents in existing infill developments; the Toronto Public Utilities Coordinating
Committee, and the Roundtable on a Beautiful City on the work to be undertaken
in Recommendation (1) above, and report back to the Planning and Transportation
Committee and the Works Commiittee, preferably at ajoint meeting, by December
2005;”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Balkissoon carried.
The Clause, as further amended, carried.

In summary, City Council amended this Clause:

Q) in accordance with the following Recommendation (b) of the Works Committee contained
in the communication (March 8, 2005) from the Committee:

“The Works Committee recommended that:

(b) Recommendation (4) of the Planning and Trangportation Committee be amended
to read asfollows:

‘(4)  dl dreetsin new townhouse devel opments and subdivisions be designed to
permit curbside garbage collection by City vehicles, as wel as other City
services, such as snow removal, street repair and maintenance, water and
sewage maintenance, and Fire Services, etc.;’ ”; and

)] by adding to Recommendation (2) contained in the report (March 1, 2005) from the Acting
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and the Commissioner of Urban
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Deve opment Services, the words “by December 2005”, so that Recommendation (2) now
reads asfollows:

“(2)  daff bedirected to consult with stakeholders, including the devel opment industry;
resdents in exigting infill developments; the Toronto Public Utilities Coordinating
Committee, and the Roundtable on a Beautiful City on the work to be undertaken
in Recommendation (1) above, and report back to the Planning and Trangportation
Committee and the Works Committee, preferably at ajoint meeting, by December
2005;”.

450 Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clause 6, headed “ Amendment to
Toronto Municipal Code, Chapter 548, Litter and Dumping of Refuse, to Authorize the
Enforcement of Littering and Dumping on Private Property by other than City Employee’.
Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Motion to Re-Open:
Councillor Giambrone, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
congderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative.
Motion:
Councillor Giambrone moved that the Clause be amended by adding to the end of daff
Recommendation (3) contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (February 7, 2005)
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, the words “to enforce the by-law on ther
respective properties only”, so that Recommendation (3) now reads as follows:
“(3)  upon Minigry authorization of class designation, the Toronto Parking Authority and
the Toronto Zoo be added to Schedule D of Toronto Municipa Code, Chapter
548, to enforce the by-law on their respective properties only; and”.
Votes:

The motion by Councillor Giambrone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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451 North York Community Council Report 3, Clause 19, headed “40 km/h Speed Limit —
Langholm Drive (Ward 9—York Centre)”.
Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Motion to Re-Open:
Councillor Augimeri, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chepter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
consderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative,
Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
452 Administration Committee Report 3, Clause 13, headed “ 1652 K eele Street - L easesfor

City Space Provided at Below Market Rent with Six Non-Profit Organizations (Ward 12
- York South-Weston)”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.
Motions:
@ Councillor Di Giorgio moved that Council adopt the following:

“That:

Q the Genera Manager, Shelter, Support and Housing Administration be directed to
accommodate St. Clair West Services for Seniors a 1652 Kede Street with space
that is conagtent with their needs, recognizing that &t. Clair West Services for
Seniorsis prepared to negotiate alease that is fair and equitable; and

2 the following staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of
the report (April 7, 2005) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, be
adopted:

‘It is recommended that:
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a lease agreement with each of the York Tenants for their respective
portions of the first floor and basement at 1652 Kedle Street, be gpproved
in accordance with the terms and conditions set out in the body of the
report (February 18, 2005) from Commissioner of Corporate Services and
in aform acceptable to the City Solicitor;

the 2005 property tax attributable to the leased premises be absorbed
within the Facilities and Red Edtate’ s 2005 Approved Operating Budget
and that funding for property taxes for years 2006 to 2010 be included in
the respective year's Community Partnership and Investment Program
Budget submission;

subject to Council’ s gpprova of Recommendations (1) and (2), the terms
and conditions of the lease be amended as follows:

@ delete subsection (ii) of Clause (4) Rent, and insert the new
subsection (i) which will read asfollows:

“(i)  Additiond Rent:

The Tenant shdl, a their expense, pay their proportionate
share of dl gpplicable taxes (including but not limited to
Redlty and Business taxes, G.S.T.) and its proportionate
share of dl operating expenses, induding but not limited to:
cogt of dl utilities and services, security, maintenance,
repair and/or replacement of any componentsin reation to
the Leased Premises and the Property throughout the
entire teem.  The Landlord may, acting reasonably,
amortize any capitd expenditure(s) of the Leased Premises
and the Property and apply to the operating expenses
accordingly. The estimated Additiond Rent for 2005 is
approximately $5.82 per square foot per annum (being
$3.20 per square foot per annum of estimated operating
expenses and $2.62 per square foot per annum of
estimated redty taxes).

The amount of the taxes operating cogts payable by the
Tenant may be estimated by the Landlord for such period
as the Landlord determines from time to time, and the
Tenant agrees to pay to the Landlord such estimated
amounts in monthly ingaments in advance during such
period as Additiond Rent. Notwithstanding the foregoing,
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(4)

(b)

(©

as soon ashillsfor dl or any portion of the said amounts o
edimated are received, the Landlord may bill the Tenant
for the Tenant’ s share or proportionate share thereof and
the Tenant shal pay the Landlord such amounts so billed
as Additional Rent on demand. At the end of each Fiscdl
Year or as soon as practica thereafter, upon invoiced by
the Landlord, the Tenant shdl pay within 30 days any
deficiency to the Landlord if the amount paid by the Tenant
on account is less than the actud amount payable.”;

insert into Clause (4) Rent, the following subsections:

“ i)

)

Notwithstanding Clause 4 (i), the City shdl pay the 2005
property tax portion attributable to the leased premises for
the 2005 year. The Tenant expresdy acknowledges that
commencing in 2006, the Tenant will be reponsible for dl
additiond rent codts, including property taxes.

If the Tenant recaives any rebate from the City for 2005

property taxes, the Tenant shal send to the City an amount
equal to the rebate within 10 business days of recelving a
property tax rebate. This obligation on the Tenant shdll

only be for 2005 property tax rebates and no other future
year”;

delete subsection (v) of Clause (8) Use, and insert the new
subsection (v) which will reed asfollows

‘)

In the event of any meeting/activities outade of the regular
business hours, Monday through Friday, 8:30am. to 9:30
p.m. and Saturday and Sunday, 10:00 am. to 6:30 p.m.,
City security must be notified at least 15 business days
before the meeting/activity and alist of atendees sent via
facamile to Director of Redl Edtate Services at least 10
daysin advance of the meeting/activity.”;

the Commissioner of Corporate Services shdl adminigter and manage these
lease agreementsincluding the provision of any consents, goprovals, notices
and notices of termination provided that the Commissioner may, a any
time, refer congderation of such matter (including their content) to City
Council for its determination and direction; and
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) the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” ”

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

“Thet the Executive Director, Facilities and Redl Edtate be directed to ensure thet the office
furniture currently a 1652 Kede Streat remainsin the building for ditribution to the x non-
profit groups relocating from 2696 Eglinton Avenue West.”

Votes:

Moation (&) by Councillor Di Giorgio carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Nunziata carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 55, headed “ Parking Adjustments
Fronting Regal Road Public School (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

Motion:

Councillor Padacio moved that the Clause be amended by amending the staff recommendations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (March 24, 2005) from the Director,
Trangportation Services, West Didtrict, by:

Q) deeting from Recommendation (3) the time “11:25 am.”, and insarting ingtead the time
“11:00 am.”, and ddeting the time “12:01 p.m.”, and inserting instead the time “12:00
p.m.”; and

2 ddeting from Recommendation (4) the time “11:25 am.”, and insarting indead the time
“11:00 am.”, ddeting the time “12:01 am.”, and inserting indead the time “12:00 am.”, and
ddeting thetime “12:01 p.m.”, and insarting ingeed the time “12:00 p.m.”,

so that Recommendations (3) and (4) now read as follows:

“(3)  theexiging ten-minute maximum parking limit in operation from 8:30 am. to 9:00
am., from 11:00 am. to 12:00 p.m. and from 3:00 p.m. to 3:30 p.m., Monday to
Friday, on the south side of Regd Road from a point 22 metres east of Dufferin
Street to a point 22 metres further east, be rescinded;
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4) the parking prohibition from 12:00 am. to 8:30 am., from 9:00 am. to 11:00am.,

from 12:00 p.m. to 3:00 p.m. and from 3:30 p.m. to 12:00 am., Monday to Friday
and at al times on Saturday and Sunday, on the south sde of Regd Road from a
point 22 metres east of Dufferin Street to a point 22 metres further east, be
rescinded;”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Palacio carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 33, headed “ Speed Hump Pall

Results- Sterling Road, between Perth Avenue and Bloor Street West (Davenport, Ward

18)".

Mayor Miller in the Chair.

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

\Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 23

Councillors; Altobdlo, Bussn, Cho, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Hetcher, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Rae, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker

No-5
Councillors: Aghton, Ford, Holyday, Saundercook, Shiner

Carried by amgority of 18.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 9, Deferred Clause 1d, headed “ Request for
Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of Toronto Municipal Codeto Permit Front
Yard Parking at 22 Nairn Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

Motion:
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Councillor Hetcher moved that:

Q) the Clause be recelved; and

2 the gpplication for front yard parking a 22 Nairn Avenue be denied.

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Hetcher:

Yes- 13
Councillors:

Adhton, Bussn, Cowbourne, Davis, De Grande, Flion,
Fletcher, Giambrone, Holyday, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Rae

No - 18
Councillors;

Altobdlo, DeBagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Ford,
Jenkins, Mammoaliti, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantalone, Fitfield, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Walker

Lost by amgority of 5.

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-21
Councillors,

Altobello, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti, Mammaliti, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone, Fitfield,
Shiner, Soknacki, Walker

No - 13
Councillors:

Adhton, Busdn, Davis, Dd Grande, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Holyday, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe, Rag,
Saundercook

Carried by amagjority of 8.

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 9, Deferred Clause 2d, headed “ Request for

Front Yard Parking at 24 Nairn Avenue (Ward 17 - Davenport)”.

an Exemption to Chapter 400 of the Former City of Toronto Municipal Code to Permit
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\Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 25

Councillors: Altobello, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, Milczyn, MinnanWong, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio,
Pantaone, Fitfidld, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Walker,
Watson

No - 12

Councillors, Adhton, Busdn, Davis, Dd Grande, Filion, Hetcher,
Giambrone, Holyday, McConnell, Mihevc, Moscoe,
Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 13.

457 North York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 30b, headed “ All Way Stop
Controal - Brentcliffe Road at Fairland Road (Ward 26 - Don Valley West)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 29

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone,
Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rag,
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker

No-3
Councillors: Ashton, Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 26.

458 North York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 35b, headed “ Request for Pall
- Speed Hump Plan - Hillhurst Blvd.,, west of Bathurst Stret (Ward 15 -
Eglinton-Lawrence)”.

Motion:
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Councillor Ford moved that the Clause be received.

Votes:

Adoption of mation by Councillor Ford:

Yes-4
Councillors:

Cho, Ford, Grimes, Holyday

No - 20
Councillors,

Altobello, Ashton, Bussin, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giargio, Feldman, Filion, Giambrone, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone,
Ritfield, Saundercook, Walker

Lost by amgority of 16.

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-25
Councillors:

Altobdlo, Adhton, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Giambrone, Grimes,
Hdl, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pdacio, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Walker

No -2
Councillors,

Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 23.

459 Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 19, headed “ Proposed | nstallation

of Traffic Control Signals Queens Plate Drive, Janda Court and Woodbine Centre
Driveway (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)”.

amendment:

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without
Yes- 33
Councillors;

Altobello, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fletcher, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
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Milczyn, Maoscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantaone, Atfield,
Saundercook, Walker, Watson
No-1
Coundillor: Filion
Carried by amgority of 32.

460 Torontoand East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 17, headed “ Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to permit
Driveway Widening for Three Vehicles 87 Lonsdale Road (St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Vote:
Adoption of Clause, without amendment:
Yes- 29
Councillors: Altobello, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Bagremaeker, DiGiorgio, Filion, Fletcher, Ford,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Walker, Watson
No -6
Councillors: Adghton, De Grande, Fedman, Holyday, McConndl,
Saundercook
Carried by amgority of 23.
4.61 Torontoand East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 19, headed “ Request for an

Exemption for Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to permit
Driveway Widening for a Second Vehicle 89 Hillsdale Avenue (St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes-25
Councillors:

Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Ford, Grimes, Hal,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Mammoaliti, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pantdlone, Pitfidd, Shiner, Soknacki, Waker, Watson

No- 8
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Councillors Ashton, Dd Grande, Feddman, Fletcher, Holyday,
Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 17.

4.62 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 20, headed “ Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 248 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to permit
Driveway Widening for Two Vehicles- 53 Duncannon Drive (St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Motion:

Councillor Waker moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following new
Recommendations (5) and (6) to the recommendations of the Toronto and East Y ork Community
Coundail:

“(5) therequired landscaping and green-fill of the paved excessin the right of way not
to be used for parking [referred to in Recommendation (2)] being completed to the
gandards of the Manager, Right of Way Management, Transportation Services
South Disgtrict, no later than June 30, 2005; and

(6) City gaff narrowing the double curb-cut of this property to reflect the new
narrowing of the driveway demarcated by the required landscaping, as soon as
possible, at the City’s cost.”

Votes:

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

Yes- 29

Coundillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Bussin, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Ford, Grimes,
Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantaone, Fitfidd, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No -6
Councillors Ashton, De Grande, Fletcher, Holyday, McConndll,
Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 23,
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4.63 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 34, headed “ Request for
Installation of Speed Humps- Afton Avenue, between Northcote Avenueand Lisgar Street
(east junction) (Davenport, Ward 18)”.
Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 26

Councillors; Altobello, Ashton, Bdkissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, McConndl, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No-7
Councillors: Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Watson

Carried by amgjority of 19.

4.64 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 37, headed “Installation of
Speed Humps - Blake Street, between Strathcona Avenue and Boultbee Avenue (T or onto-
Danforth, Ward 30)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 27

Councillors; Altobello, Ashton, Bdkissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fleicher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConndl, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No -7
Councillors Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Watson

Carried by amgjority of 20.
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4.65 Torontoand Eagt York Community Council Report 3, Clause 38, headed “ I nstallation of
Speed Humps - Riverdale Avenue, between Broadview Avenue and Carlaw Avenue
(Toronto-Danforth, Ward 30)”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be referred back to the Toronto and East York
Community Council for further consideration.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

4.66 Torontoand Eagt York Community Council Report 3, Clause 49, headed “ Speed Hump Pall
Results - Mayfair Avenue/Shallmar Boulevard, between Eglinton Avenue West and
Bathurst Street (St. Paul’s, Ward 22)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 30

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConndll, Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantdone, Pitfiedld, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki,

Walker
No- 8
Councillors: Adhton, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson,
Watson
Carried by amgjority of 22.

4.67 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 22, headed “ Request for an
Exemption from Chapter 313 of the former City of Toronto Municipal Code to permit
Residential Boulevard Parking for Two Vehicles - 2 Dunbar Road (Toronto Centre-
Rosedale, Ward 27)”.

Motion:
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4.68

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

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Rae carried.

Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 4, Clause 1, headed “Toronto
2015 World Expo Feasbility Study (All Wards)”.

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.
Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.
Motion:

@ Councillor Chow moved that:

Q) the Clause be referred back to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
to hear comments from the public on the proposed Toronto 2015 World Expo, and
the City Clerk be directed to advise dl interested parties well in advance of the
Committee meeting a which the matter will be consdered; and

2 in the event Part (1) fails, staff Recommendation (5) contained in the report dated
March 31, 2005, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and

Tourism be amended by adding the following words:

“on the condition that the Province of Ontario provides an additiona $1.1
million for the Phase I-Pre-Bid’.

Vote on Referral:

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (a) by Councillor Chow:

Yes-7

Councillors: Chow, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Ford, Jenkins,
McConndl

No - 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Cho, Del Grande, Di
Giorgio, Fedman, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday,
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Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pantaone, Pitfield, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Waker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 21.
Motions:
(b) Councillor McConnell moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Toronto 2015 World Expo Steering Committee be requested to conduct a
comprehengive consultation with the waterfront community residents groups and coditions.”

(© Mayor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That as part of the next phase of the study, the City specificaly undertake a visoning
charette with the local community, Architects and designers with respect to the split proposal
and potentia future use of the Toronto Idand Airport Site”

(d) Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the Mayor establish the Toronto Mayor's 2015 World Expo Task Force at an
appropriate stage in the process and the Mayor, or his desgnate, serve asthe Chair of this
Task Force.”

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

(e Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the concept of a future mixed-use development for the Toronto Idand Airport Site,
as st out on page 58 of the Feagibility Study of aWorld' s Fair in Toronto in 2015 - Find
Report dated March 22, 2005, of Consortium 2015, not be pursued and that it maintain its
‘G’ Open Space Zoning designation, and, in addition, plans to fill in the Western Gap be
rejected.”

) Councillor Holyday moved thet the Clause be amended to provide that the Toronto Idand
Airport be deleted as a possible site for the Toronto 2015 World Expo.

(o) Councillor Hetcher moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“Thet:
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Q) in order not to preudice the evauation of the Portlands only site, Council request
the provincia government to give no further consderation to the power generating

plant on Cherry Beach; and

2 the evauation consgder an ‘on land’ comprehengve trandt plan across the
Waterfront.”

() Councillor De Bagremaeker moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:

“That the Toronto 2015 World Expo bid include a City Beautification Fund that would
invest a minimum of $2.0 million, per Ward, for loca beautification and improvement

projects.”

\otes:

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (a) by Councillor Chow:

Yes- 17

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Hetcher, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio

No - 22

Mayor: Miller

Councillors. Altobello, Bakissoon, Cho, Cowbourne, De Grande,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Pantaone, Fitfidd, Rae
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 5.

Adoption of mation (f) by Councillor Holyday:
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S7

Yes-6

Councillors: Chow, Dd Grande, Hdll, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Ootes

No - 34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fletcher, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantaone, Pitfidd, Rae
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 28.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor McConnell:

Yes- 40
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Hetcher, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Palacio, Pantaone, Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Adoption of motion (c) by Mayor Miller:

Yes- 40
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Hetcher, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday,
Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Palacio, Pantaone, Fitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Walker, Watson

No-0
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Carried, without dissent.

Adoption of mation (d) by Councillor Cho:

Yes-30
Councillors:

Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Holyday, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc,
MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No- 10
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller
Ashton, Chow, Cowbourne, Ford, Hall, Jenkins, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Milczyn

Carried by amgority of 20.

Adoption of motion (€) by Councillor Ree:

Yes-24
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobdlo, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Bagremaeker, Ddl Grande, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
McConndll, Nunziata, Paacio, Fitfidd, Rag, Walker

No - 16
Councillors:

Cho, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, MinnanWong, Moscoe, Ootes, Pantalone,
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Watson

Carried by amagjority of 8.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (g) by Councillor Hetcher:

Yes-15

Councillors: Adhton, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Fetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, McConndll, Mihevc,
Moscoe, Pantalone, Rae

No - 25

Mayor: Miller
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Councillors:

Altobello, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Cowbourne, Del Grande,
Feldman, Ford, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammdliti, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 10.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (g) by Councillor Hetcher:

Yes- 37
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,

Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hadl, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnartWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No- 3
Councillors,

Augimeri, Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 35.

Adoption of motion (h) by Councillor De Bagremaeker:

Yes- 17
Councillors,

Altobdlo, Augimeri, Chow, Cowbourne, Dauvis,
De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Fletcher, Jenkins, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pdacio

No - 23
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Ashton, Bakissoon, Bussin, Cho, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevc, Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz,
Walker, Watson

Lost by amgority of 6.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:
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Yes- 31

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho,
Cowbourne, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hall, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

No-9
Councillors Chow, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Fletcher, Ford, Holyday,
Jenkins, McConnell, Moscoe

Carried by amgority of 22.
In summary, City Council amended this Clause by adding the following:
“That:

@ the concept of a future mixed-use development for the Toronto Idand Airport Ste,
as set out on page 58 of the Feashility Study of aWorld' s Fair in Toronto in 2015
- Fina Report dated March 22, 2005, of Consortium 2015, not be pursued and
that it maintain its ‘G’ Open Space Zoning designation, and, in addition, plansto fill
in the Western Gap be rejected;

2 as part of the next phase of the study, the City specifically undertake a visoning
charette with the locad community, Architects and designers with respect to the split
proposal and potentid future use of the Toronto Idand Airport Site;

3 the evauation condder an ‘on land” comprehendve trandgt plan across the
Waterfront;

4 the Toronto 2015 World Expo Steering Committee be requested to conduct a
comprehensive consultation with the waterfront community residents groups and
coditions, and

) the Mayor establish the Toronto Mayor’s 2015 World Expo Task Force a an
gopropriate stage in the process and the Mayor, or his desgnate, serve asthe Chair
of this Task Force.”

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
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4.69

4.70

Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 52, headed “ 52 Cliff Street - Request
to Remove One City-Owned Tree (Ward 11 - York South-Weston)”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation (3)
of the Etobicoke Y ork Community Council to now read asfollows:

“(3) the owner agreeing to the satisfaction of the Genera Manager of Parks, Forestry
and Recregtion, to plant and ensure the survivd of three full shade canopy
replacement trees at 50, 52 and 56 Cliff Street.”

Votes:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 36, headed “ I ngtallation of
Speed Humps - Plains Road, Between Greenwood Avenue and Woodbine Avenue
(Beaches-East York, Ward 31 and Toronto-Danforth, Ward 29)”.

\Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

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

Motion:

Councillor Ootes moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the speed hump plan be
extended to include the section of Plains Road between Donlands Avenue and Greenwood Avenue,
S0 that the entire section of Plains Road, between Donlands Avenue and Woodbine Avenue, would
be included in the speed hump plan.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Ootes carried.
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4.71

4.72

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Adminigration Committee Report 3, Clause 17, headed “ Swansea Town Hall - Amendment
of Purchase Order 6012609, Previoudy Awarded to KaRy Construction (Ward 13 -
Parkdale-High Park)”.

Motion:

Councillor Saundercook moved that consideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular
meeting of City Council on May 17, 2005.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Saundercook carried.
Etobicoke York Community Council Report 3, Clause 53, headed “ Status Report - Site
Plan Approval Application Applicant: Glen J. Wellings, MHBC Planning Ltd., 207 New
Toronto Street (Ward 6 - Etobicoke-Lakeshore)”.
The Clause was submitted without recommendetion.
Motion:
Coundillor Grimes moved that Council adopt the following staff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the supplementary report (April 13, 2005) from the Commissioner,
Urban Development Services:
“It is recommended that City Coundil:
Q) authorize the City Solicitor, City staff and any necessary consultants to attend at a
future Ontario Municipa Board hearing to support the gpplication, subject to the
conditions contained in this report as Attachment 1;
)] require the gpplicant to provide in writing, a commitment to not object to afuture
rezoning of the undeveloped portion of the Ste to a lighter indudtria or dternate
employment use category, to the satisfaction of the City Solicitor; and

3 request the gpplicant to submit the necessary revisons together with any supporting
information that addresses the issues identified in this report.”

Votes:
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4.73

4.74

The mation by Councillor Grimes carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

Adminigtration Committee Report 3, Clause 10, headed “Procurement of Used Printing
Equipment through Auction, Liquidation Sales or Trade Publication Ad”.

Motion:

Councillor Giambrone moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the City Manager be requested to report to the Administration Committee on the
procurement of equipment through auction, liquidation sdes or trade publications in other
City divisons asaway of saving money.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Giambrone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

North York Community Council Report 3, Clause 26, headed “ Final Report - Application

to Amend the Official Plan and Zoning By-law and Draft Plan of Subdivison — 03 201751

NNY 08 OZ and 04 138822 NNY 08 SB - 1530787 Ontario Inc. (Geor ge Popper Architect)

- 102-134 Hucknall Road (Ward 8- York West)”.

Vote:

Adoption of Clause, without amendment:

Yes- 23

Councillors: Augimeri, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis, De Grande,
Fletcher, Grimes, Hadl, Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Minnat+Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio,
Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker, Watson

No -6
Councillors: De Baeremaeker, Ford, Giambrone, McConndl, Milczyn,
Pantalone




64 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005
Carried by amgority of 17.
4.75 Toronto and East York Community Council Report 3, Clause 72, headed “ Requests for

Endorsement of Events for Liquor Licensng Purposes (Davenport, Ward 18;
Trinity-Spadina, Wards 19 and 20; . Paul’s, Ward 21; Toronto Centre-Rosedale, Wards
27 and 28; and Beaches-East York, Ward 31)".

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Giambrone, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of

Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, this Clause be re-opened for further

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

afirmative.

Motions:

@ Councillor Giambrone, seconded by Councillor Rae, moved that the Clause be amended
by adding the following Part (0) to Recommendation (1) of the Toronto and East Y ork
Community Coundil:

“(0) Annud Fediva-Festa Do Imigrante to be held on June 25 and 26, 2005, in
Dovercourt Park (located between Bartlett Avenue and Westmoreland Avenue,
south of Hallam Street and north of Bloor Street).”

(b) Councillor Rae moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation (2) of
the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council by adding the Courthouse Market Grill &
Chamber Lounge, 57 Addlaide Street Eadt, to the list of establishments.

Votes:

Motion (a) by Councillor Giambrone, seconded by Councillor Rae, carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Rae carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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4.76

In summary, Council amended this Clause by amending the recommendations of the Toronto and
East Y ork Community Council by:

Q) adding the following Part (0) to Recommendation (1):
“(0) Annua Fedtival-Festa Do Imigrante to be held on June 25 and 26, 2005, in
Dovercourt Park (located between Bartlett Avenue and Westmoreland Avenue,
south of Hallam Street and north of Bloor Street).”; and

2 adding the Courthouse Market Grill & Chamber Lounge, 57 Addlaide Street Eagt, to the
list of establishments in Recommendation (2).

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
Scar borough Community Council Report 3, Clause 17, headed “ Request for Direction OPA
and Rezoning Application 03 154613 ESC 35 OZ Georgian ClairleaInc., 1151 Victoria Park
Avenue Clairlea Community (Ward 35 - Scar borough Southwest)”.
Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.
Motion to Re-Open:
Councillor Altobello, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with §27-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, this Clause be re-opened for further
congderation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative.
Motion:
Councillor Altobello moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That Council adopt the staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section
of the confidentid report (April 14, 2005) from the City Solicitor. The following

recommendations are now public and the baance of the report remains confidentid, in
accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, as it contains information

pertaining to litigation or potentia litigation:

‘It is recommended that:
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@

)

3

(4)

\otes:

the City Solicitor be ingtructed to appear a the OMB with appropriate staff
and prepare any necessary documentation and agreements, in support of
the proposed development for the subject site for 142 resdentid units,
based upon the applicant’s revised proposa as generdly illustrated by
Attachments 1, 2 and 3 and dso including specific terms outlined in
Schedule A attached hereto;

the City Solicitor be ingtructed, in consultation with City Planning staff, to
draft and make such gyligic and technical changes to an Officid Plan
Amendment and Zoning By-lav Amendment as may be required to
implement the proposa and any OMB decision;

Council authorize execution of any agreement that may be required to
secure matters outlined in this report or to implement any OMB decison;
ad

Council ingtruct the City Solicitor to request, if necessary, that the OMB:

@ withhold its find Order on the Officid Plan and Zoning By-law
Amendments pending completion of any outdanding matter,
induding: review of the waste management plan; the submisson of
a Record of Site Condition acknowledged by the Ministry of the
Environment and if the City requires a peer review that such a
review is completed satisfactorily; and, the execution of a Section
37 Agreement; and

(b) withhold its Order on the Site Plan pending: the completion of any
Ste plan issues that may be required to be addressed; gpproval of
consent applications to secure the pedestrian access from the
subject development to . Clair Avenue East and for vehicular
access from S Clar Avenue Eagt to the parking area on the
adjacent church property accessed through the subject lands; the
receipt of monies as security for the new access driveway and
potentia damage to the existing driveway; and the execution of a
Site Plan Control Agreement dl to the satifaction of Director of
Community Planning, Eagt Didtrict, Urban Development Services!

The motion by Councillor Altobello carried.
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4.77

4.78

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 34, headed “National Trade Centre -
Naming Rights”.

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended in accordance with the dtaff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the supplementary confidentia
report (April 11, 2005) from the General Manager and Chief Executive Officer, Exhibition Place.
This report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal
Act, 2001, asit contains information related to the security of the property of the Municipdity.
Votes:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes- 28

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Badkissoon, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldmean, Filion, Giambrone, Holyday,
Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantdone, PRitfidd, Rae
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Thompson, Watson

No -2
Councillors, Davis, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 26.

North York Community Council Report 1, Deferred Clause 10b, headed “ Feasbility to
Extend the Concrete Median - Kedle Street North of Highway 401 (Ward 9 - York
Centre)”.

The Clause was submitted without recommendation.

Motion:

Councillor Augimeri moved that Council adopt the staff recommendations contained in the
Recommendations Section of the confidentia report (April 13, 2005) from the City Salicitor. The
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following recommendations and Attachment 1 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 dient privilege:

“It is recommended that City Coundil:

Q) receive North Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clause 10b;

2 authorize execution of atri-partite agreement with Canadian Tire Corporation and
I ndependence Way Inc. to implement an interim driveway connecting Kede Street
to Wilson Avenue, induding arevised median design for Kede Street, on terms and
conditions satisfactory to the Acting Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services as outlined in the body of this report;

3 goprove the extension of the median on Kede Street, as detailed in Attachment 1,
for construction in 2005 as part of the Capita Works Program aready underway
for Keele Street;

4) direct the appropriate City officids to introduce in Council the appropriate Road
Alterations By-law to permit the condtruction; and

) authorize and direct the appropriate City officids to take al other necessary action
to give effect thereto.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Augimeri carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
4.79 Audit Committee Report 6, Deferred Clause 6d, headed “Hostel Operations Review -

Community and Neighbourhood Services’.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Ford requested that his oppostion to this Clause be noted in the Minutes of this meeting.
4.80 Planning and Trangportation Committee Report 3, Clause 2, headed “Harmonization of the

Sign By-law Concerning Poster s on Utility Poles’.
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4.81

4.82

Motion:

Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that consderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular
meeting of City Council on May 17, 2005, and that it be considered as a time specific matter.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Minnan-Wong carried.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clause 1, headed “Principles and
Proposed By-law Provisonsfor a City-Wide A-Frame and M obile Signs By-law”.

Motion:

Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that consderation of this Clause be deferred to the next regular
meeting of City Council on May 17, 2005, and that it be conddered immediately following
condgderation of Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clause 2, headed
“Harmonization of the Sign By-Law Concerning Pogters on Utility Poles’.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Minnan-Wong carried.

Planning and Transportation Committee Report 3, Clause 13, headed “ Proposed Gr affiti

Abatement Strategy — Summer ‘Clean Team’ ”.
Motions:

@ Coundillor Giambrone moved that the Clause be amended by amending the report (February
17, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, by:

Q) deeting from Recommendation (1), the word “summer”, o that Recommendation
(2) now reads asfollows:

“(1) City Council adopt the establishment of a proposed ‘ Clean Team’
made up of eight saff and related equipment and materids for
2005;”; and

2 adding to Recommendation (2), the words “on ayear-round bass’, after the word
“programme’, S0 that Recommendation (2) now reads as follows:
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“(2)  daff report on the continued operation of the programme on ayear-
round basis into 2006 and beyond within 2006 Operating Budget
submissons.”
(b) Councillor Minnan-Wong moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That the Executive Director, Municipa Licensng and Standards, be requested to report
to the Planning and Trangportation Committee on the paint that is being used in other
jurisdictions for graffiti abatement.”
Votes:
Moation (&) by Councillor Giambrone carried.
Moation (b) by Councillor Minnan-Wong carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
4.83 Palicy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 3, headed “ I nter-City Bus Terminal”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by:

@
)

3

ddeting Part (1) of Recommendation (1) of the Policy and Finance Committee;

amending Part (ii) of Recommendation (1) of the Policy and Finance Committee to provide
that the Chair of the Toronto Coach Termina be added as amember of the Bus Termina
Coordinating Committee;

further amending the gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of
the report (March 21, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, by:

@ insarting in staff Recommendation (1), the words “ Toronto Coach Termina Board,
the Toronto Trandgt Commission,”, before the words “the TEDCO Board”;

(b) ddeting daff Recommendation (3) and replacing it with the following new
Recommendation (3):

“(3) theevduation of potentid sitesinclude, but not be limited to, the current
termind location, intermoda opportunities and any other potentid Stes”;



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 71

April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

(©

(d)

adding a new staff Recommendation (5) to read as follows:

‘)

that Planning gaff, in conjunction with the Inter-City Bus Termind
Coordinating Committee, review the proposed ste(s) in full consultation
with al gppropriate sakeholders and provide an independent report to the
Planning and Trangportation Committee on the proposed new termind;”;
ad

renumbering staff Recommendations (5) and (6) to Recommendations (6) and (7),
accordingly,

S0 that the recommendations adopted by City Council now read as follows:

“Thet:
(1

City Council adopt the staff recommendations in the Recommendations Section of
the report (March 21, 2005) from the Commissoner of Urban Development
Services, amended to read asfollows:

‘It is recommended that City Council endorse the following principles and the
establishment of the Inter-City Bus Termind Coordinating Committee:

@

2
3

(4)

Q)

(6)

TEDCO be indructed to coordinae its andyss of the feashility of
relocating the Bus Termind through the Inter-City Bus Termind
Coordinating Committee and report back to the Toronto Coach Terminal
Board, the Toronto Trangt Commission, the TEDCO Board and the Policy
and Finance Committee on the outcome of the andyss no later than the fdll
of 2005;

ardocated Inter-City Bus Termind should be publicly owned;

the evaduation of potentid Sites include, but not be limited to, the current
termina location, intermodal opportunities and any other potentid Stes;

TEDCO should continue to lead the process in full consultation with al
appropriate stakehol ders,

that Planning daff, in conjunction with the Inter-City Bus Termind
Coordinating Committee, review the proposed ste(s) in full consultation
with al appropriate stakeholders and provide an independent report to the
Panning and Trangportation Committee on the proposed new termind;

an informa Coordinating Committee is being established to ensure the
processis coordinated; and
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() the Committee is to be chaired by Councillor Altobelo and will be
comprised of Councillor Moscoe and staff from the Mayor’s office, the
CAO'soffice, TEDCO, City Planning, the TTC GO Trangt, and the Chair
of the Toronto Coach Termind. Appropriate input will aso be presented
to the Committee from other stakeholder groups and interested local
Coundllors Thefirg meeting of the Committee will ooccur in the next couple
of weeks.’; and

(1)  the proposed Inter-City Bus Termina Co-ordinating Committee be requested to
consder if ardocated Inter-City Bus Termind should be publicly owned dthough
the project can be a public-private partnership if it isin the public interest.”

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Moscoe, with the exception of the following
Recommendation (1)(2):

“(2) areocated Inter-City Bus Termind should be publicly owned;”:

Yes- 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Giambrone,
Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantdone, PFitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz

No-3
Councillors: Ford, Thompson, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 29.

Adoption of Recommendation (1)(2), without amendment:

Yes-34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Giambrone,
Hal, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, MinnanrWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio,
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Pantalone, Pitfidd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No- 2
Councillors: Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgority of 32.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes- 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Dedl Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantdone, PFitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Thompson, Watson

No-3
Councillors: Ford, Holyday, Walker

Carried by amgjority of 30.

4.84 Planning and Transportation Committee and Works Committee Joint Report 1, Clause 1,
headed “Don Valley Corridor Transportation Master Plan (Beaches-East York, Don
Valley East, Don Valley West, Toronto-Danforth, Willowdale)”.

Motion:

Councillor Aitfield moved that consderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on May 17, 2005.

Vote:
The mation by Councillor Ritfield carried.

4.85 Works Committee Report 3, Clause 3, headed “Implementation of Source Separated
Organic Programsin Multi-Residential Buildings’.

Motion:
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Councillor Chow moved that consderation of this Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council on May 17, 2005.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Chow carried.

4.86 Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 25, headed “ 2005 Education L evy By-law
and Other Tax Related Matters”.

Motion:
Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“That Coundil adopt the following Staff recommendations contained in the Recommendations
Section of the supplementary report (April 13, 2005) from the Chief Financia Officer and
Treasurer:
‘It is recommended that:
Q) tax decreases for the 2005 taxation year on properties in the commercid,
industrial and multi-resdential  property classes be reduced by the

percentage of the tax decrease set out in Column 11 in order to recover the
revenues foregone as aresult of capping:

Column | Column Column 11

(Property Class) (Clawback (Allowable
Percentage) Decrease Percentage)

Commercid 89.285836% 10.714164%

Indugtrid 80.942170% 19.057830%

Multi-residential 96.523117% 3.476883%; and

2 authority be granted for the introduction of the necessary hillsin Council and
the gppropriate City officids be authorized to take the necessary action to
give effect thereto.” ”

Votes:

The mation by Councillor Mihevc carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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4.87 Works Committee Report 3, Clause 6, headed “SSO Public Facility Business Plan -

4.88

Preliminary Evaluation of the Dufferin Organics Processing Facility” .

Motions:

@ Councillor Hall moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following:
“Thet afeashbility study for the collection of biogas a the Dufferin SSO processing facility
and its converson into energy, be implemented as part of the consderation of the long-term
planning for the Dufferin facility and the process be put into place in an expedited manner.”

(b) Councillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the Dufferin
Organics Processing Fecility be expanded immediately, and not be included in the
consultant’ s study for long-term SSO processing capacity.

Permission to Withdraw Mation:

Councillor Bakissoon, with the permission of Council, withdrew his mation (b).

Votes:

Motion (&) by Councillor Hal carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 1, headed “Recommendations for
Mid-Term Changesto the Council-Committee Structure and Process’.

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
Motions:
@ Coundillor Mammoaliti moved that the Clause be amended:
Q) in accordance with the following Recommendation (1) contaned in the
Recommendations Section of the communication dated April 7, 2005, from
Councillor Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-term Changesto

the Council Committee Structure:

“(1) tha Recommendation (1) of the communication of March 23, 2005 from
Councillor Giorgio Mammoliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-
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)

3

(4)

term Changes to the Council-Committee Structure, be amended so that the
gpecid Rapid Housing Committee be gpproved in principle pending the
report requested of the CAO on its terms of reference, and that it be
composed of five members of Council to alow the Striking Committee to
make recommendations on its membership in time for mid-term
implementation.”;

in accordance with the following Recommendation (2) contained in the
Recommendations Section of the communication dated April 7, 2005, from
Councillor Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-term Changesto
the Council Committee Structure:

“(2) tha Recommendation (3) of the communication of March 23, 2005 from
Councillor Giorgio Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-
term Changes to the Council-Committee Structure be deleted and replaced
with the following:

‘that the Economic Development and Parks Committee functions be split;
and that economic development, culture, and tourism matters be congdered
by an independent, stland-alone Economic Development Committee; and
that parks, forestry and recregtion matters become part of the Community
Services Committee mandate; and that heritage matters become part of the
Panning and Transportation Committee mandate.” ”;

in accordance with the following Recommendation (3) contained in the
Recommendations Section of the communication dated April 7, 2005, from
Councillor Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-term Changes to
the Council Committee Structure:

“(3) that Recommendation (5)(a) of the communication of March 23, 2005,
from Councillor Giorgio Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on
Mid-term Changes to the Council-Committee Structure be amended by
changing the pilot badis for the Question Period to three Council meetings
(June, July, and October, 2005) to test the concept and its implementation,
and that the City Clerk be asked to report back to the Policy and Finance
Committee on October 27, 2005 on an evauation of the pilot and the
merits of continuing the Question Period to the end of the term.”; and

in accordance with the following Recommendation (4) contained in the
Recommendations Section of the communication dated April 7, 2005, from
Councillor Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-term Changes to
the Council Committee Structure:
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“(4) tha Recommendation (12) of the communication from Councillor Giorgio
Mammoaliti, Chair, Council Reference Group on Mid-term Changesto the
Council-Committee Structure, as amended by the Policy and Finance
Committee, be further amended to remove the words “ deliberation and”,
and that the recommendation now read:

‘(12) Improve the budget deliberation process at Council by adopting an
interim procedure dlotting 30 minutes for each Member to spesk
a the beginning of the Council meeting, to ask questions of the
Mayor, Budget Chair, Standing Committee Chair, Community
Council Chair, or gaff, and to speak and place motions, and
follow the spesking period with voting on the budget by program
with capital and operating budgets consdered together; and an
additiond three minutes to move amendments or ask questions of
aspeaker.” ”

Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

(b) Councillor Hall moved that:

@

)

3

condderation of the Clause, with the exception of Recommendations (A)(1), (A)(3),
(A)@), (B)(7), (B)(9) and B(10), be deferred until after the New City of Toronto
Act has been passed into law by the Province of Ontario and the City Manager
reports further through the Policy and Finance Committee;

Part (1) of mation (a) by Councillor Mammoaliti be amended by adding the fallowing
words:

“subject to a provison that al issues to be consdered by the Rapid Affordable
Housng Committee be first submitted to the respective Community Council for
community meetings, the hearing of public deputations and to provide an
opportunity for the Community Councils to make recommendations to the Rapid
Affordable Housng Committeg’;

the Clause be amended by:

@ amending the communication dated March 23, 2005, from the Chair,
Council Reference Group on Mid-Term Changes to the Council Committee
Structure, by:

0] deleting the following Recommendation (B)(9):
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“(9 acommentator role be established for the new Rapid
Affordable Housng Committee on a pilot bass until
October 2005, and the Mayor appoint a Member of
Council to carry out thisrole; and the City Clerk report to
the Policy and Finance Committee recommending interim
procedurd rules required during the pilot period.

This commentator will provide an additiond view, or a
differing view, to that being recommended by the
Committee. Thiswill ensure that dl Sdes of an issue are
rased a Council, especidly on important or controversa
meatters, and it will provide a meaningful role to more
Members of Council. During the pilot period, spesking
order for Rapid Affordable Housng Committee issues will
be:

0] Committee Chair;

(i) commentator; and

(i) item holder. No find amendments to the Council
Procedures will be made until the success of the
pilot isassessed.”; and

(i) deleting Part (ix) from Recommendation (B)(10)(a), as follows:
“(iX)  The Chair of the Film Board;”; and
(b) adding the following:
“That the Council Reference Group on Mid-Term Changes to the Coundil-
Committee Structure continue to actively consult with Members of Council
and prepare afind report in consultation with the Mayor’ s Office and the
City Manager’ s Office upon reviewing the new City of Toronto Act.”
Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.
Extension to Question:
Councillor Watson asked questions for a period of five minutes. Councillor Del Grande, seconded
by Councillor Ootes, moved that 827-28E, Questioning to Obtain Facts, of Chapter 27, Council

Procedures, of the City of Toronto Municipa Code be waived and that Councillor Watson be
granted afurther period of five minutesto ask questions, the vote upon which was taken asfollows:
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Yes- 22
Councillors: Adhton, Bdkissoon, Busin, Davis, De Bagremaeker,

Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti, Milczyn,
Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Fitfield,
Rae, Saundercook, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-6
Mayor: Miller
Councillors; Chow, Cowbourne, Grimes, Mammoaliti, Mihevc

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

Motions;

(© Councillor Cowbourne moved that:

@

2

Part (1) of motion (&) by Councillor Mammoaliti be referred to the Planning and
Trangportation Committee to alow for citizen engagement on the proposed Rapid
Affordable Housng Committee; and

the Clause be amended by referring the following recommendations contained in the
communication (March 23, 2005) from the Chair, Council Reference Group on
Mid-Term Changes to the Council Committee Structure, to the Planning and
Trangportation Committee to alow for citizen engagement on the proposed Rapid
Affordable Housng Committee:

@ Recommendation (A)(2);
(b) Recommendation (A)(2); and
(© Recommendation (B)(9).

(d) Councillor Giambrone moved that:

@

)

Parts (3) and (4) of mation (a) by Councillor Mammoaliti be referred to the Council
Reference Group on Mid-Term Changes to the Council-Committee Structure for
further consderation and report back to Council through the Policy and Finance
Committeg, and

the Clause be amended by referring the following recommendations contained in the
communication (March 23, 2005) from the Chair, Council Reference Group on
Mid-Term Changes to the Council Committee Structure, relating to: question
period, spesking times, use of the microphones, commentator, and budget question
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(€

period, back to the Council Reference Group on Mid-Term Changes to the
Council-Committee Structure for further consideration and report back to Council
through the Policy and Finance Committee:

@
(b)
(©)
(d)
(€
®

Recommendation (B)(5);
Recommendetion (B)(6);
Recommendation (B)(7);
Recommendetion (B)(8);
Recommendation (B)(9); and
Recommendetion (B)(12).

Councillor Ootes moved that;

Q) the Clause be referred back to the Policy and Finance Committee for further
condderation;

2 Parts (1) and (4) of motion (a) by Councillor Mammoaliti, be received,

3 the Clause be amended:

@

(b)

to provide that the following recommendations contained in the
communication (March 23, 2005) from the Chair, Council Reference
Group on Mid-Term Changes to the Council Committee Structure, be
received:

0] Recommendation (A)();

(i) Recommendation (A)(2);

(i) Recommendation (B)(5), with the exception of Parts (b), (v) and
(vi);

(v)  Recommendation (B)(9);

v) Recommendation (B)(10)(a)(i);

(vi)  Recommendation (B)(10)(a)(x); and

(vi)  Recommendation (B)(12); and

by adding the fallowing:
“That:
Q) with the exception of development applications, Community

Council items can only be hed by Members of the Community
Council that made the recommendation;
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2 only members of the Community Council that made the
recommendation can speek to the item (al Members of Council
can vote on the item); and

3 time specific items have to be time-sengtive and non-time sengtive
items can be made time specific by a two-thirds mgority vote of
Council.”

Procedural Motion:
Mayor Miller moved the following procedurd motion:
“That:
Q) al mations moved a the April 12-14, 2005 meeting of City Council on Policy and
Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 1, be forwarded to the Specia meeting of
Council on May 4, 2005, and these motions be deemed to be moved; and
2 the speeker’slig from the April 12-14, 2005 meeting of City Council on Policy and
Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 1, be carried forwarded to the Specia
meeting on May 4, 2005, and be adopted for continuing the debate on this matter
a that meeting, and that a provision be alowed for any Members who were not on
the speaker’sligt to add their names.”

Vote on Procedural Motion:

Yes- 30

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fetcher, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hdl, Jenkins Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantaone, Fitfidd,
Rae, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Watson

No- 3
Councillors: Balkissoon, Ford, Holyday

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

As Council did not conclude its condderation of this Clause prior to the end of this meeting,
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congderation of this Clause was deferred to the Specia meeting of City Council on May 4, 2005.
Council aso adopted the following procedurad motion:
“That:

Q) al mations moved a the April 12-14, 2005 meeting of City Council on Policy and
Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 1, be forwarded to the Specia meeting of
Council on May 4, 2005, and these motions be deemed to be moved; and

2 the spesker’ s ligt from the April 12-14, 2005 meeting of City Council on Policy and
Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 1, be carried forwarded to the Specia
meeting on May 4, 2005, and be adopted for continuing the debate on this matter
a that meeting, and that a provision be alowed for any Members who were not on
the speaker’sligt to add their names.”

Procedural Motions;
April 12, 2005:

Mayor Miller 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 Notices of Motions, which
caried:

@ Motion J6), moved by Mayor Miller, seconded by Deputy Mayor Pantalone, respecting
the appointment of Deputy City Managers, and

(b) Motion J7), moved by Mayor Miller, seconded by Deputy Mayor Feldman, respecting the
gppointment of the Deputy City Manager/Chief Financia Officer.

April 13, 2005:

Councillor Ashton 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;

- J27) Purchase of Property to Replace Tapscott Garage - Status Report and Approval
for Initid Negotiations, moved by Councillor Ashton, seconded by Councillor
Bakissoon, related to the proposed or pending acquisition of land for Municipa or
local board purposes.
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4.89

Advice by Deputy Mayor:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referral of Motion J27) to the Adminigtration Committee would have to be
waived in order to now consider such Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J27), a confidentid Fiscad Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J27) to the Administration Committee carried, more than

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

IN-CAMERA MEETING SESSIONS OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

April 12, 2005:

Procedural Motion:

Mayor Miller, a 2:20 p.m., moved that Council resolve itsdf into Committee of the Whole in the

Council Chamber and then recess to meet privatdy to condder the following confidentia matters on

the Order Paper for this meeting of Council, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act,

2001:

@ Motion J6), moved by Mayor Miller, seconded by Deputy Mayor Pantalone, respecting
the gppointment of Deputy City Managers, as the confidentia report dated April 8, 2005,
from the Mayor and the Chief Adminidrative Officer, attached to Motion J6), contains
persond information about identifiable individuds, and

(b) Moation J7), moved by Mayor Miller, seconded by Deputy Mayor Feldman, respecting the
gppointment of the Deputy City Manager/Chief Financia Officer, as the confidentid report
dated April 11, 2005, from the Chief Adminigtrative Officer, atached to Motion X7),
contains persond information about identifigble individuas.

Vote:

The motion by Mayor Miller carried.
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Council renlved itsdlf into Committee of the Whole,

Committee of the Whole recessed a 2:25 p.m. to meet privately in the Council Chamber to consder
the above matters, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, 2001.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council a 3:25 p.m., and met in public sesson in the
Council Chamber.

Mayor Miller took the Chair and called the Members to order.
490 J(6) Appointment of Deputy City Managers (2 positions)

Mayor Miller caled upon Mation J6), asfollows:
Moved by: Mayor Miller
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Feldman
“WHEREAS Council, at its meeting of November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004, as part
of its decison on the Mayor’s report on the new Adminigtrative structure, directed that
recommendations on the outcome of the Deputy City Manager competition be submitted
to City Council; and
WHEREAS the Mayor and the Chief Adminigrative Officer have submitted a confidentia
report dated April 8, 2005, with respect to a personnd matter pertaining to the appointment
of two (2) Deputy City Managers;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consder and adopt the
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report

dated April 8, 2005, from the Mayor and the Chief Adminigrative Officer.”

Council had beforeit, during consideration of Motion X6), a confidentia report dated April 8, 2005,
from the Mayor and the Chief Adminigrative Officer.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Mayor Miller, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, 2001, reported that no
motions had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consderation by Council in conjunction
with Motion J6).

\Vote:
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Adoption of Mation J6), without amendment:

Yes- 37
Mayor:
Councillors:

Miller

Altobello, Ashton, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Minnan-Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Watson

No-1
Councillor:

Waker

Carried by amgority of 36.

In adopting Motion J6), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report (April 8,
2005) from Mayor Miller and the Chief Adminigrative Officer. Thisreport is now public, with the
exception of the Attachments, which remain confidential in accordance with the provisons of the

Municipal Act, 2001, asthey contain persond information about identifiable individuas:

“It is recommended that:

@ Fareed Amin and Sue Corke be appointed to the postions of Deputy City
Manager, Citizen Focusad Servicesfor the City of Toronto, with such gppointments
to be effective following written acceptance by each candidate of terms and

conditions of employment offered by the City;

2 the City Manager be authorized to negotiate terms and conditions of employment

and Start Date with the gpproved candidates; and

3 the appropriate City officias be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto including the introduction in Council of any necessary hills.”

491 J(7) Appointment of Deputy City Manager/Chief Financial Officer

Mayor Miller caled upon Mation X7), asfollows:

Moved by:

Mayor Miller
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Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Feldman

“WHEREAS Council, at its meeting of November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004, as part
of its decison on the Mayor’s report on the new Adminigtrative structure, directed that
recommendations on the outcome of the Deputy City Manager competition be submitted
to City Council; and

WHEREAS Council aso established the position of Deputy City Manager/Chief Financid
Officer; and

WHEREAS the Chief Adminigrative Officer has submitted a confidentia report dated April
11, 2005, with respect to a personnd matter pertaining to the appointment of a Deputy City
Manager/Chief Financid Officer;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consider and adopt the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report

dated April 11, 2005, from the Chief Adminigtrative Officer.”

Council had before it, during consderation of Mation X7), a confidentid report dated April 11,
2005, from the Chief Adminigtrative Officer.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Mayor Miller, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, reported that no
motions had been moved in Committee of the Whole for condderation by Council in conjunction
with Motion X7).

Vote:

Adoption of Motion J7), without amendment:

Yes- 37

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Carroll, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Ree, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Watson

No-1
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Councillor: Walker

Carried by amgority of 36.

In adopting Mation J7), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentid report (April
11, 2005) from the Chief Adminigrative Officer. Thisreport isnow public in its entirety:

“It is recommended that:

1) Joseph P. Pennachetti be appointed to the position of Deputy City Manager and
Chief Financid Officer for the City of Toronto and as a treasurer under the
Municipal Act, 2001, and that such appointment be effective April 15, 2005, and
be made permanent upon the execution of an employment agreement with terms and
conditions of employment negotiated by the Chief Adminigrative Officer consstent
with the City’ s @pproved policies for senior gaff; and

2 the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto including the introduction in Council of any necessary hills.”

April 14, 2005:
Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.
Procedural Motion:

Councillor Lindsay Luby, a 11:20 am., moved that Council resolve itsdf into Committee of the
Whoale in the Council Chamber and then recess to meet privately to consder Motion J27), moved
by Councillor Ashton, seconded by Councillor Balkissoon, respecting the purchase of property to
replace Tapscott Garage - Status Report and gpprova for initid negotiations, in accordance with
the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, as the confidential communication dated April 7, 2005,
from the Generd Secretary, Toronto Transgt Commission, and the confidentia report dated April
6, 2005, from the Chief Genera Manager, Toronto Trangt Commisson, attached to Mation X27),
contain information related to the proposed or pending acquisition of land for Municipa or loca
board purposes.

Vote:
The mation by Coundillor Lindsay Luby carried.

Council rexnlved itsdlf into Committee of the Whole,
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Committee of the Whole recessed at 11:40 am. to meet privatdly in the Council Chamber to
congder the above matter, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council at 12:05 p.m., and met in public sesson in
the Council Chamber.

Mayor Miller took the Chair and called the Membersto order.
Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Mayor Miller, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, reported that
Committee of the Whole had not concluded its consideration of Motion J27).

April 14, 2005:
Mayor Miller in the Chair.
Procedural Maotion:

Mayor Miller, a 2:20 p.m., moved that Council resolve itsef into Committee of the Whole in the
Council Chamber and then recess to meet privately to congder the following confidential matters
remaining on the Order Paper for this meeting of Council, in accordance with the provisons of the
Municipal Act, 2001:

@ Mation J27), moved by Councillor Ashton, seconded by Councillor Bakissoon, repecting
the purchase of property to replace Tapscott Garage - Status Report and gpproval for initia
negotiations, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, as the
confidential communication dated April 7, 2005, from the Generd Secretary, Toronto
Trangt Commission, and the confidentid report dated April 6, 2005, from the Chief Genera
Manager, Toronto Transt Commission, attached to Motion J27), contain information
related to the proposed or pending acquisition of land for Municipa or loca board

purposes; and

(b) Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 41, headed “City Hal Tower and
Hydraulic Elevator Renewa 100 Queen Street West, Tender Call 302-2004 (Ward 27 -
City Hall, Toronto)”, as discussion reated to this Clause was subject to solicitor-client

privilege.
Vote:

The motion by Mayor Miller carried.
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Council resolved itsdf into Committee of the Whole.

Committee of the Whole recessed at 2:25 p.m. to meet privatdy in the Council Chamber to consder
the above matters, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council a 3:25 p.m., and met in public sessoninthe
Council Chamber.

Mayor Miller took the Chair and called the Membersto order.

J(27) Purchase of Property to Replace Tapscott Garage — Status Report and Approval

for Initial Negotiations

Mayor Miller cdled upon Motion J27), asfollows:

Moved by: Councillor Ashton

Seconded by: Councillor Balkissoon

“WHEREAS at its meeting of April 6, 2005, the Toronto Trangt Commisson Committee
of the Whole approved a staff report on the purchase of property to replace Tapscott
Garage; and

WHEREAS the preferred property to replace the Tapscott Garage property is currently
being offered on the open market for sde; and

WHEREAS the potentid sde of the Tapscott Garage property to the Tapscott
Landowners Group as a storm water retention pond/road extenson would facilitate
development of the Tapscott Industrid Didtrict; and

WHEREAS congderaion of this matter by Council is required on an urgent basis to
provide ingructions to eff;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the staff recommendations contained
in the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentia report (April 6, 2005) from the
Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commission, entitled ‘ Purchase of Property to
Replace Tapscott Garage Property — Status Report and Approva for Initid Negotiations',
be adopted;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the appropriate City/TTC officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary actions to give effect thereto.”
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Council had beforeit, during consideration of Motion X27), the following:

confidentid communication (April 7, 2005) from the Generd Secretary, Toronto Trangit
Commission, forwarding the recommendations contained in the confidentia report (April 6,
2005) from the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commisson. The
recommendations contained in the communication are now public, and the baance of the
communication remains confidentid, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal
Act, 2001, asit contains information related to the proposed or pending acquisition of land
for Municipa or local board purposes, and

confidential report (April 6, 2005) from the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt
Commisson.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Mayor Miller, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, 2001, reported that the
following motions had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consderation by Council in
conjunction with Motion X27):

@

(b)

(©

Votes:

Councillor Del Grande moved that consideration of Motion J27) be deferred to the next
mesting of City Council on May 17, 2005.

Councillor Moscoe moved that Motion J(27) be adopted, subject to adding the following
Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Toronto Transt Commission be
requested, in the design of a bus garage on the Kennedy Road/McNicoll Avenue property,
to use the entire 19-acre site, in order to buffer the potentia impacts of the bas garage on
the long term care facility to the west of the property.”

Councillor Soknacki moved that Motion J27) be amended by adding to the first Operative
Paragraph, the words “ and that this expenditure be included within the approved TTC 2005
Capital Plan”, so that the Operative Paragraph now reads as follows:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the saff recommendations contained
in the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentia report (April 6, 2005) from the
Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commisson, entitled ‘ Purchase of Property to
Replace Tapscott Garage Property — Status Report and Approva for Initid Negotiations',
be adopted, and that this expenditure be included within the approved TTC 2005 Capita
Pan;”.
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Adoption of motion (&) by Councillor Del Grande:

Yes-11
Councillors: De Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong,
Nunziata, Palacio, Saundercook, Stintz, Waker, Watson

No - 19

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussin, Chow, Davis, Filion,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Pantalone, Shiner

Lost by amgority of 8.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Moscoe:

Yes- 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Chow, Davis,
De Bagremeeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Fedman, Filion,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Pdacio, Pantaone, Pitfidd, Rae
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz

No- 3
Councillors: Ford, Walker, Watson

Carried by amgority of 30.

Moation (c) by Councillor Shiner carried.

Motion J27), as amended, carried.

Summary:

Council adopted Motion J27), subject to:

Q) adding to the first Operative Paragraph, the words “and that this expenditure be included

within the gpproved TTC 2005 Capital Plan”, s0 that the Operative Paragraph now reads
asfollows
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)

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the g&ff recommendations contained
in the Recommendations Section of the attached confidentia report (April 6, 2005) from the
Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commission, entitled ‘ Purchase of Property to
Replace Tapscott Garage Property — Status Report and Approva for Initid Negotiations',
be adopted, and that this expenditure be included within the approved TTC 2005 Capitd
Man”; and

adding the following Operative Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Toronto Transt Commisson be
requested, in the design of a bus garage on the Kennedy Road/McNicoll Avenue property,
to use the entire 19-acre Site, in order to buffer the potentia impacts of the bas garage on
the long-term care facility to the west of the property.”

In adopting Motion J27), as amended, Council adopted, without amendment, the following staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report (April 6,
2005) from the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commission. These recommendations are
now public, and the baance of the report remains confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of
the Municipal Act, 2001, asit containsinformation related to the proposed or pending acquistion
of land for Municipa or local board purposes:

“It is recommended that the Commission, recognizing that the 2005-2009 TTC Capita
Budget provides for the purchase of property in 2008 for the post-Mount Dennis garage
scheduled to open in 2012, consdering the lead time and complexity of obtaining suitable
property and noting that the TTC has been approached by devel opers about the possible
sde of the Tapscott Garage property:

(1) request City Red Edtate daff to expedite aforma search through a Commercia
Red Edtate Broker for an aternative garage property to the Tapscott Garage Site
by April 15, 2005;

(20  notetha City of Toronto Red Edtate staff submitted a non-binding letter of interest
with respect to a 19-acre parcel of land at Kennedy Road and McNicoll Avenue,
owned by R.G. Dibble Company Ltd., prior to the March 1, 2005 deadline for
initid offer, that as aresult of the letter of interest, the TTC/City ison the short list
of organizations to submit a second submisson by March 25, 2005 and that, due
to the cancdlation of the March16, 2005 Commisson Mesting, a second
submission (i.e., an offer to purchase) could not be submitted by the March 25,
2005 deadling;

(3) auhorize daff to initiste further negotiaions with the owner of the
Kennedy Road/McNicoll Avenue property for the possible acquisition of the 19-
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(4)

()

(6)

acre property in 2005;

request Saff to submit areport to the May 11, 2005, meseting of the COTW on the
estimated fina cogts to acquire the Kennedy Road/McNicoll Avenue property,
including confirmation of potentia funding sources for such an acquistion in 2005
and the results of property appraisals,

request that in accordance with the City’ s policy governing the proceeds from sde
of surplus property, the net proceeds from the sale of the Tapscott Site be utilized
to offset the anticipated cost to acquire a replacement garage property; and

forward this report directly to City Council for congderation at the April 12, 13 and
14, 2005 meeting of Council.”

493 Padlicy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 41, headed “City Hall Tower and
Hydraulic Elevator Renewal 100 Queen Street West, Tender Call 302-2004 (Ward 27 -
City Hall, Toronto)”.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Mayor Miller, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipal Act, 2001, reported that the
following motion (a) by Councillor Shiner, which had been moved in public sesson, had been
discussed by Committee of the Whole in-camera, and the following motion (b) by Councillor
Bakissoon had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consderation by Council in conjunction
with the Clause:

@

(b)

Councillor Shiner moved that:

@
2

3

the Clause not be adopted;

Tender 302-2004 for the City Hal Tower and Hydraulic Elevator Renewa be
cancelled and the Director, Purchasing and Materials Management, be directed to
notify the bidders of Council’s action; and

the Executive Director of Facilities and Red Egtate be requested to report to the
Adminigration Committee on options for deding with devator upgrades and
maintenance.”

Councillor Balkissoon moved that motion (a) by Councillor Shiner be amended by adding
the fallowing:

“the Director, Purchasing and Materials Management, be directed to re scope and
re-tender the project to include other devators that require thistype of maintenance,
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and the Elevator Capital project be excluded from the Facilities and Red Estate
year-end completion rate for year-end 2005, such that the budgeted funds are
encumbered for this project if the project goesinto 2006".

Votes:

Moation (b) by Councillor Balkissoon carried.

Adoption of motion (&) by Councillor Shiner, as amended:

Yes- 26

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Grimes, Holyday, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Milczyn, Minnan-WWong, M oscoe,
Nunziata, Palacio, Pitfidd, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Walker, Watson

No- 11
Councillors, Bussin, Chow, Cowbourne, Filion, Ford, Giambrone, Hall,
Jenkins, Mihevc, Pantalone, Rae

Carried by amgority of 15.
Disposition:
In summary, City Council did not adopt this Clause.
Council took the following action:
“Thet:

(@D} Tender 302-2004 for the City Hall Tower and Hydraulic Elevator Renewd be
cancelled and the Director, Purchasing and Materials Management, be directed to
notify the bidders of Council’s action;

2 the Director, Purchasing and Materiad's Management, be directed to re scope and
re-tender the project to include other eevators that require this type of maintenance,
and the Elevator Capital project be excluded from the Facilities and Red Estate
year-end completion rate for year-end 2005, such that the budgeted funds are
encumbered for this project if the project goesinto 2006; and
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3 the Executive Director of Facilities and Red Estate be requested to report to the
Adminidgration Committee on options for deding with devator upgrades and
maintenance.”

MOTIONS (NOTICE PREVIOUSLY GIVEN) AND NOTICESOF MOTION

494 F(1) Consolidatingthe Naming of the Community Council Boundaries with the Service
Didrictsof the City of Toronto

Mayor Miller cdled upon the following Motion gppearing 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, Adminidtration Committee Report 10, Clause 2, headed
‘Four Didtrict 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 recommendations
of the Adminigtration Committee to implement the four new service didrict boundaries; and
WHEREAS these sarvice digricts were named North, South, East and West Didricts; and
WHEREAS City Council a 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 Coundil, the * Etobicoke Y ork Community Council’;
and

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

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

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

WHEREAS citizens of Toronto have raised a number of concerns about the confusion that
exigs by having two different names for identica City boundaries, one politica and one
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bureaucratic; and
WHEREAS further condderation of this matter iswarranted in order to amplify and darify
the City of Toronto’s administration 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 digtricts shall be asfollows:
Etobicoke Y ork Didtrict;
North York Didtrict;
Scarborough Didtrict; and
Toronto and East Y ork Didtrict;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the gppropriate City officids be
authorized and directed to take the necessary actionsto give effect thereto.”
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had before it, during consideration of Motion F(1), 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 256)
Vote:
Motion F(1) was adopted, without amendment.
495 F(2 Reguest to Renew the Facade Program for the York Eglinton Business

I mprovement Area

Mayor Miller cdled upon the following Motion gppearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Palacio

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

WHEREAS hy way of establishing the Clean and Beautiful City Program the City has made
acommitment to improving its public face; and
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WHEREAS the Facade Program has, in the past, improved the appearance of our retall
gtrips 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 consderation of Mation F(2), 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 1, Page 260)

Motion:

Councillor Miheve moved that Motion F(2) be adopted, subject to adding to the Operative
Paragraph, the words * conditiona upon gtaff finding the resources from within their Department and
without it negetively impacting on exigting areas where the Facade Program is being implemented”,
s0 that the Operative Paragraph now reads as follows:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City renew the Facade Program
to gpply to the Y ork Eglinton Busness Improvement Area, conditiond upon geff finding the
resources from within their Department and without it negatively impacting on exising arees
where the Facade Program is being implemented.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

Motion F(2), as amended, carried.

F(3) Waiving of feesfor Community Festivalson St. Clair Avenue West

Mayor Miller cdled upon the following Motion gppearing 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. Clair Avenue

West Trangt Improvements Environmenta Assessment — Y onge Street to Gunns Road (just
west of Kedle Street) (St. Paul’s, Davenport, Y ork South-Weston)'; and
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WHEREAS the report resolved that ‘City departments waive fees related to hosting
community festivalson S. Clair Avenue West from 2005 to 2007 (the construction period
and immediately thereafter)’; and

WHEREAS City gaff interpretation of the wording contained in the aforementioned report
limits the walving of fees and chargesto City departments, and

WHEREAS the revitdization of . Clair Avenue West and the strengthening of the loca
smd| busness community, including supporting community events and fegtivas on the Srest,
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 Municipal Code, Policy and Finance Committee Report
7, Clause 1, headed ‘St. Clar Avenue West Trangt Improvements Environmenta
Assessment — Yonge Street to Gunns Road (just west of Kedle Street) (St. Paul’s,
Davenport, York South-Weston)’, be re-opened for further congderation, only as it
pertains to the waiving of feesfor Community Festivals on . Clair Avenue Wes;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council darify 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 Kede Street)
(St. Paul’s, Davenport, York South-Weston)', only as it pertainsto the waiving of feesand
cods for community festivas on . Clair West from 2005 to 2007, by approving that all
necessary barricades, non-departmental permit fees for community festivds on &. Clarr
Avenue West from 2005 to 2007 areto paid for by the City;

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

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this Resolution be forwarded to the
Toronto Trandt Commisson and Toronto Police Services Board for their consderation and
endorsement.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Motion F(3), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement 2, Page 261)
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Disposition:
As Council did not conclude its consideration of Maotion F(3) prior to the end of this meeting,
consderation of the Motion was deferred to the Speciad meeting of City Council on May 4, 2005.
497 F(4) Support for International Car Free Day
Mayor Miller called upon the following Mation gppearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor Giambrone

Seconded by: Councillor Fletcher

“WHEREAS Internationdl 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, globd warming, stress
and safety issues, and

WHEREAS it emphasizes the rights of pedesirians 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 firg 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 air 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
Internationa Car Free Day;

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

City Council had before it, during consideration of Motion FH(4), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Vote:
Motion F(4) was adopted, without amendment.

498 F(5) Disclosureof Proponents Responsesto Certain Sections of Request for Proposal
(RFP) 3401 04-3216 - Supply, Delivery and Installation of Desktop and Notebook
Computersand Related Products and Services

Mayor Miller called upon the following Mation gppearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor Milczyn
Seconded by: Councillor Del Grande

“WHEREAS the e-City Committee on February 14, 2005, considered a report dated
February 2, 2005, from the Chief Financid 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 Proposa 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 available at its April 4, 2005 mesting, it is hecessary for City Council to congder 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
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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.”
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had before it, for consderation with Motion F(5), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)
Council dso had before it, for consideration with Motion F(5), areport (February 2, 2005) from
the Chief Financial 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 Attachment 1, Page 203).
Motion:

Councillor Davis moved that Motion F(5) be referred to the Adminigtration Committee for
congderation at its meeting on April 26, 2005.

Vote on Referral:
The motion by Councillor Davis carried.
(1) New City of Toronto Act — Gover nance Changes
Mayor Miller cdled upon the following Motion gppearing on the Order Paper:
Moved by: Councillor Holyday
Seconded by: Councillor Ford
“WHEREAS:It is generdly accepted that 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 Capital Budget continualy
suffers from arevenue shortfal; and
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WHEREAS growth projections indicate that the respongbilities of administering City
finances and programs will increase exponentialy as time marches on; and

WHEREAS the two senior levels of government are reluctant to provide new methods of
taxation or agreeto ‘uploading’ of either capital or service responghilities; 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, either 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
because of the erosons of fiscad prudence and funding shortages; and

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

WHEREAS trangportation gridlock produces emission pollution 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:

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

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

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

4) the new Act require that the budget be then delivered balanced or unbalanced to a
provincid committee conggting of the Minigters of Finance, Infrastructure and
Municipd Affarsfor their comments and gpprovd,;
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) the new Act dipulate that, if the Provincid Ministers agree to an unba anced budget
that the shortfall be resolved by assistance 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;

(6) the new Act provide that the three Provincid Ministers aso 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 Trangt Commission budget follow a smilar
procedure that requires provincia approva to cover capital expenditures and/or
dictate fare increasesif so required.”

Advice by Mayor:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Mation 1(1) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived in order to now consder such Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, for consideration with Motion (1), 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 3, Page 262)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to walve referrd of Motion 1(1) to the Policy and Finance Committee was taken asfollows:

Yes-9
Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Grimes, Holyday, Nunziata, Pdacio,
Saundercook, Soknacki, Walker

No - 31

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adghton, Bdkissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Fletcher,
Ford, Giambrone, Hal, Jenkins, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Ootes,
Pantalone, Aitfield, Rae, Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Watson

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
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Disposition:
Motion I(1) was referred to the Policy and Finance Committee.
4100 1(2) Promoting Environmentally—Friendly Buildingsin Toronto
Mayor Miller called upon the following Mation gppearing on the Order Paper:
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 environmentally
sugtainable practices in communities, and

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

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

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Commissioner of Urban
Deveopment Services be requested to report to the Planning and Transportation Committee
on ways in which the City can further promote environmentaly sustainable development.”

Advice by Mayor:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Maotion 1(2) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would have
to be waived in order to now consider such Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consideration of Motion 1(2), aFisca Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

Thevote to wave referrd of Motion 1(2) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee carried, more
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than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Motion:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved that Motion |(2) be adopted, subject to amending the Operative
Paragraph so that it now reads as follows:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Chigf Building Officd and
Executive Director of Building, in consultation with gppropriate City staff, be requested to
report to the Policy and Finance Committee on waysin which the City can further promote
environmentdly sugtainadble development for dl Divisons Agencies, Boards and
Commissons.”

Votes:
The motion by Deputy Mayor Pantalone carried.
Motion I(2), as amended, carried.
J(1) “Poetryinthe Street” Project — Report Request
Councillor Palacio moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;
Moved by: Councillor Palacio
Seconded by: Councillor Soknacki
“WHEREAS the City of Toronto has been, and is home to many greet poets, authors and
writers who have |eft a Sgnificant mark on the citizens of Toronto, Canada and the World;
and
WHEREAS the City of Toronto has never had a sgnificant tribute, that involves al
communities across Toronto from dl former municipdities, to Toronto’s poets or literary

community, which islong overdue; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto has a‘Clean and Beautiful City’ mandate that Council is
trying to find innovative and redigtic ways to advance; and
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WHEREAS bp Nichol Lane (Ward 20) was named for the late poet bp Nichol and one
of his poems has been inscribed in the pavement there (picture attached) at very little cost
to the City, much to the enjoyment of loca residents, tourists and viditors, and

WHEREAS PFier Giorgio di Cicco, Toronto's Poet Laureate and his advisory committee,
Friends of the Poet Laureate, enthusiastically endorses this Motion as part of the Poet
Laureate' s advocacy for poetry and the artsin our City;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council request the Acting
Commissoner Works and Emergency Services and the Commissoner Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism, in consultation with the City of Toronto Poet Lauregte
and his Committee, to bring forward areport to implement a‘ Poetry in the Street’ program
across the City that would imprint poems written by Toronto poetsin Sdewaks, parks and
other public spaces across the City, Smilar to how it was donein bp Nichol Lane, when
those Sdewalks etc. are scheduled to be permanently reconstructed;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT thisreport consider creating a‘bank’ of
poems that would be inscribed in Sdewaks, etc., in dl corners of the City, with the consent
or a the request of the adjacent property owner(s), loca BIAsor Resdents Associations,
where gpplicable, as well as consder creating specid theme areasin the City where there
isahigtorica connection to a particular poet or type of poetry;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report consder the possbility thet this
can be done across the entire City at virtudly no cost, Snce the concrete is being laid
anyway, as well as the potentid of the program to generate tourism, promote culture and
showcase certain aress of the City.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J(1) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J1), aFiscal Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J1) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee was
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taken asfollows:

Yes- 33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobello, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Fetcher, Grimes, Hall, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio,
Pantaone, Atfield, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson,

Walker, Watson

No-7

Councillors: Adhton, Ford, Giambrone, Holyday, Jenkins, McConnell,
Saundercook

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

Council aso congdered a photograph depicting abp Nichol poem inscribed in pavement, which is
on filein the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:
Motion J1) was adopted, without amendment.
4,102 J(2) Licensingof Clothing Drop Boxes
Councillor Moscoe 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 M oscoe

Seconded by: Councillor Holyday

“WHEREAS charitable organizations invite people to donate used clothing to be sold to
raise funds for charitable purposes, and

WHEREAS clothing drop boxes are commonly located on shopping plazalots, and
WHEREAS drop boxes masquerading as charitable, but which are entirly private busness

ventures, have been located on private lots or City property throughout the City without
authorization; and



108

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

WHEREAS these boxes take advantage of the good nature of people by displaying
messages that imply or indicate that the clothing will be used for charitable purposes when,
in fact, they are fraudulent; and

WHEREAS these boxes rip off not only contributors but aso legitimate charities by
drawing away used clothing that would otherwise go to charitable purposes, and

WHEREAS these boxes are often located on or near a property line so that the property
owners or tenant businesses assume that they are on City property; and

WHEREAS most are located without authorization; and

WHEREAS the ‘ Clean and Beautiful City’ initiative has been adopted as a priority in the
City’ s recent budget; and

WHEREAS on September 23, 24, and 25, 2003, Council adopted a resolution that would
require anyone wishing to locate a clothing drop box on City property to:

@ secure the permission of the City;
(b) agree to maintain and keep clean the areain and around the drop box; and
(© produce alegdly registered charitable number; and

WHEREAS at its meeting of July 30, 31 and August 1, 2002, Council adopted a
Resolution indicating that the licensing of clothing drop boxes be the preferred option for
controlling their indiscriminate use; and

WHEREAS nothing has been done about the Council’ s determination to see the boxes
licensed;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT dgaff report to next meeting of
Council, through the Planning and Transportation Committee, on what actions they have
taken to put into effect the direction of Council with respect to drop boxes on City Property
(September 2003);

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Planing and Trangportation
Committee hold a public meeting to give congderation to amending Toronto Municipd
Code Chapter 545, Licensing, to license clothing drop boxes as follows:

Q) the licenses be for anomind sum;

2 in order to receive alicense sticker, the gpplicant must:
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@ provide proof of charitable status;

(b) prove that they have permission from the owner of the land to locate the
box on the property;

(© agree to keep the area free of litter;

(d) agree to remove graffiti from the box; and

(e agree to keep the box in good repair;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the By-law provide for the removd of a
box by City gaff and a provison for a remova and storage fee commensurate with the
provisions of the new mobile sign by-law;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT any relaed cog be paid out of the existing
funds budgeted for the * Clean and Beautiful City’ initiative;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Solicitor be requested to prepare
adraft by-law for consgderation a the public meeting.”

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 Planning and Trangportation Committee would have
to be waived, in order to now consider this Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during condderation of Motion J2), 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 Fisca Impact Statement 4, Page 263)

Procedural Vote:

The voteto waive referrd of Motion J2) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee was taken
asfollows

Yes-34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion,
Fletcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantaone, Pitfield, Rag,
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4.103

Shiner, Soknacki, Thompson, Walker

No-7
Councillors, Altobdlo, Ashton, Ford, Jenkins, Saundercook, Stintz, Watson

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

Councillor Shiner moved that Motion J2) be adopted, subject to adding the following Operetive
Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT acopy of this Motion be forwarded to
the City’s Agencies, Boards and Commissions with a request that they implement similar
controls.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Shiner carried.
Motion J2), as amended, carried.
J(3) GO Trangt Georgetown Corridor Expansion Environmental Assessment
Councillor Nunziata moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmetive:

Moved by: Councillor Nunziata

Seconded by: Mayor Miller

“WHEREAS GO Trangt has begun a Class Environmenta Assessment for expansion of
commuter rail service in the GO Georgetown/Weston Sub-Division Corridor; and

WHEREAS the purpose of this Class Environmenta Assessment will be to provide the
necessary improvements to accommodate increased GO train servicefor CN, CPand VIA
sarvices, including the proposed new Air Rail Link (ARL) rail service between Lester B.
Pearson International Airport and Union Station; and
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WHEREAS during the consultation process, the proponents of the Class Environmenta
Assessment have stated that one possible option could be the closure of streets within
communities to accommodate the increased raillway traffic dong the corridor; and

WHEREAS there has been an overwheming and resounding concern by resdents of
communities that the closure of any dtreet or roadway could separate and divide
communities, and thus be catastraphic to their continued viability;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City of Toronto adopt the officia
position concerning the Class Environmental Assessment for expansion of commuter rail
savice in the GO Georgetown/Weston Sub-Division Corridor that no streets be closed,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be requested to convey
this pogtion to the Federa and Provincid Minigters of the Environment and Transportation;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT gaff be requested to provide quarterly
reports to the Planning and Trangportation Committee concerning the satus of thisinitiative.”

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 J3) to the Planning and Trangportation Committee would have
to be waived, in order to now consider this Mation.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during condderation of Motion J3), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referra of Motion J3) to the Planning and Transportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that Motion J3) be adopted, subject to adding the following Operative
Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Acting Generd Manager,
Transportation Services, be requested to report to the Planning and Transportation
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Committee on any safety measures that may be required because of the increase in train
speed and the volume of traffic aong this corridor.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Adoption of Motion J3), as amended:

Yes- 38

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion,
Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,

Watson
No-1
Councillor: Ashton
Carried by amgjority of 37.

4104 J(4) Introduction of Overnight On-Street Permit Parking on Floyd Avenue, between
Burley Avenue and L ogan Avenue

Councillor Ootes moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Ootes

Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS on May 18, 19 and 20, 2004, City Council adopted Notice of Motion J(25),
headed Introduction of Overnight On-Street Permit Parking on Floyd Avenue, between

Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue”, and in S0 doing adopted the following
recommendations:

‘(1) the City Clerk conduct a forma poll of the resdents of Floyd Avenue
between Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue to determine support for the
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implementation of overnight onrstreet permit parking and report the results
of the pall to the Toronto South Community Council;

2 subject to the results of the poll being favourable, the existing no parking
anytime redtriction on the north sde of Floyd Avenue, between Burley
Avenue and Bater Avenue be rescinded;

3 permit parking be introduced on both sides of the Street to operate on an
dternate Sde basis between the hours of 11:00 am. and 5:00 am., 7 days
aweek, and be included in permit parking area 7K’ ; and

4 the appropriate City Officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessxy action to give effect thereto, including the introduction of al

necessary hills”

WHEREAS the City Clerk subsequently conducted a poll on dl resdents of Hoyd Avenue
between Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue to determine their support for the
implementation of overnight on-sireet parking and reported the results of this poll to the
Toronto and East Y ork Community Council on October 12, 2004,

WHEREAS, City Council, on October 26, 27 and 28, 2004 adopted the following
Recommendations (1) and (2) of the City Clerk contained in Clause 63 of Report 8 of the
Toronto and East Y ork Community Coundil, titled ‘ Implementation of Overnight On-Street
Permit Parking — Floyd Avenue, between Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue (Toronto-
Danforth, Ward 29)’:

‘It is recommended that City Council:

Q) implement overnight on-street permit parking on Floyd Avenue, between
Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue on a street name bagis, to operate during
the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5:00 am., 7 days aweek; and

)] the appropriate Gty officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect to the foregoing.’; and

WHEREAS it has now been discovered thet there is a difference in the recommendations
adopted by City Council on a itsMay 18, 19 and 20, 2004 meeting and those subsequently
adopted at its later meeting on October 26, 27 and 28, 2004 which resulted in overnight
permit parking being implemented on Floyd Avenue, between Burley Avenue and Logan
Avenue, on a dreet name basis, where it should have been implemented on an area and
dternate 9de bags, and the exigting no parking anytime regtriction on the north sde of Hoyd
Avenue, between Burley Avenue and Bater Avenue, was not rescinded;
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WHEREAS in order to introduce the required Bills, it is necessary to clarify the action
taken by Council in October, to reflect the intent of its origind action taken in May 18, 19
and 20, 2004;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Toronto and East York Community
Council Report 8, Clause 63, headed ‘Implementation of Overnight On-Street Permit
Parking — Floyd Avenue, between Burley Avenue and Logan Avenue (Toronto-Danforth,
Ward 29)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council:

Q) implement overnight on-street permit parking on Foyd Avenue, between Burley
Avenue and Logan Avenue, on an area bag's, to operate on an dternate Sde basis
between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5:00 am., 7 days aweek, and beincluded in
permit parking area 7K

2 rescind the exigting no parking anytime restriction on the north Sde of Hoyd Avenue,
between Burley Avenue and Bater Avenue; and

3 authorize and direct the appropriate City officiasto take the necessary action to give
effect thereto, induding the introduction of al necessary hills.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during condderation of Motion J4), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

\otes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J4) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J4) was adopted, without amendment.
J(5) Proclamation of Falun Dafa Week: May 9 — 15, 2005

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Maotion:
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Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Balkissoon

“WHEREAS former Mayor Me Lastman wrote a congratulatory |etter to the Fun Dafa
conferencein May 1999; and

WHEREAS since 1994 Fdun Dafa, the peaceful exercise and philosophica practice based
on the principles of Truthfulness, Compassion and Tolerance, has become part of the
community with over 30 practice Stes across the GTA, in English, Chinese, Polish,
Albanian, Korean, and Spanish etc, and bringing many hedth and socid benefits as affirmed
by the Governor Generd of Canada and by the Minister of Canadian Heritage; and

WHEREAS for theladt five years, Flun Gong practitioners have hosted the beautiful Truth
Compasson Tolerance Day in the month of May for the Toronto community a Nathan
Phillips Square, and have been invited to join Christmas, Canada Day and Victoria Day
Parades throughout the City; and

WHEREAS more than 800 Mayors in North America including over 100 in Canada,
including the Mayor of Ottawa, Bob Chiarelli, have awarded Falun Dafa proclamations to
celebrate Faun Dafa Day/week; and

WHEREAS approximately 100,000 Torontonians have signed petitions to support Faun
Gong practitioners right to practice their beliefs without discrimination or persecution in
Ching, and

WHEREAS Mayor David Miller proclaimed May 2004 as‘ Adan Heritage Month' inthe
City of Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council proclams the
week of May 9to May 15, 2005, ‘ Fdun Dafa Week’ or ‘ Truth- Compassion-Tolerance
Week’ in celebration of the 13th anniversary of the public practice and its benefit to
Toronto.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, for congderation with Mation X5), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council dso had before it, for congderation with Motion J5), acommunication (April 13, 2005)
from John Zhang, Secretary Generd, Flun Dafa Association of Canada, forwarding gpproximeately
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22 form letters from individuads and organizations in support of this Maotion.
Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled Motion X5) out of order asasgmilar Notice of Mation had previoudy been ruled
out of order by City Council at its Special meeting on April 15 and 16, 2004.

Councillor Waker chalenged the ruling of the Mayor:

Vote to Uphold Ruling of Mayor:

Yes-29

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Augimeri, Bussn, Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker,
Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Ford, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hall, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnell,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson

No- 8
Councillors, Ashton, Balkissoon, Dd Grande, Jenkins, Nunziata, Pitfidd,
Walker, Watson

Carried by amgority of 21.
J(8) 925 Weston Road — Opposition to Application for a Liquor Licence

Councillor Nunziata moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Nunziata
Seconded by: Councillor Li Preti

“WHEREAS the City Councillor has been advised that the Alcohol and Gaming
Commisson of Ontario (AGCO) will be consdering aNotice of Proposal to Review/Refuse
aTrangfer Corporate Rollover Application by the occupants of 925 Weston Road to alow
the occupants to sl dcohol at these premises; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor has been advised by the Toronto Police Service of
numerous Provinda Offence violaions emanating from the numerous licensed etablishments
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dready exiging in the immediate area of this location; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Police Service has further advised that there have been crimind
activities and arrests emanating from the immediate area of thislocation; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Police Service has expressed concerns about the generdly high
crime rate of the area, how the activities in the licensed establishments are contributing the
to crimein the areg, as well as the resulting conseguences from the lack of parking to service
these establishments; and

WHEREAS the City Councillor has aso received complaints from residents regarding the
misconduct of patrons from licensed establishments located in the immediate vicinity; and

WHEREAS the past and present conduct of patrons of this establishment and other nearby
licensed establishments affords reasonable grounds to believe that a granting of a liquor
licence at 925 Weston Road may result in the behaviour of a certain and sgnificant number
of patrons not being in accordance with the law, and combined with the other concerns
noted above, demondrates that any transfer or expansion of the existing liquor licence
and/or any new gpplication for anew saes licence for these premisesis not in the public
interest having regard to the needs and wishes of the municipdity in which the premises are
located;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council advise the Alcohol and
Gaming Commission of the City of Toronto's opposition to any applicationsto transfer or
expandon of any exigting liquor licence or caterer's endorsement and/or any new
applications for these premises and/or or adjacent or related addresses,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council authorize the City Solicitor to
advise the AGCO that it opposes the current Transfer Corporate Rollover Application and
any new or subsequent gpplications for the trandfer or expangon of the existing liquor licence
or caterer’ s endorsement for these premises and/or adjacent or related addresses and/or
goplications for anew liquor saleslicence, and further ingtructs that a copy of thisresolution
be provided to the AGCO;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the AGCO be requested to provide the
City with an opportunity to participate in any proceedings involving these premises to
oppose the current Transfer Corporate Rollover Application, and any such gpplications for
new liquor licence or transfer or expanson of the current liquor licence, and that the City
Solicitor and necessary staff be authorized to participate in any proceedings before the
AGCO which relate to 925 Weston Road.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
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Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referral of Motion J8) 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 beforeit, during condderation of Motion X8), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

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

Vote:
Motion J8) was adopted, without amendment.

J(9) Amendment to Council Authority for the Trangtional Housing Project at the
North/West Corner of Wellesley/Sherbourne (Ward 27 — Toronto-Centre
Rosedale)

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

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor McConnéell

“WHEREAS Weélledey Central Health Corporation was gpproved by Council a its
meseting of March 1, 2 and 3, 2004, for $2,350,000.00 in funding from the net proceeds of
the sde of the Princess Margaret Hospitd for atrandtiona housing project at the northiwest
corner of Welledey Street and Sherbourne Street (referred to in previous reports as the
north/east corner); and

WHEREAS a separate corporation was incorporated on July 30, 2004 named Welledey
Centrd Residences Inc. to be responsible for the devel opment and long-term management
of the housing project; and

WHEREAS Weélledey Centrd Resdences Inc. was approved by Council for
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$3,972,600.00 Supporting Communities Partnership Initigtive (SCPI) funding and
$441,400.00 in funding from the Mayor's Homeessness Initiative Reserve Fund at its
meeting held September 28, 29, 30 and October 1, 2004, for the development of a
trangtiona housing project of 112 units at the north/west corner of Welledey/ Sherbourne;

and

WHEREAS the project is proceeding to construction and has incurred costs that need to
be rembursed and the Princess Margaret Hospita funding isto be expended by March 31,

2006;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

@

)

3

al references in the report and appendices contained in Policy and Finance
Committee Report 2, Clause 29, as adopted by City Council at its meeting held on
March 1, 2 and 3, 2004, be amended such that the name Wedledey Central Hedth
Corporation be deleted and replaced with the name Welledey Centrd Residences
Inc.;

authority be granted to the Generd Manager of Shelter, Housing and Support to
enter into a SCPI Funding Agreement, together with any other agreements deemed
goppropriate by the Generd Manager, to give effect to the recommendation cited
above, on terms and conditions satisfactory to the Generd Manager, and in aform
acceptable to the City Solicitor, with Welledey Centrd Resdences Inc. for the
development and provison of trandtiona housing a the north/west corner of
Wedledey/Sherbourne; and

the gppropriate 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 Maotion J9) to the Community Services Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J9), aFiscal Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

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

Vote:
Motion J9) was adopted, without amendment.

J(10) Recognition of Contribution of Those Involved with Enhancementsto the Chur chill
Statue in Nathan Phillips Square

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 Rae

“WHEREAS in 2004, a project to further complement the Churchill Statue in Nathan
Phillips Square with trees, eight additiona park benches and four plagues detailing
Churchill’s life and achievements, was undertaken by the two Toronto based Churchill
Societies, notably the Internationa Churchill Society-Canada and the Churchill Society for
the Advancement of Parliamentary Democracy; and

WHEREAS on June 6, 2004, Mayor David Miller re-dedicated the site of the Churchill
Statue marking the 60th Anniversary of D-Day; and

WHEREAS Toronto organization members, dong with generous donations from members
in 9x Provinces, raised $29,000.00 in order to complete the enhancements to this site in
Nathan Phillips Square; and

WHEREAS the following individuas and organizations contributed to this project:

- Charlesand Anne Anderson; - DonddB. Rix;

- J. Gordon Arnold; - Sueand Peter Rusl;

- Garnet R. and Solveig Barber; - Danid P. Tisch;

- Edward and Jocelyn Badovinec; - F. Barlett and Lucienne Weatt;

- GlennH. Cater; - Bernard and Jeanette Webber;
- TheChataways of Lindsay, Ontario; | - P. Michad Wilson;

- PhilipR. Goding of Guelph, Ontario; | - The Great War Applied History
- John R. Hewson; Musaum;
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- Henry N.R. Jackman; - The St. George's Society of Toronto;

- Peter K. Large, - Internationa Churchill Society —

- John G. and Ruth Plumpton; Canada;

- Terry and Frances Reardon; - Churchill Society for the Advancement
of Parliamentary Democracy;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk, on behdf of the
Members of Council, recognize the contributions, work and dedication of these individuas
and associations and encourage residents and visitors to Toronto to vigt this ste”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advisad the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J(10) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Maotion J10), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)
Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J10) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:

Motion J10) was adopted unanimoudly.

J(11) Recorded Vote Participation

Councillor Holyday moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Holyday

Seconded by: Councillor Ford
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“WHEREAS once a person is elected to public office a the municipa leve, he or she has
in effect made a commitment to be present to cast votes that should represent a combination
of their conscience and the wishes of their congtituents; and

WHEREAS in the democratic process practised in freely elected governments, the vote is
the essence of a conscientious participation in the system; and

WHEREAS it isa cornerstone of good government that the decisions reached are made
in an open and trangparent forum; and

WHEREAS the pattern of votes cast by any municipa politician becomes the basis of a
public record of their positions and achievements; and

WHEREAS snce the yearly schedule of Council meetings is voted on by Council and is
well known in advance, there is very little reason for a Coundillor not to be in atendance to
vote; and

WHEREAS the agenda is made available to Councillors prior to the Council meetings, in
order to help prepare them to express opinions and ultimately record their vote; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Council Chamber is equipped with eectronic technology to
record votes so that there can be no reason for confusion asto intent and timing of the vote;
and

WHEREAS the involvement of decison-meking begins a the Committee level and
proceeds to the Council meeting, giving plenty of opportunity for a Councillor to understand
the content and effect of amotion; and

WHEREAS appropriate City staff are present in the Council Chamber to explain details
and the impact of motions on budget and other fiduciary matters; and

WHEREAS the proceedings of Council and its determinations that are available on cable
televison and other media coverage are extensve, which dlows Councillors to be informed
while seated in their offices, and

WHEREAS the Council Chamber islocated in close proximity to the offices of the Mayor
and Coundillors, and

WHEREAS snacks and refreshments are provided on Council day to help sustain
Councillors while they ddliberate; and

WHEREAS Robert’s Rules of Order and the obligations of the Chair prevent precipitous
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curtallment of debate, dlowing full disclosure of facts on even the most confusing of issues;
and

WHEREAS given the avalability of information on both issues and their route to the
Council floor, thereislittle reason for absentesism when votes are to be cast; and

WHEREAS the financid difficulties currently facing the City cdl for totd atention to
gpending decisons inherent in mations coming before Council,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Province of Ontario be requested
to amend the Municipal Elections Act to require that the proclamation declaring the date
and rules of the next and subsequent municipd dections include the number of recorded
votes taken over the previous term and the percentage of votes cast by each Councillor;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the voting attendance records be atached
to the annua report that lists the office expenses of the individua Councillors”

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 J11) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, for consderation with Motion J11), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to walve referrd of Motion J11) to the Administration Committee was taken as follows:

Yes- 25

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Giambrone, Hall, Holyday,
Lindsay Luby, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Palacio, Pantaone,
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker,
Watson

No - 13
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Councillors Cho, Cowbourne, Davis, Di Giorgio, Filion, Grimes, Jenkins,
Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Ootes, Pitfield, Rae

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Disposition:
Motion J11) was referred to the Administration Committee.

4110 J(12) Satutory Offersof Compensation — Expropriations for North York Centre Plan
Service Road

Councillor Filion 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 Filion
Seconded by: Councillor Walker

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting of October 26, 27 and 28, 2004, adopted
Adminigtration Committee Report 8, Clause 9, headed * Expropriations for the North Y ork
Centre Plan Service Road of Six Parcels of Land: 25 and 27 Holmes Avenue; Parts of 21,
26 and 33 Holmes Avenue and Part of 482 Kenneth Avenue' ; and

WHEREAS title to the said parcds of land was vested in the City on January 25, 2005 by
the registration of Expropriation Plans AT715113 and AT715116; and

WHEREAS pursuant to the Expropriations Act, the City isrequired to make offers of full
compensation to the registered owners of the parcels by April 25, 2005, which isprior to
City Council’s next meeting on May 17, 18 and 19, 2005; and

WHEREAS the Commissioner of Corporate Services has submitted a confidentia report
(April 8, 2005) to City Council recommending the amount of compensation to be offered
to each owner;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council (In Camera) give
condderation to the confidentid report (April 8, 2005) from the Commissioner of Corporate
Services, entitled ‘ Statutory Offers of Compensation - Expropriations for North York
Centre Plan Service Road (Ward 23 — Willowdale)', and that the gaff recommendations
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report be adopted.”
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Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J12) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J12), a confidentid Fiscal Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J(12) to the Adminigtration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Council dso had beforeit, during consideration of Motion J12), a confidentia report (April 8, 2005)
from the Commissioner of Corporate Services.

Vote:
Motion J(12) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:
In adopting Motion J12), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the staff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report (April 8,
2005) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services. This report remains confidentid, in its
entirety, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains information
related to the security of the property of the Municipdity.

4111 J(13) Monthly Maintenance of Canadian Flagson Municipal Facilities
Councillor Grimes moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Grimes

Seconded by: Councillor Stintz
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“WHEREAS the Canadian flag was proclamed as the nationa flag of our nation on
February 15, 1965; and

WHEREAS many City-operated and owned facilities proudly fly the Canadian flag; and

WHEREAS the Canadian flag shows enormous pride in our Country and is a universa
symbol of our respect for our nation; and

WHEREAS veterans have fought long and hard to protect the integrity of what our flag
gandsfor; and

WHEREAS the Canadian flag should be treated with respect to appreciate the history
behind the flag; and

WHEREAS | have received complaints from many residents regarding the condition of
severd Canadian flags flying on Municipd buildings and facilities, and

WHEREAS there have been saverd flags flying on officid City of Toronto buildings and
properties having endured visible weathering and deterioration;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT al concerned City Departments,
Agencdies, Boards and Commissions put in place amonthly maintenance schedule to ensure
flags are maintained,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT al gopropriate City Saff, as part of their

monthly ingpection, ensure that dl Canadian flags maintain their visud integrity and are
presentable.”

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 J13) to the Administration Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J13), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:
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The vote to waive referrd of Motion J(13) to the Adminigtration Committee carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Vote:
Motion J(13) was adopted, without amendment.
J(14) Bill 60, an Act to Amend theOntario Heritage Act
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 Motion, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Councillor Pitfield

“WHEREAS the Government of Ontario has introduced Bill 60, an Act to Amend the
Ontario Heritage Act; and

WHEREAS the provisons of this Bill will enable municipdities and the Ontario Municipd
Board to deny gpplications to demoalish heritage buildings, and

WHEREAS there are saverd heritage buildings in Toronto that are currently in danger of
being demolished if this Bill is not enacted quickly; and

WHEREAS City Coundil has sent addegation to the Provincid Committee congdering Bill
60 to speak in favour of the legidation; and

WHEREAS the Government of Ontario has not moved to set a date for third reading of
Bill 60;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to write
to both the Premier and the Minigter of Culture strongly encouraging the Government of
Ontario to adopt this Bill before the current gtting of the Legidature ends.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd

Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(14) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consder this Mation.
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Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J14), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J14) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(14) was adopted, without amendment.
J(15) Mirvish Village Business Improvement Area

Deputy Mayor Pantalone moved thet 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 affirmetive:

Moved by: Deputy Mayor Pantalone
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc

“WHEREAS the owners and business operators have established a Mirvish Village
Business Improvement Area Steering Committee who have defined an areg, have
communicated their intentions to the business owners and operators and have held aforma
public meeting; and

WHEREAS the Steering Committee, in conjunction with the Busness Improvement Area
Office, hosted a successful formal information meeting on March 30", 2005, with affected
stakeholders who voted unanimoudly to move to the next step and undertake apoll; and

WHEREAS the Steering Committee has written to the Commissoner of Economic
Deveopment, Culture and Tourism detailing these events and expressing their desire to form
aBIA; and

WHEREAS pending afavourable poll, the Steering Committee has expressed their strong
desire to have Mirvish Village Business Improvement Area designated before Mr. Ed
Mirvish's 91% birthday on July 24, 2005;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOL VED thet the City Clerk be directed, in accordance
with the Municipal Act, 2001, to send out a notice (poll) of Council’sintention to passa
by-law designating the areg;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk report directly on poll
results following the 60-day polling period and that the City Solicitor prepare by-laws for
the July 19, 2005 meeting of City Council, subject to favourable poll results, under Section
204 of the Municipal Act, 2001, and that the gppropriate City officials be authorized and
directed to take the necessary action to give effect hereto.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(15) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J(15), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J15) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council adso had before it, during consideration of Motion J(15), 3 maps of the proposed Mirvish
Village Busness Improvement Area (See Attachment 2, Page 208).

Vote:
Motion J(15) was adopted, without amendment.

J(16) Enactment of the Development Approvals for OPA and Rezoning Application
04 160357 ESC 38 OZ, The Goldman Group Lands Adjacent to Albert Campbell
Square

Councillor De Baeremaeker moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of
Moation, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:
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Moved by: Councillor De Baeremaeker

Seconded by: Councillor Thompson

“WHEREAS Toronto City Council on February 1, 2and 3, 2005, adopted, as amended
Scarborough Community Council Report 1, Clause 17, headed ‘ Final Report, OPA and
Rezoning Application 04 160357 ESC 38 OZ, The Goldman Group (Graziani/Corazza
Architects Inc.), Lands Adjacent to Albert Campbell Square, Progress Employment Didtrict
(Ward 38 — Scarborough Centre)’; and

WHEREAS gaff Recommendation (7) of the report (January 5, 2005) from the Acting
Director, Community Planning, East Didtrict, established conditions to be met prior to the
introduction of the necessary Billsto Council for enactment; and

WHEREAS the Land Exchange Agreement with the City respecting the lands adjacent to
the Scarborough Civic Centre, east of Albert Campbel Square and extending to Town
Centre Court has been executed and approved by City of Toronto Council; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto and the Owner have entered into an agreement pursuant
to Section 37 of the Planning Act; and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto and the Owner have made significant progress in the
findization of a Ste Plan Agreement under Section 41 of the Planning Act; and

WHEREAS the Land Exchange Agreement and the Section 37 Agreement have made
provison for the maintenance of the underground parking structure benegth the City’ s park,
and associated protection of the City’s park;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd Code, Scarborough Community
Council Report 1, Clause 17, headed ‘Find Report, OPA and Rezoning
Application 04 160357 ESC 38 OZ, The Goldman Group (Graziani/ Corazza Architects
Inc.), Lands Adjacent to Albert Campbell Square, Progress Employment Didtrict (Ward 38
— Scarborough Centre)’, be re-opened for further consideration, only as it relates to the
conditions to be met prior to enactment of the necessary Bills, st out in daff
Recommendation (7);

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council gives leave to
introduce and enact the necessary Bills for enactment of the development gpprovals in
advance of the execution of the Site Plan Agreement.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 131
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

4.115

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Mation J16), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J16) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J16) was adopted, without amendment.

J(17)

Prevention of Needless Deaths of Thousands of Migratory Birds per Year in the
City of Toronto

Councillor De Baeremaeker moved that the necessary provisions 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 De Baeremaeker
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc

“WHEREAS it is estimated that more than 10,000 migratory birds are killed in Toronto
eech year between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5:00 am. in colligons with brightly lit office
towers, and

WHEREAS it is edimated that more than 97 million migratory birds are killed in North
America eech year between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 5:00 am. in colligons with brightly
lit office towers, and

WHEREAS 64 of the 158 hird species known to hit Toronto buildings are classified asin
declineg; and

WHEREAS the mgority of these deeths are preventable and are due to building lights
disorienting the birds, causing them to fly into windows and die as aresult of the impact; and

WHEREAS migratory birds play an important ecologica rolein eating insects and thereby
protecting crops, and

WHEREAS migratory birds contribute to a vibrant, hedthy, beautiful and livegble city; and
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WHEREAS one Chicago study found that Smply turning off interior lights and closng
drapes after office hours resulted in a roughly 85 percent reduction in bird mortaity
(dropping from 1,297 birds killed to just 192); and

WHEREAS a voluntary program to reduce bird kills & Metro Hall dso resulted in
additiond benefits, such as a four-million-kilowatt-hour reduction in energy consumption,
a 2,400-ton reduction of carbon dioxide emissions, and a $200,000.00 savings in utility
costs per year; and

WHEREAS more than 100 building ownersin the City of Toronto have dready voluntarily
agreed to work towards minimizing nocturnd light emissons during migration seesons,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City staff report back to both the
Policy and Finance Committee and the Planning and Transportation Committee on waysthe
City of Toronto could reduce bird collison deaths by at least 50 percent and thus, save the
lives of 5,000 migratory birds per year as they pass through our City;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report include a set of bird-friendly
policies and/or conditions that could be incorporated into the planning and ste plan
gpprovals process for the congtruction of any new buildings in the City of Toronto;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report include a set of bird-friendly
policies and/or practices that the City could implement interndly to ensure thet dl City-
owned buildings minimize the number of migratory bird kills;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report include a set of bird-friendly
policies and/or practices that the City could encourage and/or require existing building
ownersto adopt in order to minimize the number of migratory bird kills;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT gaff be directed to work with other
agencies and partners (such as Toronto Hydro, the Fatd Light Awareness Program
(FLAP), the Better Building Partnership and the cities of Chicago and New Y ork) in order
to identify other ways and means of minimizing the number of migratory bird kills (eg.,
shidding dtreet lights) in the City of Toronto;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report identify how the City of
Toronto could assst in the rescue, rehabilitation and release of migratory birds injured in
these office tower collisonsin the City of Toronto;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the report identify ways and means the
City of Toronto could participate in a public education campaign that will reduce bird
callisons and killswithin the City of Toronto.”
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Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J(17) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Motion J17), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J17) to the Planning and Transportation Committee was taken
asfollows

Yes-33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Filion, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall,
Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantaone, Fitfidd,
Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson,

Walker, Watson

No-7

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Dd Grande, Feldman, Ford, Holyday,
Minnan-Wong

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

Councillor Holyday moved that Maotion J(17) be adopted, subject to adding the following Operative
Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City staff be requested to consult with
the property managers and owners of the affected properties in the downtown area prior
to the implementation of any recommended bird-friendly policies.”
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The motion by Councillor Holyday carried.

Motion J(17), as amended, carried.

J(18) Same-sex Survivor Benefits

Councillor Rae moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd

Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Mation, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Councillor Chow and Councillor Giambrone

“WHEREAS the people of Toronto have been in the forefront of efforts to credate a
compassionate society which recognizes the inherent dignity of dl its members, and

WHEREAS Toronto City Council policies and benefits recognize same-sex and opposite-
SeX spouses as having equd status, and

WHEREAS in 2000, the federd government passed Bill C23, extending benefits and
obligations under federd jurisdiction to same-sex couples, excluding survivor's benefits
under the Canada Penson Plan for those whose same-sex partners died before January 1,
1998; and

WHEREAS in 2003, the Ontario Superior Court ruled that same-sex survivors whose
partners died before January 1, 1998 but after April 15, 1985 are entitled to equal Canada
Penson Plan survivor's benefits, including arrears dating back to a month following their
partner’ s death, interest on those arrears and ongoing payments to dl same-sex surviving
spouses; and

WHEREAS in 2004, the Court of Appea for Ontario upheld that the excluson of same-
sex survivors whose partners died between April 15, 1985 and January 1, 1998 from
Canada Pension Plan is discriminatory and ordered that such surviving spouses be entitled
to arrears of one year from the date of the filing of gpplication, interest on those arrear's, as
well as ongoing payments; and

WHEREAS in 2005, the federa government filed an application for leave to apped to the
Supreme Court of Canada requesting to reverse the decisions of the Divisond Court and
the Court of Apped for Ontario and thus to deny any survivor’s benefits to this vulnerable
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group of Canadians, and

WHEREAS in 2005, Mr. Hidop and other Representative Plantiffs filed an gpplication for
leave to apped to the Supreme Court of Canada requesting to ensure the entitlement to full
arears dating back to a month following deeth of their partners, and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto is home to many gay and lesbian individuds who are
affected by this apped;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council strongly
supports Mr. Hidop's gpplication and requests the Prime Minister of Canadato direct the
Attorney Generd’ s office nat to pursue the gpped of the Court of Apped for Ontario ruling;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council strongly requests
the Prime Miniger of Canada to take immediate steps to begin payments of survivor’'s
benefits, aswell asfull arrears to this vulnerable group of Canadians.”

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(18) to the Policy and Finance Committee would have to be
waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Maotion J(18), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J(18) to the Policy and Finance Committee was taken as
follows

Yes- 32

Mayor: Miller

Councillors Altobello, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Grimes,
Hal, Jenkins, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Ootes, Pdacio, Pantaone, Fitfiedd, Ree
Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson ,Walker,
Watson
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No -8
Councillors: Aghton, Dd Grande, Ford, Giambrone, Holyday,
Lindsay Luby, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata

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

Adoption of Motion J18), without amendment:

Yes- 34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors. Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman, Filion, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hdll, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnell,
Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan'Wong, Moscoe, Ootes, Paacio,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki,
Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 6
Councillors: Altobello, Cho, Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday, Nunziata

Carried by amgority of 28.

4117 J(19) Request for Approval for Variancesfrom Chapter 215, Sgns, of the former City of
Etobicoke Municipal Code, for Illuminated First Part and Incidental Fascia Signs
at 2267 |dington Avenue (Scotiabank)

Councillor Hall moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Hall

Seconded by: Councillor Cowbourne

“WHEREAS the gpplicant gpplied for anumber of variances from Chapter 215, Signs, of
the former City of Etobicoke Municipal Code; and

WHEREAS Council at its meeting of February 16, 2005 did not adopt Etobicoke Y ork
Community Council Report 2, Clause 11, which recommended refusd of the variances due
to the extent of variance from the by-law; and
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WHEREAS no dternatives to the requested variance were consdered in the staff report;
and

WHEREAS anew report (April 11, 2005) from the Commissoner of Urban Development
Services has been prepared recommending the approva of variances from Chapter 215,
Sgns, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipal Code and on the impact of the surrounding
neighbourhood by the sgnsingdled a 2267 Idington Avenue

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, Etobicoke Y ork Community Council
Report 2, Clause 11, headed ‘ Request for Approva of Variances from Chapter 215, Signs,
of the former City of Etobicoke Municipa Code for Illuminated First Party and Incidenta
FasciaSigns a 2267 Idington Avenue (Scotiabank) (Ward 2 - Etobicoke North)’, be re-
opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council adopt the staff recommendetions
contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (April 11, 2005) from the
Commissioner of Urban Development Services.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J19), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council dso hed beforeit, during congderation of Maotion J(19), areport (April 11, 2005) from the
Commissioner of Urban Development Services, entitled “Request for gpprova of variances from
Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipal Code for Scotiabank, for six
additiond Illuminated Firg Party and five (5) Incidental Fascia Signs a 2267 1dington Avenue (new
address will be 2251 Idington Avenue). Ward 2 - Etobicoke North” (See Attachment 3, Page

211).

Votes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J19) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J(19) was adopted, without amendment.

Summary:
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In adopting Mation J19), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (April 11, 2005)
from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services:

“It is recommended that:
(1) therequest for variances be gpproved for the reasons outlined in this report; and

(2) theapplicant be advised, upon approva of variances, of the requirement to obtain
the necessary sign permits.”

4.118 J(20) Ontario Municipal Board Hearing — 700 Evans Avenue (Ward 5 - Etobicoke-
L akeshore)

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 Maotion:

Moved by: Councillor Milczyn
Seconded by: Councillor Hall

“WHEREAS City Council, a its meeting of February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, adopted without
amendment Etobicoke York Community Council Report 1, Clause 29, headed ‘Find
Report — Officid Plan Amendment and Rezoning Applications, Applicant: Sherway Gate
Deveopment Corporation, Sol  Wassermuhl, Page & Stedle Architects, 700 Evans Avenue
(Ward 5 — Etobicoke-Lakeshore)’; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor has prepared a confidentia report with further information
respecting the Ontario Municipa Board hearing reating to the application for 700 Evans
Avenue and

WHEREAS condderation of this matter by Coundil isrequired on an urgent basisin relation
to the Ontario Municipa Board hearing commencing on May 16, 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consider and adopt the saff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentia report
(April 4, 2005) of the City Solicitor.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, for condderation with Maotion J20), a confidentia Fisca Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.
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Council aso had before it, for consderation with Maotion J20), a confidentia report (April 4, 2005)
from the City Solicitor. This report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, as it contains information that is subject to solicitor-client

privilege.
Ruling by Mayor:

Mayor Miller ruled Mation J20) out of order as Council had previoudy made a decison respecting
this Application.

J(21) Requed from the Ontario Fallen Fire FightersMemorial Foundation for Temporary
Street Closings — Queen’s Park Circle East from College Street to Grosvenor
Street — June 5, 2005

Councillor Rae moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative;

Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS an agpplication has been received from the Ontario Falen Fire Fighters
Memorid Foundation to close Queen’s Park Circle East (northbound lanes) from College
Street to Grosvenor Street and to close the curb lanes on College Street between Elizabeth
Street and University Avenue on Sunday, June 5, 2005, from 11:00 am. until 5:00 p.m.;
and

WHEREAS the purpose of thislane dosure isto dedicate amemorid to falen firefighters,
and

WHEREAS City Coundil a its meeting of February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, placed amoratorium
on further street closures on June 5, 2005;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Works Committee Report 2, Clause
6, headed ‘F.G. Gardiner Expressway and Don Valey Parkway Closure - Heart and
Stroke Foundation of Ontario “2005, 2006 and 2007 Ride for Heart” (Various Wards)’,
be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council waive the provisons of the
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moratorium on street closures for this event and that the gpplication for atemporary street
closing be approved.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Motion J21), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Votes:

The first Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J21) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J21) was adopted, without amendment.

J(22)

Water Resolution

Councillor Mihevc 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 Mihevc

Seconded by: Councillor Saunder cook

“WHEREAS March 22, 2005, was World Water Day; and

WHEREAS onein six people in the world do not have access to dean drinking weter; and

WHEREAS the UN Conference on Water in 1977 in Mar dd Plata affirmed the right of
al persons to access clean drinking water in order to satisfy their fundamenta needs, and

WHEREAS current World Bank loans for water services in developing countries frequently
require the privatization of those services or an increase in water prices, thereby jeopardizing
citizens access to safe drinking water; and

WHEREAS the Canadian Catholic Organization for Development and Peace has asked
Canadian municipditiesto assg in its effort to have the federd government recognize water
as acommon good and access to drinking water as a basic human right; and

WHEREAS the regional Council of Hdifax and numerous City Councils in Quebec have
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passed smilar resolutions;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT this Coundil recognize and &firm thet:

- water is asacred gift that connects dl life;

- access to clean water is abasic human right;

- the vdue of Eath’'s fresh water to the common good takes priority over any
possible commercid vaue;

- fresh water is a sacred legacy, apublic trust, and a collective responsbility;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this Council cdl upon the federd
government to urge the World Bank to ensure access to clean, affordable water for the
world's poor, and srengthen the role of the public sector and individud communities in
setting water policies and delivering and regulating water services.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referra of Motion J(22) to the Works Committee would have to be waived, in
order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Maotion J22), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J(22) to the Works Committee carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmetive.

Vote:

Motion J22) was adopted, without amendment.

J(23) Banner for Wabash Community Centre Project

Councillor Watson 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:
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Moved by: Councillor Watson
Seconded by: Councillor Walker

“WHEREA Sthe proposed Wabash Community Centre located a 40 Wabash Avenue will
be an integra part of the local community and Ward 14 as awhole; and

WHEREAS the Roncesvales-Macdonell Resdents Association and the Build Wabash
Now Committee have requested permission to erect atemporary banner at the site of the
proposed community centre; and

WHEREAS the purpose of the banner is to promote the Wabash Community Centre
Project and to invite community participation in the planning and implementation of the
proposed new community centre; and

WHEREAS City gaff have expressed no concerns about the request to erect a banner; and

WHEREAS the gpplicant is a non-profit organization composed of volunteers from the
neighbourhood who are devoting their own time and resources to this community effort;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council direct thet dl application
and processing feesfor the placement of the Wabash Community Centre Project banner at
40 Wabash Avenue be waived.”
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 Mation J(23) 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 J23), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fisca Impact Statement 5, Page 264)
Procedural Vote:

The vateto wavereferrd of Motion J23) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had before it, during consideration of Motion J23), a sketch of the temporary banner
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proposed to be erected at 40 Wabash Avenue, which reads * Support the Dream in Sorauren Park,
Wabash Community Centre Project”, which ison file in the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:
Motion J(23) was adopted, without amendment.
J(24) Appointment to Yonge-Dundas Square Board of Management
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 Motion, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Rae

Seconded by: Councillor McConnéell

“WHEREAS on December 10, 2003, City Council appointed members to the Board of
Management of the Y onge-Dundas Square for the 2003-2006 term; and

WHEREAS Section 636-7 of the Municipa Code sets out the structure of the Board,
which isto be comprised of 13 membersinduding one representing Ryerson University; and

WHEREAS the Ryerson Universty representative that Council  gppointed,
Ms. LisaNassim, has |eft Ryerson; and

WHEREAS Ryerson Univerdty has nominated John Cordlo, Director of Ancillary
Services, asits new representative on the Y onge-Dundas Square Board of Management;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED tha Toronto City Council appoint Mr. John
Cordlo to the Yonge-Dundas Square Board of Management as the Ryerson University
representative for the remainder of the 2003-2006 term;

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

Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd

Code requiring the referrd of Motion J(24) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consder this Mation.
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Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council hed beforeit, during consderation of Motion J24), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J24) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(24) was adopted, without amendment.
J(25) Request for City Legal Representation at OMB Appeal for 44 Old Forest Hill Road
Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Notice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker

Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS the City of Toronto has a responshility to maintan and protect
neighbourhoods and public spaces from the adverse impacts of adjacent development; and

WHEREAS the Committee of Adjustment refused an gpplication for minor variances a
44 Old Forest Hill Road (attached); and

WHEREAS Urban Development Services staff opposed the application due to negetive
impact on the neighbouring dwdling and the public redm; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor and City Planning staff appeared at the Ontario Municipa
Board in support of a Committee of Adjustment refusal of a very smilar application last
year; and

WHEREAS the North Hill Resdents Association aso opposed the application;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Solicitor and Planning aff
be requested to gppear a the Ontario Municipal Board hearing to support the refusal of the
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Committee of Adjustment at 44 Old Forest Hill Road.”
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 Mation J(25) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Maotion J25), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto wavereferrd of Mation J25) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council aso had beforeit, during consderation of Motion J25), a Notice of Decison (March 10,
2005) from the Manager and Deputy Secretary Treasurer, Committee of Adjustment, Toronto and
East York Pand, which ison filein the City Clerk’s Office.

Vote:

Motion J(25) was adopted, without amendment.

J(26) To Revisethe Reasonsfor Listing for 111 St. Clair Avenue West (Imperial Oil
Building)

Councillor Walker moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS City Council listed the property at 111 &. Clair Avenue West (Imperid Oil
Building) on the City’'s Inventory of Heritage Properties at its meeting of February 1, 2 and
3, 2005; and
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WHEREAS Toronto and East Y ork Community Council Report 1, Clause 21, headed
‘Incluson on the City of Toronto Inventory of Heritage Properties- 111 S. Clair Avenue
West (Imperid Qil Building) (. Paul’s, Ward 22)’, recommended listing of this property
with the Reasons for Listing contained in the Comments section of the report (October 20,
2004) from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism; and

WHEREAS this Clause dso contained a communication from the Toronto Preservation
Board recommending listing of this property but with different Reasonsfor Listing than those
recommended by the Community Council and adopted by Council; and

WHEREAS the Reasons for Listing contained in the Toronto Preservation Board report
corrected minor inaccuracies and clarified the Reasons for Ligtings contained in the
Community Council report, a the request of the owner and with the concurrence of steff;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Toronto and East Y ork Community
Council Report 1, Clause 21, headed ‘Incluson on the City of Toronto Inventory of
Heritage Properties - 111 . Clair Avenue West (Imperid Oil Building) (St. Paul’s, Ward
22)', be re-opened for further consideration, only asit pertains to the Reasons for Ligting;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council subgtitute the Reasons for
Ligting contained in the Toronto Preservation Board recommendation report for the Reasons
for Ligting contained in the origind report in Toronto and East Y ork Community Council
Report 1, Clause 21.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Maotion J26), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council aso had before it, during consideration of Mation J(26), the Revised Reasons for Ligting

(January 13, 2005) as recommended by the Toronto Preservation Board, for 111 St. Clar Avenue
West. (See Attachment 4, Page 216.)

Adoption of the first Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J26):

Yes- 40
Mayor: Miller
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Councillors:

Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Hetcher, Ford, Giambrone, Grimes, Hall, Jenkins,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConndll, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnanWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone,
Fitfiedd, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Sintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No- 2
Councillors:

Dd Grande, Holyday

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

Adoption of the balance of Motion J26), without amendment:

Yes- 39
Mayor:
Councillors;

Miller

Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Bussin, Cho, Chow,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio, Feldman,
Filion, Hetcher, Giambrone, Grimes, Hal, Jenkins,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pantalone,
Pitfield, Ree, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-3
Councillors,

Dd Grande, Ford, Holyday

Carried by amgjority of 36.

4.125 J(28) Accessible Taxicab Plates

Councillor Mihevc 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:

Seconded by:

Councillor Mihevc

Councillor M oscoe

“WHEREAS existing accessble taxicab services have been contracted to the Toronto
Trangt Commission, which has the effect of making immediate taxi service virtudly
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impossble and

WHEREAS persons with disahilities are limited, due to the lack of immediate taxi services,
in their trangportation options to using Whed Trans, which they must secure a day in
advance; and

WHEREAS persons with disahilities are discriminated againgt by the practice of charging
aflat rate rather than a meter rate, which is often a higher amount; and

WHEREAS persons with disabilities have little or no ability to hal ataxi from the stret;
and

WHEREAS Toronto taxicabs often charge extrafor ‘tie-down’ costs, unlike in the USA
where such practices are deemed illegd;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Executive Director, Municipa
Licenang and Standards, be requested to report to the Planning and Transportation
Committee on the feasibility of increasing the number of accessible taxicab plates issued;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City give notice thet it intends to
congder enacting new regulations that prevent discriminatory fees and practices, and the
metter be referred to the Planning and Transportation for a public hearing under the
Municipal Act, 2001,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City staff seek input from the disabled
community on these issues”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Motion J(28) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, for consideration with Motion J28), a Fiscal Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J28) to the Planning and Transportation Committee was taken
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asfaollows

Yes-24

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bussn, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
De Baeremaeker, Dedl Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Milczyn,
MinnantWong, Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Soknacki, Thompson

No - 18

Councillors: Adghton, Bakissoon, Feldman, Ford, Grimes, Hal, Holyday,
Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio,
Saundercook, Shiner, Stintz, Walker, Watson

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

Disposition:

Motion J28) was referred to the Planning and Trangportation Committee,

4.126 J(29) Useand Form of Employment Contractsfor Senior Staff

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, 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: Mayor Miller
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Feldman
“WHEREAS Council, at its meeting of November 30, December 1 and 2, 2004, directed
the Mayor to retain an externd legd firm to provide advice on the form and use of
employment contracts used for senior saff and report back to Council on any recommended
changes, and

WHEREAS the Mayor submitted his report to the Employee and Labour Relations
Committee as the gppropriate venue for discussion of employment related matters, and

WHEREAS the recommendations in the report are time senditive and are required to be
resolved a the same Council meeting as other matters rdated to the implementation of the
new adminigtrative modd;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consder and adopt the
recommendations of the Employee and Labour Relations Committee contained in the
confidentid communication dated April 7, 2005, from the Committee.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J29), a confidentid Fiscal Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Council dso had before it, during consideration of Motion J29), the following:

- Confidentid communication (April 7, 2005) from the Employee and Labour Rdations
Committee. This communication remains confidentia in its entirety, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains information related to labour relations
or employee negotiations, and

- Confidentid report (March 29, 2005) from Mayor Miller. Thisreport remains confidentia
in its entirety, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contans
information related to labour relations or employee negotiations.

Motion:

Councillor Ashton moved that Motion J29) be adopted, subject to adding the following Operative
Paragraph:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Manager be requested to use the
results of the review of the compensation and benefit policies for senior aff in informing
potential changes to future salary and benefit packages for City Councillors.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Aston carried.

Motion J(29), as amended, carried.

Summary:

In adopting Motion J29), as amended, Council adopted, without amendment, the recommendations

contained in the Recommendations Section of the confidentid communication (April 7, 2005) from

the Employee and Labour Relaions Committee. This communication remains confidentid in its

entirety, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains information
related to labour relations or employee negotiations.
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4.127 J(30) Todatean Intention to Designate the Property at 49 Highland Crescent (Jacobine
Jones House) under Part 1V of theOntario Heritage Act

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 Pitfied

“WHEREAS 49 Highland Crescent is listed on the City’ s Inventory of Heritage Properties,
and

WHEREAS the property at 49 Highland Crescent contains a building completed in 1935
as the combined residence and studio of Jacobine Jones, the renowned Canadian sculptor
and isarchitecturdly sgnificant as awell-executed example of the Colonid Revivd yle that
was designed by the notable Toronto architecturd firm of Marani, Lawson and Morris, and

WHEREAS the property a 49 Highland contributes contextudly to the York Mills
neighbourhood that attracted a community of prominent Canadian artisans during the early
part of the 20th century, including artist C. W. Jefferys, and

WHEREAS the City of Toronto received resdentid demoalition goplication No. 05-114927
for the property a 49 Highland Crescent; and

WHEREAS the City has been required to issue ademalition permit for the building because
the former City of North Y ork demalition control By-law 29695 exempts single detached
resdentid buildings, and

WHEREAS the property owner must apply for permission to demoalition under Section 34
of the Ontario Heritage Act should City Council date its intention to desgnate the

property; and

WHEREAS dating an intention to designate the property can delay the demalition of the
resdence and dlow time for staff to continue to negotiate with the property owner to
preserve the character- defining dements of the building; and

WHEREAS &t its meeting of April 7, 2005, the Toronto Preservation Board recommended
that City Council dtate its intention to designate the property a 49 Highland Crescent
(Jacobine Jones House);
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the
recommendation of the Toronto Presarvation Board contained in the atached
communication from the Board (April 8, 2005).”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J30) to the North Y ork Community Council would haveto
be waived, in order to now consder this Maotion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Mation J30), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Mation J30) to the North Y ork Community Council carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Council dso had before it, during condderation of Mation J30), the following (See Attachment 5,

Page 217):

- communication (April 8, 2005) from the Toronto Preservation Board, entitled “49 Highland
Crescent (Jacobine Jones House) — Intention to Designate under Part 1V of the Ontario
Heritage Act (Ward 25 Don Vdley West)”; and

- report (March 29, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism.

Vote:
Motion J30) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:

In adopting Mation J30), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
recommendation of the Toronto Preservation Board:
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“The Toronto Preservation Board recommended to the North Y ork Community Council
that City Council adopt the following staff recommendations in the Recommendations
Section of the report (March 29, 2005) from the Commissioner of Economic Developmernt,
Culture and Tourism:

‘It is recommended that:

(1) Councl gateitsintention to designate the property at 49 Highland Crescent
(Jacobine Jones House) under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act;

(2) if there are no objections to the desgnation in accordance with
Section 29(6) of the Ontario Heritage Act, the Salicitor be authorized to
introduce the Billsin Council designating the property under Part IV of the
Ontario Heritage Act;

(3) if there are any objections in accordance with Section 29(7) of the Ontario
Heritage Act, the Clerk be directed to refer the proposed designation to
the Conservation Review Board; and

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

4128 J(31) Appointments to Wexford Heights Business Improvement Area Board of
M anagement

Councillor Thompson 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 Thompson
Seconded by: Councillor De Baer emaeker

“WHEREAS Council approved the establishment of the Wexford Heights Business
Improvement Areaat its meeting on March 1, 2 and 3, 2004; and

WHEREAS Section 204 of the Municipal Act, 2001, requires that Council agppoint
members to BIA Boards of Management; and

WHEREAS the Wexford Heights BIA Board of Management adopted a motion on
February 4, 2005 to add three new Board members to the BIA Board of Management
(Mr. Paul O Connor, Mr. Hussein Ayoub, and Mr. Everett Barrow), which requires an
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4.129

amendment to Toronto Municipa Code Chapter 19, Business Improvement Aress,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council gppoint the three persons
noted above to the Wexford Heights Business Improvement Area Board of Management
and amend the City of Toronto Municipa Code Chapter 19, ‘ Busness Improvement Aress
accordingly, to increase the number of members of the Board from 11 to 14.”

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 J31) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
would have to be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Maotion J31), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J31) to the Economic Development and Parks Committee
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

\Vote:

Motion J(31) was adopted, without amendment.

J(32) New Toronto Industrial Zoning Area

Councillor Grimes moved that the necessary provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction of the following Natice of Motion, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmetive:

Moved by: Councillor Grimes

Seconded by: Councillor Jenkins

“WHEREAS there has been sgnificant community concerns identified in the New Toronto
Indugtrid ares; and

WHEREAS the present zoning categories dlow for heavy indudtrid usesin close proximity
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to resdentid areas;, and

WHEREAS there is an gpplication for a concrete batching facility which is permitted
immediately adjacent to aresidentid ares; and

WHEREAS there has been sgnificant community consultation regarding the gppropriate
industria usesin relation to being adjacent to aresdentid areg;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the gppropriate City gaff review the
goplicability of theindugtria zoning category in New Toronto in consultation with the local
community and Industrid Association;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, as the City of Toronto is currently
undertaking areview of the zoning code, induding indudtrid categories on a City-wide bas's,
the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to ensure that the New
Toronto Indudtrid area be included in this review.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:

Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referral of Maotion J32) to the Planning and Transportation Committee would
have to be waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Mation J32), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Tressurer advising that there was no financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J32) to the Planning and Transportation Committee carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(32) was adopted, without amendment.

4.130 J(33) Toronto City Centre Airport Community Advisory Committee
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Councillor McConnell moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of Mation,
which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor McConnéell
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS Council, by adopting Notice of Motion J(6), as amended, on October 26,
27 and 28, 2004, re-established the Toronto City Centre Airport Community Advisory
Committee with a composition to include representatives from key community stakeholder
groups and area Councillors, and an ided size of 15 members, and

WHEREAS Councillors Chow, Kdly and Mammaliti, Councillor D Grande as an
dternate, and 11 citizen members were appointed to the Toronto City Centre Airport
Community Advisory Committee for aterm of office ending May 31, 2005; and

WHEREAS the Toronto Idands are in Councillor McConndl’s Ward;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipad Code, Motion J6) moved by Councillor
Chow, seconded by Deputy Mayor Bussin, respecting the Recondtitution of the Toronto
City Centre Airport Advisory Committee, be re-opened for further consideration, only as
it relates to the gppointment of Councillor members,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Councillor McConndl be appointed to
the Toronto City Centre Airport Community Advisory Committee for aterm of office ending
May 31, 2005 and until a successor is gppointed, and that the relevant sections of Chapter
27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council Procedures, be waived, in order to
permit this appointment.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Mation J33), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Votes:

The first Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J33) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.
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The balance of Motion J33) was adopted, without amendment.
4131 J(34) Interim Report of the Integrity Commissioner

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with the provisons of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the
following Notice of Motion, which carried:

Moved by: Mayor Miller
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Bussin

“WHEREAS City Council gppointed David Mullan as the Integrity Commissoner for the
City of Toronto to provide independent and cons stent complaint prevention and resolution,
advice, opinion and education respecting the gpplication of the Code of Conduct for
Members of Council, and other by-laws/policies governing the ethica behaviour of
members, including generd interpretation of the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act; and

WHEREAS, in accordance with the duties established by Council, the Integrity
Commissioner has submitted a report dated April 11, 2005, providing Council with an
account of his activities Snce his gppointment;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consder the report
dated April 11, 2005, from the Integrity Commissioner, and that the report be received for
information.”
Fiscal Impact Statement:
City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Maotion J34), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council aso had before it, during congderation of Mation J34), areport (April 11, 2005) from the
Integrity Commissioner, entitled “Interim Report”. (See Attachment 6, Page 222.)

Vote:
Motion J(34) was adopted, without amendment.
Deputy Mayor Feldman in the Chair.

Motion to Re-Open:
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4.132

Mayor Miller moved that, in accordance with 827-49 of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto
Municipa Code, Motion J34) be re-opened for further consderation, which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,

Mayor Miller in the Chair.
Motion:

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, moved that Motion J34) be referred to the
City Manager for report to City Council, through the Policy and Finance Committee, on the
recommendations of the Integrity Commissioner.

Vote on Referral:
The motion by Mayor Miller carried.

J(35) Report of Integrity Commissioner on Complaint of Violation of Councillor’s Code
of Conduct (Complaint 1)

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with the provisons of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipal Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the
following Notice of Motion, which carried:

Moved by: Mayor Miller
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Bussin

“WHEREAS City Council gppointed David Mullan as the Integrity Commissoner for the
City of Toronto to provide independent and cons stent complaint prevention and resolution,
advice, opinion and education respecting the gpplication of the Code of Conduct for
Members of Council, and other by-laws/policies governing the ethica behaviour of
members, including generd interpretation of the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act; and

WHEREAS the Integrity Commissioner has submitted a report dated April 5, 2005,
forwarding a confidentid attachment in response to a complaint of Violation of the
Councillor's Code of Conduct;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider the report
dated April 5, 2005, from the Integrity Commissioner, and that the report be received for
information.”
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4.133

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, during consderation of Motion J35), a confidentid Fiscad Impact
Statement from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer.

Council dso had before it, during consideration of Motion J35), the following:
- public report (April 5, 2005) from the Integrity Commissoner, entitled “Report on

Complaint of Violaion of Councillor’s Code of Conduct” (See Attachment 7, Page 234);
and

- confidential communication (March 15, 2005) from the ntegrity Commissoner. This
communication remains confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with the provisons of the
Municipal Act, 2001, asit contains persond information about identifiable individuas.

Vote:
Motion J(35) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:

In adopting Motion J35), without amendment, Council received the public report (April 5, 2005)
from the Integrity Commissioner, which contained the following recommendetion:

“It is recommended that Coundil receive this report (including the confidentid attachment).”

J(36) Report of Integrity Commissioner on Complaint of Violation of Councillor’s Code
of Conduct (Complaint 2)

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with the provisions of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, leave be granted to introduce and debate the
following Notice of Motion, which carried:

Moved by: Mayor Miller
Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Bussin

“WHEREAS City Council gppointed David Mullan as the Integrity Commissioner for the
City of Toronto to provide independent and congstent complaint prevention and resolution,
advice, opinion and education respecting the application of the Code of Conduct for
Members of Council, and other by-laws/policies governing the ethical behaviour of
members, including generd interpretation of the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act; and
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WHEREAS the Integrity Commissioner has submitted a report dated April 6, 2005, in
response to acomplaint of Violation of the Councillor’s Code of Conduct;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consider the report
dated April 6, 2005, from the Integrity Commissoner, and that the recommendations
contained in the recommendations section of the report be adopted.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeit, during consderation of Maotion J36), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Mation. (See Fiscal Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council dso had before it, during congideration of Motion X36), areport (April 6, 2005) from the
Integrity Commissioner, entitled “ Report on Complaint (2)” (See Attachment 8, Page 236).

Vote:
Motion J36) was adopted, without amendment.
Summary:
In adopting Mation J36) without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (April 6, 2005) from the
Integrity Commissioner:
“It is recommended that:
Q) Council receive this report (including the atachment); and
2 in the current review of the City’s procedura by-law, consderation be given to
including a protocol under which members of the public and saff have theright to
complain to Council that the behaviour of Coundillorsin Council or Committee has
violated the Code of Conduct, and providing that Coundil, either of itsown initiative
or on the complaint of a citizen or a saff member, may refer to the Integrity

Commissoner issues of Code of Conduct violations in Council or in Committeg.”

4.134 J(37) Report of Integrity Commissioner on Alleged Leak of Name of Nomineeto City
Position on Toronto Police Services Board

Mayor Miller, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with the provisions of
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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: Mayor Miller

Seconded by: Deputy Mayor Feldman
“WHEREAS City Council gppointed David Mullan as the Integrity Commissioner for the City of
Toronto to provide independent and congstent complaint prevention and resolution, advice, opinion
and education respecting the goplication of the Code of Conduct for Members of Council, and other
by-laws/policies governing the ethical behaviour of members, including generd interpretetion of the
Municipal Conflict of Interest Act; and

WHEREAS the Integrity Commissioner has submitted a report dated April 12, 2005, forwarding
areport on hisinvestigation into the dleged lesk of the name of the nominee for a postion on the
Toronto Police Services Board;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consder the report dated April
12, 2005, from the Integrity Commissoner, and that the recommendations contained in the
recommendations section of the report be adopted.”

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had before it, for consideration with Motion J37), aFiscal Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Council had before it, for congderation with Motion J37), a report (April 12, 2005) from the
Integrity Commissioner, entitled “Alleged Lesk of Name of Nominee to City Postion on Police
Services Board” (See Attachment 9, Page 242).

Motion:

Councillor Ootes moved that Motion J37) be referred to the City Manager for report to Council,
through the Policy and Finance Committee, on the recommendations of the Integrity Commissioner.

Vote on Referral:
The motion by Councillor Ootes carried.

4,135 J(38) Ingructionsto Staff on Rezoning Application - 5949 Y onge Str eet
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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: Councillor Ootes

“WHEREAS in 1964, a building permit was issued for the erection of a 15-storey
gpartment hotel and 158 parking spaces on the subject lands; and

WHEREAS in 1975, O Shanter Development Company applied for a zoning by-law
amendment on the subject lands requesting a change in zoning from R4 to C1 in order to
permit parking associated with the commercia operations of Dodge Ontario; and

WHEREAS the aforementioned gpplication was refused and parking associated with the
car dedlership was deemed anillegd use; and

WHEREAS Municipa Licensng Services has recaived severd complaints from adjacent
neighbours complaining about the negative impacts associated with the parking of
commercid vehicles on the subject lands, and

WHEREAS in 2002, the owner of the lands again submitted an gpplication to permit the
parking of cars associated with the Willowdale Dodge Chryder car dedership on the
subject lands, and

WHEREAS the agpplicant refuses to remove al cars associated with the dedlership from
the subject lands;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council advise the owner that
the rezoning gpplication will not be processad further until the illegdly parked cars are
removed from the northern portion of the site.”
Advice by Mayor Miller:
Mayor Miller advised the Coundcil that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J38) to the North Y ork Community Council would haveto
be waived, in order to now consder this Motion.

Fiscal Impact Statement:

City Council had beforeiit, during consderation of Mation J38), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
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Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising tha there was no financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fiscd Impact Statement Summary, page 256)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Mation J38) to the North Y ork Community Council carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(38) was adopted, without amendment.

J(39) Request to Receive Voluntary Contribution from Shoppers Drug Mart for
Streetscape

Councillor McConnell 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 McConnéell
Seconded by: Councillor Rae

“WHEREAS during the review of a dte plan gpplication at 351 Queen Street Eadt,
representatives of Shoppers Drug Mart expressed an interest in providing a contribution for
streetscape improvements,; and

WHEREAS we are now in receipt of avoluntary donation in the amount of $16,391.27
from Shoppers Drug Mart for streetscape improvements in the area of Queen Street East
and Parliament Street;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the funds be received and placed in
acapitd project account for the purposes of a streetscape improvement project in the area
near Queen Street East and Parliament Stre<t;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Ward Councillor work with the local
resdents through the Corktown Residents and Business Association and the Queen East
Business and Residents Association to identify suitable strestscgping and civic improvement
projectsin the area.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
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Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referra of Motion J39) 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 J39), a Fiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising thet there was a financia impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fisca Impact Statement 6, Page 265)

Procedural Vote:

The voteto wave referrd of Motion J39) to the Toronto and East Y ork Community Council carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:
Motion J(39) was adopted, without amendment.
J(40) Update on Acquistion of Toronto District School Board’sWanita Road Site

Councillor De Baeremaeker moved that the necessary provisions of Chapter 27 of the City of
Toronto Municipal Code be waived to permit introduction and debate of the following Notice of
Motion, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor De Baer emaeker
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc

“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting of February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, adopted
Adminigtration Committee Report 9 (2004), Clause 22b, headed * Possible Acquigtion of
Toronto District School Board Property Located on Wanita Road for Stormwater
Management Purposes (Ward 44 - Scarborough East)’, thereby directing that staff negotiate
with the Toronto Digtrict School Board (the ‘TDSB’) and report back to the Works
Committee with regard to the Wanita Road site; and

WHEREAS the Works Committee, at its meeting of March 8, 2005, had before it a
confidentia report (March 7, 2005) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, and

WHEREAS the Commissioner of Corporate Services has submitted a report (April 11,
2005) to City Council; and
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WHEREAS this Notice of Motion requires that this matter be re-opened for
recond deration due to ongoing negotiations,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with 827-49 of
Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Adminigtration Committee Report 9
(2004), Clause 22b, headed ‘Possible Acquistion of Toronto District School Board
Property Located on Wanita Road for Stormwater Management Purposes (Ward 44 -
Scarborough East)’, be re-opened for further consideration;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT City Council adopt the <aff
recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (April 11, 2005)
from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled * Update on Acquisition of Toronto
Digtrict School Board's Wanita Road Site'.”

Council dso had before it, during congderation of Mation J40), areport (April 11, 2005) from the
Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “Update on Acquisition of Toronto Digtrict School
Board' s Wanita Road Site (Ward 44 - Scarborough East)” (See Attachment 10, Page 253).

\otes:

Thefirst Operative Paragraph contained in Motion J40) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The balance of Motion J40) was adopted, without amendment.

ummary:

In adopting Mation J40), without amendment, Council adopted, without amendment, the following
gaff recommendations contained in the Recommendations Section of the report (April 11, 2005)
from the Commissioner of Corporate Services.

“It is recommended that:

Q) gaff be directed to communicate to the Toronto District School Board the City’s
continued interest in the property for open space purposes and that the City is not
interested in a competitive bidding process against developers,

)] the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to dday any
Offiad Plan Amendment and Zoning By-law Amendment to redesignate the Wanita
Road lands to ‘open space’ until the TDSB has agreed to sl the subject property
to the City; and
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3 the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto.”

Deputy Mayor Bussin in the Chair.

4.138 J(41) Request for Direction Report, Site Plan Appeal by Portlands Energy Centre L.P.

(“PEC”) to the Ontario Municipal Board

Councillor Hetcher 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 Fletcher
Seconded by: Mayor Miller

“WHEREAS in August, 2003, the Portlands Energy Centre L.P. (PEC) submitted a Site
Pan Application to the City which has been revised by the PEC on four separate occasons,
and

WHEREAS on January 14, 2005, the PEC appeded its last revised ste plan drawings
dated December 24, 2004 to the Ontario Municipa Board;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council indruct the City Solicitor
to attend the Ontario Municipal Board hearing to achieve the impaogition of appropriate
conditions as determined by City staff.”

Advice by Deputy Mayor Bussin:
Deputy Mayor Bussin advised the Council that the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto

Municipa Code requiring the referra of Motion J41) 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 beforeiit, during consderation of Maotion J41), aFiscd Impact Statement from the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer advising that there was a financid impact resulting from the
adoption of this Motion. (See Fisca Impact Statement 7, Page 266)

Procedural Vote:

Thevoteto waive referrd of Mation J41) 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:

Adoption of Motion J41), without amendment:

Yes-35

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne,
De Baeremaeker, Dedl Grande, Di Giorgio, Filion, Fletcher,
Ford, Giambrone, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Minnan-Wong,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Palacio, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried unanimoudy.
Mayor Miller inthe Chair.

4139 J(42) Liquor Licence Request —Royal Canadian Legion Branch 258 — Annual Canada
Day Event

Councillor Cowbourne 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 Cowbourne

Seconded by: Councillor Balkissoon

“WHEREAS the Royd Canadian Legion, Branch 258, 45 Lawson Road, will be holding
its Annua Canada Day event on July 1, 2005, from 11:00 am. to 9:00 p.m.; and

WHEREAS thisis an event of municipd and/or community sgnificance;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to advise
the Alcohol and Gaming Commisson of Ontario that the City has no objection to the

extenson of thair exising licence to dlow for an outside beer garden.”

Advice by Mayor Miller:
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4.140

Mayor Miller advised the Council thet the provisons of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipd
Code requiring the referrd of Motion J42) to the Scarborough Community Council would have to
be waived, in order to now consider this Motion.

Procedural Vote:

The vote to waive referrd of Motion J42) to the Scarborough Community Council carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Vote:

Motion J(42) was adopted, without amendment.

Congderation of the following matters was deferred to the Specid meeting of City Council on May
4, 2005, as they remained on the Order Paper a the conclusion of this meeting of Council:

BOARD OF HEALTH REPORT 7

Clause 1le Shade Palicy and Technica Consderations for the City of Toronto

POLICY AND FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT 2

Clause24b  Status of Labour Negotiations

ETOBICOKE YORK COMMUNITY COUNCIL REPORT 2

Clause10a  Request for Approvd of Variancesfrom 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)

POLICY AND FINANCE COMMITTEE REPORT 4

Clause 1 Recommendations for Mid-Term Changes to the Council-Committee Structure and
Process

Clause 4 Eucan Advertisng on Ecomupi Recycling/Garbage Containers
Clause 15 | deas Day/Employee Suggestion Program

Clause 19 Support for the Efforts of the Undocumented Workers Committee
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Clause 22 Adeguacy of Employee Benefits Reserve Funds

ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE REPORT 3

Clause 4 Declaration as Surplus - Parcdl of Vacant Land - 69 Austin Avenue (Ward 30 -
Toronto-Danforth)

Clause 14 Declaration as Surplus - Avondale Composting and Borrow Pit Site, Located East
of Kedle Street, Between Kirby Road and Teston Road (City of Vaughan)

Clause 15 Remuneration and Expenses of Members of Council and of the Council Appointees
to Loca Boards and Other Specid Purpose Bodiesfor the Y ear Ended December
31, 2004

COMMUNITY SERVICES COMMITTEE REPORT 3

Clause 1l Over-Expenditure of Blanket Contract No. 47006971 - Outdoor Ouitfits Ltd.

PLANNING AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE REPORT 3

Clause 8 Ingtdlation of Telecommunication Tower's

WORKS COMMITTEE REPORT 3

Clause 2 Review of Automated Vehicle Location (AVL) and Management Control System
Filot Project in Solid Waste Management Services

NOTICE OF MOTION

F(3) Moved by Councillor Mihevc, seconded by Councillor Moscoe, regarding the
walving of feesfor Community Festivdson &. Clair Avenue West.

BILLSAND BY-LAWS

On April 12, 2005, a 7:29 p.m., Councillor Del Grande, seconded by Councillor Carroll, moved
thet leave be granted to introduce the following Bill:

Bill No. 330 By-law No. 199-2005 To confirm the proceedings of the Coundil
a itsmeeting held on the 12th day of April
2005,
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the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 32

Councillors; Altobdlo, Ashton, Badkissoon, Bussn, Caroll, Cho,
Cowbourne, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Filion, Hetcher, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Councillor Dd Grande, seconded by Councillor Carrall, further moved that this Bill, prepared for
this meeting of Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law, the vote upon which was taken
asfollows

Yes- 24

Councillors: Ashton, Bussin, Carroll, Cho, Cowbourne, De Baeremaeker,
Feldman, Hetcher, Hadl, Holyday, Jenkins, LiPreti,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

On April 13, 2005, & 7:29 p.m., Councillor Jenkins, seconded by Councillor Grimes, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 331 By-law No. 200-2005 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
a its meeting held on the 12th and 13th
days of April, 2005,

the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes-29

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Cho, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Del Grande, Feldman, Ford, Grimes,




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 171
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

4.143

Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, McConndl, Milczyn,
Nunziata, Ootes, Padacio, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Stintz, Waker, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

On April 14, 2005, a 5:56 p.m., Councillor Moscoe, seconded by Councillor Soknacki, moved
thet leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and thet these Bills, prepared for this meeting
of Council, be passed and hereby declared as By-laws:

Bill No. 193 By-law No. 201-2005 To amend further By-law No. 23505 of the
former City of Scarborough, respecting
the speed limits on Toronto Roads.

Bill No. 194 By-law No. 202-2005 To amend further By-law No. 23503 of the
former City of Scarborough, respecting
the regulation of traffic on Toronto Roads.

Bill No. 195 By-law No. 203-2005 Toreped By-law No. 319-87 of theformer
City of Toronto, being a by lawv “To
designate the property a No. 76 Charles
Street West of architectura vaue'.

Bill No. 196 By-law No. 204-2005 To reped By-law No. 318-87 of theformer
City of Toronto, being a by lawv “To
designate the property a 78 Charles
Street West of architectura vaue’.

Bill No. 197 By-law No. 205-2005 To reped By-law No. 317-87 of theformer
City of Toronto, being a by lawv “To
designate the property at 80 Charles
Street West of architectura vaue'.

Bill No. 198 By-law No. 206-2005 Toamend By-law No. 6752, of the former
Borough of East Y ork, as amended, with
respect to the lands known municipdly as
301 Cedarvae Avenue.

Bill No. 199 By-law No. 207-2005 To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipad Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
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Bill No. 200

Bill No. 201

Bill No. 202

Bill No. 203

Bill No. 204

Bill No. 205

Bill No. 206

By-law No. 208-2005

By-law No. 209-2005

By-law No. 210-2005

By-law No. 211-2005

By-law No. 212-2005

By-law No. 213-2005

By-law No. 214-2005

Parking, with respect to speed control
ZOnes.

To amad By-law No. 92-93, aby lav “To
regulate traffic on roads in the Borough of
East York”, being aby-law of the former
Borough of East York, regarding
Brentcliffe Road.

To permanently close a portion of the
unopened Glengarry Avenue road
dlowance located a the rear of
250 Lawrence Avenue West.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Parking Machines, to
replace parking meters with parking
meachines on certain sregtswithin the City
of Toronto.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to exempt the side
yad fence on the propety known
municipaly as 8 Mead Court from the
maximum heght requirements.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to permit the
retention of a portion of a chan link
swimming pool enclosure on the property
known municipaly as 7 Vernham Avenue.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 447, Fences, to exempt the fence
aong the properties known municipaly as
10, 22 and 36 Willowridge Road from the
maximum heght requirements.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 19, Business Improvement
Aress, to reflect the name change of
Rosedde Summerhill Busness
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Bill No. 207

Bill No. 208

Bill No. 209

Bill No. 210

Bill No. 211

Bill No. 212

Bill No. 213

Bill No. 214

By-law No. 215-2005

By-law No. 216-2005

By-law No. 217-2005

By-law No. 218-2005

By-law No. 219-2005

By-law No. 220-2005

By-law No. 221-2005

By-law No. 222-2005

Improvement Area to Rosedde Main
Street Business Improvement Area.

To permanently close a portion of apublic
lane extending easterly from Markham
Street and shown as Parts 1, 2 and 3 on
Reference Plan 66R-21601.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Avonlea Boulevard
and Maryland Boulevard.

To amend further By-law No. 196, entitled
“To redtrict the speed of motor vehicles’,
being aby-law of the former Borough of
East York, regarding Sbley Avenue and
Sutherland Avenue,

To amend further Metropalitan By law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Old Weston Road.

To further amend By-law No. 22-76
desgnating cetan locations on
Metropolitan Roads as School Bus
Loading Zones, regarding Weston Road.

To amend further Metropalitan By law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Jane Street.

To desgnate a Site Plan Control Area
(Agincourt Centre Community and South
Agincourt Employment Didrict) 2055
Kennedy Road.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
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Bill No. 215

Bill No. 216

Bill No. 217

Bill No. 218

Bill No. 219

Bill No. 220

Bill No. 221

Bill No. 222

Bill No. 224

By-law No. 223-2005

By-law No. 224-2005

By-law No. 225-2005

By-law No. 226-2005

By-law No. 227-2005

By-law No. 228-2005

By-law No. 229-2005

By-law No. 230-2005

By-law No. 231-2005

regarding Covington Road and Saranac
Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of theformer
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Covington Road and Saranac
Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Drexd Road and Saranac
Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Sentinel Road.

To amend By-law No. 31878, asamended,
of the former City of North York,
regarding Gordon Road, Munro
Boulevard and Owen Boulevard.

To amend By-law No. 31878, asamended,
of the former City of North York,
regarding Franklin Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 31878, asamended,
of the former City of North York,
regarding Burbank Drive.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Y onge Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Yonge Boulevard, Brooke
Avenue and Ridley Boulevard.

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding . Regis Crescent.
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Bill No. 225

Bill No. 226

Bill No. 227

Bill No. 228

Bill No. 229

Bill No. 230

Bill No. 231

By-law No. 232-2005

By-law No. 233-2005

By-law No. 234-2005

By-law No. 235-2005

By-law No. 236-2005

By-law No. 237-2005

By-law No. 238-2005

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
Brookside Avenue.

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 Brookside Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, beng a By-lav “To
introduce and remove on-street parking
gpace for persons with disabilities on City
of Yok Roads’, regarding Gibson
Avenue, Morland Road and Woodcroft
Crescent.

To amend By-law No. 2958-%4 of the
former City of York, bengaBy law “To
introduce and remove on-street parking
gpace for persons with disabilities on City
of Yok Roads’, regarding Gibson
Avenue, Morland Road and Woodcroft
Crescent.

To amend By-law No. 3491-80 of the
former City of York, bengaBy law “To
provide for night-time parking of motor
vehicles on Borough of York Roads’,
regarding Kane Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, being aBy-law “To regulate
traffic on City of York Roads’, regarding
Kane Avenue.

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 Kane Avenue.
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Bill No. 232

Bill No. 233

Bill No. 234

Bill No. 235

Bill No. 237

Bill No. 238

Bill No. 239

By-law No. 239-2005

By-law No. 240-2005

By-law No. 241-2005

By-law No. 242-2005

By-law No. 243-2005

By-law No. 244-2005

By-law No. 245-2005

To acquire certain interests in land for the
Toronto Parking Authority in connection
with the Pemberton Exit Driveway at
Finch Station.

Toamend By-law No. 196-84 of theformer
City of York, being aBy-law “To regulate
traffic on City of York Roads’, regarding
Baby Point Road and Humbercrest
Boulevard.

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 Baby Point Road and
Humbercrest Boulevard.

To amend former City of York Municipa
Code Ch. 993, Pedestrian Crossovers,
respecting Baby Point Road.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Articlel, to providefor a
new definition of Heavy Truck.

To amend former City of York Zoning
By-law No. 1-83, as amended, with
respect to the lands in the Coulter
Avenue/lKing Street Area and the King
Street Crescent/Little Avenue Areaof the
City in the former City of York.

To amend Chapters 320 and 324 of the
former City of Etobicoke Zoning Code, as
amended by By laws Nos. 13,401 and
2468, with respect to certain lands located
on the east side of Roya York Road,
south of Royad York Court, known
municipdly as 1137, 1139 and 1141
Roya York Court.
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Bill No. 240

Bill No. 241

Bill No. 242

Bill No. 243

Bill No. 244

Bill No. 245

Bill No. 246

Bill No. 247

By-law No. 246-2005

By-law No. 247-2005

By-law No. 248-2005

By-law No. 249-2005

By-law No. 250-2005

By-law No. 251-2005

By-law No. 252-2005

By-law No. 253-2005

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Runnymede Road,
Rutland Street and Wiltshire Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Rose Park Crescent,
Ruttan Street and Whitmore Avenue.

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

To amend further By-law No. 196, entitled
“To redtrict the speed of motor vehicles’,
being a By-law of the former Borough of
East York, regarding Cedarvde Avenue.

To amend further Metropalitan By law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Lake Shore Boulevard West.

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

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and

Parking, with respect to speed control
ZOnes.

To amend By-law No. 21319, asamended,
of the former City of Scarborough, to
designate a Site Plan Control Area with
respect to the lands known municipdly as
9310 Sheppard Avenue East.
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Bill No. 248

Bill No. 249

Bill No. 250

Bill No. 251

Bill No. 252

Bill No. 253

Bill No. 254

Bill No. 255

Bill No. 256

By-law No. 254-2005

By-law No. 255-2005

By-law No. 256-2005

By-law No. 257-2005

By-law No. 258-2005

By-law No. 259-2005

By-law No. 260-2005

By-law No. 261-2005

By-law No. 262-2005

To amend former City of Scarborough
Zoning By-law No. 10327, as amended,
with respect to the West Hill Community.

To amend former City of North York
Zoning By-law No. 7625 with respect to
lands known municipdly as 56 Finch
Avenue West.

To adopt Amendment No. 340 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands known
municipaly as 1554 King Street West.

To amend the Generd Zoning By law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
respect to lands known municipdly as
1554 King Street West.

To amend the Generd Zoning By law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
respect to lands known municipaly as 155
Springhurst Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
respect to lands known municipaly as 94
Cowan Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
respect to lands known municipaly as 189
Dunn Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 332 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Toronto with respect to lands known
municipaly as 26 Lansdowne Avenue.

To amend the Generd Zoning By law No.
438-86 of theformer City of Toronto with
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Bill No. 257

Bill No. 258

Bill No. 259

Bill No. 260

Bill No. 261

Bill No. 262

Bill No. 263

Bill No. 264

By-law No. 263-2005

By-law No. 264-2005

By-law No. 265-2005

By-law No. 266-2005

By-law No. 267-2005

By-law No. 268-2005

By-law No. 269-2005

By-law No. 270-2005

respect to lands known municipaly as 26
Lansdowne Avenue.

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

To exempt lands known municipally as 120
Eringate Drive from Part Lot Control.

To amend former City of Scarborough
Zoning By-law No. 10827, as amended,
with respect to the Highland Creek
Community.

To adopt Amendment No. 1109 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Scarborough with respect to lands known
municipaly as 27 Leyton Avenue.

To adopt Amendment No. 1 to the Officid
Plan for the City of Toronto with respect
to lands known municipaly as 27 Leyton
Avenue,

To amend the former City of Scarborough
Oakridge Community Zoning By-law No.
9812, as amended, with respect to the
lands municipaly known as 27 Leyton
Avenue,

To amend former City of Scarborough
Employment Didricts Zoning By-law No.
24982, as amended, with respect to the
lands known municipdly as 530 Progress
Avenue, N/W Corner of Progress Avenue
and Corporate Drive.

To adopt Amendment No. 1137 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Scarborough with respect to lands known
municipaly as 1510 Birchmount Road.
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Bill No. 265

Bill No. 266

Bill No. 267

Bill No. 268

Bill No. 269

Bill No. 270

Bill No. 271

Bill No. 272

By-law No. 271-2005

By-law No. 272-2005

By-law No. 273-2005

By-law No. 274-2005

By-law No. 275-2005

By-law No. 276-2005

By-law No. 277-2005

By-law No. 278-2005

To amend former City of Scarborough
Employment Didricts Zoning By-law No.
24982, as amended, with respect to the
lands known municipaly a
1510 Birchmount Road.

To reped By-laws Nos. 851-2004 and
852-2004 which adopted Amendment
No. 1125 to the Officid Pan for the
former City of Scarborough and amended
the Guildwood Community Zoning By law
No. 9676.

To amend the Munidpa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article 1, regarding
Siverstone Drive.

To amend the Munidpa Code of theformer
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article 1, regarding
Waterford Drive.

To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article I, regarding Sun
Row Drive.

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article |, regarding Grand
Avenue and Manitoba Street.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 19, Business Improvement
Aress, to make changes to the size of the
Wexford Heights Business Improvement
Area Board of Management.

To amend Chapters 320 and 324 of the
former City of Etobicoke Zoning Code
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Bill No. 273

Bill No. 274

Bill No. 275

Bill No. 276

Bill No. 277

Bill No. 278

Bill No. 279

By-law No. 279-2005

By-law No. 280-2005

By-law No. 281-2005

By-law No. 282-2005

By-law No. 283-2005

By-law No. 284-2005

By-law No. 285-2005

with respect to commercid outdoor roof
top patios with respect to certain lands
located on Bloor Street West between
Prince Edward Drive and Thompson
Avenueg/Montgomery Drive.

To adopt Amendment No. 164 to the
Officid Plan for the former City of York
with respect to lands known municipdly in
the year 2005 as 1945 Lawrence Avenue
West.

To amend By-law No. 1-83 of the former
City of York with respect to lands known
municipdly in the year 2005 as 1945
Lawrence Avenue West.

To amend By-law No. 3491-80 of the
former City of York, beng aBy law “To
provide for night-time parking of motor
vehicles on Borough of York Roads’,
regarding Vaewood Avenue.

To amend By-law No. 3491-80 of the
former City of York, bengaBy law “To
provide for night-time parking of motor
vehicles on Borough of York Roads’,
regarding Humewood Gardens.

To amend further By-law No. 20-96, a
by-law “To provide for the overnight
parking on Borough dreets’, being a
by-law of the former Borough of East
York.

To amend further By-law No. 271, aby-lav
“To prohibit parking on certain sdes of
certain highways’, being a by-law of the
former Borough of East Y ork.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Parking Machines, to
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Bill No. 281

Bill No. 282

Bill No. 283

Bill No. 284

Bill No. 285

Bill No. 286

Bill No. 290

By-law No. 286-2005

By-law No. 287-2005

By-law No. 288-2005

By-law No. 289-2005

By-law No. 290-2005

By-law No. 291-2005

By-law No. 292-2005

increase the parking machine rates on
Bloor Street West and Gerrard Street
East

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

To edablish a Government Reations
Reserve and to amend Municipal Code
Chapter 227, Reserves and Reserve
Funds, to add this reserve.

To amend Municipa Code Chapter 767,
Taxation, to opt to have the New Multi
Residentid Property Class apply within
the City of Toronto for 2005.

Toamend Artide V11, Tax Rebate Program
for Regigered Charities, of Municipa
Code Chapter 767, Taxation, to expand
the definition of Eligible Charity to include
Regigered Canadian Amateur Athletic
Associations.

To amend Municipa Code Chapter 767,
Taxation, Article IVA, Tax Deferrd for
Eligible Low Income Disabled Persons
and Low Income Seniors, and Article
IVB, Tax Cancdlaion for Eligible
Low-Income Disabled Persons and
L ow-Income Seniors.

To establish a Wabash Community Centre
Project Reserve Fund and to amend
Municipa Code Chapter 227, Reserves
and Reserve Funds, to add this reserve
fund.

To authorize the entering into of an
agreement for the provison of amunicipd
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Bill No. 291

Bill No. 292

Bill No. 293

Bill No. 294

Bill No. 295

Bill No. 296

Bill No. 297

Bill No. 298

Bill No. 299

By-law No. 293-2005

By-law No. 294-2005

By-law No. 295-2005

By-law No. 296-2005

By-law No. 297-2005

By-law No. 298-2005

By-law No. 299-2005

By-law No. 300-2005

By-law No. 301-2005

capitd facility by 90 Niagara Street
Limited, at 90 Niagara Street.

To authorize the entering into of an
agreement for the provison of amunicipd
capitd facility by 994480 Ontario Limited,
at 123 Rexdde Boulevard, the Northern
Elms Branch Library.

To provide for the levy and collection of
specid charges for the year 2005 in
repect of certain business improvement
areas.

To authorize the dteration of Duncarwoods
Drive, between Pearldde Avenue and
Rubydde Gardens, by the ingdlation of

speed humps.

To rename the public highway Hillhdme
Road, |ocated between Avenue Road and
Rusd| Hill Road as “Hillholm Road’.

To name the proposed private lane a 120
Eringate Drive as “Ramage Lan€’.

To name the proposed private lane a 35
Fieldway Road as*“ ShiresLane’.

To name the proposed private lane a 35
Fedway Road, being the westerly
extendon of the public highway Van
Dusen Boulevad a “Van Dusen
Boulevard’.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
north Sde of Starfire Drive east of Morrish
Road for public highway purposesto form
part of the public highway Starfire Drive.

To layout and dedicate certain land on the
easterly sde of Weston Road north of
Conron Place for public highway purposes
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Bill No. 300

Bill No. 301

Bill No. 302

Bill No. 303

Bill No. 304

Bill No. 305

Bill No. 306

Bill No. 307

By-law No. 302-2005

By-law No. 303-2005

By-law No. 304-2005

By-law No. 305-2005

By-law No. 306-2005

By-law No. 307-2005

By-law No. 308-2005

By-law No. 309-2005

to form part of the public highway Weston
Road.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Paking Machines,
regarding Dalhousie Strest.

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

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, regarding Afton Avenue, Alma
Avenue, Cross Street, Gladstone Avenue,
Mackenzie  Crescent,  Stonehouse
Crescent and Waterloo Avenue.

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

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Lane first south of
College Street, PAmerston Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Asquith Avenue,
Bddwin Street, De Lide Avenue and
Mercer Street.

To amend By-law No. 31878, asamended,
of the former City of North York,
regarding Langholm Drive,

To amend Municipa Code Chapter 169,
Officids, City, to reflect the reorganization
of the City’s adminigtrative structure,
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Bill No. 308

Bill No. 309

Bill No. 310

Bill No. 311

Bill No. 312

Bill No. 313

Bill No. 314

Bill No. 315

By-law No. 310-2005

By-law No. 311-2005

By-law No. 312-2005

By-law No. 313-2005

By-law No. 314-2005

By-law No. 315-2005

By-law No. 316-2005

By-law No. 317-2005

To amend further Metropalitan By law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Dundas Street West.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, regarding Beverley Street and
McCaul Street.

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

Toamend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended,
regarding Toryork Drive.

To gppoint Joseph P. Pennachetti as Deputy
Manager and Chief Financid Officer and
as Treasurer under the Municipal Act,
2001, and to reped By law No. 1122
2001, “To Appoint a Chief Financid
Officer and Treasurer”.

To gopoint Fareed Amin as aDeputy City
Manager.

To appoint Sue Corke as a Deputy City
Manager.

To reped By-laws Nos. 214-1998,
894-1999, 895-1999, 460-2002 and
520-2004, gppointing the Commissoners
of: Economic Development, Culture and
Tourism, Panning and  Urban
Development  Services,  Corporate
Services, Community and Neighbourhood
Services, and Works and Emergency
Services.
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Bill No. 316

Bill No. 317

Bill No. 318

Bill No. 319

Bill No. 320

Bill No. 321

Bill No. 322

Bill No. 323

By-law No. 318-2005

By-law No. 319-2005

By-law No. 320-2005

By-law No. 321-2005

By-law No. 322-2005

By-law No. 323-2005

By-law No. 324-2005

By-law No. 325-2005

To amend By-law No. 881-2001, “To
gopoint a Chief Adminidrative Officer” to
change thettitle of the officd from “Chief
Adminigrative  Office”” to  “City
Manager”.

To appoint Cameron S. Weldon as a
Deputy Treasurer under the Municipal
Act, 2001.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Broadway Avenue,
Castlewood Road and Woburn Avenue.

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

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Brisol Avenue,
Farview Avenue and Peterborough
Avenue,

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Boon Avenue,
McRoberts Avenue and Peterborough
Avenue,

To amend further Metropolitan By law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads, regarding
Eglinton Avenue Eas.

To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code
Chapter 910, Paking Machines,
respecting parking machines on certain
dreets within the City of Toronto,
regarding Beverley Street, Dundas Street
West and McCaul Street.
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Bill No. 324

Bill No. 325

Bill No. 326

Bill No. 327

Bill No. 328

By-law No. 326-2005

By-law No. 327-2005

By-law No. 328-2005

By-law No. 329-2005

By-law No. 330-2005

To adopt Amendment No. 1129 to the
Officdd Pan for the former City of
Scarborough respecting a portion of the
lands east of Scarborough Civic Centre
and Albert Campbell Square, extending
east to Town Centre Court.

To adopt Amendment No. 1130 to the
Officid Pan for the former City of
Scarborough respecting the lands known
municipaly as a portion of 150 Borough
Drive, eest of the Scarborough Civic
Centre and Albert Campbdl Square,
extending east to Town Centre Court.

To amend former City of Scarborough
Employment Didricts Zoning By-law No.
24982, as amended, with respect to the
Progress Employment Didrict for a
portion of the lands east of the
Scarborough Civic Centre and Albert
Campbel Square, extending east to Town
Centre Court.

To amend former City of Scarborough
Employment Didricts Zoning By-law No.
24982, as amended, with respect to the
Progress Employment Didtrict for lands
municipaly known as a portion of 150
Borough Drive, east of the Scarborough
Civic Centre and Albert Campbell
Square, extending east to Town Centre
Court.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Armstrong Avenue,
Brock Avenue, Craven Road, Crocker
Avenue, Gore Stregt, Minto Streset,
Ontario Stregt, Pauline Avenue and
Wildwood Crescent.
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Bill No. 329

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

By-law No. 331-2005

To amend Municipal Code Chapter 71,
Financial Control, and Chapter 195,
Purchasing, to reflect the reorganization of
the City’ s adminigtrative structure,

Yes-33

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Ashton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne, Davis,
DeBagremaeker, De Grande, DiGiorgio, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantdone, Pitfidd, Rag, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-1

Coundillor: Ford

Carried by amgority of 32.

On April 14, 2005, at 5:57 p.m., Councillor Moscoe, seconded by Councillor Soknacki, 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. 287 By-law No. 332-2005
Bill No. 288 By-law No. 333-2005
Bill No. 289 By-law No. 334-2005

the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

To make paragraph 5 of
subsection 329.1(1) of the Municipal
Act, 2001 gpply in the City of Toronto for
the 2005 taxation year.

To levy and collect taxes for school
purposes for the year 2005, other than
those levied before the adoption of the
estimates.

To establish a percentage by which tax
decreases are limited in 2005 to
properties in the Commercid, Indudtrid
and Multi-Residential Property Classes,
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Yes-34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne,
Davis, De Bagremaeker, Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Fletcher,
Giambrone, Grimes, Hdl, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Paacio, Pantalone, Fitfield, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-1
Councillor: Ford

Carried by amgority of 33.

On April 14, 2005, at 5:59 p.m., Councillor Watson, seconded by Councillor Balkissoon, moved
that leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 332 By-law No. 335-2005 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
at its meeting held on the 12th, 13th and
14th days of April, 2005,

the vote upon which was taken as follows.

Yes-34

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Bussn, Chow, Cowbourne,
De Baeremaeker, Del Grande, Fletcher, Ford, Giambrone,
Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti,
Mihevc, Milczyn, MinnanrWong, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pantalone, Fitfield, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki, Stintz,
Thompson, Walker, Watson

No-0

Carried, without dissent.
The following Bill were withdravn:

Bill No. 223 To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former City of North York, as
amended, regarding Wilmont Drive.
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Bill No. 236 To amend City of Toronto Municipa Code Chapter 447, Fences, to permit
the construction of a wooden close board pool fence on the property
known municipdly as 6 Sidford Court.

Bill No. 280 To amend By-law No. 90-95, of the former Borough of East York (Site
Pan Control).

OFFICIAL RECOGNITIONS:
4.146 Condolence Mations
Mayor Miller, seconded by Councillor Milczyn, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Members of City Council are deeply saddened on the passing of
His Holiness Pope John Paul 11, who died on April 2, 2005; and

WHEREAS, His Holiness, during the past 26 years, as the spirituad leader of one billion
Roman Catholics worldwide, was renowned for his compassion and respect for the poor;
and

WHEREAS His Haoliness firg visted the City of Toronto in 1984 and dedicated the Peace
Garden in Nathan Phillips Square, blessing it with water from the Peace Garden in
Hiroshima, Japan and recognizing Canadd s everlasting commitment to world peace; and

WHEREAS His Holiness made the journey to our City a second timein 2002 to celebrate
World Y outh Day, displaying his love for the young people of the world; and

WHEREAS His Holiness inspired people around the world with hislove of humanity and
took every opportunity to promote international reconciliation and respect for democratic
vaues and human rights;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey
on behdf of Members of Toronto City Council our Sincere sympathy to the Archdiocese of
Toronto.”

Deputy Mayor Panta one, seconded by Mayor Miller, moved thet:

“WHEREAS the Mayor and Members of Toronto City Council are deeply saddened to
learn of the passng of Mr. William (Bill) Lorne Cameron on March 12, 2005; and

WHEREAS Bill was an internationally renowned and outstanding broadcagter, journdidt,
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writer, noveligt, educator, actor and playwright; and

WHEREAS Bill was an integrd and active member of the media, education and arts
communities and will be greetly missed by countless colleagues, co-workers and friends for
hisintdligence, skill and humour; and

WHEREAS Bill was ajourndist and anchor a Canadian Broadcagting Corporation (CBC)
Radio, Globd TV, City TV, and CBC's The Journa, Sunday Report and Newsworld,
CBLT, aswdl asbeing an editorid writer and columnist of the Toronto Star and associate
editor; and

WHEREAS Bill gave to the people of the City of Toronto a dedicated life marked by an
important sense of commitment, aspirit of equdity and fairness, and will be sadly missed by
al those he knew;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of the Mayor and Members of Toronto City Council, our Sncere sympathy to his
wife Cheryl Hawkes, and three children, Patrick, Rache and Nicholas Cameron and son
Sean Patenaude; and his parents William Cameron and Ruth Hoyt Cameron of West
Vancouver, British Columbia”

Moved by Councillor Rae, seconded by Mayor Miller:

“WHEREAS the Mayor and Members of Toronto City Council are deeply saddened to
learn of the passing of Mr. William (Bill) Archer on March 6, 2005, in his 86" year; and

WHEREAS Bill wasamember of the City of Toronto and Metropolitan Toronto Councils
from 1958 until 1974, as both an Alderman and Controller; and

WHEREAS, during his term on Council, Bill was the co-ordinator of the Y onge Street
Pedestrian Mdl and insrumenta in securing the William Lyon Mackenzie fireboat; and

WHEREAS Bill was amember of the Planning Board and the Library Board & the time
of the gpprovasfor the Reference Library; and

WHEREAS upon hisretirement from City Council, Bill was gppointed the Commissioner
for the Provincid Review of the Regiond Municipdity of Niagara; and

WHEREAS Bill was an active member of the Toronto Historical Board; and

WHEREAS Bill received the Toronto Award of Merit in 1997; and
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WHEREAS Bill was a passionate supporter of the City of Toronto, who truly believed in
giving back to his community;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of Members of Toronto City Council, our Sncere sympathy to Bill’ swife Gwen,
daughter Janet and his entire family.”

Leave to introduce the Mations was granted and the Motions carried unanimoudy.

Council rose and observed amoment of slence in memory of the late His Holiness Pope John Paul
[, Mr. William Lorne Cameron and Mr. William Archer.

Presentations/| ntr oductions/Announcements;

April 12, 2005:

Deputy Mayor Pantaone, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the students of the
following Schools, present at the meseting:

- Bamy Beach Community School; and
- Secord Elementary School.

April 13, 2005:

Deputy Mayor Feldman, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the students of the
following Schools, present at the meseting:

- Grade 5 students of St. Raphail Catholic School; and
- . Leo Catholic Schooal.

Mayor Miller, during the afternoon session of the meseting, introduced the students of Paul Penna
Downtown Jewish Day School, present at the meeting.

April 14, 2005:

Councillor Waker, during the morning session of the meeting, advised the Council that he had
recently acted as Principa of North Toronto Collegiate Ingtitute for a day, and requested the
permisson of Council to dlow Mr. Ashley Watman, Principa, North Toronto Collegiate Indtitute,
to take his seat in Council, as an observer, during today’ s proceedings. Council concurred in the
request of Councillor Walker.
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Deputy Mayor Bussin, during the morning sesson of the meeting, introduced the sudents of the
following Schools, present at the meeting:

- Runnymede Collegiate Indtitute; and
- Secord Public School.

Councillor Cho, during the morning session of the meeting, with the permisson of Council, advised
the Coundil that he would be spesking on the ‘ Role of Education in Building a Sustainable Toronto’,
at the United Nations University Side Event, 13th Mesting of the United Nations Commission on
Sugtainable Development, in New Y ork City on Friday, April 15, 2005.

Mayor Miller, during the morning sesson of the meeting, caled the former Chief of Police, Julian
Fantino, to the podium; expressed, on behdf of Council, the gppreciation of Council to Mr. Fantino
for serving the City of Toronto with honour and digtinction during histenure as Chief of Police; and,
to mark the occasion, presented Mr. Fantino with the key to the City of Toronto.

Mr. Fantino addressed the Council and expressed his gppreciation for its recognition of his service
to the citizens of Toronto, and aso recognized the devoted service of the men and women in the
Toronto Police Service.

Mayor Miller, during the morning session of the meeting, expressed, on behdf of Council, the
gppreciation of Coundil to the departing Commissioners Joan Anderton, Paul Dill, Eric Gam and Joe
Hagtead, and Acting Commissioner Dave Kaufman for their dedication and hard work for the City
of Toronto snce amagamation, and extended the best wishes of Council for the future.

Shirley Hoy, Chief Adminigtrative Officer, addressed Council and aso expressed her appreciation
to the departing Commissioners and Acting Commissioner, and extended her best wishes to them
for every successin the future.

Commissioners Joan Anderton, Paula Dill, Eric Gam and Joe Hasteed, and Acting Commissioner
Dave Kaufman were invited to the podium and each addressed the Council, in turn, and received
amemento from Mayor Miller to mark the occasion.

MOTIONSTO VARY ORDER OR WAIVE PROCEDURE

Vary the order of proceedings of Council:

April 12, 2005:



194

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

Councillor Chow, a 9:50 am., moved that Council vary the order of its proceedings to consider
Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 4, Clause 1, headed “ Toronto 2015 World
Expo Feashility Study (All Wards)”, a 5:30 p.m., on Wednesday, April 13, 2005, which carried.

Mayor Miller, a 2:15 p.m., moved that Council vary the order of its proceedings to now consider
Notices of Motions J6) and J7), respecting the gppointment of the Deputy City Managers (2
positions), and the gppointment of the Deputy City Manager/Chief Financid Officer, which carried.

Councillor Mihevc, a 5:30 p.m., moved that Council vary the order of its proceedings to now
condder matters of locd interest in the reports of the Community Councils that had been held on the
Order Paper, rather than considering such matters during the afternoon session of the meeting on
Wednesday, April 13, 2005, as previoudy scheduled, the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes-21

Councillors: Adhton, Bussin, Cho, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Di Giorgio,
Feldman, Giambrone, Hall, Jenkins, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Milczyn, Nunziata, Ootes, Saundercook,
Shiner, Stintz, Thompson

No - 13

Councillors, Bakissoon, Carroll, Cowbourne, Dd Grande, Fletcher,
Grimes, Holyday, Pdacio, Pantalone, Rae, Soknacki, Walker,
Watson

Carried by amgority of 8.
April 13, 2005:

Councillor Atfidd, a 2:15 p.m., moved that Council vary the order of its proceedings to consider
Panning and Transportation Committee and Works Committee Joint Report 1, Clause 1, asthe first
item of busnessimmediady following Coundl’ s consderation of urgent items time criticd items and
deferred items, the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes-28

Councillors Altobello, Aghton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, De Baeremaeker,
Dd Grande, Di Giorgio, Ford, Grimes, Hal, Holyday, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, McConnel, Milczyn,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Paacio, Fitfield, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki, Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

No - 11
Mayor: Miller
Councillors, Bussin, Cowbourne, Davis, Feldman, Fletcher, Giambrone,




Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 195
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

Mihevc, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae

Carried by amgority of 17.

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

April 12, 2005:

Mayor Miller, at 12:29 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of §27-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 12:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continue in session, in order to permit Councillor Shiner
to conclude his remarks respecting Policy and Finance Committee Report 4, Clause 41, headed
“City Hall Tower and Hydraulic Elevator Renewa 100 Queen Street West, Tender Call 302-2004
(Ward 27 - City Hall, Toronto)”, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having
voted in the affirmative.

April 13, 2005:

Deputy Mayor Pantalone, a 7:27 p.m., 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 7:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continue in sesson, in order to permit Members of Council
to conclude their remarks on Economic Development and Parks Committee Report 4, Clause 1,
headed “ Toronto 2015 World Expo Feashility Study (All Wards)”, and that time for Members of
Council to spesk be limited to two minutes each, the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 14

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Aghton, Chow, Davis, De Baeremaeker, Ford, Hall, Holyday,
Lindsay Luby, Milczyn, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Stintz

No - 14

Councillors: Altobdlo, Bakissoon, Cho, Cowbourne, Ded Grande,
Fddman, Grimes, Jenkins, McConndl, Nunziata, Ootes,
Shiner, Walker, Watson

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
April 14, 2005:

Mayor Miller a 12:29 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisions of 827-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
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of the 12:30 p.m. recess, and that Council continuein session, in order to conclude the presentations
to the departing Commissioners, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having
voted in the affirmative.

Mayor Miller, a 5:10 p.m., moved that, in accordance with the provisons of §27-11F,
Adjournment, of Chapter 27 of the City of Toronto Municipa Code, Council waive the requirement
of the 6:00 p.m. adjournment, and that Council continue in sesson until 7:30 p.m., the vote upon
which was taken as follows:

Yes-20

Mayor: Miller

Councillors: Adhton, Augimeri, Bussn, Chow, De Baeremaeker, Flion,
Ford, Giambrone, Hall, Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti,
Mihevc, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Pantalone,
Soknacki

No - 16

Councillors: Bakissoon, Cowbourne, Davis, Dd Grande, Grimes, Jenkins,
Li Preti, Milczyn, MinnanrWong, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook,
Stintz, Thompson, Walker, Watson

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

ATTENDANCE

Councillor Hal, seconded by Councillor Nunziata, moved that the absence of Coundillor Kely from
this meeting of Council, be excused, which carried.

Ctte. of the
whole
9:40 am. to Roll Call 2:10 p.m. to in-Camera 3:25 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call

April 12, 2005 12:30 p.m.* 11:01 am. 2:20 p.m.* 2:25 p.m. 7:30 p.m.* 4:05 p.m. 4:30 p.m.
Miller X - X X X
Altobello X - X X X - X
Ashton X X - X X X X
Augimeri X X X X - X X
Balkissoon X X X X X - X
Bussin X X X X X X X
Carroll X X - X X X
Cho X X - X X X X
Chow X - X X X
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Ctte. of the
whole
9:40 am. to Roll Call 2:10 p.m. to in-Camera 3:25 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call
April 12, 2005 12:30 p.m.* 11:01 am. 2:20 p.m.* 2:25 p.m. 7:30 p.m.* 4:05 p.m. 4:30 p.m.
Cowbourne X X X X X - X
Davis X X X X X - X
De Baeremaeker X X X X X - X
Del Grande X X X X X X X
Di Giorgio X X - X X X X
Feldman X - X X X X X
Filion X X - - - - -
Fletcher X - X X X X X
Ford - - - - - - -
Giambrone X X - X X - -
Grimes X - - X X - X
Hall X - - X X X X
Holyday X X X X X X X
Jenkins X X X X X X X
Kelly - - - - - - -
Li Preti X X X X X - X
Lindsay Luby X X X X X X X
Mammoliti X X X X X - X
McConnell X - - X X - -
Mihevc X - X X X - X
Milczyn X - X X X - -
Minnan-Wong X - X X X X X
Moscoe X X X X X X X
Nunziata X - - X X X X
Ootes X X X X X - X
Palacio X - X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X X X
Pitfield - - X X X X X
Rae X - X X X - X
Saundercook X X - X X X X
Shiner X - X X X X X
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Ctte. of the
whole
9:40 am. to Roll Call 2:10 p.m. to in-Camera 3:25 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call
April 12, 2005 12:30 p.m.* 11:01 am. 2:20 p.m.* 2:25 p.m. 7:30 p.m.* 4:05 p.m. 4:30 p.m.
Soknacki X X - X X X -
Stintz X - X X X X X
Thompson X - X X X X X
Walker X - X X X X X
Watson X X X X X - X
Total 42 24 31 42 41 25 35
* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.
9:40am.to Roll Call 2:10 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call
April 13, 2005 12:30 p.m.* 10:30 am. 7:30 p.m.* 3:18pm. | 3:34pm. 351pm. | 404pm. | 419pm.
Miller X X X - - - - -
Altobello X - X X X X X X
Ashton X X X - X - X X
Augimeri X X X - - - X -
Balkissoon X X X X - - - -
Bussin X - X X X - - X
Carroll - - - - - - - N
Cho X - X X X X X -
Chow - X X X - - - -
Cowbourne X X X X - X X X
Davis X X X X - - - X
De Baeremaeker X X X X X X X X
Del Grande X X X X X X X X
Di Giorgio X X X X X X X X
Feldman X X X X X X X X
Filion X - X - - X X X
Fletcher X X X X X X X -
Ford X X X X - - - R
Giambrone X X X X X X - X
Grimes X X X - - - X -
Hall X X X X X X X X
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9:40 am. to Roll Call 2:10 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call

April 13, 2005 12:30 p.m.* 10:30am. 7:30 p.m.* 3:18 p.m. 3:34 p.m. 3:51 p.m. 4.04 p.m. 419 p.m.
Holyday X X X X X - X -
Jenkins X - X X X X X X
Kelly - - - - - - - R
Li Preti X X X - X - - -
Lindsay Luby X X X X X X X X
Mammoliti X X X - - X X X
McConnell X - X - - - - X
Mihevc X - X X X - X X
Milczyn X - X - X X X X
Minnan-Wong X X X X - - X X
Moscoe X X X - X X - X
Nunziata X - X X X X X X
Ootes X X X X X - X -
Palacio X - X X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X X X X
Pitfield X X X X - X X X
Rae X X X - X - _ X
Saundercook X - X X X X X X
Shiner X X X X X - X X
Soknacki X - X - X X X X
Stintz - - X - - - - -
Thompson X X X X X X - -
Walker X X X X - X X X
Watson X X X - X X X -
Total 41 30 43 29 28 25 30 29

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

9:40 am. to Ctte. of the Whole 12:05 p.m. to 2:10 p.m. to Ctte. of the Whole
April 14, 2005 11:20 am.* in-Camera 11:40 am. 12:45 p.m. 2:20 p.m.* in-Camera 2:25 p.m.
Miller X X X X X
Altobello X - X X -
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9:40 am. to Ctte. of the Whole 12:05 p.m. to 2:10 p.m. to Ctte. of the Whole
April 14, 2005 11:20 am.* in-Camera 11:40 am. 12:45 p.m. 2:20 p.m.* in-Camera 2:25 p.m.
Ashton X - X X X
Augimeri X X - X X
Balkissoon X X - X X
Bussin X X X X -
Carroll - - - - -
Cho X - - - -
Chow X X X X X
Cowbourne X X - X X
Davis X X X X X
De Bagremaeker X X X X X
Dd Grande X X X X X
Di Giorgio X X X X X
Feldman X X X X X
Filion - - X X X
Fletcher X X X - -
Ford X X - - -
Giambrone X X - X X
Grimes X X X X X
Hall X X X - X
Holyday X X X X X
Jenkins X X X X X
Kelly - - - - -
Li Preti X X X X X
Lindsay Luby X X X X X
Mammoliti X X X X X
McConnell X X X X X
Mihevc X X X X X
Milczyn X X X X X
Minnan-Wong X X X - -
Moscoe X X X X X
Nunziata X X X - X
Ootes X X X X -
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9:40 am. to Ctte. of the Whole 12:05 p.m. to 2:10 p.m. to Ctte. of the Whole

April 14, 2005 11:20 am.* in-Camera 11:40 am. 12:45 p.m. 2:20 p.m.* in-Camera 2:25 p.m.
Palacio X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X
Pitfield X X X X X

Rae X - X X -
Saundercook X X X X X

Shiner X X X X X
Soknacki X X X X X

Stintz X X X X X
Thompson X X X X X
Walker X - X X X
Watson X X X X X

Total 42 37 37 37 35

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

3:25 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call
April 14, 2005 6:00 p.m.* 3:59 p.m. 4:29 p.m. 4:38 p.m. 5:16 p.m.
Miller X X X X -
Altobello - - - - -
Ashton X - X X X
Augimeri X - X X X
Balkissoon X X X X -
Bussin X X X X X
Carroll - - - - -
Cho - - - - -
Chow X X X X X
Cowbourne X X X X -
Davis X X X X X
De Baeremaeker X X X X X
Dd Grande X X X X -
Di Giorgio X X X X X
Feldman X - - - R
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3:25 p.m. to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call

April 14, 2005 6:00 p.m.* 3:59 p.m. 4:29 p.m. 4:38 p.m. 5:16 p.m.
Filion X - - X X
Fletcher X - X X -
Ford X - - - X
Giambrone X - X X X
Grimes X X X - X
Hall X X X - X
Holyday X X X X X
Jenkins X X X X X
Kelly - - - - -
Li Preti X X X X -
Lindsay Luby X - X X X
Mammoliti X X X X X
McConnell X - - - -
Mihevc X - - - -
Milczyn X X X - -
Minnan-Wong X X - X -
Moscoe X X - - -
Nunziata X X X X X
Ootes - X - X X
Palacio X X X - X
Pantalone X X - - X
Pitfield X X X - X
Rae - X X X X
Saundercook X - - X -
Shiner X - - X -
Soknacki X - - - -
Stintz X - X X X
Thompson X X X X X
Walker X X X X X
Watson X X X X X
Total 39 27 29 29 25
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* Members were present for some or dl of the time period indicated.

Council adjourned on April 14, 2005, at 6:00 p.m.

DAVID R. MILLER, ULLI S. WATKISS,
Mayor City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT 1 [Noticeof Motion F(5)]
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 4.98, Page 99):

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 Administration
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 Administiration Committee, through the e-City
Committee; and

(2)  theChief Financid Officer and Treasurer, in consultation with gopropriate City officds, be
requested to report to the Policy and Finance Committee on:

@ exiding policy and practices with respect to identifying confidentid and
non-confidential 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.

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

Q) requested the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, in consultation with gppropriate
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 repect to identifying confidentid
and non-confidentia portions of Request for Proposal responses,
ad

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

(2)  deferred condderation 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 Adminigtration 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 taff report asto
why the information is not being rleased. Staff will be reporting to the Adminigtration Committee,
in accordance with its request, on the existing policy and practicesin relation to the disclosure of
information contained in proposds, the rationde for same as well as recommendations on such
policies and practices.

Comments.

1 Confidentidity of Proposd Documents
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The Cal document for Request for Proposa 3401-04-3216 issued by the Purchasing and Materids
Management Divison (“PMMD”) contains provisons indicating that submitted proposas will be
treated as confidentia 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, technicdl, financia, commercid or labour 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 natice 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.

CAP would apply 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 Proposal 3401-04-
3216 0 that if CAP refuses to grant access to the requested proposal information, the individua
requesting the information may apped the City's decison to the Information and Privacy
Commissioner (the “IPC”). Conversdy, if CAP believes that the requested proposa informeation
should be disclosed and the relevant proponent objects to disclosure, the proponent has a right of
appedl to the IPC. In short, a process which protects the City and a proponent in respect of the
disclosure of sengtive information is engaged.
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2. Rightsof Councillors Outside a Formal Access Request under MFI PPA

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 civil 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
Coundil (and in light of the purpose for which the information was sought) has not been established.
The decision 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 proposals in 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,
MFIPPA 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
provided to the e-City Committee members.

Should Council direct staff to provide the documents to the members of the e-City Committeg, 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:
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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 shdl refuse to disclose arecord that reveds a trade 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,

(b) result in smilar information no longer being supplied to the inditution whereitisin
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.
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2 A head may disclose a record described in subsection (1) if the person to whom the
information relates consents to the disclosure.
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ATTACHMENT 2 [Notice of Motion J(15)]

Maps of the proposed Mirvish Village Business Improvement Area (See Minute 4.113, Page 127):
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PALMERSTON AVE

MAP 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 3[Notice of Motion J(19)]

Report (April 11, 2005) from the Commissioner of Urban Deve opment Services, entitled “Request
for gpprovd of variances from Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipad Code
for Scotiabank, for six additiond Illuminated Firg Party and five (5) Incidentd Fascia Signs a 2267
Idington Avenue (new address will be 2251 Idington Avenue). Ward 2 - Etobicoke North’.
(See Minute 4.117, Page 135):

Purpose:

To report to City Council on the approvad of variances from Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City
of Etobicoke Municipal Code for Scotiabank, for x Illuminated Firgt Party Sgns and five Incidentd
Fascia Signs a 2267 Idington Avenue and to further report to City Council, on the impact on the
surrounding neighborhood, by the Sgnsingtaled on Scotiabank at 2267 Idington Avenue.

Financid Implications and |mpact Stiatement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:
Q) the request for variances be approved for the reasons outlined in this report; and

2 the gpplicant be advised, upon gpproval of variances, of the requirement to obtain the
necessary Sign permits.

Background:

City Council, on February 16, 2005 gave consideration to Clause 11, contained within Etobicoke
Y ork Community Council Report 2, headed “ Request for Approvd of Variancesfrom Chapter 215,
Signs, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipa Code for llluminated First Party and Incidentd
Fascia Signs a 2267 Idington Avenue (Scotiabank)”.

Council on February 16, 2005 did not adopt this Clause.
A supplementary report has been requested by Councilor Hall on the gpprovd of variances for agns

located on Scatiabank a 2267 Idington Avenue and to further report to City Council, on the impact
on the surrounding neighborhood, by the sgnsingdled on Scotiabank at 2267 1dington Avenue.
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Comments:

The Scotiabank building is one of anumber of buildings forming the shopping centre located a 2267

Idington Avenue. Within the shopping centre there is, to the south a Wa-Mart store, to the
northeast two strips of one sorey commercid buildings under congtruction and an existing gas bar
to the north. Directly acrass from the bank building on the west Side of Idington Avenue thereisan
exiging commercid strip mal.

The mdl hasresdentid areasto the east and to the northwest. The nearest resdentid areaislocated
approximately 120 m (400 ft) to the east of the bank and consists of detached dwellings.

To the south of the Scotiabank is an entrance into the shopping centre. At this entrance thereisa
double faced ( 18 x 23') illuminated pylon sign, 37 feet in height for a tenant directory (instaled
under permit 04 176993).

A second double faced (18 x 23') illuminated pylon sign, 37 feet in height for atenant directory is
proposed under permit application 05 103824. Thisilluminated pylon sign is proposed just to the
north of the bank building where there is another entrance into the shopping centre. Furthermore,
thisilluminated pylon sgn iswithin 200 m of the above noted gpproved directory sign, therefore a
variance will be required for the new illuminated pylon sign.

The bank building has 3 signs that have been gpproved under permit number 04 176999. These
ggnsaeilluminated firg party fasciasgns. There are 2 Sgns on the west devation and one on the
eadt dlevation

The applicant proposes 6 additiona firgt party fascia Sgns. These first party fascia sgns will be
illuminated. On the north devation there will be 2 additiond Sgns, on the south devation there will
be 3 additiond signs and on the east eevation there will be one additiona sign.

Furthermore, five (5) Incidental Signs are proposed for directing traffic to and from the bank drive-
thru. Anilluminated Sgn on the west devation drive-thru canopy and illuminated Sgns on the esst
elevation drive-thru canopy with text and a non-illuminated symbol standing for do not enter on
column found on the east devation drive thru-canopy.

The aggregate area of the illuminated first party fasciais 891 ft2. The totd aggregate area of the
incidenta gnsis 148 ft2.

Thetotd aggregate area of dl the Sgnsis 1039 ft2 while the Total Permitted Display Areais 891 ft2
. Thetotd aggregate area of dl the Sgns exceeds the maximum permitted Total Permitted Display
Areaby 148.1 ft2.
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The area of 148.1 ft2 by which the Tota Permitted Digplay Areais exceeded by isdso thetotd area

of al theincidental sgns.

These sgns do not comply with Chapter 215, Signs, of the former City of Etobicoke Municipa

Code in the fallowing ways

Sign By-law Section

and Requirements Applicant’s Proposal Required Variance
215-20.J.(4)(e) Sper_:ial Erect six (6) additiondl fascia To p(_arrr_\it seven (7)-fasci_a
Occupancies. Shopping signsfor atotal of seven (7) that gagnsin lieu of onewhich will
Centres not abut a street.

any business establishment
located in a shopping centre
may erect one (1) business
identification fascia or canopy
sgn that will not abut the Sreet,

will not abut the gtrest.

215-20.G.(2) Incidental Signs

shall each not exceed 16.1 ft2
(1.5 m? ) in areawhen attached
to the building. Such sgns shdl
not be illuminated where facing
and abutting resdentia property
and shdl not be, in combination
with any other sign, exceeding
thirty per cent (30%) of the
sreet facade as regulated by
215-20.B.(4).

Three (3) of the incidentd sgns
will not comply with the
maximum area for an individud
incidenta sign.

The 5 incidentd dgns will
exceed the permitted aggregate
aeafor dl Igns.

On the east Sde the incidenta
sgnson the fascia of the canopy
are illuminated and are facing
abutting resdentid properties.

To permit 3 of the incidentd
dgns to exceed the
maximum areaof 1.5m? for
an individud incidentd sgn
and

To permit the 5 incidentd
ggns to exceed in
combination with any other
sgn, thirty per cent (30%)
of the dreet facade. The
proposed the incidenta
sgns will be thirty-five per
cent (35%) of the street
facade.

To permit the incidentd
sgns on the east Sde fascia

of the canopy to be
illuminated while fadng
abutting resdentia

properties.
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Impact on the Community:

The above noted signs have been erected without a permit. Asaresult, saff was ableto go out to
the gte in the evening to determine what impact the illumination has on the neighboring properties.

The amount of illumination is minima because the deep red background on the fasciasgns hasa
muting effect on the levd of illumination. The mgority of the Sgns face commercid properties. In
the case where some of the Sgns face resdentia properties, those properties are goproximatedy 120
m away therefore the additiond levels of illumination contributed by those Sgnsisminima.

There are other sources of illumination in the immediate area that have amuch greater impact on the
overdl leves of illumination than the Sgns a the bank building. Some of these sources of atificiad
light are generated by the permitted double faced illuminated directory pylon sign, to the south and
the permitted Sgnage at the gas bar and the lighting for customers at the gas pumps.

A second double faced illuminated pylon Sign is proposed to the north of the bank building and just
to the south of the gas bar at a secondary entrance into the shopping centre. The light that would
be generated by thissgn, if goproved, aswell asthe ambient lighting from the exiging pylon sgn and
the adjacent gas bar exceed the light thet is generated from the signage ingtaled on the bank.

Theincidental Sgnsare drictly for directing traffic through the drive-thru and are required for safety
purposes. Theincidental sgnsfacing the resdentid properties are amdl and contribute very little to
the over dl illumination levels

The dlowable aggregate area of Sgnage is exceeded only by 17 percent, which is rdaively small.
If the area of the incidentd signs of 148.1 ft2 were to be removed there would be no variance
required, but Snce the incidental Signs serve the purpose of directing traffic safely through the drive-
thru this smal increase in area meets the intent of the Sgn code. Furthermore, the number of sgns
may exceed what is permitted, but due to the distribution of the signs over dl four eevations the
impact isminimd.

Condusons:

Further to the recommendations contained within the staff report, which was before Council on
February 16, 2005, it is now recommended that the request for variances be approved.

The basisfor this recommendation is due, in part, to a further ingpection and examination by staff,
which reveded the ambient lighting levels in and around the shopping centre exceeds the illumination
of dgns ingaled on the bank. lllumination from the signs on the bank has little impact on the
adjacent neighborhood.
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Contact:

Algimantas Jasinevicius, Manager, Plan Examination
Tel: (416) 394-8046

Fax: (416) 394-8209

E-mail: gasnev@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachments;

Attachment 1. Site Plan and/or Zoning Map
Attachment 2: Elevations

(The Attachments are on file in the City Clerk’ s Office)
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ATTACHMENT 4 [Notice of Motion J(26)]

Revised Reasons for Ligting (January 13, 2005) as recommended by the Toronto Preservation
Board for 111 S. Clair Avenue West. (See Minute 4.124, Page 144).

(Note:  Words struck are deleted from, and words underlined are added to, the original
Reasons for Listing)

The property at 111 S. Clair Avenue West is recommended for inclusion on the City of Toronto
Inventory of Heritage Propertiesfor its cultura resource vaue or interest. Located on the south Sde
of &. Clair Avenue West between Y onge Street and Avenue Road, the Imperid Oil Building was
completed in 1957 asthe chief executive offices for the il company. The Toronto architecturd firm
of Mathers and Haldenby designed the building, which featured works of art by Canadian artists,
induding York Wilson—Sidney—\Watson—and—Oscar—Gahen. The Impeid Oil Building is
architecturdly sgnificant as an important example of the Modern syle that isahighly visble feature
on . Clair Avenue West.

The heritage dtributes of the Imperid Qil Building are found on the exterior wals and roof, and in
the interior lobby. The building rises 19 storiesto aflat roof where a canopied observation deck
and atwo-storey glazed penthouse are set back on theflat roof. Built with astructurd sted frame,
the lower two stories are clad with polished pink granite and the upper floors faced with Indiana
limestone. On the principa (north) facade, the firgt two stories are glazed, with the principa entrance
centred in the wal and protected by a sngle-storey glazed vestibule. The columnsthat rise to the
17" floor project outward and, above the second floor, organize pairs of flat-headed window
openings. The two upper most floors of the shaft are set back and feature the symmetrical
placement of glazed window openings. The pattern of the fenestration is repeeted on the rear (south)
wall overlooking open space. Above the first and second floors of the Side (east and west) walls
where columns organize glazed openings, Sx punched flat-headed window openings are found in
each storey. The glazing sysem in the window openingsis not induded in the Reasonsfor Ligting.

On theinterior, the two-storey entrance hall with-a-mezzanire is an important feeture. This area
featureswalls clad with Lorado Chioso marble and gold mosaic tiles, and floors compaosed of pink
and gray Tennessee marble. Of particular importance are the two monumental murals by Canadian
atig York Wilson that mark the wals on ether Sde of the passage from the entrance hal to the
elevator lobby. The colourful abgtract murds, visible from the stret, employ vinyl paint medium to
portray “The Story of Oil” and the uses of the product.

The portion of the property used for vehicles is not included in the Reasons for Listing.

Heritage Preservation Services
Oct 2004
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ATTACHMENT 5 [Notice of Motion J(30)]
Communication (April 8, 2005) from the Toronto Preservation Board, entitled “49 Highland

Crescent (Jacobine Jones House) — Intention to Designate under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage
Act (Ward 25 Don Valey West)” (See Minute 4.127, Page 149):

Purpose:

Recommendation:

The Toronto Preservation Board recommended to the North Y ork Community Council that City
Council adopt the staff recommendations in the Recommendations Section of the report (March 29,
2005) from the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism.

Background:

The Toronto Preservation Board on April 7, 2005, consdered areport (March 29, 2005) from the
Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that;

Q) Coundl gtateitsintention to designate the property at 49 Highland Crescent (Jacobine Jones
House) under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act;

2 if there are no objections to the designation in accordance with Section 29(6) of the Ontario
Heritage Act, the Solicitor be authorized to introduce the Bills in Council designating the
property under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act;

3 if there are any objections in accordance with Section 29(7) of the Ontario Heritage Act,
the Clerk be directed to refer the proposed designation to the Conservation Review Board;
and

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

The Toronto Preservation Board adso consdered a communication (April 4, 2005) from
Adam J. Brown, Sherman, Brown, Dryer, Karol, advisng that the Owners of the property at
49 Highland Crescent are in opposition to the City’s intention to designate this property and
requesting that consderation of this matter be deferred until the May 12, 2005 meeting of the Board.
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Report (March 29, 2005) addressed to the Toronto Preservation Board
and the North Y ork Community Council,
from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism

Purpose:

This report recommends that Council gate its intention to designate the property a 49 Highland
Crescent (Jacobine Jones House) under Part 1V of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financia implications resulting from the adoption of thisreport. The cost of publishing
the notice of intention to designate in the daily newspaper isincluded in the gpproved 2005 Culture
Divison budget.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that;

Q) Council date its intention to designate the property at 49 Highland Crescent (Jacobine Jones
House) under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act;

2 if there are no objections to the designation in accordance with Section 29(6) of the Ontario
Heritage Act, the Solicitor be authorized to introduce the Bills in Council designating the
property under Part IV of the Ontario Heritage Act;

3 if there are any objections in accordance with Section 29(7) of the Ontario Heritage Act,
the Clerk be directed to refer the proposed designation to the Conservation Review Board;
and

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

Background:

The property a 49 Highland Crescent is listed on the City of Toronto Inventory of Heritage
Properties. The owner has gpplied for Demolition Permit No. 05-114927 to demoalish the exigting
house.

The property contains a house that was built in 1935 as the residence and studio for Jacobine Jones,
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the celebrated Canadian sculptor. The resdence isagood example of Colonid Reviva desgn tha
contributes contextudly to the Y ork Mills neighbourhood of North Y ork.

Comments:
A location map (Attachment 1) and photograph (Attachment 2) are attached.

The following Statement of Reasons for Designation is intended for publication according to the
provisgons of the Ontario Heritage Act. The Reasons for Designation are atached (Attachment
3) and include a description of the heritage attributes of the property. The complete Reasons for
Desgnation will be served on the property owner and the Ontario Heritage Foundation and included
in the designating by-law.

Statement of Reasons for Designation

The property a 49 Highland Crescent is recommended for designation under Part 1V of the Ontario
Heritage Act for its culturd resource vaue or interest. The Jacobine Jones House was completed
in 1935 as the combined residence and studio for the celebrated Canadian sculptor. The building
is architecturdly dgnificant as a good example of Colonid Revivad design by Toronto architects
Marani, Lawson and Morris, and higoricaly notable for its association with the artist. The Jacobine
Jones House contributes contextudly to the Y ork Mills neighbourhood in North Y ork where it was
part of acommunity of Canadian artisansin the early to mid 20" century.

The Reasons for Designation, including a description of the heritage attributes of the property, are
available for viewing from the City Clerk’s Department or from Heritage Preservation Services,
Culture Divison, Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, City of Toronto.

Condlusons:
It is recommended that Council state its intention to designate the property at 49 Highland Crescent
under Part 1V of the Ontario Heritage Act.

Contact:

Rita Davies

Executive Director of Culture
Td: 416-397-5323

Fax: 416-392-5600

E-mall: rdavies@toronto.ca

Lig of Attachments;

Attachment 1 — Location Map (49 Highland Crescent)
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Attachment 2 — Photographs (49 Highland Crescent)
Attachment 3 — Reasons for Designation (49 Highland Crescent)

(A copy of Attachment 2 ison filein the City Clerk’s Office)



224 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

ATTACHMENT 1
LOCATION MAP: 49 HIGHLAND CRESCENT

4_ Midway between Y onge Street & Bayview Avenue —>
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ATTACHMENT 3
REASONS FOR DESIGNATION: 49 HIGHLAND CRESCENT

The property a 49 Highland Crescent is recommended for designation under Part 1V of the Ontario
Heritage Act for its cultura resource vaue or interest. The noted Canadian sculptor Jacobine Jones
commissioned the Toronto architecturd firm of Marani, Lawson and Morristo desgn a combined
resdence and studio in York Mills that was completed in 1935. Jones received training at the
Regent Street Polytechnic in London before her arriva in Canadain 1932. She taught art a the
Northern Vocationa School, and served as the Director of Sculpture at the Ontario College of Art.
At her studio in her York Mills residence, Jones produced works of art inspired by her love of
animasand nature. She received numerous commissions throughout the 1930s, culminating with her
ingtdlation of two monumenta sculptures in the Canadian Pavilion at the New Y ork World' s Fair
in 1939. Jones was dected to the Roya Canadian Academy and the Sculptor’ s Society of Canada
in 1954. Among her extant commissons in Toronto are the Canadian historical figures of
Champlain, Wolfe, Smcoe and Brock on the fagade of the Sigmund Samuel Canadiana Building &
the Univergty of Toronto, and the basrdief in the banking hal of the Bank of Nova Scotia Building
a Scotia Plaza. The latter buildings and sculptures are recognized on the City of Toronto Inventory
of Heritage Properties.

The Jacobine Jones House is historicaly notable for its association with the prominent Canadian
sculptor. The house is architecturdly sgnificant as a well-executed example of Colonia Reviva
design with dementsinspired by 19" century Greek Reviva architecture. Contextudly, the building
contributes to the Y ork Mills neighbourhood that attracted a community of prominent Canadian
atisansin the early part of the 20" century, among them C. W. Jefferys, Walter Seymour Allward
and Group of Seven artist Franklin Carmichad!.

The heritage attributes of the house are found on the exterior wals and roof. Rising 1%2 sories, the
building is dad with stucco and trimmed with wood.  The structure is covered by a steeply pitched
cross-gable roof with returned eaves, centra chimney and, on the northeast and southwest dopes,
skylights. Gables mark the principal (northeast) facade and rear (southwest) eevation where
entrances are placed. On the northeast facade, a panelled wood door with a round-arched fanlight
isset in aClasscd surround with fluted pilasters and a broken pediment. Above, a flat-headed
window opening marks the haf-storey. To the right of the entrance, atrio of diminutive window
openings surmounts three tal flat-headed window openings with multi-paned sash windows. The
origina door and window openings on the Sde and rear devations are partidly conceded by sngle-
storey additions that are not included in the Reasons for Ligting.
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ATTACHMENT 6 [Notice of Motion J(34)]

Report (April 11, 2005) from the Integrity Commissioner, entitled “Interim Report”. (See Minute
4.131, Page 155):

Purpose:

It is seven months since | became the City’ sfird Integrity Commissioner. The object of this Report
isto provide Councillors with an account of what | have been doing over the course of those seven
months.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications arisng from this report.

Recommendation

It is recommended that Council receive this report.
| ntroductior:

Under the terms of the Council resolution providing for the gppointment of a part-time Integrity
Commissioner, my duties are fourfold: Advisory, Complant Investigation, Complaint Adjudication,
and Educationd. In this Report, | ded with each of those four respongibilities. | will aso provide
detalls of the satting up of my office and the way it operates currently, aswel as share with you what
| learned in the course of interviews that | conducted with the Mayor and al Councillors on the
subject of their expectations of the office of Integrity Commissioner.

Q) Setting up the Offices

During the firgt few months of my gppointment, | was principaly preoccupied with the setting up of
my office

That involved extensive discussions about the most gppropriate form of contractua relationship
between the City and an Integrity Commissioner. A range of legd congderations affected these
discussions, not the least of which was the reach of the Municipal Freedom of Information and
Protection of Privacy Act and its potentid impact on the functioning of my office.

There were dso many briefing sessons a which | was introduced to those members of staff with
whom | would be interacting, and the various policies and programs for which they were responsible
and which were rdlevant to my role. These meetings d o provided an opportunity to sart discussons
about protocols (forma and informa) to govern stuations in which the functions of the Integrity
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Commissioner and those of other officids and offices intersected. This was particularly important as
Part B of the Council Code of Conduct Complaint Protocol for a City Integrity Commissioner
(“Complaint Pratocol”) makesit dear thet the Integrity Commissoner is not to ded with complaints
for which another process dready exidts. Theredfter, | followed up on theseinitia briefing meetings
with more detailed discussions with those officids with whom | expected to interact regularly, such
asthe Mayor, City Clerk, the City Solicitor, the Acting Director of Corporate Access and Privacy,
the Director of Council and Support Services, the Executive Director of Human Resources, the
Director of Election Services, and the Auditor Generd. (I should add that there ill remain
outstanding items in relaion to the issue of passibly conflicting jurisdictions, one of which will be
before Council in a separate Report from me at its April 12, 2005 meeting.)

The location of my office and the physcd, organizationd, and support services for my office dso
had to be worked out. It was agreed that Stuating my office in City Hal would not compromise my
independence, and office space was made available on the 15" Floor of the West Tower. By mid-
October, the office was fully operationd save that | was dill looking for an Adminigtrative Assgtant.
As of late November, that gap wasfilled with the hiring of Zorida Ali, who works for me two days
aweek.

Another task that merited prompt attention was the design and launch of an Integrity Commissoner
webste. That Ste was up and running by October. It provides an invauable source of information
about the nature of my office as wel as the rules and policies governing its functioning for
Councillors, gaff, and members of the public. As such, it fulfills part of the educationd, outreach
gods of the Office. It dso facilitates ready access to the information needed to make a forma
complaint —the Councillors Code of Conduct (“Code of Conduct”), the Complaint Protocol, and
the form of affidavit that complanants have to complete.

There was initid media interest in the cregtion of the Office of Integrity Commissoner and |
responded pogitively to al requedts for interviews. In addition, | made contact with my provincid
counterpart as well as academics working in the fidd of government ethics with aview to establishing
contacts for the sharing of views and experiences. More recently, there have a so been a number of
invitations to speek about the nature of the office and my experienceto this point. Here too, | have
endeavoured to accommodate those requests.

2 Advisory Role:

One of my tasksisthe provison of advice to Coundillors on activities thet potentidly implicate their
obligations under the Code of Conduct. It is obvious thet it is far better to pre-empt potentia
violations of the Code of Conduct than to have to ded with such matters after the event by way of
acomplant. Thiswas a message that | sought to convey in interviewing al the Coundillors during the
last few weeks of 2004 and the first few weeks of 2005.
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In fact, there are growing signs that that message has got across and that Councillors are prepared
to utilize this service. | have now received 19 requests for advice from 15 different Councillors. In
about haf of those ingances, | have committed my advice to writing. This has been particularly so
in Stuaions involving the Code of Conduct provision with respect to Gifts and Benefits.

The specifications for my Advisory Role adso include giving advice to Council. Council has passed
resolutions requesting me to look into two issues. the possible legk of the name of the nominee to
acivilian postion on the Police Services Board and the issue of whether Councillors should be gble
to intervene on award matter in another Councillor’ sward. | will be reporting on the first of these
references at the April 12 meeting of Council and the second is ill under congideration.

My giving of advice has also extended beyond this. | have responded to a number of requests for
advice from gaff in relation to policy issues that might affect the office of the Integrity Commissoner
or that have dimensons with an ethicd or integrity component. Aswell, | endeavour to set members
of the public on the right path when they approach me with requests for action in matters over which
| have no jurigdiction. In many ingances, that involves putting them in touch with ether the relevant
City officid or aCoundillor.

3 Complaint Investigation and Adjudication

These two aspects of my role are inseparably linked. | have received nine formd complaints. The
fird was settled without involvement on my part. | am reporting on the next two at the April 12
meeting of Council. | rgjected one of those for lack of jurisdiction and the other on the merits.
Currently, the other Six are dill under investigetion. Seven of the complaints came from members of
the public and two from gtaff members.

While | am without power to compel anyone to meet with me, to this point, | have received full
cooperation from Councillors and g&ff in my investigation of complaints. The same was ao true of
theinquiry that | conducted a the request of Coundil into the aleged lesk of the name of the nominee
to the vacant civilian position on the Police Services Board. That has certainly made my task eager.

The Complaint Protocol dso makes provision for the informal settlement of complaints and, where
feasble, | have encouraged those contacting my office about Code of Conduct matters to try to
resolve the issue by making contact with the Councillor in question and expressing their concerns.
| have no reliable data on whether this advice has been taken and, if o, whether it has resolved the
issue. | do, however, have the impression that a number of potentid complaints have not been
pursued because of the formditiesinvolved and, particularly, the requirement that aforma complaint
be commenced by way of affidavit. At some later point, | will evauate the merits of that requirement.
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4) Educationd:

My job description calls on me to provide “outreach programs to members of Council and staff on
legidation, protocols, and office procedures emphasizing the importance of ethics for public
confidence in municipa government.” To this point, | have not progressed very far in the furtherance
of that task, though | have assembled a small group of advisorsto asss in the development of an
educationd package. | have dso, through my interviewswith Coundillors, endeavoured to emphasize
the educationa misson of the office. Aswell, as mentioned above, some of the materid on my web
gte has been developed for the very purpose of providing information to the public, Councillors and
gaff about my office and the City’ s commitment to the maintenance of integrity. Thus, my dte has
alink to FAQs, and | am working on adding a segment containing sample advice and summaries of
complaintsinvestigated.

) Workload:

At present, the position is a part-time one, and the expectation was that | would spend two and a
haf to three days aweek on the work of the office. To this point, that estimate has proved accurate
and | am generdly & my office in City Hall haf of each working week. Outside of thet time, | am
normally readily available by phone or email & my home in Kingston.

Over the past few weeks, the pace and amount of the work has been growing. As a consequence,
| do anticipate having to devote more time to the postion in the second haf of my year-long
appointment than | did in the firgt half. Effective fulfillment of the educationd part of my mandate will
its=f require thet. Working only half awesk will aso be insufficent if thereis any sgnificant increase
on the Complaint Sde of my responghilities.

(6) Mestingswith Councillors:

(&  Introduction

When Council gppointed me asits first Integrity Commissioner, | determined that | should mest
persondly with al City Councillors to seek their opinions and advice on not only my role but dso
the contents of the Code of Conduct. What should | be doing as Integrity Commissioner? How can
| best serve the City? What isthe leve of awareness of the contents of the current Code of Conduct
for Councillors? Are there any problems with the nature and content of that Code? Does it need
improvement? If so, in what respects? Are there species of conduct that the Code does not cover
currently but should? These were the mattersthat | intended to raise with Councillors.

At the beginning, | regarded this as an exercise principaly for my own information and education.
However, about half way through the process, | determined that, once it was completed, | should
share asynopss of what | had heard with al Councllors with aview not only to informing them but
aso to encouraging discussion about contentious matters. (Indeed, some Councillors aso suggested
thet | do this) | aso hoped that this process might assist me in identifying how best to fulfill the
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educationa and outreach portion of my mandate.

In the course of an interview process extending over three months, | saw every Councillor and am
ready to recount what | have heard (without, | hope, bresking any confidences). In so doing, | will
aso incorporate into the discussion issues that have arisen out of my role as aprovider of advice to
Councillors on specific Code of Conduct issues (once again, without bresking any confidences).
Findly, | will add a section identifying some of the issues that have arisen out of my involvement with
the Protocol for handling forma complaints.

(b) Awareness of the Code of Conduct

| did not presume to test Councillors on their knowledge of the Code of Conduct nor, indeed, did

| sysematically ask whether they were aware of its exisence. However, at least one Coundillor did

express surprise that there was such a document and another seemed to think that, provided he/she

avoided conflicts of interest as prohibited by the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act, dl would be
well. Others suggested that the awvareness level of the detalls of the Code of Conduct was low and

asserted that it was part of my role to ensure a heightening of that awareness. | agree with that and

one of the purposes of this exercise is to solicit suggestions as to how this might be done a
symposum on the Code of Conduct for Councillors and ther office staff, more frequent

communications about Code of Conduct issues, an expanded range of Code of Conduct FAQs on
my web page, or dl of these and more.

(© Scope of my Mandate

A number of Councillors did not know that my mandate was confined to the Code of Conduct
governing the activities of Councillors. 1 have no jurisdiction over complaints about other City
officids or gaff generdly. This prompted the observation that either | should have that jurisdiction
or, dternatively, that the City should be moving in the direction of a more generd Ombuds-type
office. Given that, as opposed to the Situation in some provinces, Ontario’s Ombudsman does not
have jurisdiction over municipdlities, there may be merit in that proposd. For the present, however,
these are matters which rest ultimately with the Chief Adminidrative Officer (or City Manager) and,
to a certain extent, the Auditor Generd, particularly through the Fraud and Waste Hotline.

Let me, however, offer three observations from my limited experience to this point. Fird, in terms
of inquiries by members of the public, amgority are about maiters quite outsde my jurisdiction and
are more in the nature of complaints about adminigtrative failures, or the conduct of saff, or both.
They assume that iswhat | am there to look after and are not unnaturaly disappointed when | have
to tell them to go elsewhere. Secondly, | have had alimited number of inquiries from staff looking
for advice not just in relation to ther interactions with Councillors but aso about their own ethica
and Code of Conduct issues. | have not turned them away. Thirdly, when staff make complaints
agang Counaillors, it dmost certainly will not be uncommon for Councillors to respond by making
counter-complaints againg the relevant member or members of gaff. The fact that | have no
authority over gaff raises logigticd difficultiesin the satisfactory resolution of such complaints,
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(d)

Specific Agpects of the Code of Conduct

()

Lobbying

Theviewsof Councillors on the very practice of lobbying ran the gamut from those who see
their role as Coundillorsin terms of congtant exposure to and evaduation of lobbying to those
who want nothing whatsoever to do with [obbyids.

Asfar asthe current Lobbying rules are concerned, there were a number of questions.

@

(b)

(©

Some questioned the utility of a Code of Conduct Rule that spesks smply in terms
of Coundillorsbeing “vigilant in thelr duty to serve public interests when faced with
lobbying activities” This was too vague and did not provide a precise enough
standard by which Coundillors could confidently self-regulate their interaction with
lobbyigts.

Thereis presently a voluntary lobbyist registry under which lobbyists are required
to 9gn in when attending a Coundillor’ s City Hal office for the purpose of lobbying.
Only athird or so of Councillors are part of that voluntary system. Even some of
those question its worth. Among the issues raised were the utility of a system that
goplied only to City Hal contacts with lobbyigts, and not, for example, to
condtituency or golf course meetings with lobbyigts or various forms of eectronic
interaction. One Councillor was quite sceptical as to whether anyone ever bothered
to look at the monthly ligts of in-office meetings with lobbyigs that participantsin the
voluntary register sysem submit monthly to the City Clerk’ s Office. For her/him, it
was an empty formaism. In contrast, most of those participating saw it as one
important way in which a degree of openness and transparency could be brought
to thar activities. Thisis underscored by the fact that the regidtry isaccessbleon the
City’s website. Moreover, contrary to the impressions of the one Councillor, the
City Clerk’ s Office informs me that there are requests from the public every month
for accessto the registry.

There was ds0 a limited amount of criticism of the current Code of Conduct
definition of what condtitutes a“lobbyist”. One Coundillor was strongly of the view
that developers and other entities acting on behdf of their own financid interest
should not come within the definition, while afew others were concerned (amost
certainly without judtification) that public interest organizations did not come within
the current definition.
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(i)  Giftsand Bendits

Reaction among Councillors to the current policies concerning gifts and benefits was
extremely varied. At one extreme were those who would put a total ban on gifts or who
have made a persond decision never to accept them. The vast mgority were of the view
that there should be a least some room for accepting gifts and benefits, particularly in many
of the contexts dedlt with in the current rules, and, in particular, gifts and benefits received
as“anincident of protocol, custom or socid obligations’, “food, lodging, trangportation and
entertainment provided by” various other governments, and “food and beverages consumed
at banquets, receptions or Smilar events’.

However, there was adear sense among many Coundillors thet the current language dedling
with stuations in which gifts and benefits could be accepted was vague and did not make
bright line digtinctions between the permissible and impermissible. Some dso fdt that the
current wording left too much room for the receipt of gifts and benefits that were
inappropriate.

To take an example that recently attracted some attention in the media, does the fact that
an industry association has dined, wined and provided entertainment for Councillors and
gaff in the past make it a matter of “custom” about which no concerns can be raised? In
other words, iswhat has happened previoudy on anumber of occasions become an dways
acceptable custom or should there be some room within the rules for the reassessment of
past practices? Does the adlowance for “food and beverages consumed at banquets,
receptions and other events’ permit Councillors to accept invitations to any and al such
occasions irrespective of their lavishness and irrespective of who is staging the event?
Indeed, the same questions can be gpplied to the instance of benefits and gifts provided by
other governments, be they locd, provincid, nationd or internationd.

More generdly, there is a question as to where the line is to be drawn between the
impermissible receipt of gifts and benefits “connected directly or indirectly with the
performance of [a Councillor’g| duties or office’” and the permissible categories of giftsand
benefits — those that normally accompany the responsihilities of office and are received as
anincident of protocol, custom, or socia obligations.

Some Councillors question whether it is ether gppropriate or possble to be more specific
or more redtrictive as to what is permissible. Others favour closer regulation whether it be
by way of clearer language, a reporting requirement, and/or a monetary limit. (As |

understand it, there was at one time a monetary limit of $200 which triggered reporting,

refusal and return obligations. Monetary limits remain a feature of most other policies of
which | am aware, including the policy governing receipt of gifts and benefits by members
of gaff ($25) and the various provincia and territorid integrity regimes (ranging from $200
to $500)).
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Sufficeit to say that, in my limited experience, and as was accurately reported in the media,
this policy is the one under which | have had greatest difficulty in rendering advice. As a
result, | tend to support those who argue that the wording and the structure of the policy a
least needs to be reworked. In particular, apolicy that starts with a negative in the form of
a seeming ban but then undercuts much of that ban with a series of broad exceptionsis a
problematic structure.

Therange of Councillors podtions on this question dso suggedts that a full exchange of
views on the subject would be useful. To this end, my assstant has been invetigating the
gifts and benefits policies of other municipdities and levels of government to seeif there are
any dternatives that might inform any debate that takes place.

(i)  Conflicts of Interest

(@  Wha conditutes aconflict of interest is becoming more complex particularly
when Coundillors serve on Agencies, Boards and Commissions, which have
their own separate interests, and, with incressing regularity, when
Councillors are members of /representatives on public/private partnerships
in which the City is participating.

(b) At present, both the City Salicitor and the Integrity Commissioner are
confined to providing genera advice about the Municipal Conflict of
Interest Act. Neither of us can provide specific advice about whether
a paticular stuation actualy givesrise to a prohibited conflict. Councillors
are expected to obtain their own independent legal advice and the cost of
that comes out of their own pockets. The City does not reimburse and it is
not alegitimeate claim on aCouncillor’s office budget. Some Councillors are
concerned about this. Obtaining independent lega advice on an issue that
seems to be arigng (at least for some) with increesing regularity is an
expengve proposition. Asareault, this can give rise to a tendency to ether
take a chance or to declare a conflict whenever any possible issue might
arise. Nether of these Stuationsis desirable.

(© It is ds0 the case that the Municipal Conflict of Interest Act and its
provisons for court enforcement and remova from office has become too
much of a dedgehammer for cracking what in many ingtances may be a
mere nut. Thisdl or nothing approach to conflict of interest issues certainly
warrants rethinking, and, while thisis not something directly within Coundil’s
jurisdiction, it might be a matter that could be addressed in the process of
negotiating the overhaul of the City of Toronto Act.



234

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
April 12, 13 and 14, 2005

(iv) Election Rules

Any number of Councillors predicted that the peak period of activity for the Integrity
Commissoner would be during an eection campaign and, in particular, thet the Office would
be cdled upon to palice the prohibition on Councillors using City resources (their expense
acoount, their gaff) on their campaigns. The most likely source of such complaints would be
other candidates concerned about minimizing any advantage that accrues to Stting members
in municipd dections. | was not sure whether thiswas smply awarning of what the Integrity
Commissioner should expect or dso aconcern that the existing rules were not clear or tough

enough.

Infact, | am without jurisdiction in relation to the rules governing the conduct of municipd
eections This is primarily the doman of the Municipal Elections Act, 1996 with
enforcement of its provisions through the regular courts. Also, with respect to the particular
policies and programs that are in place in the City of Toronto with respect to eections,
responsbility for that rests with the City Clerk’s Office acting through the Director of
Election Services Nonethdess, | do heed the warning that the Integrity Commissioner will
likely become involved, particularly in mattersinvolving the use of office expenses, fadilities,
and gteff.

v) Office Expenses

There is some concern about aspects of the current rules governing use of office expenses
and, mogt notably, with what comes within the permissible range of “sponsorships and
donations’. What limits are imposed by virtue of the fact that any such sponsorship or
donation mugt be linked to an “organization”? Does that exclude the use of the office
expense budget to assst sngle or adiscrete group of condituents? Some Councillors were
aso concerned that the current per diem rates for hospitaity while attending a sanctioned
Convention were too low given the high cost of many venues and the expectation of
hospitdity being extended by an atending Councillor. This perspective contrasted
dramaticaly with the point of view of some thet there should be no entertaining a dl on the
public purse.

(vi)  Behaviour in Council Chamber and Committees

A few Councillors identified the behaviour of ther peers in Council Chamber and
Committees of Council as the most obvious integrity issue facing the City at the moment.
Those concerns extended beyond generd issues of decorum and interchanges between and
among Councillors on the Council floor to the way in which Councillors dedt with gtaff
members at Council and Committee meetings. However, among those who spoke to this
issue, there was no unanimity as to whether this was an issue over which my Office did or
should have juristiction. Some suggested that the Integrity Commissoner was idedlly located
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to identify what congtitutes ingppropriate behaviour in Council or Committee, while others
were of the view that this had to remain a matter for the Chair of Council or the relevant
Committee. At the April 12, 2005 meeting of Council, I am making recommendations on
this matter in the context of a report on a complaint by a member of the public about the
behaviour of a Councillor a a Council meeting.

(vii)  Confidentidity

First term Councillorsin particular tended to be astonished at the extent to which there are
lesks to the media of confidential materia, and most placed the blame for this primarily on
their colleagues, not staff. On the part of some long-serving Councillors, there was amost
a sense of resgned acceptance of the inevitability of the continuation of lesks. Thisled to
reluctance on the part of some to provide certain kinds of information ether a in camera
mesetings of Council and its Committees or in other processes where confidentidity is
expected. The attitude of this group was very much to the effect that lesks are an ingrained
part of the culture of City Hall, so one should not entrugt to the system any information that
you want kept confidentid. | dso received various suggestions as to how the Stuaion might
beimproved. Thisisanissuethat | dedl with in greater detail in my report on the aleged lesk
to the media of the name of the recommended candidate to the civilian position on the Police
Services Board.

(viii)  Sanctionsfor Violations

“What power do you have when you find aviolation of the Code of Conduct?’ Thiswas
a frequent question to which | was forced to provide the answer: “Not very much!” At
present, my powers are restricted to making a report to Council to the effect that | have
found a violation of the Code and, if necessary, making recommendations for action by
Council. However, Council itself has limited powers over such matters, the principa of
which are probably formal censure, a cal for an gpology, and perhaps suspension from
Council. Without amendment to the City of Toronto Act, it is unlikely that either Council
or the Integrity Commissioner have or could be given much more authority than that.
Nonetheless, the issue does deserve congderation particularly in the context of the current
exercise to secure amendments to the Act.

Possible Addition to the Code
0] Tregpassng in Other Councillors Wards

Some Councillors are concerned about the extent to which other Councillors and their saff
are becoming involved in activities in Wards other than ther own. Thisinvolvement typicaly
takes the form of providing assistance to citizens who are not their congtituents in relation
to matters within another Councillor’s Ward, and attending (either in person or through a
daff member) and participating in meetings in other Councillors Wards. This group of
Councillors wants the Code of Conduct amended to regulate such conduct explicitly.
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Infact, at its February meeting, City Council referred thisissue to me for consderation and
| will be reporting back to Council when that work is concluded.

The Complaints Protocol
() Citizen-Initiated Complaints

The vast mgority of Councillors had no problem with the fact that members of the public
have the right to complain to the Integrity Commissioner that Councillors have violated the
Code of Conduct. However, the concern was expressed that it islikely that citizenswill use
this route as vehicle for trying to refight the merits of lost causes. In my limited experience,
thereis some sense that thisis precisdy what some members of the public do want to do.

However, provided my office is sendtive to thiskind of inappropriate complaint, my own
position continues to be that thisis not areason for diminating ditizen access to the complaint
mechaniam.

There was, however, a suggestion that citizens (and others) making a complaint should be
obliged to refrain from giving the complaint any publicity as a condition of having the Integrity
Commissioner congder it. This concern was motivated by the sense that harm isdoneto a
Coundillor’ s reputation by the mere reporting of the fact that a complaint has been filed and
that that harm is never completely eiminated by subsequent vindication of the Councillor.

When the Integrity Commissioner investigates a complaint, that process is conducted
“privatey” at present and there is no contact with the media over the details or progress of
the investigation. Whether it is feasble and proper to impose a smilar obligation of
confidentidity on complainants (and respondent Councillors, for that matter) is another
question and one on which | would appreciate comment.

(i)  Misdlaneous

Other issues have dso arisen with respect to the Complaint Protocol. Are there
circumstances under which | should be able to take anonymous complaints or start an
investigation of my own initiative and without aforma complaint? Isit too cumbersome to
require that a forma complant be commenced by filing an affidavit? Is my ability to
recommend that Council pay the costs of a successful party on acomplaint restricted to the
costs of alawyer or doesit extend to other costs such as out of pocket expenses? After |
have more experience with the wording and operation of the present Complaint Protocol,
| will dmost certainly be reporting further on these and other aspects of it.
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()] Conclusons

Theinformation contained in this synopss does not pretend to be the result of scientific or empirica
research. It is not based on a set of responses to a standard set of questions. Rather, it is the
product of a series of ungtructured interviews, the length of which and the direction and format of
which varied dramaticaly. However, | do bdieve that it provides a sarting point for further
consideration of and possibly work on at least some of the areas discussed.

While we would certainly dl agree that certain species of conduct are unethica or without integrity
(accepting out and out bribes, harassment contrary to the Ontario Human Rights Code), there are
many ethica and integrity questions for which there are no absolute answers. In these uncertain
domains, there is considerable room for ingtitutions to make choices about the way in which they
conduct and regulate themsalves. What does matter, however, is that those choices are made after
informed and full consderation and debate.

With thisismind, | would gppreciate further views on the mattersraised in this Report. In particular,
what suggestions do you have for the furtherance of the educationa misson of the Office of the
Integrity Commissioner? Would you be interested in some form of seminar or symposium, and, if
30, how should that be structured to make you want to attend? Which of the issues canvassed in this
part of my report do you believe to be most in need of consderation and debate? Does the
discussion of the various concerns about particular aspects of the Code of Conduct and the
Complaint Protocol reflect your views adequeately? It not, wheat further dimensions need to be added
to the discussion of those issues? Are there any mattersin particular that should be fast-tracked for
review?

(7)  Summary

Thanks to the support and advice | have recaived from many members of Staff, Councillorsand my
Adminigrative Assgtant, the Office of the Integrity Commissioner has taken a shgpe and direction
that ssemsto meto be in accord with the objectives of Coundil in its resolution cregting the pogtion.
With the exception of the Office's educationa and outreach mission, it is fully operationd. While
there were a number of initid teething difficulties (Some anticipated, others not) in setting up the
Office, mogt of these have now been overcome. Over the second haf of my appointment, my
intention is not only to continue to fulfill the core responghilities that Council has assgned to me but
aso to continue to reevauate the policies and procedures that congtitute the core of the City’s
integrity regime.  In that endeavour, | hope to be informed by reaction to this Report and, in
paticular, that part of it in which | outline the matters that have come out of my interactions with
Councillors over the firgt seven months of my gppointment.

Contact:

David Mullan
Integrity Commissioner
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Tel: 416-397-7770/Fax: 416-392-3840
Email: dmullan@toronto.ca
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ATTACHMENT 7 [Notice of Motion J(35)]

Public report (April 5, 2005) from the Integrity Commissioner, entitled “Report on Complaint of
Viodlation of Councillor’s Code of Conduct” (See Minute 4.132, Page 156):

Purpose:

To report on the rgection of acomplaint that a Coundillor violated Part 111 (Confidentia Informeation)
and Part X| (Discreditable Conduct) of the Code of Conduct for Members of Council (“ Code of
Conduct”).

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications arisng from this report.

Recommendation

It is recommended that Council receive this report (including the confidentia attachment).

Background:

A condtituent complained that, in dealing with an issue that had arisen in her/his ward, a Councillor
had disclosed or released to members of the public confidentia information *acquired by virtue of
[her/hig) officeg” and hed failed to treat a member of the public “fairly” and had thereby violated Parts
[11 and X1 of the Code of Conduct.

| investigated the complaint according to Part B (“Forma Complaint Procedure’) of the Council
Code of Conduct Complaint Protocol (“Complaint Protocol”).

Comments.

On the basis of that investigation, | found that a number of the condtituent’ s concerns involved the
subgtance of the issue and were therefore not within my jurisdiction. | dso found that the Councillor
had not violated the Code of Conduct and, in particular, had not disclosed or released confidentia
information identifying and concerning the congtituent nor had he/she failed to treat the congtituent
fairly by lying to her/him. | therefore prepared areport on the complaint, which the City Clerk has
provided, to both the congtituent and the Councillor as required by s. 6 of Part B of the Complaint
Protocol. That report is attached to this report as a confidential document for the information of
Council.

Condusons:
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Council should recaive this report (including the confidentia attachment) rgecting the complaint.
Contact:

David Mullan

Integrity Commissioner

Te: 416-397-7770/Fax: 416-392-3840
Email: dmullan@toronto.ca

(The confidentid attachment to this report remains confidentid, in its entirety, in accordance with the
provisgons of the Municipal Act, 2001, as it contains persond information about identifigble
individuas,)
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ATTACHMENT 8 [Notice of Motion J(36)]

Report (April 6, 2005) from the Integrity Commissoner, entitled “Report on Complaint (2)”.
(See Minute 4.133, Page 158):

Purpose:

To report on the rgjection for want of jurisdiction of a citizen complaint that a Councillor violated
Parts VIII (Conduct at Council) and XI (Discreditable Conduct) of the Code of Conduct for
Members of Council (“Code of Conduct”).

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications arisng from this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:
Q) Council receive thisreport (including the atachment); and

2 in the current review of the City’s procedura by-law, consideration be given to including a
protocol under which members of the public and saff have the right to complain to Coundil
that the behaviour of Councillors in Council or Committee has violated the Code of
Conduct, and providing that Council, either of its own initiative or on the complaint of a
citizen or a gaff member, may refer to the Integrity Commissioner issues of Code of
Conduct violations in Council or in Committee.

Background:

A member of the public complained about the behaviour of a Councillor in the course of Council’s
condderation of anotice of mation. The citizen dleged that the Councillor behaved inappropriately
and in adiscriminatory manner in opposing and trying to persuade other Councillors to oppose the
motion. It was claimed that these actions condtituted discreditable conduct in terms of Part X1, and
afalureto act with decorum a Coundil in terms of Part V11 of the Code of Conduct for Members
of Council (“Code of Conduct”).

Under section 2(3) of Part B (“Forma Complaint Procedure’) of the Council Code of Conduct
Complant Protocol (“Complaint Protocol”), the Integrity Commissoner is directed not to undertake
an investigation where another body has jurisdiction to dedl with the subject matter of the complaint.
Under section 2(4), | do, however, have the power to report to Council on acomplaint not within
my jurisdiction.
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In this instance, | had immediate doubts as to whether | had jurisdiction to ded with citizen
complaints about the behaviour of Councillors at City Council. | therefore proceeded to determine
whether those doubts were judtified. | determined that they were but decided not only to ingruct the
City Clerk to convey that ruling to the complainant (as required by section 2(3) of the Complaint
Protocol) but aso to report to Council on thisissue with recommendations.

Comments.

For reasons identified in greater detall in the attached report sent to the complainant, the Integrity
Commissioner does not have authority under the Code of Conduct to review complaints about the
behaviour of Councillors & Council and Committee mestings. The behaviour of Councillors at
Council, while regulated by the Code of Conduct, isthe responghbility of Council (acting primarily
through the Mayor or his deputy). Absent a resolution of Council requesting the Integrity
Commissioner to become involved, this self-palicing is part of the statutory rights and privileges of
Council.

However, Council should give consderation to amending the procedura by-law to provide for
review of dvilian and gaff complaints aout the behaviour of Coundillorsin Counail or in Committee
by Council itsdf or by the Integrity Commissoner at the request of Council. | see two man
arguments for moving in that direction. Misconduct (and, in particular, discriminatory behaviour) in
Council may not aways be immediately gpparent to the Mayor, his deputy or to other members of
Council. Indeed, it may only be the civilian or gaff victims of that misconduct who will be awvare of
it or its full ramifications. That suggedts that there should be some mechanism for rasng these
matters after the event. Secondly, there seems to be support for taking steps to improve the
behaviour of Councillors both in Council and Committees — even on the part of Coundillors
themsdlves. The possihility of being subject to acomplaint from staff or amember of the public may
have an impact on the way in which Councillors conduct themsdlves. Indeed, even in Stuations
where seeming misconduct is gpparent a a meeting to the Mayor, his deputy, or other Councillors,
there may be times where the issue can be more satisfactorily dealt with after the event by the
Integrity Commissioner than immediately by the Mayor, his deputy, or Council asawhole,

Condusons:

Council should receive the report to the effect tha the Integrity Commissioner does not have
jurisdiction over citizen complaints about the behaviour of Councillor at Council meetings.

However, Council should aso give condderation to whether provision for such complaints should
be induded in the procedure by-law and, if S0, authorizing Coundil to assgn the investigation of such
complaintsto the Integrity Commissioner.
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Communication (April 6, 2005) addressed to
the City Clerk, from the Integrity Commissioner,
entitled “Report on Complaint”

Nature of Complaint:

A member of the public complained about the behaviour of a Councillor in the course of Council’s
condderation of anotice of mation. The citizen dleged that the Councillor behaved inappropriatey
and in adiscriminatory manner in opposing and trying to persuade other Councillors to oppose the
motion. It was claimed that these actions condtituted discreditable conduct in terms of Part X1 and
afalureto act with decorum a Coundil in terms of Part V11 of the Code of Conduct for Members
of Council (“Code of Conduct”).

Summary of Andings:

On the basis of my consideration of the rlevant statutory provisions, by-laws, and resolutions, set
out below (and consultation with the City Clerk’s Office and the Legd Services Division), | have
determined that | do not have jurisdiction over this complaint.

Rdevant Statutory Provisions, By-laws, and Resolutions:

The Municipal Act, 2001, S.O. 2001, c. 25, s. 225, provides that the head of Council (the Mayor)
is to preside over Council. Section 238 goes on to mandate that every municipality is to pass“a
procedure by-law for governing the caling, place and procedure of meetings’.

The City of Toronto has passed such a procedura by-law (Municipa Code Chapter 27, Council
Procedures). Section 27-14 of that by-law specifies:

§ 27-14. Chair to maintain order.

Subject to being overruled by a mgority vote of the members, which vote shal be taken
without debate, or comment, the Chair:

A. Shdl maintain order and preserve the decorum of the meeting.

Clause 2(3) of Part B of the Code of Conduct Complaint Protocol for a City Integrity Commissioner
(“the Complaint Pratocal”) isto the effect that the Integrity Commissioner iswithout jurisdiction over
complaints with respect to matters not covered by the Code of Conduct or “covered by other
legidation or acomplaint procedure under another Council policy”.
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Part V111 of the Code of Conduct stipulates:

Members shal conduct themsdves with decorum at Council in accordance with the
provisons of the Council Procedura By-law.

Part X1 of the Code of Conduct proscribes discrimination and harassment on the part of members
of Council and references not only the Ontario Human Rights Code but dso the Human Rights,
Harassment and Hate Activity Policy Framework, adopted by Council &t its meeting of December
16 and 17, 1998.

Andyss:
This complaint raised a difficult jurisdictiond issue.

The Code of Conduct coversfailing to act with decorum a Council, and the Code' s condemnation
of discriminatory and harassing conduct on its face extends to the conduct of Councillors at Council.

It isaso the case that naither the Municipal Act, 2001 nor the City of Toronto's procedura by-law
cregtes any mechaniam for complaints by members of the public againgt Councillors with respect to
their conduct a Council. That might be seen asindicating that, in terms of the Protocol, there being
no other complaint procedure, the Integrity Commissoner has jurisdiction to entertain such
complaints.

However, there is another important dimension to the issue of jurisdiction. As a cregture of Satute,
Council does not possess the same rights and privileges as Parliament and the provincid Legidative
Assamblies, right and privileges that are condtitutionally protected. Indeed, while the proceedings
of Parliament and the provincia Legidative Assemblies are not subject to the Canadian Charter
of Rights and Freedoms and rdevant federd and provincid humean rights legidation, the meetings
of Council are: Ontario (Speaker of the Legislative Assembly) v. Ontario (Human Rights
Commission) (2001), 54 O.R. (3d) 395 (C.A.); Freitag v. Penetanguishene (Town) (1999), 47
O.R. (3d) 301 (C.A.); and Hudler v. London (City), [1997] O.H.R.B.I.D. No. 23.

Nonetheless, both the Municipal Act, 2001 and the City’s procedura by-law make it clear that
respongbility for what transpires at meetings generaly and the keeping of order in particular isthe
primary responsibility of the Mayor or whosoever is presiding over Council in his place. Thisiis,
however, subject to the right of Council itsdf to override any ruling made by the Mayor (or his
deputy) on matters of order and decorum.

In my opinion, that structure makes it dear that initid responghility for determining whether a
member hasfaled to act with decorum or engaged in harassing and discriminatory conduct during
a meeting rests with Coundil itsdf. This power is exercised primarily through the Mayor or his
deputy. It takes the form of ether unilatera intervention or by way of response to a complaint or
motion by another Councillor. Theresfter, Council may choose to take issue with any ruling made
by the Mayor or his Deputy. In other words, the thrust of the relevant Municipal Act, 2001
provisons and the procedurd by-law isthat, at leest interndly, Council is responsble for the conduct
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of its meetings and the behaviour of its members during those meetings.

Indeed, subject to the rights that members of the public have under the Charter of Rights and
Freedoms and the Ontario Human Rights Code, | have grave doubts whether individud citizens
have any gtatus as of right to complain about the behaviour of Councillors a meetings of Council.
More pertinently, given Coundl’ s reponghility for sdf-policing in these matters, it is my pogtion thet
| do not have jurisdiction to ded with a complaint that has not been put to and considered by
Coundil itdf.

Condusions:

@ The behaviour of Councillors a Council, while regulated by the Code of Conduct, is the
respongbility of Council (acting primarily through the Mayor or his deputy). Absent a
resolution of Council requesting the Integrity Commissioner to become involved, this self-
policing is part of the gatutory rights and privileges of Council.

(b) Thisruling does raise the palicy issue whether Council should make any provison for ditizen
complaints about the behaviour of Councillorsin Council or in Committee, for that metter.
| see two main arguments for moving in that direction. Misconduct (and, in particular,
discriminatory behaviour) in Council may not aways be immediately gpparent to the Mayor,
his deputy or to other members of Council. Indeed, it may only be the civilian or dtaff
victims of that misconduct who will be aware of it or itsfull ramifications. That suggests thet
there should be some mechaniam for raising these matters after the event. Secondly, there
seems to be support for taking steps to improve the behaviour of Coundillors both in Coundil
and Committees— even on the part of Councillors themsdlves. Given that, | would suggest
that thereisjudtification for subjecting Coundcillors to complaints from members of the public
and geff, or a least from those who are the targets or victims of such misconduct. The
possbility of being subject to a complaint from staff or amember of the public may have an
impact on the way in which Councillors conduct themsdves. Indeed, even in Stuations
where seeming misconduct is apparent a a meeting to the Mayor, his deputy, or other
Councillors, there may be times where the issue can be more satisfactorily dedt with after
the event by the Integrity Commissoner than immediately by the Mayor, his deputy, or
Council asawhole,

It is therefore recommended that in the current review of the City’ s procedurd by-law, consderation
be given to including a protocol under which members of the public and gaff have the right to
complain to Coundil that the behaviour of Coundillorsin Council or Committee has violated the Code
of Conduct, and providing that Council, either of its own initiative or on the complaint of acitizen or
a daff member, may refer to the Integrity Commissioner issues of Code of Conduct violations in
Council or in Committee.
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Summary of Man Points,

In generd, the Integrity Commissioner does nat have authority under the Code of Conduct to review
complaints about the behaviour of Councillors a Council and Committee meetings. The behaviour
of Councillors a Council, while regulated by the Code of Conduct, is the responsibility of Council
(acting primarily through the Mayor or his deputy). Absent a resolution of Council requesting the
Integrity Commissioner to become involved, this sdf-palicing is part of the satutory rights and
privileges of Council. As discussed in the Conclusions, Council should give congderation to
amending the procedurd by-law to provide for review of civilian and staff complaints about the
behaviour of Councillors in Council or in Committee by Council itsdf or by the Integrity
Commissioner a the request of Council.
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ATTACHMENT 9 [Notice of Mation J(37)]

Report (April 12, 2005) from the Integrity Commissioner, entitled “Alleged Leak of Name of
Nominee to City Position on Police Services Board”. (See Minute 4.134, Page 159):

Purpose:

Thisisthe report on my investigation into the dleged legk of the name of the nomineeto the City’s
position on the Toronto Police Services Board. It dso discusses more generdly the issue of
confidentidity in the conduct of the business of Council, its Committees, and Boards.

Financid Implications and |mpact Stiatement:

There are no immediate financia implications of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:
Q) Council receive this report;

2 Council direct thet there be areview of the Policy and Processes for Citizen Nomindtion to
City Agencies, Boards, Commissions and Corporations (ABCCs) and Externa Special
Purpose Bodies with a view to amendments which provide specificdly and in detall the
confidentidity requirements which attend the operation of that policy and process,

3 Council direct that, in the context of the current review of the Procedurd By-law, there be
an assessment whether al Councillors should continue to have access to the documentation
and medtings of nominating pands as defined in the rdevant Policy and Processes for Citizen
Nomination to City Agencies, Boards, Commissions and Corporations (ABCCs) and
Externa Specid Purpose Bodies, and

4) Council direct that consderation be given to including in any proposds for anendment to
the City of Toronto Act explicit and drict confidentiaity provisions governing the operation
of civilian gppointment and other Council processes.

Background:

At its September 28, 2004 mesting, in consdering the Report of the Nominating Committee
recommending the appointment of Alok K. Mukherjee to the Toronto Police Services Board,
Council resolved:

“That the Mayor request the Integrity Commissioner to investigate the circumstances which
led to the September 28, 2004, Toronto Star article respecting the candidates for
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appointment to the Toronto Police Services Board.”

By letter dated October 25, 2004, the Mayor conveyed that request to me and | agreed to
undertake the investigation.

The article in question appeared on Page B1 of the September 28, 2004 edition of the Toronto Star
under the byline of Catherine Porter. The headline to the article was:

Miller dly to join board; Human rights adviser frontrunner for police services seet; Two
professors aso on short ligt to replace Alan Heisey; Advocate touted for police board spot.

In the body of the article, Ms. Porter named Mr. Mukherjee as “likely to be named as the city’s
representative’ on the Board and as “the frontrunner among three findigts.” She aso identified the
two other findigts. The information as to the identities of the three members on the short ligt
interviewed by the Nominating Committee was accurate, and Mr. Mukherjee was indeed the choice
of that Committee.

Comments.

Q) The Invedtigation

During the course of my investigation, | interviewed:
Seven of the Eight Members of the Nominating Committee (7 Coundillors)*
All Staff AdvisergObservers on the Nominating Committee (3)
City Clerk’ s Office Staff Servicing the Nominating Committee (2)
The Mayor
Mayor’s Office Staff (2)
Chair of the Police Services Board
City Clerk
City Clerk’s Office Staff Respongible for Preparing Materids for Council (4)

Catherine Porter, Reporter, Toronto Star

1 The eighth was not at the relevant meeting and took no part in the process of sel ecting the nominee.
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John Ferri, Editor, Toronto Star
Don Sdlar, Ombudsman, Toronto Star

Romayne Smith Fullerton, Professor, Faculty of Information and Media Studies, University
of Western Ontario

Short-listed gpplicants for the nomination (3)

In addition, | obtained copies of most of the relevant news media reports, consulted rdevant policy
documents (and most notably Policy and Processes for Citizen Nomination to City Agencies,
Boards, Commissions and Corporations (ABCCs) and Externa Speciad Purpose Bodies
(“Appointments Policy and Processes’)), and obtained the ditribution list for the Agendas of the
Nominating Committee (with an indication of those who recelved the confidentid agendaitems).

2 Chronology

On the basis of the interviews, a document prepared by a member of the City Clerk’s aff, and
news media reports, | developed the following chronology of the events leading up to Council’s
condderation of the relevant report of the Nominating Committee. (Asto precisdy what occurred
between September 24 and the Council Meeting of September 28, what follows represents my best
assessment.)

Following the cdl for gpplications for membership on bodies under the jurisdiction of the
Nominations Committee, there is an information meeting, which al applicants are expected to atend.
That occurred in the case of this particular gopointment. Theregfter, the process became confidentid.
The critica stages, dates, and eventsin that process were as follows:

1 July 29, 2004 (Agenda dated: July 23)

Committee met, reviewed al gpplications, and short-listed seven gpplicants for interview.

2. August 26, 2003 (Agenda dated: August 18)

The Committee interviewed sx of the seven short-listed candidates and carried out some tentative
ranking. (Two of the Councillor members of the Committee were not & this meeting.)

The media staked out the doors to the Committee Room where the interviews were scheduled to
take place. As a consequence, the interviews were moved to another |ocation and the candidates
were told when they reported to reception to go to that other location. The media did not converge
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on that other location.
3. August 27, 2003

An article appeared a Page B.1 of the Toronto Star under the byline of Bruce DeMara and Paul

Maoney, entitled “ Police board list lookstilted to the left.” In that article, the reporters named seven
persons as the short-listed candidates who had been interviewed the previous day. Thet list of names
was accurate. However, it was not the case that the Committee had interviewed dl the candidates
that day. Mr. Mukherjee was out of the country and was not interviewed until his return. That same
day, in the Globe and Mail (Metro) & Page A10, Insde City Hal identified the names of five of the
seven candidates, but not that of Mr. Mukherjee.

4, September 16, 2003 (Agenda dated: September 13)

The Committee interviewed the find candidate on the long short-list, Mr. Mukherjee. (One of the
Councillor members was not present.) The Committee then decided on ashort-ligt of three for find
interviewing. There were no Sgns of the mediaiin the vicinity of the location of this meeting.

5. Friday, September 24, 2003 (Agenda dated: September 21)

That morning, the Committee interviewed the three remaining candidates and voted to put
Mr. Mukherjee s name forward. (One of the Councillor members was not present nor was one of
the Staff advisers/observers) Once again, there was no visble media presence. Following the
meeting, a member of the City Clerk’s gaff servicing the Committee prepared the report of the
Committee on its nomination.

Thereefter, the staff member who had prepared the report (after review by the Chair) sent it
electronicaly to the person in the City Clerk’s Office who acts as the production coordinator for
Council Agendaitems. (In its dectronic form, it is password secure.) This was followed by ahard
copy version of the report.

That afternoon or on the morning of Monday, September 27, the Chair of the Committee briefed
amember of the Mayor’s saff as to the outcome of the process. That staff member conveyed the
information to the Mayor.

6. Monday, September 27, 2003

At that morning's briefing meeting on the next day’s Council meeting involving the Mayor, Deputy
Mayors, the City Clerk, and various members of her saff, the matter of the report of the Nominating
Committee was discussed (without the name of the successful candidate being reveded). It was
accepted that the City Clerk’s gtaff would follow the norma course of action for items for the
Supplementary Agenda: it would be processed, sent to the Printing and Didribution Unit for printing,
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and distributed the next morning as part of the Supplementary Agenda

However, as a result of concerns with preserving the confidentidity of the report, the Mayor
contacted the City Clerk early that afternoon and directed that the report not be printed and
digtributed that day, but rather be printed a Council the following day. (By now, five members of
the Mayor’ s staff were aware of the contents of the Report.)

In fact, the production coordinator had aready assigned an agenda number to the report and sent
it (by another member of the City Clerk’s g&ff) to the Printing and Digtribution Unit. However, as
a consequence of the Mayor’s intervention, it was retrieved immediately and held for printing at
Council the next day.

That evening, on City TV, Adam Vaughan reported the name of the dlegedly successful candidate.
That report was not accurate. However, it was the name of one of the two other candidates on the
short-ligt.

7. Tuesday, September 28, 2003

Council met. Prior to Council meeting, the Toronto Star article appeared. In a Toronto Sun article
that same morning at Page 4, SueAnn Levy and Rob Granatstein, under the headline “New board
Sedt is anti- Fantino: Mayor denies he played arolein sdection”, reported that the recommended
gppointee was the only one on the short-list who had indicated during the interview processthat he
or shewas in favour of getting rid of the then Police Chief. The journdigts did not identify this
candidate by name. The report then went on to identify two “front runners’. Only one was in fact
on the short-lig.

3 Access to and Confidentidity of Relevant Information

Thefront cover page of the agendafor meetings of the Nominating Committee is a public document
avallable on the release of the agenda to the media and members of the public. The confidentia

portions of the agenda materias for meetings of the Nominating Committee are digtributed under a
purple cover sheet to not only the Coundillors serving on that Committee but dso to dl Councillors,
aswell asthe Staff advisersobservers. Councillors, who are not members of the Committee, by
virtue of section 27-114B of the Procedurd By-law, may aso atend mesetings of the Nominating
Committee and thereby become privy to further confidentia information. (As| understand it, no non-

member Councillor exercised that privilege during the current process)) That possibility aside, itis
only the members, advisers/observers, and saff members sarvicing the Nominating Committee who
are avareimmediady of the content and the outcome of its ddliberations. However, in the case of
areport to Council, the group of those with knowledge of the contents of that report expands (as
demanded by the exigencies of processing and managing Council’s agenda), and will include City
Clerk’s gaff (on aneed to know bass) and the City Solicitor, and dso al members of Coundil if the
report is digtributed in advance of the Mesting at which Council consders the report, something that
did not happen in thisingtance. Not only was the report part of the Supplementary Agenda but dso
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the report was not printed and distributed until the Meeting was under way.

The Appointments Policy and Processes tipul ates that the Nominating Pand “shdl meet in private
to review applications from qualified candidates, in order to short-list candidates for interview.”
From that point on at least, the Nominating Committee carries out its responghbility in private or on
aconfidential basis? save, of course, to the extent that there are specific rights of access to the
Committee and its work (as detailed above).

In this particular ingance, the Chair made it dear a each meeting of the Nominating Committee that
the members and those present® were bound by obligations of confidentiality with respect to the
identities and evduation of the candidates. However, it is quite unclear to me how those condraints
were meant to operate in relation to communications between Councillors who were members of
the Committee and Councillors who were not but who, ex officio, received the agenda for each
mesting (including the confidentia portions) and who were entitled to attend should they so choose.

Asfar as Councillors are concerned, Part |11 of the Code of Conduct for Members of Council
(“Code of Conduct”) contains a generd prohibition on the disclosure or release of confidentia
information;

No member shdl disclose or release by any means to any member of the public, any
confidentid information acquired by virtue of thair office, in ether ord or written form except
when required by law or authorized by Council to do so.

This reinforces the Procedura By-law, section 27-15.B (6) of which provides.

Where a matter that has been discussed in-camera, and where the matter remains
confidentia, [no member shall] disclose the content of the matter, or the substance of the
deliberations, of the in-camera mesting.

Aswidl, the provisons of the Municipal Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act
may place externd legd condraints on Councillors and their release of information about an
identifiable individud, especidly where thet information is provided to the City on aconfidentia basis
or understanding. There are dso confidentidity congraintsin the Municipal Act.

2

See, however, RSJ Holdings Inc. v. London (City) (2004), 70 O.R. (3d) 612 (S.C.J.), leave to appeal denied

[2004] ©.J. No. 2700 (Q.L.) (S.C.J), at paras. 17-18, to the effect that the proceedings of in camera meetings of Councils
and their Committees do not necessarily oblige Councillors attending to an obligation of confidentiality. However, the
judge did note (at paras. 21-22) that the obligation of confidentiality could arise out of the provisions of the City’s
Code of Conflict by-law.

3

He and/or amember of the City Clerk’s staff servicing the Committee madeit clear to the three persons on the

final short-list that they should not talk about the process or the fact that they were on the short-list.
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Staff are dso bound by these legidative congtraints. As well, the Staff Conflict of Interest Policy
provides:

Employees may not disclose confidentid information about the property, or affairs of the
organization, or use confidentia information to advance persona or others' interests.

Asfor members of the media, they gpparently do not operate under any ethical obligation to refrain
from trying to obtain informetion from thase who are obliged legally to keep it confidentid. Similarly,
they are not condrained from using that information, save that most media organizations have
safeguards or procedures in place with respect to the reporting of anonymous information or
information that is not for attribution.

4) Was ThereaLegk in This Ingance and, If So, By Whom?

In the course of my interviews, | encountered some speculation but no concrete information as to
the source of any lesk of the Nominating Committee' s report or the name of the candidate who
emerged from the process. Indeed, | am not sure whether there was alesk in the sense of the direct
provison of information that Mr. Mukherjee was the successful candidate.

Mog of the members of the Committee spoke of the media buzzing around in the wake of the
meeting trying to pry out information. The same was true for some gtaff, and the media contacted
two of the three short-listed candidates. However, no member of the Committee admitted to
providing the relevant information nor did any of the contacted members of staff. Also, asde from
the knowledge that they were on the short-ligt, the two candidates did not know &t that stage which
of them had prevailed.

The way in which the media reported this devel opment aso suggests that there might not have been
adirect lesk of the name of the successful candidate. After dl, one member of the media, who was
reported to have been trying to secure the name, got it incorrect, possbly on the basis of the
misinterpretation of a gesture or aword. Also, the one who named the successful candidate did not
do so definitively but by reference to Mr. Mukherjee as a frontrunner. However, it may be that the
Toronto Star’ s congtraints on the publication of unattributed information may have prevented any
direct lesk being reported in any other form. (Not surprisngly, Ms. Porter would neither confirm nor
deny that there had been alegk, and dso madeit clear that, even if there had been, she would not
have reveded her source. The editor to whom she reported and the paper’ s Ombudsman reinforced
this)

The possihility therefore exists that, a the end of the day, Ms. Porter made an educated guess at
which name happened to be correct. However, even if true, that does not mean thet the process was
not tainted by some form of lesk. The fact that her guess waas educated in itsdf Soesksto some leve
of breach of confidentidity. Ms. Porter (though gpparently not the other reporters who filed stories
on this) dearly knew the names of al those on the short-list. Her report aso contained details of the
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successful candidate' s résumé. The successful candidate aso reported that he was surprised when
Ms. Porter and other members of the media who contacted him were aware of the detail of that
document, and, in some ingtances, of the contents of his covering letter goplying for the pogtion, as
well asthe questions that were asked of him at the find interview and the answers he provided. This
clearly pointsto alesk but, a least in the case of the candidates names, the list of possible sources
expands of necessity to include al members of Council, given that they al received advance notice
of the names on that find short-list.

Indeed, the accuracy with which the Toronto Sun reporters earlier identified al saven names on the
long short-list is dso strong evidence of a prior lesk. However, the fact that the reporters
erroneoudy Stated that the seven were al interviewed on the same day indicates that the leak was
of theinitid agendalig rather than the amended agenda or by word of mouth after the meeting from
the committee members, advisers observers, or attending staff.

) Observations

Even if there was not a direct lesk of Mr. Mukherjee' s name as the successful candidate, it is
regrettable that this process was tainted by some degree of breach of the obligations of
confidentidity. What is 0 clear isthat lesks of such personnd information are not uncommon in
the City of Toronto. In the seven months since | have been Integrity Commissioner, there have been
a least two other sgnificant lesks of that kind of information. On November 8, 2004, a Toronto Star
aticle reveded not only the name but aso the test scores of an unsuccessful candidate for
gppointment to the Toronto Licenang Tribund. This article appeared in the wake of an in camera
Council debate of the rdlevant nominating committee's choice. Then, just last week, on April 7,
2005, the Toronto Star published the purported vote of the Police Services Board on the selection
of the new Chief of Police. If that is accurate and was the product of a leak, it too was a mgjor
violation of the confidentidity rules.

All of this suggests that some members of Council and/or staff do not take at al serioudy the
drictures on holding confidentid information secret. When that information is obtained on assurances
(aether directly or through the rdevant rules and palicies on gpplications) of a confidentiad evauation
process,” it congtitutes a serious abuse of the good faith of those who put their names forward for
congderation for such important postions. That asde, it dso engenders cynicism on the part of the
public and, perhaps even more importantly, potentiad future candidates as to the probity of the
process. This does not serve the City’ sinterests well.

4

See e.g. the City’ sweb page “ Citizen appointments to City of Toronto agencies, boards and commissions”.

Under the heading “How are appointments made”, there is an assurance of anin camera process:
http://w.w.w.city.toronto.on.ca/council/citizen appointments.htm
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It might, of course, be argued that al such processes should be much more trangparent and open.
Indeed, some of the more generd statements of principle in the 2004 Appointments Policy and
Processes goeak to a commitment to openness. Nonethdess, that is not the way in whichitisset up
a the moment and breaches of the confidentidity rules cannot be a surrogate for the direct adoption
of apolicy that provides for much greater transparency. That makes amockery out of the existing
rules and the promise they make to gpplicants.

In the course of my variousinterviews and particularly those with Councillors and members of the
City Clerk’s g&ff, there were a number of suggestions as to how the process might be changed to
ensure gregter protection of confidentia information.

Some of those suggestions were about the need for greater security in the handling of confidentid

documents, such asthe development and gtrict enforcement of a stronger policy on the handing back
or destruction of al such documents a the end of al meetings a which they were distributed.” There
were ds0 suggestions that the digtribution of the confidentid Committee agenda items to dll

Councillors should cease and perhaps even that Councillors not have an automatic right of access
to meetings of Committees a which gpplications for gppointments to City Agencies, Boards,

Commissions and Corporations were being considered.

However, these changes would not serve to prevent any illicit word of mouth communication of
confidentiad information, such as the names on ashort-list. Moreover, asfar asthe second suggestion
is concerned, some Councillors were srongly of the view tha this would interfere with ther
entitlement to participate effectively in an important part of Council’ s business. In short, they saw it
ascriticd thet, a least in theory, al members of Council have access to the agenda and meetings of
al Committees of Council.

Other suggestions focussed on stronger confidentidity provisons (induding sanctions for violations).
Among the possibilities were the adoption of a provison to the effect that members of any such
committees and Councillors receiving confidentid agenda items or atending committee meetings
should be required to give an oath or affirmation of secrecy. Thisis required of members of the
Police Services Board under regulations to the Police Services Act, and a range of sanctions is
provided for ranging from reprimand to possible removal.® Indeed, this could possibly be included
among the impending amendments to the City of Toronto Act, dong with soedific provisons spdling
out the confidentidity obligations of Coundillors and saff and making violaions a provincid offence
subject to prosecution in the Ontario Court of Justice. Nevertheess, in thisdomain, asthe possble
lesk of the vote of the Police Services Board on the new Chief of Police makes clear, stronger laws
do not necessarily lead to changes in conduct especialy where the threet of detection islow.

5

None of these concernsrelated to the manner in which the City Clerk’ s Office handled reports from the

Nominating Committee. For my part, that process appear well-suited to preserving confidentiality and to involve
minimum access to confidential information in the period leading up to its consideration by Council.

6

See O. Reg. 144/91 (amended to O. Reg. 499/95), section 1, and O. Reg. 421/97 (amended to O. Reg. 277/00),

sections 7, 15.
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It was as0 assarted that there was alack of clarity asto the precise obligations of confidentidity that
surrounded the operations of the Nominating Committee. It was not spelled out clearly enough or
with sufficient detall in the Appointments Policy and Processes. My own review of that document
in fact confirmed that claim. Adde from the statement that the relevant committee should meet in
private to review the names of the qualified applicants and develop an initid short-lig, the confidentid
nature of the process from that point onisin fact a matter of inference, not direct tatement.

In the end, what may, however, be most profitable isa gradud consensud changing of the culture
with respect to such matters. In the course of my interviewswith al Councillors, severd firg time
members of Coundil expressed dismay a the extent to which lesks of confidentia information occur.
Maybe over time, these sentiments will come to be the dominant ones. In the meantime, whet is dear
isthat the City’ s reputation for probity suffers when sengitive, confidentid information is lesked to
the media Redl change will occur only with the redlization of the harm theat breaches of confidentidity
can cause and the development of a sense that ultimatdy political advantage is not assured by such
practices.

Condusions:

My investigation did not uncover sufficient evidence to convince me that there was a lesk of the
name of the Nominating Committeg’ s nominee to the vacant City gppointment to the Police Services
Board. However, there were dmost certainly lesks at two other points at least in this process, lesks
involving the names of thase on the long and find short-ligts. | did not come close to finding out who
was responsible for those leaks. Aside from the fact that my office does not have the investigetive
powers and resources of the police (and maybe that is a good thing), this outcome was not
unexpected given that the primary recipients of any such information, members of the media, have
such astrong legd and ethical commitment to protecting their sources of information.

What is, however, dear isthat there are dmogt certainly too many legks of thiskind in the City of
Toronto. The culture of some members of Council and/or staff is apparently not sufficiently
committed to the policy of confidentidity, which forms the basis of rules congraining the release of
such information. As long as Council retains a confidentia process for civilian gppointments to its
agencies, boards, commissons, corporations, and externd specid purpose bodies, that will remain
aproblem.

It is hoped that some of the cure for that problem will come as aresult of reports such asthis. That
and a continued inditutiona and leadership commitment to respect for confidentidity aside, there are
some changes that might assg. In particular, | would recommend that the Appointments Policy and
Processes be reviewed and amended to spell out much more explicitly the existence and precise
nature of the confidentiality obligations that attend such processes. That might include more specific
directions as to the digtribution and retention of relevant confidentid materids. Council itsef may
wish to review in the context of the current reassessment of the Procedurd By-law whether
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Councillors who are not members of nominating committees or panels should have access to the
confidential agenda items and metings of those committees and panels. Findly, serious consderation
should be given to including explicit and gtrict confidentidity provisons governing the operation of
this and other Council processesin any amendments to the City of Toronto Act.

Contact:

David Mullan

Integrity Commissioner

Td: 416-397-7770/Fax: 416-392-3840
Email: dmullan@toronto.ca
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ATTACHMENT 10 [Notice of Motion J(40)]
Report (April 11, 2005) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “Update on

Acquigtion of Toronto Didrict School Board's Wanita Road Site (Ward 44 - Scarborough East)”.
(See Minute 4.137, Page 162):

Purpose:

To update Council respecting negotiations with the Toronto Digtrict School Board to acquire the
Wanita Road site.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications resulting from the adoption of this report.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

Q) daff be directed to communicate to the TDSB the City’ s continued interest in the property
for open space purposes and that the City is not interested in a competitive bidding process
againg developers,

2 the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to delay any Officid Plan
Amendment and Zoning By-lawv Amendment to redesignate the Wanita Road lands to “open
gpace’ until the TDSB has agreed to sdll the subject property to the City; and

3 the gppropriate City officials be authorized and directed to take the necessary action
to give effect thereto.

Background:

At its meeting of February 1, 2 and 3, 2005, City Council adopted Clause 22b of Report 9 (2004)
of the Adminigtration Committee thereby, among other items, directing that Saff negotiate with the
Toronto Digtrict School Board ( the “TDSB”) and report back to the Works Committee on the cost
to acquire the Wanita Road site a its December 2004 meeting. City Council, adopted this report,
as amended such that this direction required staff to report back to the Works Committee meeting
of March 8, 2005.
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In adopting this report, City Council dso directed the Chief Planner to initiate an Officid Plan
Amendment and Zoning By-law Amendment to designate the Wanita Road lands owned by the
TDSB to ‘open space’ and bring these amendments forward to the June meeting of Scarborough
Community Council. The report aso requested the Commissioner of Urban Development Services
to continue discussonswith the TDSB about the Wanita Road Ste, such discussionsto also be used
as an opportunity to discuss a creetive solution to the management of school lands in a way that
mutualy benefits the School Board and the City.

Pursuant to these requests, a its meeting of March 8, 2005, the Works Committee had beforeiit for
itsinformation a confidentia report dated March 7, 2005 advising that saff would continue to pursue
a purchase of this property with TDSB and with regard to the requests for actions by the
Commissioner of Urban Devel opment Services, would, in congideration of these requests and other
cross corporate issues identified, including but not limited to, planning, financia/funding, legd and
ligbility issues, report to the Policy and Finance Committee at its meeting to be held on March 31,
2005.

Comments:

Staff continued to pursue a purchase of this property with TDSB and investigate the other matters,
however did not have sufficient information to report to the March 31, 2005 meeting of Policy and
Finance Committee.

Subsequently, by letter dated March 31, 2005, saff of TDSB advised that City staff’s offer is
sgnificantly below TDSB’ s recent appraised vaue for the property. In addition, they advise they
have recaeived numerous enquiries and expressons of interest in this property from potentia
purchasers. Staff of TDSB advised that accordingly, they will be requesting authorization from their
Board to bring the Wanita Road property to market through a Request for Proposal process for
which the City, should it choose, can participate and make a submission.

In consideration of TDSB’ s advice respecting their plans for the Wanita Road ste and in that the
City isinterested in this property for open pace purposes and in paying the value/cost reflected by
thisuse, it isevident that the City would be unsuccessful in bidding with developersin acompetitive
bidding process. Staff should therefore be directed to communicate to the TDSB the City's
continued interest in the property for open space purposes and that the City is not interested in a
competitive bidding process against developers.

With regard to Council’ s request that the Commissioner of Urban Development Services continue
discussons with the TDSB abouit creetive solutions to the management of school landsin generd to
mutudly benefit the School Board and the City, | am advised that discussons with TDSB continue
and will be the subject of afuture report to the Planning and Trangportation Committee and Council.

Condusions:
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For the reasons set out in this report, staff should be requested to communicate to the TDSB the
City’s continued interest in the property for open space purposes as outlined in this report. In
addition, the Commissioner of Urban Development Services should be requested to delay any
Officid Plan Amendment and Zoning By-law Amendment to redesignate the Wanita Road lands to
‘open space’ until the TDSB has agreed to sdll the subject property to the City.

Contact:

Name: Sheryl A. Badin Name: Joe Cadi

Pogtion: Acting Manager, Position: Director,
Acquigtions and Expropriations Real Edate Services

Telephone: (416) 392-8142 Telephone: (416)392-7202

Fax: (416) 392-1880 Fax: (416)392-1880

E-Mail: shadin@toronto.ca E-Mail: jcasali @toronto.ca
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUMMARY
Notices of Motion
Submitted by the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer
Council Mesting— April 12, 13 and 14, 2005
Maotion Operating Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments
F(1) Consolidating the Naming of the $0 $0 Consider.
Community Council Boundaries
with the Service Districts of the
City of Toronto
F(2) Request to Renew the Facade $0 $0 Consider. See FIS.
Program for the Y ork Eglinton
Business Improvement Area
F(3) Waiving of Fees for Community TTC: $30,000 Consider. See FIS.
Festivals on St. Clair Avenue West | _ $40,000 per
year.
Police: TBD
F(4) Support for International Car Free $0 $0 Consider.
Day
F(5) Disclosure of Proponents $0 $0 Consider.
Responses to Certain Sections of
Request for Proposal (RFP) 3401-
04-3216 — Supply, Ddlivery and
Installation of Desktop and
Notebook Computers and Related
Products and Services
1(1) New City of Toronto Act — TBD Consider. See FIS.
Governance Changes
1(2) Promoting Environmentally — $0 $0 Consider.
Friendly Buildings in Toronto
J(1) “Poetry in the Street” Project — $0 $0 See Picture Attached to Motion.
Report Request
J(2) Licensing of Clothing Drop Boxes TBD Consider. See FIS.
J(3) GO Transit Georgetown Corridor $0 $0 Consider.
Expansion Environmental
Assessment
J(4) Introduction of Overnight On- $0 $0 Consider.
Street Permit Parking on Floyd
Avenue, between Burley Avenue
and Logan Avenue
J(5) Proclamation of Falun Dafa Week: $0 $0 Consider.
May 9 — 15, 2005
J(6) Appointment of Deputy City See Confidential Report

Managers (2 positions)

Attached to Motion. Has been
dealt with Council on April 12,
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Motion Operating Capital

# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments

2005.
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Motion

Operating

Capital

#

Title

$ (net)

$ (net)

Comments

I(7)

Legidation to Prohibit the Sale of
Knives to Minors

See Confidential Report
Attached to Motion.

J8)

925 Weston Road — Opposition to
Application for a Liquor Licence

$0

$0

Consider.

J9)

Amendment to Council Authority
for the Transitional Housing Project
at the North/West Corner of
Wedledey/Sherbourne (Ward 27 —
Toronto-Centre Rosedal €)

$0

$0

Consider.

J(10)

Recognition of Contribution of
Those Involved with
Enhancements to the Churchill
Statue in Nathan Phillips Square

Consider.

J(11)

Recorded V ote Participation

Consider.

J12)

Statutory Offers of Compensation
— Expropriations for North Y ork
Centre Plan Service Road

Confidential. See FIS.

J(13)

Monthly Maintenance of Canadian
Flags on Municipa Fecilities

Consider.

J(14)

Bill 60, an Act to Amend the
Ontario Heritage Act

Consider.

J(15)

Mirvish Village Business
Improvement Area

See Report Attached to Mation.

J(16)

Enactment of the Development
Approvals for OPA and Rezoning
Application 04 160357 ESC 38 OZ,
The Goldman Group Lands
Adjacent to Albert Campbell Square

8l 8| 8| 8

8l 8| 8| 8

Consider.

J17)

Prevention of Needless Deaths of
Thousands of Migratory Birds per
Y ear in the City of Toronto

Consider.

J(18)

Same-sex Survivor Benefits

Consider.

J19)

Request for Approval for Variances
from Chapter 215, Signs, of the
former City of Etobicoke Municipal
Code, for Illuminated First Part and
Incidental Fascia Signs at 2267
Idington Avenue (Scotiabank)

8|8

8|8

See Report Attached to Motion.

J(20)

Ontario Municipa Board Hearing —
700 Evans Avenue (Ward 5 -
Etobicoke-L akeshore)

Confidential. See FIS.

J21)

Request from the Ontario Fallen
Fire Fighters Memorial Foundation

Consider.
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Motion Operating Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments
for Temporary Street Closings —
Queen’s Park Circle East from
College Street to Grosvenor Street
—June 5, 2005
J(22) Water Resolution $0 $0 Consider.
J(23) Banner for Wabash Community TBD See Report Attached to Motion,
Centre Project and see FIS.
J(24) Appointment to Y onge-Dundas $0 $0 Consider.
Square Board of Management
J(25) Request for City Legal $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
Representation at OMB Appeal for
44 Old Forest Hill Road
J(26) To Revise the Reasons for Listing $0 $0 See Report Attached to Mation.
for 111 St. Clair Avenue West
(Imperid Qil Building)
J(27) Purchase of Property to Replace Confidential. See FIS.
Tapscott Garage — Status Report
and Approva for Initia
Negotiations
J(28) Accessible Taxicab Plates $0 $0 Consider.
J(29) Use and Form of Employment Confidential. See FIS.
Contracts for Senior Staff
J(30) To State an Intention to Designate $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
the Property at 49 Highland
Crescent (Jacobine Jones House)
under Part IV of the Ontario
Heritage Act
J(31) Appointments to Wexford Heights $0 $0 Consider.
Business Improvement Area Board
of Management
J(32) New Toronto Industrial Zoning $0 $0 Consider.
Area
J(33) Toronto City Centre Airport $0 $0 Consider.
Community Advisory Committee
J(34) Interim Report of the Integrity $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
Commissioner
J(35) Report of Integrity Commissioner Confidential. See FIS.
on Complaint of Violation of
Councillor’s Code of Conduct
(Complaint 1)
J(36) Report of Integrity Commissioner $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.

on Complaint of Violation of
Councillor’s Code of Conduct
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Motion Operating Capital
# Title $ (net) $ (net) Comments

(Complaint 2)

J(37) Report of Integrity Commissioner $0 $0 See Report Attached to Motion.
on Alleged Leak of Name of
Nominee to City Position on
Toronto Police Services Board

J(38) Instructions to Staff on Rezoning $0 $0 Consider.
Application - 5949 Y onge Street

J(39) Request to Receive Voluntary $(16,391) Consider. See FIS.
Contribution from Shoppers Drug
Mart for Streetscape
I mprovements

J(40) Update on Acquisition of Toronto $0 $0 See Report Attached to Mation.
District School Board's Wanita
Road Site

J(41) Request for Direction Report, Site $20,000 Consider. See FIS.

Plan Apped by Portlands Energy
Centre L.P. (“PEC”) to the Ontario
Municipal Board
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 1 [NOTICE OF MOTION F(2)]
(See Minute 4.95, Page 95)

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 Current 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 corvice cncter & (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 Fagade program, refer to the Commissioner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism for a report to Standing Committee on the policy and financing implications.

] 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 4.96, Page 96)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X cCurrent year impacts:  TTC: $30,000 to ] Future year impacts: $ (net)
40,000 per year (net) [ Following year
Police: TBD ] 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)
] capital
] 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)
[] Debt service costs: $ (nef)

Impacts/Other Comments:
] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — F(3) — Based on 3 events per year the TTC has estimated the operating costs to be $30,000
to $40,000 per year. There are no funds in the 2005 TTC Operating Budget to cover such costs. The TTC normally
recovers these costs from the BIA(S). If this motion were adopted, these costs would have to be absorbed by the
TTC. The Police costs are TBD.

X consider [ Refer to Standing Committee
Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer
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Date: April 13, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 3 [NOTICE OF MOTION I(1)]
(See Minute 4.99, Page 100)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
] current year impacts: $ (net) X Future year impacts: $__TBD (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
[J Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ ] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
] capital
] 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)
[l Debt service costs: $ (nef)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — I(1) — Refer to CAO for consideration with the review of the City of Toronto Act.

X Consider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: April 13, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 4 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(2)]
(See Minute 4.102, Page 106)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X current year impacts: $_TBD X Future year impacts: $ TBD
[ 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)
] capital
] 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
[J Budget adjustments: $ (net)
[ Operating Impact:
(] Program costs: $ (net)
[] Debt service costs: $ (nef)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(2) - Urban Development Services (UDS) and Works and Emergency Services (WES) staff
be requested to prepare a further report on the costs related to the administration and enforcement of clothing
drop boxes, and identify what will have to be deferred in the Clean and Beautiful City budget to accommodate
this initiative. There is no provision in the UDS and WES budgets to cover any related costs specifically for this
purpose.

X cConsider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:
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Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: April 13, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 5 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(23)]
(See Minute 4.121, Page 140)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X cCurrent year impacts: $_TBD X Future year impacts: $ TBD
CIFollowing year O] Future years
O Funding sources (specify):
[] Accommodation within approved operating budget (] Third party funding
(] New revenues [] Taxrate impact
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
L] Impact on staffing levels: (positions)
O capital
L1 current year impacts: $ (net) L] Future year impacts: $ (net)

] Following year
Future years

O Funding sources (specify):

[] Accommodation within approved capital budget (] Third party funding
] New revenues ] Debt
[ Reserve/Reserve Fund contributions ] other
[] Budget adjustments: $ (net)
] operating Impact:
] Program costs: $ (net)
[l Debt service costs: $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:
0  Senvice Level Impact:(Specify)

[J  Consistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(23) — Urban Development Services (UDS) staff be requested to prepare a further report on
the costs associated with the application and processing fees for the Wabash Community Center Banner. The
costs may be nominal, but there is no provision in the UDS budget to cover costs specifically for this purpose.

X Consider [ Refer to Standing Committee
Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: April 13, 2005
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 6 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(39)]
(See Minute 4.136, Page 161)

Financial Implications:

(] 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:
[] Programcosts: $_____ (net)
[] Debt service costs: $ (nef)

(] operating
] current year impacts: $ [ Future year impacts: $
(] 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 current year impacts: $ (16,391)  (net) ] Future year impacts: $ (net)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

| Notice of Motion — J(39) — Funding received to be used to streetscape improved capital project.

X Consider [] Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:

Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer
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FISCAL IMPACT STATEMENT 7 [NOTICE OF MOTION J(41)]
(See Minute 4.138, Page 164)

Financial Implications:

X oOperating
X cCurrent year impacts: $20, 000 [ Future year impacts: $
[ Following year ] Future years
[ Funding sources (specify):
X 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)
] capital
] 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)
] Debt service costs: $ (nef)

Impacts/Other Comments:

] Service Level Impact:(Specify)

[ cConsistent with Council Strategic directions and fiscal priorities (specify):

Notice of Motion — J(41) — If the City Solicitor needs to hire outside planning consultants to support the City’s
position, there will be additional costs of approximately $20,000 which can be funded from the Legal Services
2005 Operating Budget.

X consider [ Refer to Standing Committee

Submitted by:
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Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer

Date: April 13, 2005



