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PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Timelines

Summer Fall Spring
2017 2017 2018
E S —— On-going consultation (Midtown Planning Group, — -=-=---memmmmmmmmmmeee e >

Public Meetings, Workshops, PiPS)

SECONDARY PLAN
AMENDMENTS
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GROWTH
ESTIMATES

GROWTH ANALYSIS

PROPOSALS

REPORT TO FINAL

COUNCIL INFRASTRUCTURE
ASSESSMENTS

INFRASTRUCTURE ASSESSMENTS
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Propose d Second ary P lan

What is a Secondary Plan?

Part of the Toronto Official Plan

Provides local policies tailored specifically for areas experiencing growth or
change

Applies City-wide Official Plan policies to the local context with more detail
Sets the pattern of growth, land use and intensity of activities in a local area
ldentifies how local infrastructure can be improved

Local direction regarding affordable housing, environmental and economic
objectives and more
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Pro pose d Second ary Plan
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A tailored, comprehensive plan to shape and
coming decades and ensure a complete, liveable community

* Provides clarity, certainty and detailed direction for a complex area

« Recognizes the diversity of communities within the area with varying
levels of intensity

B ° Links future growth to the provision of infrastructure and community
- services/facilities
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Proposed Secondary Plan

e

3.1 Growth and Infrastructure

1. Interpretation .
. P 3.2 Parks and Public Realm

2. Vision )

3.3 Built Form
3. Generdal

3.4 Land Use
4. Character Areas . . —

. 3.5 Community Services and Facilities

5. Implementation

3.6 Housing
3.7 Transportation
3.8 Resiliency
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Linking Growth and Infrastructure

s, B Js:" - | . | | [
Clear policy direction that growth and intensification will be as set out in
the Secondary Plan

Fundamental principle that growth must be linked to the provision of
infrastructure and community services/facilities

Maintaining and reinforcing the stability of Neighbourhoods
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Parks and Public Realm

Maintaining policy direction from 1st phase of Midtown in Focus
Extending public realm vision to Davisville area and Yonge St. North
* Six additional public realm moves

Enhanced direction on sidewalks, mid-block connections and POPS
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Public Realm Moves
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(.) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Parks and PUbIlC Realm

g ° Land first parkland strategy
Advancing a Parks Plan in coordination with City-wide Parkland Strategy
|dentification of opportunity sites:
 Expansion opportunities of existing parks and open spaces
 Creation of new parks to address parkland deficiencies and gaps
 Leveraging City-owned land

o Study decklng over subway corridor and part of Davisville Yards
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Parks Plan
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Built Form
» Policies and maps identifying development potential, appropriate
locations for tall buildings and maximum height limits

 Policy direction on separation distances, floor plates, tower stepbacks,
open space area ratio and orientation

« Tall building setbacks adjacent to schoolyards

A

»  Sun protection for key parks and school yard and maximizing sunlight on
all other parks and open spaces s 1
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Built Form

EAT CITY, TOGETHER

I
m Comprehensive Study
Maximum Permitted Height/Height Range
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Comprehensive Study
Maximum Permitted Height/Height Range
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- Existing Parks
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MOUNT PLEASANT ROAD

DAVISVILLE AVENUE
27-29 ‘ | 20-23

BALLIOL STREET

17-19

14-16

14-16

14-16

MERTON STREET

1416

1
——
&

12

12




Built Form




Built Form




Built Form




(.) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER G rOWth EStl m ateS

E CENTRE

2016 Pipeline (2031) Proposed Plan (2051)
19,000res. 40,000 res. 50,000+ res.
18,000 jobs 20,000 jobs 23,000+ jobs

2016 Pipeline (2031) Proposed Plan (2051)
66,000res. 94,000 res. 127,000+ res.
34,000 jobs 38,000 jobs 42,000+ jobs

0 ToRonTO



(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Land Use

N

4 « Recognition of the importance of diversity of uses in Midtown in
< appropriate locations
g « Office replacement and expansion and identification of office priority ;‘
areas £
« Development criteria for at-grade / retail spaces on priority and
secondary retail streets




(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Commun Ity Services & Facilities
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Prioritizing needs identified in the CS&F Assessment

Criteria for the appropriate design and location of new and expanded
community facilities

No-net-loss of community space through development

Requiring the on-site provision of community services and facilities as
appropriate
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households

for families / larger

L
]
&
S
o
©
c
©
L
Q
4=
c
o
O
Y—
e\
O
o
+—J
(7p]
(@)
=
%)
2
®)]
L
Q@
O
®
e
O
=
®©
(@)
=
‘0
®
o
)
£

Requirements for larger units
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PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Transpo rtation
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Transportation Assessment advancing focused and area-wide
Improvements

Prioritizing active transportation and transit

Identifying local pedestrian and cycling network connections
Right-of-way widening on Davisville Avenue




(.) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER CyC lin g Network
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Resilie ncy

-

Integration of green and low carbon energy infrastructure
Back-up power for residential buildings
Expansion of water-related servicing to support growth and reduction of

groundwater inflow/infiltration into sewers



EAT CITY, TOGETHER Character Areas

AN IS

* Vision statement for each character area
 Detailed development direction tailored to the local context
* Heights, massing, transition, setbacks, land use and more
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Character Areas
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Character Areas

Development potential/heights per the Secondary Plan maps
« 30 metre separation distance between towers to preserve skyview
|« Definition of base building heights (4 storeys) to maintain character
 Setbacks at grade (7.5m or 5.0m) consistent with OPA 289

9 metre tower stepbacks from base buildings

+ Direction to ensure animation/activity at the pedestrian level

£l « Tower orientation to maximize sunlight on the public realm

B . 55:45 open space area ratio to buildings to maintain sense of
openness/spaciousness and skyview

On-site parkland dedication adjacent to the Park Street Loop
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Im P lementation

Tailored Section 37 approach based on density for consistency and
predictabillity
* Priority benefits: community infrastructure and public realm K
Improvements

e Holding provisions for infrastructure, office replacement and other
matters
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Area Structure + Boundaries
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Recommending revisions to Urban Growth Centre boundary to alrgn with
character areas

Advancing new measures to conform with Growth Plan 2017 - Major

Transit Station Areas

Growth Plan requires municipalities to delineate MTSAs in a manner that ‘&‘\
maxrmrzes the number of potentral users



Area Structure
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Other Proposed Amendments
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(@) PLANNING A GREAT CITY, TOGETHER Next Ste PS

\\e\p us \earn how you move in Widtown
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more  Preparing Final Secondary Plan and Parks Plan and finalizing
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