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MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL

OF THE

CITY OF TORONTO

TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 29, 2000,
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 1, 2000 AND
THURSDAY, MARCH 2, 2000
City Council met in the Council Chamber, City Hal, Toronto.
CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Lastman took the Chair and called the Membersto order.
In recognition of Black History Month, the meeting opened with avoca rendition of O Canada,
performed by Mr. Jermain Maxwell, a multi-talented rhythm and blues vocdigt.
CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
Councillor Disero, seconded by Coundillor Kinahan, moved that the Minutes of the Specid Council
mestings held on the 19th and 27th days of January, 2000, be confirmed in the form supplied to the
Members, which carried.
PRESENTATION OF REPORTS
February 29, 2000:
Councillor O'Brien presented the following Reports for consderation by Council:
Report No. 3 of The Adminisiration Committee,

Report No. 3 of The Works Committee,
Report No. 3 of The Toronto Community Council,
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Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee,

Report No. 2 of The Community Services Committee,

Report No. 2 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee,
Report No. 3 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee,
Report No. 2 of The Planning and Transportation Committee,
Report No. 4 of The Works Committee,

Report No. 4 of The Adminigtration Committee,

Report No. 5 of The Adminisiration Committee,

Report No. 2 of The Etobicoke Community Council,

Report No. 3 of The North Y ork Community Council,

Report No. 2 of The Scarborough Community Council,

Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council,

Report No. 3 of The Y ork Community Council,

Report No. 2 of The East Y ork Community Council,

Report No. 1 of The Nominating Committee, and

Report No. 2 of The Striking Committee,

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

Councillor O Brien, with the permisson of Council, presented the following Report for the
congderation of Council:

Report No. 5 of The Works Committee,
and moved, seconded by Councillor Davis, thet, in accordance with the provisons of Section44
of the Council Procedurd By-law, Council now give congderation to such Report, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
March 1, 2000:

Councillor Berardinetti, with the permisson of Council, presented the following Report for the
congderation of Council:

Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee,
and moved, seconded by Councillor Minnan-Wong, that, in accordance with the provisons of

Section 44 of the Council Procedurd By-law, Council now give consderation to such Report, which
carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
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DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST

Councillor Ashton declared his interest in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Administration
Committee, headed “ Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd
79", inthat hiswifeis an employee of the City of Toronto and amember of CUPE Locd 79.

Councillor Augimeri declared her interest in Clause No. 26 of Report No. 3 of The North York
Community Council, headed “Fina Report — Officid Plan and Zoning Amendment Application
UDOZ-97-35- V.V. DeMarco Properties Limited - 1415 Lawrence Avenue West - North Y ork
Humber”, in that amember of her family owns a condominium adjacent to the gpplicant’s property.

Councillor Bakissoon declared hisinterest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed “ Other Items Consdered by the Committeg’, in that amember of hisfamily isan employee
in the office of another Member of Council; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The
Adminigration Committee, heeded “Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public
Employees, Locd 79", insofar as it pertains to the re-opening of the issues related to the salaries of
gaff of Members of Coundil, in that amember of hisfamily is an employee in the office of another
Member of Council.

Councillor Cho declared his interest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Administration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed “ Other Items Consdered by the Committeg’, in that amember of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, headed
“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79”, insofar as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues related to the salaries of staff of Members of Council, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office

Councillor Gardner declared hisinterest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigtration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed * Other Items Consdered by the Committeg”, in that a member of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed
“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79”, insofer as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues rdated to the sdlaries of gaff of Members of Coundil, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office.

Councillor Giansante declared hisinterest in Clause No. 4 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigtration
Committee, headed “ Cost Benefit Andysis of the Telephone Systems Avaliladle to the City, the
Centrex Sysem vs. the PBX System”, in that hiswifeis an employee of Bell Canada
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Councillor Jones declared her interest in Item (f), entitled “Preliminary Report - Applications to
Amend the Etobicoke Officia Plan and Zoning Code - Oxford Hills Developments, 15West Deane
Park Drive, File No. 2309 (Markland-Centennial)”, as embodied in Clause No. 16 of Report No.
2 of The Etobicoke Community Council, headed “Other Items Congdered by the Community
Council”, in that her husband is working as a consultant for an associate of the applicant.

Councillor Kely declared his interest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigtration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed * Other Items Consdered by the Committeg”, in that a member of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed
“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79”, insofer as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues rdated to the sdlaries of gaff of Members of Coundil, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office.

Councillor King declared her interest in Clause No. 23 of Report No. 3 of The North York
Community Council, headed “ Context Plan for the Southeast Bayview Node, North Y ork Centre
South”, insofar asit pertains to Thomeas Clark House at 9 Barberry Place, in that amember of her
extended family isthe owner of this property.

Mayor Lastman declared his interest in Clause No. 7 of Report No. 2 of The Economic
Development and Parks Committee, headed “Appointments to the Boards of Management for
Business Improvement Areas and Amendments to the (former Toronto) Municipa Code Chapter
20, Business Improvement Aress (Various Wards)”, in that his son is the President of the Kennedy
Road Business Improvement Areg; and in Clause No. 45 of Report No. 4 of The Toronto
Community Council, headed “Draft Officid Plan Amendment - 145 Queen Strest West
(Downtown)”, in thet the gpplicant’ s slicitor is employed by the same law firm as his son who is not
ared edate lawyer and does not personadly act on thisfile.

Councillor Mahood declared hisinterest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminisiration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed “ Other Items Consdered by the Committeg’, in that amember of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, headed
“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79”, insofar as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues related to the salaries of staff of Members of Council, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office

Councillor Mammoaliti declared hisinterest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed “ Other Items Consdered by the Committeg’, in that amember of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed
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“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79”, insofar as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues related to the salaries of staff of Members of Council, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office

Councillor Shiner declared his interest in Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigtration
Committee, headed “Harmonization of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”, and in Item (b), entitled
“Hiring of Support Staff by Members of Council”, as embodied in Clause No. 19 of such Report,
headed * Other Items Considered by the Committeg”, in that a member of hisfamily isan employee
in his office; and in Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed
“Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Locd 79", insofer as it
pertainsto the re-opening of the issues rdated to the sdlaries of gaff of Members of Coundil, in that
amember of hisfamily isan employeein his office; and in Clause No. 28 of Report No. 3 of The
North York Community Council, headed “Find Report — Zoning Amendment UDZ-98-28 and
UDSP-98-169 — Brown, Dryer, Karol - 62 and 64-68 Finch Avenue West and 8 Kensington
Avenue - Ward 10 - North York Centre’, in that a member of hisfamily owns aproperty in close
proximity to the subject lands.

Councillor Vdenti declared hisinterest in Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee,
headed “ Integration of Works Congtruction Contract Documents - Harmonized Generd Conditions
of Contracts’, in that he has clients who are contractors; and in Clause No. 26 of Report No. 3 of
The North Y ork Community Council, heeded “Find Report — Officid Plan and Zoning Amendment

Application UDOZ-97-35 - V.V. DeMarco Properties Limited - 1415 Lawrence Avenue West -
North York Humber”, in that a member of hisfamily owns the building located on the subject Ste.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS

CLAUSESRELEASED OR HELD FOR FURTHER CONSIDERATION
The following Clauses wer e held by Council for further consider ation:
Report No. 3 of The Administration Committee, Clause No. 1.

Report No. 3 of The Works Committee, Clause No. 1.

Report No. 3 of The Toronto Community Council, Clauses Nos. 1 and 2.

Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committeg, ClausesNos. 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13,
14, 17, 18 and 20.

Report No. 2 of The Community Services Committee, ClausesNos. 1, 2, 3,4 and 7.
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Report No. 2 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee, Clauses Nos. 2, 3, 4, 10 and
11.

Report No. 3 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee, Clause No. 1.
Report No. 2 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, Clauses Nos. 1 and 2.
Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, ClausesNos. 1, 2, 3, 8, 12 and 13.

Report No. 5 of The Works Committee, Clauses Nos. 1, 2 and 3.

Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, ClausesNos. 1, 2, 3,4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 11, 13 and
16.

Report No. 5 of The Administration Committee, Clause No. 1.

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

Report No. 2 of The Etobicoke Community Council, Clauses Nos. 4 and 15.
Report No. 3 of The North Y ork Community Council, Clauses Nos. 4, 23 and 31.
Report No. 2 of The Scarborough Community Council, Clause No. 16.

Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council, Clauses Nos. 2, 3, 6, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 41,
42 and 45.

Report No. 3 of The Y ork Community Council, Clauses Nos. 1 and 6.

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

Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, Clauses Nos. 5, 9, 11, 13 and 20.

Report No. 2 of The Community Services Committee, ClausesNos. 1, 4 and 7.

Report No. 2 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee, Clauses Nos. 3, 4 and 10.
Report No. 2 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, Clause No. 2.

Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, Clauses Nos. 8, 12 and 13.
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Report No. 5 of The Works Committee, ClausesNos. 1, 2 and 3.

Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, Clauses Nos. 4 and 11.

Report No. 3 of The North Y ork Community Council, Clause No. 23.

Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council, Clause No. 45.

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

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

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS

CLAUSESWITH MOTIONS, VOTES, ETC.

Clause No. 10 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “F.G. Gardiner
Expressway East Dismantling Project, Request for Authority to Acquire Property - (Ward
25 - Don River)”.

Vote:

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillors Jakobek, Kelly and Moeser requested that their opposition to this Clause be noted in
the Minutes of this meeting.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 3 of The Economic Development and ParksCommittee, headed
“Toronto’'s 2008 Olympic and Paralympic Games Bid - All Wards'.

Deputy Mayor Ootesin the Chair.
Motions:
@ Mayor Lastman moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that:
@ the City Solicitor and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to
ensure that the provincia guarantee for the gpproved 2008 Operating and Capital
Budgetsfor dl facilities and programs are stisfactory and provide protection to the

City of Toronto from potentia Olympic Games cogt overruns, revenue shortfals and
any deficits, and
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the City Solicitor and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to
report back to Council, through the Economic Development and Parks Committee,
upon completion of discussions with the provincid government, on a satisfactory
guarantee.”

(b) Coundillor Johnston, seconded by Coundillor Miller, moved that the Clause be amended by:

)

2

adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

@ there be no substantid changes to the Olympic Magter Plan without the
gpprova of City Council;

(b) TO-Bid be requested to report quarterly to the Economic Development and
Parks Committee, through the Olympic Task Force, to ensure an open and
public process; and

(© the Chief Adminidgrative Officer be requested to report to Council, through
the Policy and Finance Committee, on the Structure for the Olympic
Organizing Committee and methods to ensure the protection of the public
interest, such as an open and accountable process and gppropriate financid
controls”; and

amending thejoint report dated February 11, 2000, from the Chief Adminidrative
Officer, the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, the
Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, the Acting Commissoner of Urban
Development Services, the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, the
Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, the City Solicitor and
the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trandt Commission, by insarting in the first
bullet point, under the heading “Other Matters Respecting Federa and Provincia
Support”, after the word “infrastructure’, the words “, including transportation
infrastructure,”, so that such phrase shal now read asfollows:

“infrastructure, including transportation infrastructure, necessary for the
Olympic Games to proceed;”.
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(d)

()

Coundillor Pantalone moved that the Clause be amended by amending the joint report dated
February 11, 2000, from the Chief Adminigrative Officer, the Commissoner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, the Acting
Commissoner of Urban Development Services, the Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services, the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, the
City Salicitor and the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Transit Commission, by adding to
Recommendation No. (6), under the heading “Economic Development”, the words “,
including maximizing the creation of qudity jobs’, so that such recommendation shal now
reed asfollows:

“(6) the Economic Deveopment Office be requested to work with Tourism Toronto to
maximize the economic potentid that the Olympic Games can redize, including
maximizing the cregtion of qudity jobs,”.

Councillor Cho moved that:

@ the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that the Chief Adminigrative Officer, the Commissioner
of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer and the City Solicitor be requested to submit a joint report to the
Economic Development and Parks Committee outlining a‘wish lis’ directed to the
federd government for the 2008 Olympic Bid.”; and

2 Part (2) of motion (a) by Mayor Lastman be amended by adding thereto the words
“such report to be submitted to the next meeting of City Council, through the
Economic Development and Parks Committeg’.

Councillor Waker moved that:

@ congderation of the Clause be deferred to the meeting of City Council scheduled

to be held in May, 2000, having regard that this matter is not of an urgent nature;
and

2 Coundil adopt the following recommendations:
“It is recommended that:

@ an independent review of the TO-Bid be conducted by an organization such
as KPMG or Lindquist Avey; and
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(b)

the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be
requested to conduct public meetings to be held in the civic centres of the
former cities of Etobicoke, Toronto, North York and Scarborough, in
order to provide an opportunity for citizens to voice their views/concerns
respecting the Toronto Olympic Bid.”

Councillor Kinahan moved that Parts (1) and (2) of motion (&) by Mayor Lastman be
amended by plurdizing the word “ guarantee’.

Councillor Jones moved that the Clause be amended by amending the joint report dated
February 11, 2000, from the Chief Adminigrative Officer, the Commissioner of Economic
Devel opment, Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, the Acting
Commissoner of Urban Deveopment Services, the Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services, the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, the
City Salicitor and the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trandt Commission, by:

)

2

inserting in Recommendation No. (8), under the heading “ Socid Equity”, after the
words “Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services’, the words
“and the Medical Officer of Hedth”, so that such recommendation shall now read
asfollows.

“(8

the Commissoner Community and Neighbourhood Services and the
Medicd Officer of Hedth be requested to work with community, voluntary
and private sectors to respond with appropriate recommendations for
policies, programs, socid investments and community grants to meset the
City’s public policy godsfor sociad development and equity;”; and

adding to Recommendation No. (11), under the heading “Trangportation”, the
words “and that GO Trangt dso condgder a connection from the Dixon Road
Airport Strip to Union Station”, so that such recommendation shal now read as

follows:

“(11)

the City of Toronto, in co-operation with the federd and provincid
governments, ensure that Union Station recaives the required improvements
for TTC and GO Trangt facilitiesin time for the Olympic Games in 2008
and that GO Trandt dso consder a connection from the Dixon Road
Airport Strip to Union Station;”.
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)

Councillor Prue moved that the Clause be amended by amending the joint report dated
February 11, 2000, from the Chief Adminigrative Officer, the Commissoner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, the Acting
Commissoner of Urban Development Services, the Commissoner of Works and
Emergency Services, the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services, the
City Solicitor and the Chief Genera Manager, Toronto Transit Commission, by deleting
from Recommendation No. (19), under the heading “Planning”’, the words “wherever
feasble’, o that such recommendation shall now read asfollows:

“(19) exiding heritage buildings and heritage festures on the waterfront be preserved and
incorporated into new facilities”.

Councillor McConnedl moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

@ TO-Bid be requested to establish neighbourhood working groups in each of the
‘rings of the Olympic Ste, to ensure that, in addition to the City-wide civic
engagement effort, locad neighbourhoods have input into the design and planning of
elements of the Olympic developments; and

2 on completion of the Socia Impact Assessment, the Commissoner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism and the Commissoner of Community and
Neighbourhood Services be requested to submit a joint report to City Council,
through the Economic Devedopment and Parks Committee, outlining ther
assessment of the implications for locd communities and particularly vulnerable

people.”

Councillor Adams moved that:

@ Part (2) of motion (a) by Mayor Lastman be amended by adding thereto the words
“such report to address the financing for the Paralympic Games and an assurance
that the City of Toronto will be protected”; and

2 the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that:
@ TO-Bid be requested to submit a report to City Council, through the

Economic Development and Parks Committee, on the results of the
Olympic and Media Village Desgn/Devel opment competitions; and
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(b) the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be
requested to provide to dl Members of Council, in a timey manner, al
documents which may impact on the City of Toronto's commitment,

induding:

M the International Olympic Committee’'s Bid Cities Questionnaire
and TO-Bid' sresponse;

(it) the Province of Ontario’s guarantee, when finalized,

@)  further commitments by the federal government, including for the
Pardympic Games, and

(v)  thecandidature documents, when signed.”

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

“It is further recommended that TO-Bid be requested to work with the Toronto Trangit
Commission (TTC) to determine which key TTC gations need to be made accessible to
ensure disabled access to Olympic and Paralympic venues.”

Ruling by Deputy Mayor:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard that the request outlined in Part (2)(b) of motion (e) by
Councillor Walker had dready been addressed by the Commissioner of Economic Devel opment,
Culture and Tourism in the report embodied in the Clause, ruled such motion redundant.

Councillor Walker chdlenged the ruling of the Deputy Mayor.

Vote to Uphold Ruling of Deputy Mayor:

Yes-50

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero,
Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek,
Johngton, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Li
Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantaone,
Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sindair,
Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti

No-5

Coundcillors. Augimeri, Layton, McConnell, Moscoe, Walker

Carried by amgority of 45.
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Votes:

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (€) by Councillor Walker:

Yes-1

Coundillor: Walker

No - 54

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek,
Johngton, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, Li Preti, Lindssy Luby, Mahood, Mammoaliti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, MinnanWong, M oeser, Moscoe,
Nunziata, O'Brien, Ootes, Pantaone, PFitfield, Prue, Rae,
Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas,
Vaent

Lost by amgority of 53.

Adoption of Part (2)(a) of motion (€) by Councillor Walker:

Yes-10
Councillors,

Augimeri, Bossons, Brown, Chow, Davis, McConnell, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, Maoscoe, Walker

No - 45
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bussn, Cho, Chong, Disero, Duguid, Fedman, Hint,
Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby,
Mahood, Mammoliti, Mihevc, Moeser, Nunziata, O’ Brien,
Ootes, Pantalone, Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Valenti

Lost by amgority of 35.

Moation (c) by Councillor Pantalone carried.

Part (1) of motion (g) by Councillor Jones carried.
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Part (2) of motion (g) by Councillor Jones carried.
Adoption of motion (h) by Councillor Prue:

Yes- 47
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Adams, Altobdlo, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons,
Brown, Bussn, Cho, Chong, Chow, Disero, Feldman, Hint,
Giansante, Jakobek, Johngton, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Lindssy Luby, Mahood,
Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, MinnanWong,
Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O Brien, Ootes, Pantaone,
Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sindair,
Vdenti, Walker

No- 8
Councillors:

Adghton, Bakissoon, Davis, Duguid, Holyday, King, Soknacki,
Tzekas

Carried by amgority of 39.

Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Johnston, seconded by Councillor Miller, carried.

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

Moation (f) by Councillor Kinahan carried.

Adoption of Part (2) of motion (d) by Councillor Cho:

Yes-9

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Berger, Cho, Li Preti, Mammoliti, Miller, Ootes, Soknacki,
Walker

No - 46

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,

Bossons, Brown, Bussn, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero,
Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek,
Johngton, Jones, Kely, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, McConnel, Mihevc, Minnan-
Wong, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Pantalone,
Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sindair,
Tzekas, Vaent
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Lost by amgority of 37.

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

Yes- 56
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Flint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, Johngton, Jones, Kely, Kinahan, King, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Layton, LiPreti, Lindsay Luby, Mahood,
Mammoliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong,
Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O'Brien, Ootes, Pantaone,
Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sindair,
Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Waker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Part (1) of motion (b) by Councillor Johnston, seconded by Councillor Miller, carried.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (d) by Councillor Cho:

Yes-29
Councillors;

Altobello, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons, Bussin,
Cho, Chow, Feldman, Gardner, Johnston, Kinahan, King,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Li Preti, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong,
O'Brien, Pantdone, Fitfidd, Prue, Shaw, Silva, Sinclar,
Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Walker

No - 26
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, Brown, Chong, Davis, Disero,
Duguid, Flint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Layton,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Moeser,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner

Carried by amgority of 3.

Part (1) of motion (i) by Councillor McConnell carried.

Part (2) of motion (i) by Councillor McConnell carried.
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Part (2) of motion (j) by Councillor Adams carried.
Motion (k) by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes-54

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero,
Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, King, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Lindssy Luby, Mahood,
Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, MinnanWong,
Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantalone,
Ritfied, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sindlar,
Soknacki, Tzekas, Valenti

No -2
Councillors; Bossons, Walker

Carried by amgority of 52.
In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

(@) amending thejoint report dated February 11, 2000, from the Chief Administrative Officer,
the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financid
Officer and Treasurer, the Acting Commissoner of Urban Development Services, the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, the Commissioner of Community and
Neighbourhood Sarvices, the City Solicitor and the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt
Commission, by:

@ adding to Recommendation No. (6), under the heading “ Economic Development”,
the words “, including maximizing the cregtion of qudity jobs’, so that such
recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(6) the Economic Development Office be requested to work with Tourism
Toronto to maximize the economic potentid that the Olympic Games can
redize, incdluding maximizing the cregtion of qudity jobs”;
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2

(b)

(©

(d)

()

inserting in Recommendation No. (8), under the heading “ Socid Equity”, after the
words “Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services’, the words
“and the Medica Officer of Hedth”, so that such recommendation shall now read
asfollows.

“(8) the Commissoner Community and Neighbourhood Services and the
Medicd Officer of Hedth be requested to work with community, voluntary
and private sectors to respond with appropriate recommendations for
policies, programs, socid investments and community grants to meet the
City’ s public policy goas for socid development and equity;”;

adding to Recommendation No. (11), under the heading “Trangportation”, the
words “and that GO Trangt dso condgder a connection from the Dixon Road
Airport Strip to Union Station”, so that such recommendation shal now read as
follows

“(11) the City of Toronto, in co-operation with the federd and provincid
governments, ensure that Union Station receives the required improvements
for TTC and GO Trangt facilitiesin time for the Olympic Games in 2008
and that GO Trandt dso consder a connection from the Dixon Road
Airport Strip to Union Station;”;

deeting from Recommendation No. (19), under the heading “Planning”, the words
“wherever feagble’, so that such recommendation shall now read asfollows:

“(19) exiding heritage buildings and heritage features on the waterfront be
preserved and incorporated into new facilities,”; and

inserting in the firg bullet point, under the heading “Other Matters Respecting
Federa and Provincid Support”, after the word “infrastructure’, the words *“,
including transportation infrastructure,”, so that such phrase shdl now read as
follows

“infrastructure, including transportation infrastructure, necessary for the Olympic
Games to proceed;”; and

adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that:

@

there be no substantia changes to the Olympic Master Plan without the approval
of City Coundil;
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(b)

(©

(d)

(€

()

TO-Bid be requested to:

0] work with the Toronto Trangt Commission (TTC) to determine which key
TTC gations need to be made accessible to ensure disabled access to
Olympic and Pardympic venues,

(it) submit a report to City Council, through the Economic Development and
Parks Committee, on the results of the Olympic and Media Village
Desgn/Development competitions;

(ii) edablish neighbourhood working groups in each of the ‘rings of the
Olympic ste, to ensure that, in addition to the City-wide civic engagement
effort, loca neighbourhoods have input into the desgn and planning of
elements of the Olympic developments; and

(iv) report quarterly to the Economic Development and Parks Committee,
through the Olympic Task Force, to ensure an open and public process,

the City Solicitor and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to
ensure that the provincid guarantees for the gpproved 2008 Operating and Capita
Budgetsfor dl facilities and programs are sttisfactory and provide protection to the
City of Toronto from potentiad Olympic Games cogt overruns, revenue shortfals and
any deficits,

the City Solicitor and the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to
report back to Council, through the Economic Development and Parks Committee,
upon completion of discussons with the provincid government, on satisfactory
guarantees, such report to address the financing for the Pardlympic Games and an
assurance that the City of Toronto will be protected;

the Chief Adminigtrative Officer be requested to report to Council, through the
Policy and Finance Committee, on the structure for the Olympic Organizing
Committee and methods to ensure the protection of the public interest, such asan
open and accountable process and gppropriate financia controls,

the Chief Adminigrative Officer, the Commissoner of Economic Developmernt,
Culture and Tourism, the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer and the City
Solicitor be requested to submit ajoint report to the Economic Development and
Parks Committee outlining a‘wish list" directed to the federal government for the
2008 Olympic Bid;
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(0) on completion of the Socia Impact Assessment, the Commissoner of Economic
Development, Culture and Tourism and the Commissoner of Community and
Neighbourhood Services be requested to submit a joint report to City Council,
through the Economic Devedopment and Parks Committee, outlining ther
assessment of the implications for locd communities and particularly vulnerable

people; and

(p)] the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be requested
to provide to adl Members of Council, in atimely manner, al documents which may
impact on the City of Toronto’s commitment, including:

() the Internationd Olympic Committee’s Bid Cities Questionnaire and TO-
Bid' sresponse;

(it) the Province of Ontario’s guarantee, when finalized,

@) further commitments by the federd government, induding for the Pardympic
Games, and

(iv)  the candidature documents, when sgned.”

4.10 Clause No. 1 of Report No. 2 of The Planning and Transportation Committee, headed
“Exemption from Part Lot Control of Certain Landsin Connection with the Purchase of
Union Station by the City of Toronto and GO Transt (Trinity-Niagara, Downtown, Don
River)”.

Motion:

Councillor Hint moved that the Clause be amended by amending the report dated January 24, 2000,
from the Acting Commissioner of Urban Development Services

@ to provide that the purpose of the exemption be expanded to dlow “dl easements, rights or
interestsin favour of Toronto Terminals Railway Limited or its assgnees as may be required
to give effect to the Purchase Agreement”, in addition to the easement for the fibre optic
cable network aready identified in such report;

2 by amending the body of the report accordingly, by inserting the phrase “and such other
easements, rights or interests contemplated by the Purchase Agreement”:

@ ater theacronym “TTR” in the firgt paragraph of the section entitled “ Comments’;
and
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411

4.12

(b) after the phrase “fibre optic cable network” wherever such phrase gppearsin such
report; and

3 by replacing Map 2 with Revised Map 2 which more accurately illustrates the rail corridor
lands between Bay and Y onge Streets.

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

Clause No. 13 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “Har monization
of Lieu Time Policy (Non-Union)”.

Motion:
Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:
@ the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested to submit the report
requested in Recommendation No. (5) of the Administration Committee to the April

2000 meseting of the Personnel Sub-Committee; and

2 COTAPSAI be requested to provide its input to both the April and May 2000
mestings of the Personnd Sub-Committee on the issues set out in the Clause”

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

Clause No. 9 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Declar ation as
Surplusand Sale of Rail Corridor Landsto GO Transt asPart of the Purchase of Union
Sation by the City of Toronto from Toronto Terminals Railway Company Limited (Trinity
Niagara, Downtown, Don River)”.
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4.13

Motions:

@ Councillor Berardinetti moved that the Clause be amended by replacing Maps 1 and 2
appended to the report dated February 7, 2000, from the Acting Commissioner of
Corporate Services, with revised Maps 1, 2 and 3.

(b) Councillor Saundercook moved that the Clause be amended by adding the following words
to Recommendation No. (1) embodied in the report dated February 7, 2000, from the
Acting Commissioner of Corporate Services.

“subject to:

@ the future granting of any lands or easements to the City at no cost by GO Transt
as may be necessary for the congtruction of the Front Street Extension; and

(b) the sale, lease or any other future transaction involving GO Trandt and any portion
of this property first require written consent from the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Servicesto dlow for the protection of any lands or eesements that may
be necessary for the construction of the Front Street Extension;”.
Votes:
Motion (a) by Councillor Berardinetti carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Saundercook carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Clause No. 6 of Report No. 3 of The York Community Council, headed “ Appointment of
Members of Council to the York Community LACAC Pand and the York Community
Museum Management Board”.
Motion:
Councillor Mihevc moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that Councillor Frances Nunziata be appointed to the York

Community Museum Management Board for aterm expiring November 30, 2000, and until
her successor is appointed.”



22

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

4.14

4.15

4.16

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

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 3 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “ Tree Removal
- 314/316 Avenue Road (Midtown)”.

Motion:

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

“It is recommended that, as recommended in Recommendation No. (2) embodied in the
report dated January 4, 2000, from the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture
and Tourism, apermit for tree remova be issued conditiond on the implementation of the
landscape plan, prepared by Acme Environmentals Landscape Design Lid., dated
September 1999, revised October 1, 1999, subject to the gpplicant being requested to
make a contribution of $500.00 toward the Midtown Tree Project.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 10 of Report No. 3 of The Palicy and Finance Committee, headed “ Disposition
of Domain Ride Equipment”.

Vote:
The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Augimeri requested that her opposition to this Clause be noted in the Minutes of this
mesting.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “ Temporary
Licence- 319 Keele Street and Liquor Plebiscite (Davenport)”.
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4.17

4.18

Motion:
Councillor Disero moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that:

@ a liquor plebiscite be held in Ward 21, Davenport, during the November 2000
election; and

2 the report dated February 25, 2000, from the City Solicitor, be received.”
Votes.
The motion by Councillor Disero carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Clause No. 2 of Report No. 3 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “ I ntroduction

of Permit Parking on the North Leg of Burnside Drive, Between Bathurst Street and the
West Dead End of Burnside Drive (Midtown)”.

Motion:

Councillor Bossons moved that the Clause be received.
Vote:

The motion by Councillor Bossons carried.

Clause No. 3 of Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “ Residential
Demoalition — 50 Lavinia Avenue (High Park)”.

Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendation:

Motion:

Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski moved that Council adopt the following recommendation:
“It is recommended that the report dated December 8, 1999, from the Acting Commissoner
of Urban Planning and Devel opment Services, be adopted.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.
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4.19 ClauseNo. 7 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ | ssuance of

4.20

Tax Receiptsfor Earlscourt Park Amphitheatre’.
Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendetion:

Motion:

Councillor Disero moved that Council adopt the following recommendations:
“It is recommended that:
@ the report (undated) from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer be adopted; and

2 the tax receipts adso include ‘in-kind’ services and that cheques to suppliers for
disbursements be issued directly by the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer; and

3 the project proceed once full funding, by way of donations, is received.”
Votes:
The motion by Councillor Disero carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 3 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “ City of Toronto Dr aft
Sewer Use By-law Status Report”.

Motion:

Councillor Jones moved that the Clause be amended by insarting, a the beginning of

Recommendation No. (2) of the Works Committee, the words “that the Medica Officer of Hedlth

be requested to submit a report to the Works and Economic Development and Parks Committees,

and”, so that such recommendation shall now reed asfollows:

“(2) tha the Medica Officer of Health be requested to submit areport to the Works and

Economic Development and Parks Committees, and that Members of the Board
of Hedlth beinvited to attend the aforementioned joint mesting:”.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Jones carried.
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4.21

4.22

4.23

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 17 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ Toronto
District Heating Corporation Shareholder Approvals’.

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

“It is further recommended that the confidentia report dated February 28, 2000, from the
Chief Adminigtrative Officer, be adopted, such report to remain confidentia, in accordance
with the provisons of the Municipd Adt, having regard that it contains information pertaining
to the security of property interests of the municipaity.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Ootes carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 8 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ Development

of a Request for Expression of Interest (EOI) for Telecommunications Use and/or Build

of City Infrastructure’.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the Chief Adminigtrative Officer be directed to aso enter
into discussons with the Generd Manager of Water and Wastewater Services in this
regard.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 5 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Acquisition of
CN Bdt Line Railway in the Former City of York (Ward 28 - York Eglinton)”.
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4.24

4.25

Motion:
Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:
@ the Commissioner of Urban Development Services be requested to co-ordinate any
adjacent ste plan applications for projects under congtruction, now or in the future,

with the intended use of this property; and

2 the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be requested
to undertake a development plan for the property under the terms of this report.”

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

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 3 of The North York Community Council, headed “Tree
Removal Request — 22 Dunsmor e Gardens— North York Spadina”.

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that the Clause be struck out and referred back to the North Y ork
Community Council for further consderation.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Clause No. 16 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigration Committee, headed “ Tax Adjusment
- Municipal Act Section 442 and 443" .

Motion:

Councillor Berardinetti moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the report dated February 25, 2000, from the Chief
Financia  Officer and  Treasurer, entitted ‘723 Makham  Stred,

Assessment #1904 051070 02400 - Wad 23, embodying the following
recommendations, be adopted:
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‘It is recommended that:

1) the recommended adjustment of $209.83, as submitted in the report dated
January 20, 2000, headed ‘ Tax Adjustment - Municipa Act, Section 442
and 443, to Administration Committee, be gpproved; and

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

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

426 Clause No. 3 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Amending Fair
Wage Schedules and Related Items’.

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

“It isfurther recommended that the report dated February 25, 2000, from the Manager, Fair
Wage and Labour Trades Office, embodying the following recommendation, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, report
back to the Adminigration Committee outlining the details and financid implications
of usng CUPE wage rates as the fair wage rate for non-construction classifications,
such as janitorial workers or office cleaners, when the City procures these
sarvices.” ”

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

“It is further recommended that the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be
requested to include in his forthcoming report to the Adminidration Committee on the
financid implications of usng CUPE wage rates as the fair wage rate for non-construction
classfications, incrementa costs and benefits and any other impacts of proposed changes
or options.”
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(© Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be struck out and referred to the City Auditor,
with arequest that he submit a report to the Administration Committee on the fair wage
policy used by the City of Toronto as compared to other jurisdictions.

Ruling by Deputy Mayor :
Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard that the City Auditor had advised the Coundil that it would not

be appropriate to refer the matter to the City Auditor, ruled motion (c) by Councillor Holyday, out
of order.

Councillor Holyday requested that his motion (c) be amended to provide that the Clause be referred
to the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, in lieu of the City Auditor.

Deputy Mayor Ootes concurred in the request of Councillor Holyday and ruled such motion, as
amended, in order.

Coundillor Pantdone chalenged the ruling of the Deputy Mayor.
Vote to Uphold Ruling of Deputy Mayor:

Yes-33

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors. Altobello, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons, Bussin, Cho, Chong,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Gardner, Giansante,
Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan, King, Li Preti, Lindsay
Luby, Mahood, Mihevc, Miller, MinnanrWong, Moeser,
O'Brien, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Soknacki

No- 13

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Chow, Johnston, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone,
Prue, Slva

Carried by amgority of 20.

(d) Councillor Moscoe moved that mation (c) by Councillor Holyday be referred to the
Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, with arequest that he meet with Councillor
Holyday to discuss the higtory of the Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office and its mandate
to prevent the exploitation of City of Toronto workers.

(e Councillor Davis moved that maotion (c) by Councillor Holyday be amended by adding
thereto the words “ and the Commissioner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism
be requested to submit areport to the Administration Committee on the impacts on small
business and barriers to access to business with the City of Toronto should any such barriers
exig”.
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Withdrawal of Motion:

Councillor Maoscoe, with the permission of Council, withdrew his motion (d).
Vote on Referral:

Adoption of motion (€) by Councillor Davis:

Yes- 22

Councillors: Adams, Aghton, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Davis, Duguid, Hint,
Giansante, Holyday, Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, MinnanWong, O'Brien, Ootes,
Ritfidd, Sinclair, Soknacki

No - 26

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobdlo, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussn, Cho, Chow,
Feldman, Gardner, Jakobek, Kely, Li Preti, Mammoaliti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata,
Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Silva, Valenti

Lost by amgority of 4.
Adoption of motion (c) by Councillor Holyday, without amendment:

Yes- 18

Councillors. Adams, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Davis, Feldman, Holyday,
Kely, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby,
Mahood, Minnan-Wong, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pitfield, Soknacki

No- 31

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussn, Cho, Chow,
Duguid, Hint, Gardner, Giansante, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones,
Li Preti, Mammoaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Moeser,
Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Slva, Sindair, Vdenti

Lost by amgority of 13.

® Councillor Bossons moved that the Clause be struck out and referred back to the
Adminigtration Committee, and the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be
requested to submit afurther report to the Committee on amore acceptable Option 3 which
addresses the concerns of the Independent Contractors Association and small business.
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Ruling by Deputy Mayor :

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard that Council had previoudy conddered the referrd of this
Clause, ruled motion (f) by Councillor Bossons, out of order.

()

)

0]

)

(k)

Councillor Chong moved that the Clause be amended by striking out the recommendation
of the Adminigration Committee and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

“It is recommended that Option 3 embodied in the report dated December 22, 1999, from
the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be chosen as the recommended
Option.”

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

“It is further recommended that the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be
requested to submit a report to Council, through the Administration Committee, on the
feashility of separating certain jobs from the palicy, in particular those jobs which could
possibly be open to smal business”

Councillor Davis moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

@ the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, and the Chief
Adminigrative Officer be requested to submit a joint report to the Economic
Development and Parks Committee on barriers and access issues for smal- and
medium-sized businesses in Toronto to gain access to City of Toronto contracts;
and

2 the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be requested to conduct an
annud review of the annud incomes of employees of smdl businesses who are
awarded City of Toronto contracts, as part of their annua audit process.”

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

“It is further recommended that the Chief Adminigrative Officer be requested to submit a
report to the Adminigration Committee on dternative methods of establishing fair wage rates
for the City of Toronto, in preparation for the next term of Council.”

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

“It is further recommended that the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be
requested to forward the fair wage schedule and related items to the Minister of Labour of
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the Province of Ontario, with a recommendation that congderation be given to implementing
similar recommendations to those adopted by the City of Toronto.”

Votes:
Adoption of motion (g) by Councillor Chong:
Yes- 15
Councillors: Adams, Bakissoon, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Giansante,
Holyday, Lindsay Luby, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, O’ Brien,
Ootes, Saundercook, Shiner, Soknacki
No - 35
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors. Altobdlo, Aghton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Cho, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kdly,
Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, LiPreti, Mammaliti,
McConnell, Mihevc, Miller, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone,
Prue, Rae, Shaw, Slva, Sinclair, Tzekas, Vaenti, Waker
Lost by amgority of 20.

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Pantalone:

Yes- 37

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobelo, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussin, Cho, Chow, Disero,
Filion, Hint, Giansante, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, McConnell,
Mihevc, Moesar, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Fitfied,
Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki,
Tzekas, Vdenti, Waker

No- 15

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Balkissoon, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Davis,
Duguid, Holyday, Kely, Lindsay Luby, Miller, Minnan-Wong,
O'Brien, Shiner

Carried by amaority of 22.
Motion (b) by Councillor Soknacki carried.

Adoption of motion (h) by Councillor King, moved by Councillor Lindsay Luby in the absence of
Coundcillor King:
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Yes- 27

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Berger, Bossons, Cho,
Chong, Davis, Duguid, Flion, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Kdly,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Minnan-Wong, Moeser,
O Brien, Ootes, Ritfield, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas,
Vadent

No - 25

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussn, Chow, Disero, Jakobek,
Johngton, Jones, Kinahan, Layton, Li Preti, Mammoaliti,
McConndl, Mihevec, Miller, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone,
Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Silva, Walker

Carried by amgority of 2.
Ruling by Deputy Mayor :

Councillor Miller requested Deputy Mayor Ootes to rule on whether Part (1) of motion (i) by
Councillor Daviswas in order.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to the nature of Part (1) of motion (i) by Councillor Davis, ruled
such Part in order.
Vote:

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

Yes- 37

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors. Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Berger, Bossons, Cho,
Chong, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Giansante,
Holyday, Johnston, Jones, Kelly, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, Moesr,
Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Atfidd, Prue, Saundercook, Shiner,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti

No- 15

Councillors: Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussn, Chow, Jakobek, Layton,
Li Preti, McConndl, Miller, Moscoe, Pantaone, Rag, Shaw,
Slva, Waker

Carried by amgority of 22.
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Ruling by Deputy Mayor :

Mayor Lastman requested Deputy Mayor Ootes to rule on whether Part (2) of motion (i) by
Councillor Daviswasin order.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to the nature of Part (2) of motion (i) by Councillor Davis, ruled
such Part out of order.

Votes:
Adoption of mation (j) by Councillor Kelly:
Yes- 16
Councillors: Adams, Bakissoon, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Giansante,
Holyday, Kedly, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Minnan-
Wong, O Brien, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Vaenti
No - 36
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Altobelo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussin, Cho, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, Layton, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, McConndll, Mihevc,
Miller, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Fitfield,
Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw, Silva, Tzekas, Walker
Lost by amgority of 20.
Adoption of motion (k) by Councillor Li Preti:
Yes- 36
Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger, Bussin, Cho,
Chow, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, LiPreti, Mammaliti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe,
Nunziata, Pantalone, Fitfield, Prue, Rae, Shaw, Silva, Sinclair,
Tzekas, Walker

No - 16

Councillors. Adams, Balkissoon, Bossons, Chong, Davis, Hint, Giansante,
Holyday, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, O’ Brien, Ootes, Saundercook,
Shiner, Soknacki, Vaenti

Carried by amaority of 20.

Adoption of Clause, as amended:

| Yes- 42
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Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobdlo, Aghton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Bussin, Cho, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Giansante, Jakobek,
Johngton, Jones, Kelly, Kinahan, Korwin-K uczynski, Layton,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mammaliti, McConnell, Mihevc, Miller,
Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Fitfield, Prue,
Ree, Saundercook, Shaw, Slva, Sinclair, Tzekas, Vdenti,
Walker

No - 10
Councillors: Adams, Bakissoon, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Holyday,
Minnan-Wong, O’ Brien, Shiner, Soknacki

Carried by

amgority of 32.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by adding thereto the following:

“It
@

2

is further recommended that:

the report dated February 25, 2000, from the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour
Trades Office, embodying the following recommendation, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, report
back to the Adminigration Committee outlining the details and financid implications
of usng CUPE wage rates as the fair wage rate for non-congtruction classifications,
such as janitorial workers or office cleaners, when the City procures these
sarvices!”;

the Manager, Fair Wage and Labour Trades Office, be requested to:

@ forward the fair wage schedule and related items to the Minister of Labour
of the Province of Ontario, with a recommendation that consideration be
given to implementing sSmilar recommendations to those adopted by the
City of Toronto;

(b) include in his forthcoming report to the Adminigration Committee on the
financid implications of usng CUPE wage rates as the fair wage rate for
non-congruction classfications, incrementa costs and benefits and any
other impacts of proposed changes or options; and

(© submit areport to Council, through the Adminigtration Committee, on the
feadbility of sgparaing certain jobs from the policy, in particular those jobs
which could possibly be open to small business; and
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4.27

4.28

3 the Commissoner of Economic Development, Culture and Tourism, and the Chief
Adminigrative Officer be requested to submit a joint report to the Economic
Development and Parks Committee on barriers and access issues for smal- and
medium-sized businesses in Toronto to gain access to City of Toronto contracts.”

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Councillor’sUse
of Corporate Vehicles’.

Motion:

Councillor Mascoe moved that consderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting
of City Council scheduled to be held on April 11, 2000.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “ Road Classification —
Review of Outstanding I ssues and Proposed Classifications (All Wards)”.

Motions:

@ Coundillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by adopting the following portions of
Recommendations Nos. (1) and (3) of the North Y ork Community Council embodied in the
communication dated December 20, 1999, from the City Clerk, viz.:

“(1) the speed limit on Finch Avenue Eagt, between Bayview Avenue and Don Mills
Road, and on Bayview Avenue, between Cummer Avenue and Stedles Avenue
East, be reduced to 50 kilometres per hour;”; and

“(3) thefollowing roads be classfied as Locd:

€) 0] Blithfidd Road,;
(it) Citation Drive;
(i) Bayview Mews,
(v)  Hawksbury Drive, from Elkhorn to Sheppard Avenue;
V) Burbank Drive;
(Vi) Ruddington Drive;
(vi)  Tollerton Avenue and
(viii)  Heethview Avenue and
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(b)

(©

(b) McNicoll Avenue, from Gordon Baker Road to Bayview Avenue, be
classfied as a Collector Road;”.

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by:

D)

2

deleting the proposed classfication of “Collector” for Windermere Avenue, from
Bloor Street to Saint Johns Road, and inserting in lieu thereof the classfication of
“Locd”; and

adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the Proposed Road Classfication System be
conddered as a preiminary document to be evauated in the broader context of
goasfor public hedth, sustainable transportation, environmenta protection and the
City of Toronto's Officid Plan.”

Councillor Adams moved that the Clause be amended:

)

2

by adding thereto the following:

“It isfurther recommended that the communication dated February 24, 2000, from
the Toronto Pedestrian Committee, be referred to the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services for further consderation and report thereon to the Works
Committee.”; and

to provide that congderation of the classfication of the following roads in the
Midtown Ward be deferred to the next meeting of City Council:

“Ward 23, Midtown (Toronto):

23-3 Barton Avenue Albany Avenueto Brunswick Avenue
23-4 Barton Avenue Bathurst Street to Albany Avenue
23-5 Bdlar Avenue Bloor Street West to Y orkville Avenue

23-7 Bernard Avenue Spadina Road to Bedford Road
23-8 Brunswick Avenue Barton Avenue to Lowther Avenue
23-10 Crescent Road Y onge Street to Mount Pleasant Road

23-11 Cumberland Street All

23-14 Forest Hill Road . Clair Avenue West to Kilbarry Road
23-17 Inglewood Drive . Clair Avenue East to Mount Pleasant Road
23-19 Lowther Avenue Brunswick Avenueto St. George Avenue’.
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(d) Coundillor Layton moved that the Clause be amended by sriking out and referring the road
classification for Dundas Street Eadt, east of the Don River to Jones Avenue, back to the
Works Committee for further consideration.

)] Councillor Disero moved that the Clause be amended by striking out and referring the road
classfication for Slverthorn Avenue, from Rowntree Avenue to the York Community
Council boundary (Ward 21), back to the Works Committee for further consideration.

Votes:

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

Motion (d) by Councillor Layton carried.

Moation (e) by Councillor Disero carried.

Motion (a) by Councillor Shiner, insofar as it pertains to Recommendation No. (1) of the North
Y ork Community Council, carried.

Motion (a) by Councillor Shiner, insofar asit pertains to Recommendation No. (3)(a) of the North
Y ork Community Council, carried.

Motion (8) by Councillor Shiner, insofar asit pertains to Recommendation No. (3)(b) of the North
Y ork Community Council, carried.

Part (1) of motion (b) by Councillor Miller carried.

Part (2) of motion (b) by Councillor Miller carried.

Part (1) of motion (c) by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Adams, with the permission of Council, moved thet, in accordance with Section 46 of

the Council Procedurd By-law, this Clause be re-opened for further consderation, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
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Motion:

Councillor Adams moved that the action of Council pertaining to Part (2) of his motion (c) be
rescinded.

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

The Clause, as further amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

D)

2

3

driking out and referring the road dassfications for the following sireets back to the Works
Committee for further consideration:

@ Dundas Street Eadt, east of the Don River to Jones Avenue; and

(b) Slverthorn Avenue, from Rowntree Avenue to the York Community Coundil
boundary (Ward 21);

deleting the proposed classification of “Collector” for Windermere Avenue, from Bloor
Street to Saint Johns Road, and inserting in lieu thereof the classfication of “Locd”;

adopting the following portions of Recommendations Nos. (1) and (3) of the North Y ork
Community Council embodied in the communication dated December 20, 1999, from the
City Clerk, viz.:

“(1) the gpeed limit on Finch Avenue Eagt, between Bayview Avenue and Don Mills
Road, and on Bayview Avenue, between Cummer Avenue and Stedles Avenue
East, be reduced to 50 kilometres per hour;”; and

“(@  thefollowing roads be classfied as Locd:

@ 0] Blithfield Road;
(D) Citation Drive;
(ii) Bayview Mews,
(iv) Hawksbury Drive, from Elkhorn to Sheppard Avenue;
) Burbank Drive;
(W) Ruddington Drive;
(vi)  Tollerton Avenue; and
(vii)  Heathview Avenue;, and
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(b) McNicoll Avenue, from Gordon Baker Road to Bayview Avenue, be
classfied as a Collector Road;”; and

4 adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that:

@

(b)

the Proposed Road Classification System be considered as a preliminary document
to be evduated in the broader context of gods for public hedth, sustainable
trangportation, environmenta protection and the City of Toronto’'s Officid Plan; and

the communication dated February 24, 2000, from the Toronto Pedestrian
Committee, be referred to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
for further consideration and report thereon to the Works Committee.”

4.29 Clause No. 7 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Authority to
Acquire Property for the Relocation of 51 Police Divison (Ward 25 —Don River)”.

Motion:

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

“It is further recommended that:

)

2

the recommendation of the Budget Advisory Committee embodied in the
confidential communication dated February 21, 2000, from the City Clerk, be
adopted, such communication to reman confidentid, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipa Adt, given that it concerns acquistion of land, save and
except the recommendation embodied therein, viz.:

‘The Budget Advisory Committee on February 21, 2000, recommended to Council
that funding be provided to acquire property for the relocation of 51 Police Divison
(Ward 25 — Don River) from the City’s Land Acquisition Reserve Fund.’; and

the Toronto Police Services Board, in consultation with the Chief Adminidtrative
Officer, be requested to review its future plan to renovate and replace various police
dations across the City and identify:

@ how the proposed new boundaries will impact on the number and size of
dations,

(b) how the desgn of new gaionswill fadlitate community-based policing, and
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4.30

thelr impact on the environment;
(© the cost of these buildings;

(d) the possihility of being flexible in the design, in order that they reflect the
local neighbourhood; and

(e the impact of information technology on the size of the buildings”
Votes:
The mation by Councillor Shiner carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 3 of Report No. 2 of The Community Services Committee, headed “New
Provincial Rent Supplement Program”.

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

“It isfurther recommended that the report dated February 24, 2000, from the Commissioner
of Community and Neighbourhood Services, be adopted.”

@ Councillor Chong moved that motion (&) by Councillor Duguid be amended by adding
thereto the words * subject to adding to Recommendation No. (1) the words ‘within the City
of Toronto’, and inserting in Recommendation No. (2), after the word and acronym ‘by
OHC’, the words ‘ the Metropolitan Toronto Housing Authority’ ™.

Votes:

Motion (b) by Councillor Chong carried.

Motion (a) by Councillor Duguid carried, as amended.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by adding thereto the following:

“It isfurther recommended that the report dated February 24, 2000, from the Commissioner

of Community and Neighbourhood Services, be adopted, subject to adding to
Recommendation No. (1) the words ‘within the City of Toronto’, and insarting in
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Recommendation No. (2), after the word and acronym ‘by OHC', the words ‘the
Metropolitan Toronto Housing Authority’, so that the recommendations embodied in such
report shdl now read asfollows:

‘It is recommended that:

@ Council endorse the podition that any sales of scattered houses owned by
the Ontario Housing Corporation (OHC) in the City of Toronto only
proceed where there is a viable business plan to replenish and reinvest the
proceeds of any sde of public housing assets into additiond affordable
housing opportunities within the City of Toronto;

2 any decigons regarding the disposition of public housing assetsin Toronto
be made jointly by OHC, the Metropalitan Toronto Housing Authority and
the City;,

3 Coundcil’s podtion be forwarded to the Minister of Municipa Affairs and
Housing and to the Chairs of the Boards of the Ontario Municipa Housng
Corporation and the Metropolitan Toronto Housing Authority (MTHA);
and

4 the appropriate City officids take the necessary sepsto give effect thereto.
431 ClauseNo. 2 of Report No. 2 of The Economic Development and ParksCommittee, headed
“Hanlan’s Point — Clothing Optional Beach Pilot Project (Downtown)”.
Motion:
Councillor Soknacki moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that:
1) the clothing optiona beach be extended 100 metres to the lifeguard station; and
2 the confidentia report dated February 16, 2000, from the City Solicitor, embodying
the following recommendation, be adopted, the balance of such report to remain
confidentiad, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, having regard
thet it contains legal advice which is subject to Solicitor/Client privilege:
‘It is recommended that City Coundil request the Police Services Board to comment

on its policy respecting its dlocation of lifeguard services between the severd
beaches referred to in this report.” ”
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4.32

4.33

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

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 3 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Amendment to
the Council Procedural By-law - Submission of Reportsto Council”.

Motion:

Councillor Adams moved that congderation of the Clause be deferred until the first meeting of the
new City of Toronto Council.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Works Committee, headed “Integration of Works
Construction Contract Documents - Harmonized General Conditions of Contracts’.

Motion to Re-Open:
Coundillor Saundercook, with the permission of Council, moved thet, in accordance with Section 46
of the Council Procedurd By-law, this Clause be re-opened for further congideration, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
Motion:
Councillor Saundercook moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the joint report dated February 28, 2000, from the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and the City Solicitor, embodying the
following recommendations, be adopted:
‘It is recommended that, in the event Council wishesto adopt the recommendation

of the Works Committee to incorporate find and binding arbitration on atrid basis
for aperiod of one year:

@ the trial period commence May 1, 2000, and the General Conditions, as
may be approved by Council, be included in al future tender documents
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4.34

2

3

Votes:

issued on or after April 3, 2000, rather than the date of February 1, 2000,
as contained in the report of the Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services, dated January 4, 2000;

thetria bass be reorganized by adirection to the Commissoner of Works
and Emergency Services to include the provison for find and binding
arbitration for dl clams in the amount of $150,000.00 or less in the
Information for Tenderers section of the tender documents for Works
congruction contracts, rather than by forma amendment to the Generd
Conditions, and the Commissioner be so directed; and

Council approve, for the purpose of such arbitrations, the rules for the
conduct of arbitrations contained in the document of the Canadian
Congtruction Documents Committee (CCDC 40-1994), subject to the
modifications set out in Appendix 1 attached to this report, and such rules,
as modified, be incorporated by referencein the Information for Tenderers
section of the tender documents for Works construction contracts.” ”

The motion by Councillor Saundercook carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 3 of The Works Committee, headed “ Compliance Program with
Monetary Concession — Coca-Cola Bottling Ltd. (Ward 1)”.

Motion:

@ Councillor Moscoe moved that consideration of the Clause be deferred to the next regular
meeting of City Council scheduled to be held on April 11, 2000.

Vote on Deferral;

Adoption of motion (8) by Councillor Moscoe:

Yes-19
Councillors:

Adams, Augimeri, Berger, Bussn, Chong, Chow, Disero,
Giansante, Jones, Kelly, Mammaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Miller, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone, Sinclair, Valenti
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No - 22

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Berardinetti, Bossons, Davis, Duguid, Hint,
Gardner, Holyday, Johnston, Kinahan, King,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Minnan-Wong, Moeser,
O'Brien, Ootes, Pitfield, Rae, Shiner, Soknacki

Lost by amgority of 3.

Motions:

(b) Councillor Disero, on behdf of Councillor Moscoe, moved that the Clause be amended by
griking out the recommendation of the Works Committee and inserting in lieu thereof the
following:

“It is recommended that:

@ Coca Cola Bottling Ltd. be requested to pay the full amount of the surcharge
agreement, such fundsto be held in trugt; and

2 if, a the end of the compliance period, Coca Cola Bottling Ltd. meets their agreed
upon reduction schedule and targets, the City refund 50 percent of the existing
surcharge.”

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

“It is further recommended that the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be
requested to:

@ provide verbal status reports to the Works Committee on a quarterly basis, and

)] prior to the implementation of the reduction in fees, obtain aletter of undertaking
from Coca-Cola Ltd. that they will complete the indalation referred to in the
Clause”

Votes:

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Disero:

| Yes- 12
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Councillors. Adams, Augimeri, Badkissoon, Bussin, Disero, Filion,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, Pantdone, Sinclair,
Walker

No - 29

Councillors: Asghton, Berger, Bossons, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Duguid,
Feldman, FHint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Kdly,
Kinahan, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Miller, Moeser, Nunziata,
Ootes, Ritfield, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Soknacki,
Vadent

Lost by amgority of 17.
Moation (c) by Councillor Shiner carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

435 Clause No. 2 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
“Administration of Reserves and Reserve Funds'.

Motions;

@ Coundillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be amended by ddeting Recommendeation No.
(2)(d) embodied in the report dated February 7, 2000, from the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer, and insarting in lieu thereof the following:

“(2)(d) the Chief Fnancid Officer and Treasurer shal be authorized to make
contributions to any tax supported reserve or reserve fund, where it is not
contrary to law, to reduce or iminate unanticipated changesin future years tax
rates that would otherwise occur based on changes in the surplus from year to
year, subject to the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer reporting on asurplus
management policy, or to fund unfunded reserve and reserve funds in
accordance with Council-approved policies for addressng such under-funding.

Such contributions are to be reported to the Budget Advisory Committee no
later than four weeks following the closing of the accounts for the prior year;”.

(b) Councillor Fitfield moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer be requested to

include, as an integrd part of the quarterly Capital and Operating variance andysis reports,
the movement of fundsin and out of reserves and any expenditures related thereto.”
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4.36

Votes:

Moation (&) by Councillor Balkissoon carried.
Motion (b) by Councillor Fitfidd carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 3 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ Financial
Control By-law”.

Motions:
@ Councillor Bakissoon moved that the Clause be amended by:

@ amending the draft by-law attached as Appendix “A” to the report dated February
1, 2000, from the Chief Financial Officer and Treasurer, by amending Section 9,
entitled “ Spending Authority — Capita Budget”, under Part |, headed “Budgets’, as
follows

@ inserting in subsection (1)(a), after the words “the capital budget approved
by Council establishes the’, the words “ specific project scope and”;

(b) inserting in subsection (2)(a), prior to the words “a Department Head is
authorized to gpprove expenditures in excess of the awarded contract
price’, the words “subject to the provisons of subsection (9)(3)(a),
below,”; and

(© inserting in subsection (3)(a), after the words “a Department Head is
authorized to approve additiona expenditures where codts for a Capital
Project”, the words“, as outlined in subsection (9)(1)(a), above,”;

s0 that subsections (1)(a), (2)(a) and (3)(a) shal now read asfollows:

‘“a @ the capitd budget approved by Council establishes the specific
project scope and spending authority for a Capital Project.
Department Heads shal ensure that expenditures do not exceed the
approved budget(s).”

“(2) (@  subject to the provisons of subsection (9)(3)(a), bedow, a
Department Heed is authorized to gpprove expendituresin excess
of the awarded contract price for a Capitd Project to amaximum
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of 10 per cent of the origind amount of the awvarded contract,
provided however that such additiona amount shal not exceed
$500,000.00.”

‘B (@ a Depatment Head is authorized to approve additiona
expenditures where codsts for a Capital Project, as outlined in
subsection (9)(1)(a), above, increase to the extent that they exceed
the origina funding approvd for the Capitd Project by the lesser of
10 per cent or $500,000.00, provided that excess funds are
available in another Capita Project to fund the over-expenditure.

If costs for a Capita Project exceed the origina funding by more
than 10 per cent or $500,000.00 or excess funds are not available
in another Capital Project, Council approva must be obtained
before any payment can be made to incur the additional cost,
except for purchases made under subsection 11(6). If subsection
11(6) applies, the approvd of the Chief Adminigrative Officer is
required before any payment may be made for the additiona costs
and such additional costs shdl be reported to Council. If the
additiond funding is to be provided through the issuance of
debentures, the Treasurer Shdl certify that such funding iswithin the
City’ s updated debt and financia obligation limit.”; and

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

@ the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer be requested to submit a report
to the Policy and Finance Committee on arecommended standard structure
for which 2001 budgets for dl departments will be presented, incorporating
activity-based costing and performance-based budgeting, and on any
amendments to the Financid Control By-law that may be required as a
result; and

(b) the Policy and Finance Committee be requested to consider amending the
reporting procedure on dl reports reated to financid policies, Srategies and
by-laws, to provide that such reports be routed to the Audit Committee and
the Budget Advisory Committee for their review and comments.”

(b) Councillor Moeser moved that Part (2)(b) of motion (&) by Councillor Bakissoon be
referred to the Chief Adminigtrative Officer and the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer
for further consderation and joint report thereon to the Policy and Finance Committee.
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4.37

(© Coundillor Lindsay Luby moved that Part (2)(b) of motion (a) by Councillor Bakissoon dso
be referred to the City Auditor for report thereon to the Policy and Finance Committeein
conjunction with the joint report requested of the Chief Adminigtrative Officer and the Chief
Financia Officer and Treasurer.

Votes:

Moation (c) by Councillor Lindsay Luby carried.

Motion (b) by Councillor Moeser carried.

Adoption of Parts (1) and (2)(a) of motion (&) by Councillor Balkissoon:

Yes- 36

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berger,
Bossons, Bussn, Cho, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid,
Feldman, Gardner, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kely, Kinahan,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-
Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfield, Saundercook,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 18 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
“Consolidation of Audit Activities’.

Motion:

Councillor Gardner moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to submit a report to the
Policy and Finance Committee on the issue of governance and reporting relationships of the
Toronto Police Services Board vis-&vis City Council and the Ontario Civilian Commission
on Policing Services.”

Votes:

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

4.38 Clause No. 2 of Report No. 2 of The Community Services Committee, headed “ Toronto
Report Card on Homelessness 2000”.

Motions:

@ Coundillor Fitfidld moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

@ the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services and the City
Solicitor be requested to investigate the feasibility of establishing an outreach team
with experience in menta hedth and addiction problems to address those homeless
individuas who refuse to use the shelter system; and

2 the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be requested to:

€) investigate, with the Ministry of Community and Socid Services and the
Ministry of Hedth and Long-Term Care, the feashility of establishing a
program smilar to the * Regisered Care Homes of St. Mungo'sin London,
England, to provide for extended trestment of homeless people with severe
hedlth problems, such as mentd, physicd and old age; and

(b) discuss, with the Province of Ontario, the possibility of both support and
funding for the devdopment of an infirmary, a discharge srategy and
additiond harm reduction facilities.”

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

“It is further recommended that the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood
Services be requested to submit a report to the Community Services Committee on the
feagbility of establishing aregistry of homeless people and whether Toronto City Hall can
be used as an address for homeless people.”

(© Coundcillor Li Preti moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood

Services be requested to submit a report to the Community Services Committee on a
drategy for dedling with homeless dients with severe mentd hedth problems.”
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Votes:

Motion (a) by Councillor Pitfield carried.

Adoption of mation (b) by Councillor Mihevc:

Yes- 26

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid, Hint,
Jones, Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mammdliti, Mihevc, Miller,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pantalone, Saundercook, Sinclair, Soknacki

No-5
Councillors: Feldman, Holyday, Li Preti, Mahood, Fitfied

Carried by amgority of 21.

Motion (c) by Councillor Li Preti carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Expenses of
Membersof Council”.

Motions:

@

(b)

Coundillor Soknacki moved that the Clause be amended by deleting from Recommendation

No. (3) of the Audit Committee embodied in the communication dated February 4, 2000,

from the City Clerk, as amended by the Administration Committee, the figure “$600.00”,

and inserting in lieu thereof the figure “$300.00", so that such recommendation shal now

read asfollows:

“(@  Coundillors be permitted to spend $300.00 annudly for sponsorships and donetions
per organization and be included in the Councillors Expense Policy;”;

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by deleting Recommendation (I1)
of the Adminigtration Committee and inserting in lieu thereof Recommendation No. (3)
embodied in the joint report dated November 29, 1999, from the City Auditor and the City
Clerk, viz.:

“(3) the current practice of adlowing Councillors to spend $100.00 annudly for
sponsorships and donations per organization be formally included in the Councillors
Expense Policy;”.
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(©

(d)

(€

()

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

“It isfurther recommended that al business trips, business meetings, entertainment and other
general expenses incurred by Members of Council, including al costs absorbed by
departments, agencies, boards and commissions, be reported by the Chief Financid Officer
and Treasurer to City Council, through the Administration Committee.”

Coundillor Duguid moved that the Clause be amended by striking out Recommendeation No.
(5) of the Audit Committee, as amended by the Adminigtration Committee, and inserting in
lieu thereof the following:

“(5)  Coundillors be encouraged to obtain quotes from the City' sinternd printing function,
prior to obtaining printing services from an outside company, where time permits;”.

Councillor Mahood moved that the Clause be amended to provide that consideration of
Recommendation (1) of the Adminigtration Committee be deferred to the next regular
meeting of City Council scheduled to be held on April 11, 2000, viz.:

“(I)  griking out the following Recommendations Nos. (1) and (2):

‘(1) busnesstrave expensesincurred by Councillors be processed through the
Council Services Unit of the Clerk’s Divison and charged to the business
travel account in the Council budget, and that the Council business travel
budget and the travel budgets of the respective departments, agencies,
boards and commissions be adjusted to reflect this change in palicy;

2 al business mesting, entertainment or other generd expenses incurred by
Councillors as Council gppointees of an agency, board, commisson or
other body, be charged directly to the respective Councillor’'s global
budget, and that the City Clerk advise dl agencies, boards, commissons
and other bodies accordingly;’,

and inserting in lieu thereof the following new Recommendation No. (1):

‘(1) 4l agencies, boards and commissions be requested to report on an annual
bass to the Adminigiration Committee al business travel expenses of any

Member of Council gppointed to that agency, board or commission;’.

Coundillor Fitfidld moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the Commissioner of Corporate Services be directed to
ensure that the policy for congtituency office space for Members of Council is reported to
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Council by January 2001, such palicy to incorporate aprovison for charge back based on
sguare footage use.”

Councillor Nunziata moved that the Clause be amended to provide that the use of
Coundillors Globa Budgets for the purpose of advertisng Councillors names on the shirts
of gports teams be prohibited.

Councillor Diszro in the Chair.

)

)

(k)

Coundillor Balkissoon moved that the Clause be amended by ddeting Recommendeation No.
(5) of the Audit Committee, as amended by the Administration Committee, viz.:

“(5) if aCouncillor wishesto use an outsde company for printing services that quotes,
including one from the City’ sinternd printing function be obtained, and the Council
Searvices Unit be advised accordingly;”.

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended to provide that, for grester certainty
for the purpose of the rdevant Council policies, sponsorships of sports teams in a
Coundillor's Ward commencing prior to Nomination Day be deemed not to be advertisng.

Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation No. (5)
of the Audit Committee, as amended by the Adminigtration Committee, to provide thet the
City’'sinternd printing function be required to give quotations for printing services within two
days, and, in the event such quotes are not issued within the specified time frame,
Councillors be permitted to use an outsde printing service, subject to the quotation from the
outsde printing service being submitted to the Council Services Unit prior to the Councillor
authorizing the commencement of the printing job.

Councillor Hint moved that the Clause be amended:

@ to provide that Recommendation No. (5) of the Audit Committee embodied in the
communication dated February 4, 2000, from the City Clerk, be adopted, viz.:

“(5)  with respect to Coundillors paying for City souvenirs for community groups
promoting the City, that only gifts available in the City’ s Protocal office or
the City Hall Gift Shop be rembursed with the limitation that the unit cost
cannot exceed $50.00 per item and that the total amount expended per
annum cannot exceed $1,000.00;”; and

2 by adding thereto the following:

“It isfurther recommended that up to 500 City of Toronto corporate pins be issued,
on regquest, to each Member of Council each year.”
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()] Councillor Davis moved that the Clause be amended by:

@ amending Recommendation No. (5) of the Audit Committee, as amended by the
Adminigration Committee, to provide that quotes for printing services from the
City' sinternd printing function dso include a ddivery deadline; and

2 adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that the City Clerk be requested to submit areport to
the Adminigration Committee on the monthly reporting errors that occurred with

respect to Councillors Office Budgets, such report to include an explanation and
action taken to rectify such errors”

Deputy Mayor Ootesin the Chair.

Votes:

Adoption of motion (e) by Councillor Mahood:

Yes- 18

Councillors. Ashton, Bakissoon, Brown, Chong, Duguid, Hint, Giansante,
Jakobek, Jones, Li Preti, Mahood, Mammoliti, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pitfidd, Saundercook, Soknacki, Tzekas

No - 20

Councillors: Altobelo, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Cho, Chow, Davis, Disero,
Feldman, Filion, Holyday, Kdly, Kinahan, Mihevc, Miller,
Moeser, Rae, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Walker

Lost by amgority of 2.
Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Holyday:

Yes- 12
Councillors: Aghton, Brown, Chong, Hint, Holyday, Jones, Mahood,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfidd, Sinclair, Soknacki

No - 26

Councillors: Altobello, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Cho, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Giansante, Jakobek,
Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mammoliti, Mihevc, Miller, Moeser,
Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Tzekas, Walker

Lost by amgority of 14.

Adoption of motion (a) by Councillor Soknacki:
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Yes- 17

Councillors: Berardinetti, Brown, Cho, Chong, Chow, Feldman, Fint,
Giansante, Holyday, Jones, Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Ree,
Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki

No - 22

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Filion, Jakobek, Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti,
Mahood, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Moeser, Fitfield, Saundercook,
Silva, Tzekas, Walker

Lost by amgority of 5.

Permission to Withdraw Motion:

Councillor Balkissoon, with the permission of Council, withdrew his mation (h).

Adoption of motion (d) by Councillor Duguid:

Yes-33

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Brown,
Chong, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Fedman, Filion, Hint,
Giansante, Jakobek, Jones, Kelly, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mahood,
Mammoliti, Mihevc, Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfied,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas,
Wadker

No - 6
Councillors: Augimeri, Cho, Chow, Holyday, Miller, Rae

Carried by amgority of 27.

Part (1) of motion (I) by Councillor Davis carried.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, having regard to the foregoing decison of Council, declared motion (j) by
Councillor Cho, redundant.

Adoption of Part (2) of mation (k) by Councillor Hint:

Yes- 27

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Brown, Chong,
Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Flint, Jones,
Kinahan, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan+Wong, Moeser,
Ootes, Aitfied, Silva, Sinclair, Tzekas, Vdenti, Walker

No - 14
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Councillors:

Altobdlo, Ashton, Cho, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Kelly,
Li Preti, Mahood, Nunziata, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner,
Soknacki

Carried by amgority of 13.

Adoption of Part (1) of mation (k) by Councillor Hint:

Yes- 12

Councillors. Chow, Duguid, Fddman, Filion, Hint, Holyday, Jones,
Mahood, Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Pitfidd, Vaenti

No - 27

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Aghton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti,
Brown, Cho, Chong, Davis, Disero, Giansante, Jakobek, Kdly,
Kinahan, Li Preti, Miller, Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas

Lost by amgority of 15.

Adoption of mation (c) by Councillor Mammoliti:

Yes-34
Councillors;

Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Brown,
Cho, Chow, Davis, Feddman, Fint, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mahood, Mammoaliti,
Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Ritfidd, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vdenti,
Walker

No-7
Councillors:

Ashton, Chong, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Moeser, Siva

Carried by amgority of 27.

Adoption of mation (f) by Coundcillor Fitfidd:

Yes-25
Councillors;

Adams, Altobello, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Brown, Chong,
Chow, Disero, Filion, Giansante, Jakobek, Kdly, Mahood,
Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Silva, Soknacki, Walker

No - 16
Councillors:

Adhton, Augimeri, Cho, Davis, Duguid, Fedman, Hint,
Holyday, Jones, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mammoaliti, Shiner, Sndar,
Tzekas, Vaent
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Carried by amgority of 9.

Adoption of mation (g) by Councillor Nunziata

Yes-14
Councillors:

Augimeri, Beradinetti, Cho, Hint, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, Jones, Mahood, Nunziata, Pitfield, Rae, Shiner,
Walker

No - 27
Councillors:

Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Brown, Chong, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Kely, Kinahan, Li
Preti, Mammoliti, Mihevc, Miller, MinnanWong, Moeser,
Ootes, Saundercook, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vdenti

Lost by amgority of 13.

Mation (i) by Councillor Miller carried.

Adoption of Part (2) of mation (1) by Councillor Davis:

Yes-8

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Brown, Davis, Jones, Mammoliti,
Tzekas

No - 33

Councillors:

Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Cho, Chong, Chow,
Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Fint, Giansante, Holyday,
Jakobek, Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mahood, Mihevc, Miller,
Minnan-Wong, Moesar, Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfiedd, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Siva, Sindair, Soknacki, Vdenti, Waker

Lost by amgority of 25.
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Adoption of Clause, as amended:

Yes- 32

Councillors: Adams, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Brown, Cho,
Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Filion, Flint,
Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong,
Moeser, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair,
Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Walker

No-9
Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Mahood,
Mammoaliti, Nunziata, Pitfield

Carried by amgority of 23.

In summary, Council amended this Clause:

D)

)

3

by gtriking out Recommendation No. (5) of the Audit Committee, as amended by the
Adminigration Committee, and inserting in lieu thereof the fallowing:

“(5)  Coundllors be encouraged to obtain quotes from the City’ sinternd printing function,
prior to obtaining printing services from an outsde company, where time permits,
such quotes to include a ddlivery deadling)”;

to provide that, for greater certainty for the purpose of the rdevant Council palicies,
gponsorships of sports teams in a Councillor's Ward commencing prior to Nomingtion Day
be deemed not to be advertising; and

by adding thereto the following:
“It is further recommended that:

@ up to 500 City of Toronto corporate pins be issued, on request, to each Member
of Council each year;

(b) al business trips, busness mesetings, entertainment and other generd expenses
incurred by Members of Council, including al costs absorbed by departments,
agencies, boards and commissions, be reported by the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer to City Council, through the Adminigtration Committeg; and

(© the Commissioner of Corporate Services be directed to ensure that the policy for
condtituency office gpace for Members of Council is reported to Council by January
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2001, such policy to incorporate a provison for charge back based on square
footage use.”

440 ClauseNo. 31 of Report No. 3 of The North York Community Council, headed “ Ontario

4.41

Municipal Board Decison and Legal Proceedings—15- 17 Lorraine Drive— North York
Centre’.

Motion:

Councillor Filion moved that consderation of the Clause be deferred to the next regular meeting of
City Council scheduled to be held on April 11, 2000.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Filion carried.

Clause No. 11 of Report No. 2 of The Economic Development and Parks Committee,
headed “ Parks and Recreation Division - Food Service Review (All Wards)”.

Motions:

@ Councillor Cho moved that the Clause be struck out and referred back to the Economic
Development and Parks Commiittee for further consideration, and the Commissioner of
Economic Development, Culture and Tourism be requested to conduct further community
consultation in this regard.

(b) Coundillor Miller moved that Council adopt the following recommendations.

“It isfurther recommended that the Commissioner of Economic Devel opment, Culture and
Tourism be requested to submit a report to the Economic Development and Parks

Committee on:

@ methods to ensure that small business private operators are encouraged and
multinational brands discouraged or prevented from succeeding in the bids; and

2 methods to enhance the efficiency and qudlity of the directly-operated food service
outlets”

(© Councillor Mammoaliti moved that Council adopt the following recommendation:
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“It isfurther recommended that the Commissioner of Economic Deve opment, Culture and
Tourism be requested to canvass the community for their cultural food preferences and
indude such information in his report to the Economic Devd opment and Parks Committee.”
(d) Councillor Chow moved that Council adopt the following recommendation:
“It isfurther recommended that the Commissioner of Economic Deve opment, Culture and
Tourism be requested to submit a report to the Economic Development and Parks
Committee on the impact of this program on youth employment.”
(e Councillor Shiner moved that Council adopt the following recommendetion:
“It isfurther recommended that the Commissioner of Economic Devel opment, Culture and
Tourism be requested to submit a report to the Economic Development and Parks
Committee on:
@ opportunities to provide for enhanced community partnership agreements; and
2 methods to encourage employment for youth.”
Vote:

Adoption of mation (&) by Councillor Cho:

Yes-24

Councillors: Adams, Altobdllo, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Cho, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Feldman, Hint, Gardner, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Li
Preti, Mammoliti, Miller, Nunziata, Shiner, Slva, Sndair,
Tzekas, Vdenti, Waker

No- 12
Councillors. Adghton, Augimeri, Brown, Chong, Giansante, Kely, Kinahan,
Moeser, Ootes, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook

Carried by amgority of 12.

Having regard to the foregoing decison of Council, mations (b), (¢), (d) and (€) were not put to a
vote but were, together with the Clause, referred to the Economic Development and Parks
Committee.

4.42 Clause No. 15 of Report No. 2 of The Etobicoke Community Council, headed “ Proposed
Temporary Closure of Fasken Drive/Campus Road (Rexdale-Thistletown)”.
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4.43

Motion:
Councillor Giansante moved that the Clause be amended by amending Recommendation No. (3)
of the Etobicoke Community Council to provide that the new Recommendation No. (4) added to
the report dated February 15, 2000, from the Director, Transportation Services - Didtrict 2, shall
now read asfollows:

“(4) the Greater Toronto Airports Authority be responsible for the protection of the City

of Toronto againg any liability as aresult of the road closure.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Giansante carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 6 of Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community Council, headed “ Connaught
Avenue at Eastern Avenue - Request for Larger One-Way Signs (East Toronto)”.

Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendetion:

Motion:

Councillor Jakobek moved that Council adopt the following recommendations:
“It is recommended thet:

@ the report dated February 24, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services, embodying the following recommendations, be adopted:

‘It is recommended that:

@ the Chief Generd Manager, Toronto Trangt Commission (TTC), be
requested to advise saff of the Russdl complex located on Connaught
Avenue to respect the existing one-way traffic regulation on Connaught
Avenue and that vehicular access to the complex is limited to Queen Street
Eadt; and

2 this report be forwarded to the Toronto Police Service for any action
deemed necessary to enforce the existing one-way designation on
Connaught Avenue a Eagtern Avenue.’; and
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4.44

(b) the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be directed to reposition and
enlarge the existing one-way directiond signs on Connaught Avenue at Eastern
Avenue to ensure vighility.”

Votes:
The motion by Councillor Jakobek carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clauses Nos. 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 41 and 42 of Report No. 4 of The Toronto Community
Council, headed “Drain Grant Appeal - 28 Morton Road (East Toronto)”, “Drain Grant
Appeal - 103 Alton Avenue (East Toronto)”, “Drain Grant Appeal - 28 Silver Birch Avenue
(East Toronto)”, “Drain Grant Appeal - 69 Woodrow Avenue (East Toronto)”, “Drain
Grant Appeal - 251 Bingham Avenue (East Toronto)”, “Drain Grant Appeal - 59
Gainsborough Road (East Toronto)” and “Drain Grant Appeal - 31 Glen Stewart Avenue
(East Toronto)”, respectively.

Ruling by Deputy Mayor:

Deputy Mayor Ootes ruled thet, having regard that City Coundall, & its meeting held on May 11 and
12, 1999, by its adoption of Clause No. 3 of Report No. 7 of The Works and Utilities Committee,
headed “ Sewer Connection Blockage Inspection and Repair Program, and Tree Root Remova and
Grants Policy”, as amended, established a policy which stipul ates that gppedls related to drain grant
clams be ddegated, in the first instance, to the gppropriate Community Council for report thereon
to Council, through the Adminigtration Committee, consderation of these Clauses by City Council
would require that such policy be re-opened first for further consideration.

Motion to Re-Open:

Coundillor Shiner, with the permisson of Council, moved thet, in accordance with Section 46 of the
Council Procedura By-law, Clause No. 3 of Report No. 7 of The Works and Utilities Committee,
headed “ Sewer Connection Blockage Ingpection and Repair Program, and Tree Root Remova and
Grants Policy”, be re-opened for further consderation, the vote upon which was taken asfollows:

Yes- 26

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger,
Brown, Bussn, Cho, Chong, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Giansante,
Holyday, Jakobek, Kinahan, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, M oeser,
Nunziata, Ootes, Pitfidd, Slva, Snclair, Walker

No -8
Councillors: Feldman, Hint, Gardner, Jones, Kelly, Paacio, Saundercook,
Shiner




62

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

4.45

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

@ these Clauses be struck out and referred to the Works Committee for further consderation;
and

2 Council also adopt the following recommendation:
“It is recommended that the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services be requested
to submit areport to the Works Committee, for congderation therewith, on the current drain
grant appea process and what amendments would be required to ensure an appropriate
method for dealing with drain grant appeals.”

Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Shiner:

Yes- 22

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Brown, Cho, Chong,
Davis, Duguid, Feldman, Fint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday,
Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Minnan-Wong, Pitfield, Saundercook,
Shiner, Slva

No- 12
Councillors. Berardinetti, Berger, Bussn, Disero, Jakobek, Mihevc,
Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes, Paacio, Sinclair, Waker

Carried by amgority of 10.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ Purchasing
Policiesand By-law”.

Motion:

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause, together with following draft motions by Councillors
Adams, Duguid and Layton, be referred to the Adminigtration Committee for further consideration.

Draft Mation by Councillor Adams.
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“That the Clause be amended by amending the by-law set out in Appendix ‘B’ to the report
dated February 3, 2000, from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, by:

D)

2

3)

amending paragraph (9)(3)(a)(ii) by ddeting the words *is equd to or less than the
Approvad of Council’, and subgtituting the words ‘ greater than $1 million and less
than or equa to $10 million’, and amending paragraph (8)(2)(b) to read ‘the amount
of the Award is grester than $1 million and less than or equa to $10 million’, so that
paragraph (9)(3) shal now read asfollows:

‘9 (3) A Standing Committee to which a Bid or Proposd is referred under
subsection (1) shdll
@ be authorized to make an Award if,

® the conditions specified in subsection 8(2), with the
exception of the mongay limit st out in
cdause8(2)(b), or the conditions specified in
subsection 8(3), as gpplicable, are met, and

(D) the amount of the Award is greeter than $1 million and
less than or equa to $10 miillion, or

(b) make a recommendation to Council.”; and
amending Section (3), ‘ Ethics in Purchasing’, by adding the following paragraph:

‘Once a Call, Request or Salicitation has been issued, lobbyists shal be required
to disclose communications relating to al meetings, written correspondence and
telephone discussons that they have had with any Member of Council, City officid,
gppointed member of any City board, agency, commission, task force, or related
organization to promote or oppose any bid, tender, or proposa. This disclosure
must be made to the City Clerk, in aform satisfactory to the City Clerk, within five
business days of the communication and must be made prior to the scheduled
opening of the bid, tender or proposa. Disclosure documents must be made
available to the public and posted in atimely fashion on the City’ swebsite.”; and

adding the following definition:

* “Lobbyis” includes an individua who is paid to communicate with Members of
Council, City officids, and/or gppointed members of City agencies, boards,
commissions, task forces, and other related organizations to promote or oppose any

Bidder or Proponent.’.
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Draft Motion by Councillor Duguid:

“That the Clause be amended by amending the by-law set out in Appendix ‘B’ to the report
dated February 3, 2000, from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, by:

1) amending the definition of ‘ Departmenta Direct Purchase Limit' in Section 1 by
ddeting the reference to subsection 5(2) and inserting instead reference to
subsection 5(3); and

2 deleting dause 9(3)(a)(i) and inserting in lieu thereof the following:

‘(M) the conditions specified in subsection 8(2) or in subsection 8(3), as
goplicable, are met with the exception of the monetary limit set out in dause
8(2)(b),

s0 that subsection 9(3) reads as follows:

‘() A Standing Committee to which a Bid or Proposd is referred under
subsection 9(1) shdll

@ be authorized to make an Award if,
() the conditions specified in subsection 8(2) or in subsection
8(3), as gpplicable, are met with the exception of the
monetary limit set out in cdlause 8(2)(b), and

(D) the amount of the Award is equd to or less than the
Approva by Council, or

(b) make a recommendation to Council.” ”
Draft Mation by Councillor Layton:
“That the Clause be amended by amending the by-law set out in Appendix ‘B’ to the report

dated February 3, 2000, from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, by inserting the
following new paragraph after paragraph (13), ‘Access to Bids, and renumbering the

following paragraph accordingly:
‘(14) Environmenta Procurement:

All Cdls, Requests and Solicitations shdl have regard to the City's
Environmental Procurement Policy.” ”



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 65
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

Vote:

The mation by Councillor Miller carried.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Adams, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with Section 46 of
the Council Procedurd By-law, this Clause be re-opened for further consderation, which carried,
more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motions:

@

Councillor Adams moved that the Clause be amended:

)

2

by referring Recommendation No. (1) embodied in the report dated February 3,
2000, from the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, to the Administration
Committeg, viz.:

“(0) new Purchasng Palicies for the Ban of Purchase of Products Manufactured
in Factories where Children are used as Slave Labour, Canadian Content
and Live Anima Tedting, outlined in Appendix ‘A’ of this report be
adopted;”;

to provide that Recommendations Nos. (2) and (3) embodied in the report dated
February 3, 2000, from the Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer, be adopted, and
Appendix “B” to such report, as amended by the Policy and Finance Committee,
be implemented as the City of Toronto's Interim Purchasing By-law, with the
understanding that the Adminidgration Committees deiberations on
Recommendation No. (1), above, may recommend amendments to the Interim
Purchasing By-law, and subject to further amending Appendix “B” asfollows:

€) by deleting from the definition of “Departmental Direct Purchase Limit”, in
Section 1, “Definitions’, the reference to “ subsection 5(2)”, and insarting in
lieu thereof reference to “subsection 5(3)”, so that such definition shal now
read as follows:

“ ‘Depatmentd Direct Purchase Limit' means the maximum dollar amount
that any Department Head may expend to procure goods and services
directly rather than through the offices of the Purchasng Agent, such
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amount not to exceed $10,000.00 or such increased amount as approved
by the Chief Adminigtrative Officer in accordance with subsection 5(3);”;

(b) by amending clause 8(2)(b) to read asfollows:

“(b)  the amount of the Award isequal to or less than the Approva by
Council and isequd to or less than $1 million;”;

(© by amending Section 9, “ Standing Committee and Council”, asfollows.
0] by ddeting dause (3)(a)(i) and insarting in lieu thereof the following:

“0) the conditions specified in subsection 8(2) or in subsection
8(3), as gpplicable, are met with the exception of the
monetary limit set out in clause 8(2)(b);”;

i) by daeing dause (3)(a)(ii) and insarting inlieu thereof the following;

“(i)  the amount of the Award is equd to or less than the
Approva by Council and isgregter than $1 million and less
than or equd to $5 million;”;

s0 that subsection 9(3) shall now read asfollows:

“A Standing Committee to which a Bid or Proposa is referred
under subsection 9(1) shall

@ be authorized to make an Award if,

® the conditions specified in subsection 8(2) or in
subsection 8(3), as applicable, are met with the
exception of the monetary limit st out in
clause 8(2)(b), and

(D) the amount of the Award is equal to or less than
the Approvad by Council and is greater than
$1 million and less than or equa to $5 million, or

(b) make a recommendation to Council.”;

(d) inserting the following new Section 14, and renumbering the exigting Section
14 as Section 15:
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(b)

“14.  Environmenta Procurement:

All Cdls, Reguests and Solicitations shdl have regard to the City’s
Environmenta Procurement Policy.”; and

3 by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the following proposed amendments to the
Purchasing By-law embodied in the communication dated March 1, 2000, from
Councillor Adams, be referred to the Administration Committee for further
condderation:

Moved by Councillor Adams:

‘That:

@ Section 3, “Ethics and Purchasing”’, be amended by adding the
following paragraph:

“Once a Call, Request, or Solicitation has been issued, lobbyists
shdl be required to disclose communications relating to dll

meetings, written correspondence and telephone discussions that
they have had with any Member of Coundil, City officid, gppointed
member of any City board, agency, commission, task force, or

related organization to promote or oppose any bid, tender or

proposa. This disclosure must be made to the City Clerk, in a
form satidfactory to the City Clerk, within five busness days of the
communication and must be made prior to the scheduled opening

of the bid, tender or proposal. Disclosure documents must be
made available to the public and posted in atimely fashion on the
City’swebgte”; and

2 the following new definition be added to Section 1, “ Definitions’:
“ ‘Lobbyig’ indudes an individud who is peid to communicate with
Members of Council, City officids and/or appointed members of

City agencies, boards, commissions, task forces and other related
organi zations, to promote or oppose any Bidder or Proponent.” ’

Councillor Shiner moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
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4.46

“It is further recommended that the following new Section 14 incorporated in the Interim
Purchasing By-law be referred to the Chief Financia Officer and Treasurer, with arequest
that she submit areport to the Policy and Finance Committee on the cost and effectsto the
City of Toronto if such Section isincluded in the fina Purchasing By-law:

‘14.  Environmenta Procurement:

All Cdls, Requests and Solicitations shal have regard to the City's
Environmental Procurement Policy.” ”

Votes:

Motion (a) by Councillor Adams carried.
Moation (b) by Councillor Shiner carried.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 4 of Report No. 2 of The Etobicoke Community Council, headed “Traffic
Concernson Prince Edward Drive (South) and Berry Road (L akeshore-Queensway)” .

Motion:

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by striking out the recommendetions of the
Etobicoke Community Council and insarting in lieu thereof the following:

“It is recommended that the report dated February 15, 2000, from the Director,
Transportation Services, Digtrict 2, be adopted.”
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Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Holyday:

Yes-11
Councillors: Adams, Berger, Cho, Davis, Disero, Giansante, Holyday,
Kdly, Minnan-Wong, Pdacio, Vdenti

No - 24

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Bussin,
Chow, Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Gardner, Jakobek, Jones,
Kinahan, Mihevc, Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Ritfidd, Prue, Rag,
Shiner, Slva, Sndair

Lost by amgority of 13.

The Clause was adopted, without amendment.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Jones, with the permisson of Council, moved that, in accordance with Section 46 of the
Council Procedura By-law, this Clause be re-opened for further consderation, which carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmetive.

Motion:

Councillor Jones moved that, having regard that Council adopted the recommendations of the
Etobicoke Community Council, the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that Recommendation No. (1) embodied in the report dated
February 29, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, be
adopted, viz.:

‘(1)  should Council adopt the Etobicoke Community Council recommendation
for an dl-way stop at Prince Edward Drive and Berry Road, then bus bays
should be deleted from the recongtruction plans;’.”

Vote
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4.47

Adoption of mation by Councillor Jones:

Yes-29

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Cho, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Gardner,
Jakobek, Jones, Kelly, Kinahan, Mihevc, Miller, Nunziata,
Ootes, Pdacio, Atfied, Prue, Rae, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair,
Vaent

No-3
Councillors: Davis, Giansante, Holyday

Carried by amaority of 26.
The Clause, as amended, carried.
Clause No. 1 of Report No. 3 of The York Community Council, headed “ Draft By-law -
Alteration of Atlas Avenue, Cherrywood Avenue, Northcliffe Boulevard and Westmount
Avenue - Ward 28, York Eglinton”.
Having regard that the Clause was submitted without recommendation:
Motions:
@ Councillor Mihevc moved that Council adopt the following recommendations:
“It is recommended that:
@ the draft by-law from the City Solicitor with repect to traffic calming measures on
Atlas Avenue, Cherrywood Avenue, Northcliffe Boulevard and Westmount
Avenue, be approved; and
2 the issue of traffic caming in school areas and the role of School Advisory
Committees be referred to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services
for incluson in the report on harmonizing traffic caming methodologies.”
(b) Councillor Davis moved that Council adopt the following recommendetion:

“It is further recommended that the policy for streets that are bounded by schools berevised
to alow for a petition by the Parent Council to be considered by City Council.”
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4.48

(© Councillor Disero moved that motion (b) by Councillor Davis be referred to the
Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, with a request that he address the
concerns rased therein in his forthcoming report to the Works Committee on the review of
procedures for traffic caming measures.

Votes:

Moation (c) by Councillor Disero carried.

Having regard to the foregoing decison of Council, Part (2) of motion (&) by Councillor Mihevc, was
declared redundant.

Adoption of Part (1) of motion (&) by Councillor Mihevc:

Yes- 34

Councillors: Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman,
Hint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kdly,
Kinahan, Mihevc, Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Pdacio, Fitfield,
Prue, Rae, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Vaent

No-1
Councillor: Minnan-Wong

Carried by amgority of 33.
The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 14 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ Credit
and/or Debit Card Payment Method - Taxes’.

Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Prue, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with Section 46 of the
Council Procedura By-law, this Clause be re-opened for further consderation, which carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.

Motion:

Councillor Prue moved that the Clause be struck out and referred back to the Policy and Finance
Committee for further consderation.
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4.49

4.50

Vote:

The motion by Councillor Prue carried.

IN-CAMERA MEETING SESSIONS OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
February 29, 2000:

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, at 6:12 p.m., moved that Council now resolve itsdf into Committee of the
Wholein the Council Chamber and then recess to meet privatdy to consder Clause No. 6 of Report
No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ City Power Purchase in the Competitive
Market”, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, having regard that such Clause
contains information related to the security of a property interest of the municipdlity.

Vote:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Ootes carried.

Council resolved itsdf into Committee of the Whole.

Committee of the Whole recessed at 6:25 p.m., to meet privately in the Council Chamber to
congder the above matter, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipd Act.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Coundil a 7:29 p.m., and met in public sessonin the
Council Chamber.

Deputy Mayor Ootes took the Chair and called the Members to order.

Clause No. 6 of Report No. 3 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed “ City Power
Purchase in the Competitive Market” .

Motions:
Deputy Mayor Ootes, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipd Adt, reported that the

following mation had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consderation by Council in
conjunction with the Clause:
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Moved by Councillor Moscoe:

“Thet the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

‘It is further recommended that the report dated February 28, 2000, from
the Chief Adminigrative Officer, be adopted, subject to amending
Recommendation No. (1), embodied therein, to read asfollows:

“(1)

Toronto Hydro and the Chief Adminigrative Officer be encouraged
to negotiale a municipal access agreement pertaining to
telecommunications, using their best efforts to conclude such
negotiations and develop a mutualy-acceptable municipa access
agreement by September 2000;”;

50 that the recommendations embodied in such report shal now read as
follows, the baance of such report to remain confidentia, in accordance
with the provisons of the Municipd Adt, having regard that it contains
informéation related to the security of a property interest of the municipdity:

“It is recommended that:

)

2

3)

(4)

Toronto Hydro and the Chief Adminidrative Officer be encouraged
to negotiale a municipad access agreement pertaining to
telecommunications, usng their best efforts to conclude such
negotiations and develop a mutualy-acceptable municipa access
agreement by September 2000;

the requirement contained with in the Shareholder Direction that
Toronto Hydro protect and enhance the City’s urban forest be
consdered within the context of overd| performance assessment of
Toronto Hydro, rather than being a condition of the power
purchase agreement;

City gaff, in conjunction with Toronto Hydro, develop high-level
performance criteria pertaining to the City’ s objectives articulated
in the Shareholder’s Direction againgt which Toronto Hydro's
overdl performance will be assessad, including their impact on the
City’ sreturn, and that the City’ s Tree Advocate, among others, be
consulted on the development of these measures; and

the gppropriate City officids be authorized and directed to take the
necessary action to give effect thereto.” * ”
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451

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

March 1, 2000:

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, at 3:15 p.m., moved that Council now resolve itsdf into Committee of the
Whole in the Council Chamber and then recessto meet privately to consder Clause No. 1 of Report
No. 6 of The Adminigration Committee, headed “ Collective Bargaining with the Canadian Union
of Public Employees, Local 79", in accordance with the provisions of the Municipa Act, having
regard that such Clause contains information related to labour negotiations.

Vote:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Ootes carried.

Council resolved itsdf into Committee of the Whole.

Committee of the Whole recessed a 3:25 p.m., to meet privately in the Council Chamber to
consder the above matter, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council a 3:37 p.m., and met in public sessonin the
Council Chamber.

Deputy Mayor Ootes took the Chair and called the Members to order.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Administration Committee, headed “ Collective
Bar gaining with the Canadian Union of Public Employees, Local 79”.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Deputy Mayor Ootes advised that the Council had reconvened in public session for the purpose of
congdering amation by Councillor Pantalone to re-open the decision of Council from its Specid
Meeting held on October 5, 1999, to consider the Memorandum of Agreement between the City
and the TCEU, Locd 416, insofar asit pertains to the application of the wage increase to:

@ sdariesfor Members of Council;
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2 sdariesfor gaff of Members of Council; and

3 sdaies for dl exempt staff and management staff on the active payroll as of October 5,

1999.

Votes:

Vote to re-open the decision of Council from its Specia Meeting held on October 5, 1999, insofar

asit pertainsto sdariesfor Members of Council:

Yes- 28
Councillors;

Adams, Augimeri, Bossons, Cho, Chow, Davis, Disero, Filion,
Gardner, Holyday, Johnston, Jones, Kely, Kinahan, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Layton, Mammoaliti, McConndl, Mihevc, Minnan-
Wong, Moscoe, Ootes, Pantdone, Rae, Shiner, Sinclair,
Soknacki, Vaenti

No - 16
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Altobdllo, Berardinetti, Berger, Bussn, Duguid, Hint,
Giansante, King, Lindsay Luby, Miller, Moeser, Nunziata,
O'Brien, RAitfield, Saundercook

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

Vote to re-open the decision of Council from its Specia Meeting held on October 5, 1999, insofar

asit pertainsto sdariesfor saff of Members of Council:

Yes-23
Councillors,

Adams, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons, Bussn,
Disero, Duguid, Hint, Holyday, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Layton, McConnell, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, O Brien, Ootes,
Rae, Saundercook, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas

No - 15
Councillors:

Altobdlo, Chow, Davis, Filion, Giansante, Johnston, Jones,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Miller, Moscoe, Nunziata, Pantalone,
Atfidd, Vdenti

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
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Vote to re-open the decison of Council from its Specid Meeting held on October 5, 1999, insofar
as it pertains to sdaries for dl exempt staff and management gtaff on the active payroll as of
October 5, 1999:

Yes-20

Councillors: Berardinetti, Berger, Chow, Disero, Duguid, Flint, Giansante,
Holyday, Kdly, Kinahan, Layton, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-
Wong, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Rae, Sinclair, Soknacki

No- 19

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Bussin, Chong, Davis, Johnston,
Jones, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Mammoaliti,
McConndll, Moeser, Moscoe, Pantalone, Saundercook,
Shiner, Tzekas

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

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, at 3:47 p.m., moved that Council now resolve itsdf into Committee of the
Whole in the Council Chamber and then recess to meet privatdy to resume consderation of Clause
No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed “ Collective Bargaining with the
Canadian Union of Public Employees, Loca 797, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipdl
Act, having regard that such Clause contains information related to |abour negotiations.

Vote:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Ootes carried.
Council resolved itself into Committee of the Whole.

Committee of the Whole recessed at 3:51 p.m., to meet privately in the Council Chamber to
consder the above matter, in accordance with the provisions of the Municipa Act.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council a 5:15 p.m., and met in public sessionin the
Council Chamber.

Deputy Mayor Ootes took the Chair and called the Members to order.
Report of the Committee of the Whole:
Deputy Mayor Ootes, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, reported that the

following motions had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consideration by Council in
conjunction with the Clause:
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@

(b)

(©

Votes:

Mayor Lastman moved that the Clause be amended by amending the recommendations
embodied in the confidentia report dated February 29, 2000, from the Executive Director
of Human Resources, as anended by the Adminidration Committee, by adding to
Recommendation No. (2) the words “ such authority to be limited to those mattersthat are
adminigrative and not monetary in nature’.

Councillor Miller moved thet the Clause be amended by:

D)

2

deferring condderation of Recommendations Nos. (2), (4) and (5) embodied in the
confidentid report dated February 29, 2000, from the Executive Director of Human
Resources; and

adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the Executive Director of Human Resources be
requested to seek the authority outlined in such recommendations, if required, on
the 14th day after the ‘No Board' report is issued, through the Administration
Committee and Council, at Specid Meetings cdled for such purpose on 24 hours
notice.”

Coundcillor Mihevc moved thet mation (a) by Mayor Lastman be amended by adding thereto
the words “for example, promotions and grievances, and the Executive Director of Human
Resources be requested to submit a report to the Administration Committee, in the event
further ingtructions are required with respect to administrative matters’.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Miller:

Yes-9

Councillors: Augimeri, Jones, Kinahan, Mahood, Miller, Pantaone, Prue,
Ree, Walker

No- 35

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdllo, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons,

Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint,
Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, King, Korwin-
Kuczynsi, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, Moeser,
Nunziata, O'Brien, Ootes, PRitfidd, Saundercook, Silva,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti
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Lost by amgority of 26.

Motion (c) by Councillor Mihevc carried.

Motion (a) by Mayor Lastman carried, as amended.

Adoption of the recommendations embodied in the confidential report dated February 29, 2000,

from the Executive Director of Human Resources, as amended, save and except Recommendation
No. (1):

Yes-41

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion,
Fint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mihevc,
Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Fitfield,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas,
Vaenti, Walker

No-4
Councillors; Miller, Pantalone, Prue, Rae

Carried by amaority of 37.

Adoption of Recommendation No. (1) embodied in the confidentia report dated February 29,
2000, from the Executive Director of Human Resources:

Yes- 45

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion,
Fint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan,
King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mihevc,
Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, O'Brien, Ootes,
Pantalone, Pitfidd, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shiner, Silva,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.
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Motion to Re-Open:

Councillor Altobello, with the permission of Council, moved that, in accordance with Section 46 of
the Council Procedural By-law, the vote previoudy taken by Council on the maotion by Councillor
Panta one to re-open the decision of Council from its Specid Meeting held on October 5, 1999, to
consder the Memorandum of Agreement between the City and the TCEU, Local 416, insofar as
it pertains to the application of the wage increase to saaries for Members of Council, staff of
Members of Council and al exempt daff and management staff on the active payroll as of
October 5, 1999, be re-opened for further consideration and that such motion be adopted.

Vote:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Altobdlo:

Yes- 38

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Chong, Chow, Davis, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Giansante,
Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moessr,
Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantaone, Prue, Rag, Saundercook,
Slva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti

No-4
Councillors: Disero, Kinahan, Pitfidd, Waker

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

@ Mayor Lastman moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that the 1998 lump sum payment ($400.00) eligible for those
who did not get a 1998 wage increase, and the 1999 (2 percent), 2000 (2.17 percent) and
2001 (3.2 percent) wage increases as set out in the Memorandum of Agreement between
the City and the TCEU, Loca 416, gpproved by City Council at its meeting on October 5,
1999, be extended to dl exempt staff and management staff on the active payroll as of
March 1, 2000.”

(b) Councillor Johnston moved that motion (&) by Mayor Lastman be amended to include
Members of Council.

(© Coundillor Lindsay Luby moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
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(d)

()

()

Votes:

“It isfurther recommended that the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested
to develop a process to determine remuneration for Members of Council, such remuneration
to take effect for the new term of Council, and report thereon to the Adminigtration
Committee.”

Councillor Kinahan moved that the matter of the extension of sdary increases for Members
of Council, together with the motions related thereto, be referred to the Administration
Committee for further consideration and report thereon to the next regular meeting of City
Council scheduled to be held on April 11, 2000.

Councillor Holyday moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested
to investigate the economic factors that affect sdlaries for Members of Council and report
thereon to the Adminigtration Committee.”

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

“It isfurther recommended that the resgnation of Councillor Pantaone from the Collective
Bargaining Advisory Panel be accepted.”

Adoption of mation (d) by Councillor Kinahan:

Yes-7
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Davis, Holyday, Jones, Kinahan, Ootes, Sinclair

No - 36

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint,
Giansante, Jakobek, Johnston, King, Korwin-Kuczynski,
LiPreti, Lindssy Luby, Mahood, Mihevc, Miller,
MinnanWong, Nunziata, O’ Brien, Pantalone, Fitfield, Prue,
Rae, Saundercook, Silva, Soknacki, Tzekas, Valenti, Waker

Lost by amgority of 29.

Adoption of mation (c) by Councillor Lindsay Luby:

| Yes-31
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Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, Berger, Bossons, Chong, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones,
Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Mahood,
Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, O Brien, Ootes, Prue,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No - 12

Councillors: Altobdlo, Berardinetti, Giansante, Holyday, Li Preti, Miller,
Pantalone, Pitfield, Rae, Saundercook, Siva, Vaenti

Carried by amgority of 19.

Adoption of motion (b) by Councillor Johnston:

Yes-21
Councillors:

Adams, Augimeri, Bossons, Chong, Chow, Disero, Johnston,
Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Li Preti, Mihevc,
Miller, O Brien, Pantdone, Rag, Saundercook, Silva, Sinclair,
Vdenti

No - 22
Mayor:
Councillors:

Lastman

Altobello, Ashton, Berardinetti, Berger, Davis, Duguid, Filion,
Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Lindsay Luby, Mahood,
Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, PFitfield, Prue, Soknacki,
Tzekas, Walker

Lost by amgority of 1.

Moation (e) by Councillor Holyday carried.
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Adoption of mation (a) by Mayor Lastman, without amendment:

Yes- 40

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Augimeri, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion, Hint,
Giansante, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, King, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan-
Wong, Nunziata, O'Brien, Ootes, Pantaone, Prue, Rae,
Saundercook, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vdenti,
Walker

No- 2
Councillors Holyday, Ritfied

Carried by amgority of 38.

Moation (f) by Councillor Pantalone carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

In summary, Council amended this Clause by:

@

amending the recommendations embodied in the confidentia report dated February 29,
2000, from the Executive Director of Human Resources, as amended by the Adminigtration
Committee, by adding to Recommendation No. (2) the words * such authority to be limited
to those matters that are adminidrative and not monetary in neture, for example, promotions
and grievances, and the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested to submit a
report to the Administration Committee, in the event further ingstructions are required with
respect to administrative matters’, so that such recommendations shal now read asfollows:

“It is recommended that:

@ the Executive Director of Human Resources, in consultation with the City Solicitor,
be authorized to request the Minister of Labour to issue ‘No-Board’ reports
pursuant to the provisions of the Labour Relations Act (the ‘Act’) for the Union’s
bargaining units, as may be gppropriate;

(b) the Executive Director of Human Resources, in consultation with the City Solicitor,
be authorized to ater and harmonize some or dl of the terms and conditions of
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2

(©

(d)

(€

()

employment for members of the Union in a manner conastent with the City's
comprehensve settlement proposas to the Union, as submitted to the
Adminigration Committee for its meeting of March 1, 2000; that such action be
taken upon the expiry of the sixteen (16) day time period under the Act fallowing
the issuance by the Minister of Labour of the ‘No-Board' reports that may be
requested by the City, such authority to be limited to those matters that are
adminigrative and not monetary in nature, for example, promations and grievances,
and the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested to submit a report
to the Adminigration Committee, in the event further instructions are required with
respect to administrative matters;

notwithstanding the request for ‘No Board' reports, saff continue to negotiate with
the Union towards a settlement which is acceptable to the Union and the City;

should ggnificant progress in negatiating a settlement continue to be impeded by the
Union's pogition on having one collective agreement covering the four bargaining
units, saff be indructed to request the Chair of the Adminidration Committee to cal
a Specid Mesting of the Adminigtration Committee and the Mayor to cdl a Specid
Meseting of Toronto City Council for the purpose of considering an gpplication for
First Contract Arbitration under the Act, prior to the end of March 2000;

the law firm of Hicks Morley be retained and authorized, in consultation with the
City Salicitor, the Executive Director of Human Resources and the Chair of the
Adminigtration Committee, to take al necessary stepsto protect the legd interests
of the City rdaing to any illegd drike activity; and

the Executive Director of Human Resources provide the Adminigration Committee
with an in-camera update on the status of collective bargaining as required on 24
hours notice.”; and

adding thereto the following:

“It is further recommended that:

@

the 1998 lump sum payment ($400.00) eligible for those who did not get 21998
wage increase, and the 1999 (2 percent), 2000 (2.17 percent) and 2001 (3.2
percent) wage increases as s&t out in the Memorandum of Agreement between the
City and the TCEU, Locd 416, gpproved by City Council at its Specid mesting on
October 5, 1999, be extended to all exempt staff and management staff on the
active payroll as of March 1, 2000;
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(b) the Executive Director of Human Resources be requested to:

() develop aprocess to determine remuneration for Members of Council, such
remuneration to take effect for the new term of Council, and report thereon
to the Adminigtration Committee; and

(D) investigate the economic factors that affect sdaries for Members of Council
and report thereon to the Administration Committee; and

(©) the resgnation of Councillor Pantalone from the Collective Bargaining Advisory
Panel be accepted.”

March 2, 2000:

Procedural Motion:

Deputy Mayor Ootes moved that the necessary provisions of the Council Procedurad By-law be
waived to permit introduction and debate of Notice of Motion J(14), moved by Councillor Adams,
seconded by Councillor Miller, repecting the City’ s position a an upcoming hearing on the Oak
Ridges Moraine, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the
afirmative,

Motion:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, at 4:35 p.m., moved that Council resolve itsdlf into Committee of the Whole
in the Council Chamber and then recess to meet privately to consider the following confidentia
meatters remaining on the Order Paper for this meeting of Council, in accordance with the provisons
of the Municipd Act, in that these matters pertain to litigation or potentid litigetion and are otherwise
subject to Salicitor/Client privilege:

@ Clause No. 1 of Report No. 5 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed “ Adminigtrative
and Underwriting Services for Employee Bendfits’;

(b) Clause No. 16 of Report No. 3 of The Scarborough Community Coundil, heeded “Billboard
Signs Court Casg’; and

(© Motion J(14).
Vote:

The motion by Deputy Mayor Ootes carried.
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4.52

4.53

Council resolved itsaf into Committee of the Whole.

Committee of the Whole recessed a 4:40 p.m., to meet privately in the Council Chamber to
consder the above matters, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipal Act.

Committee of the Whole rose, reconvened as Council at 5:13 p.m., and met in public sessonin the
Council Chamber.

Deputy Mayor Ootes took the Chair and called the Members to order.

Clause No. 1 of Report No. 5 of The Adminigtration Committee, headed “ Administrative
and Underwriting Servicesfor Employee Benefits’.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, reported that no

motions had been moved in Committee of the Whole for condderation by Council in conjunction

with the Clause.

Motion:

Councillor Miller moved that the Clause be amended by adding thereto the following:
“It isfurther recommended that City Council extend its gppreciation to the Benefits Carrier
Working Group and to Sun Life Assurance Company of Canada Inc. and Manulife Financid
for their contributions of time and effort to this process.”

Vote:

The mation by Councillor Miller carried.

The Clause, as amended, carried.

Clause No. 16 of Report 2 of The Scarborough Community Council, headed “ Billboard
SignsCourt Case”.

Report of the Committee of the Whole:
Deputy Mayor Ootes, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, reported that the

following mation had been moved in Committee of the Whole for consderation by Council in
conjunction with the Clause.
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Motion:

Moved by Councillor Moeser:

Vote:

“Thet congderation of this Clause be deferred to the next meeting of City Council scheduled
to be held on April 11, 2000.”

The motion by Councillor Moeser carried.

454  Deputy Mayor Ootes called upon Maotion J(14), asfollows:

Moved by: Councillor Adams
Seconded by: Councillor Miller

“WHEREAS on May 1, 2000, the Ontario Municipal Board was scheduled to consider
an goped of Town of Richmond Hill OPA 200 and Y ork Region OPA 20, which dlow for
the expansion of the urban boundary onto the Oak Ridges Moraine; and

WHEREAS & the same hearing, the Ontario Municipa Board will be consdering a number
of gopeds from private landowners in the Town of Richmond Hill to develop land on the
Oak Ridges Moraine, and

WHEREAS the Town of Richmond Hill has voted to defer congderation of OPA 200; and

WHEREAS despite the Town's deferrd, the Ontario Municipa Board will continue to hear
the private gppeds, and

WHEREAS the Coundil of the City of Toronto, a the in-camera portion of its meeting held
on February 1, 2, and 3, 2000, issued confidentia ingtructions to staff pertaining to the
City’s participation in the hearing, such indructions to remain confidentia in accordance with
the Municipa Act, having regard thet they are subject to Solicitor/Client privilege; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor must take certain actions in repect of the City of Toronto’'s
position at the upcoming hearing, and, in that respect, has prepared the attached confidentia
report dated February 29, 2000, entitled ‘ The Oak Ridges Moraine— Town of Richmond
Hill OPA 200, York Region OPA 20 and Related Private Officid Plan Amendments and
Development Applications Before the Ontario Municipa Board'; and

WHEREAS a its meeting on February 24, 2000, the Oak Ridges Moraine Council
Steering Committee recommended that City Council congder certain expendituresto raise
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public awareness of the sgnificance of the moraine, which expenditures must be undertaken
immediately to ensure an impact in advance of the upcoming hearing;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consideration to a
confidentia report dated February 29, 2000, from the City Solicitor, and that Council also
give congderation to the report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works
and Emergency Services”

Council dso had before it, during consideration of Motion J14), the following:

(ii)

report (February 28, 2000) from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
entitled “Richmond Hill OPA 200, the Oak RidgesMoraing’ (See Attachment No. 1, Page
148.);

confidential report (February 29, 2000) from the City Solicitor, entitled “The Oak Ridges
Moraine—Town of Richmond Hill OPA 200, Y ork Region OPA 20 and Related Private
Officid Plan Amendments and Development Applications Before the Ontario Municipa
Board”, such report to remain confidentia, in accordance with the provisons of the
Municipal Act, having regard that it contains information which is subject to Solicitor/Client
privilege; and

confidentia report (March 1, 2000) from the City Solicitor, entitled “ Oak Ridges Moraine
Application for a New Policy Applicable to the Oak Ridges Moraine Under the
Environmentd Bill of Rights, 1992”, such report now public initsentirety (See Attachment
No. 1, Page 148.).

Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, in accordance with the provisons of the Municipa Act, reported that the
following mation had been moved in Committee of the Whole for congderation by Council in
conjunction with Mation J(14):

Motion:

Moved by Councillor Adams:

“That Mation J14) be adopted, subject to adding thereto the following new Operative
Paragraphs:

‘AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT:

@ the report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and
Emergency Services, embodying the following recommendations, be adopted:
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(b)

(©

“It is recommended that Council adopt the following recommendations of the Oak
Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee from its meeting held on February 24,
2000:

@ City Council support Non-Government Organizations and Associations
(NGOs) inther effortsto raise and sustain public awareness to protect and
preserve the Oak Ridges Moraine, providing ther vison and the City’ sare
similar, in the amount of up to $100,000.00, subject to the gpprova of the
Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee; and

2 City Council gpprove a Councillor and media bus tour of the moraine and
amedia and public awareness campaign, to be organized by Corporate
Services, to protect the moraine. and for saff to develop additiona
materials and activities required for railsing public avareness of the need to
save the Oak Ridges Moraine lands because of the potentia impact of
overdevelopment of the moraine on Toronto, in the amount of up to
$20,000.00.”; and

the City Solicitor be authorized to take al necessary actions to secure full party
datus at the Richmond Hill Ontario Municipal board hearing involving the privete
Officid Plan amendments and devel opment gpplications, and to actively participate
in any portion of the hearing related to the expanson of the urban boundary and
environmenta policy, and the implications thereof;

the confidentid report dated March 1, 2000, from the City Solicitor, entitled “ Oak
Ridges Moraine Application for a New Policy Applicable to the Oak Ridges
Moraine Under the Environmentd Bill of Rights, 1992”, be adopted, subject to
amending Recommendation No. (1) embodied therein, to indicate that Councillors
Adams and Miller, with Councillor Saundercook as aternate, are authorized to
apply pursuant to s.61(2) of the Environmentd Bill of Rights, 1992, so that the
recommendations embodied in such report shal now reed as follows:

“It is recommended that:

@ Councillors Adams and Miller, with Councillor Saundercook as dternate,
be authorized to apply pursuant to s61(2) of the Environmenta Bill of
Rights, 1992 (the “EBR”) to seek areview of the need for anew provincid
policy applicable to development on the Oak Ridges Moraine;

2 the City Solicitor be authorized to asss in the preparation of the materids
in support of such an gpplication in accordance with the requirements of the
EBR;
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4.55

Votes:

3 the City Solicitor be authorized to take such steps as may be necessary, in
the opinion of the City Salicitor, in relation to any such gpplication and its
effect on pending proceedings at the Ontario Municipa Board (“OMB”);
and

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

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Councillors Jones and Moeser be
gppointed to the Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee.” ”

The motion by Councillor Adams carried.

Motion J(14), as amended, carried.

Further Report of the Committee of the Whole:

Deputy Mayor Ootes further reported that City Council, a the in-camera portion of its meeting, had
aso issued confidentid ingtructions to staff respecting Motion J(14), such indructions to remain
confidential in accordance with the provisons of the Municipd Act, having regard that the
ingructions are subject to Solicitor/Client privilege.

MOTIONS (NOTICE PREVIOUSLY GIVEN) AND NOTICESOF MOTION

Councillor Disero moved that, in accordance with the provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law,
leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Notice of Motion J1), which carried:

Moved by: Councillor Ootes
Seconded by: Councillor Disero

“WHEREAS City Council at its Specid meeting held on January 19, 2000, by its adoption,
without amendment, of Notice of Mation J1), moved by Councillor Berardinetti, seconded
by Coundillor Silva, accepted the resignation of Councillor Dennis Fotinos and declared the
Office of Councillor, Ward 21, Davenport, to be vacant in accordance with the provisons

of the Municipd Act; and

WHEREAS City Council & its meeting held on February 1, 2 and 3, 2000, by its adoption,
as amended, of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 2 of The Administration Committee, headed
‘Policy on Filling Vacancies on City Council’, adopted a policy for filling vacancies on
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Council which provides, in part, that any vacancy in the office of the Mayor or a Councillor
dedlared by Council after November 30 in the year prior to an eection year befilled through
an gppointment; and

WHEREAS City Council determined that the vacancy in Ward 21, Davenport, would be
filled by the gppointment of a qudified eector to serve the remainder of the term of office,
in accordance with the adopted policy, and that Council would consider such gppointment
at its regular meeting to be held on February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council consder the gppointment of
aperson to fill the vacancy in the office of Councillor, Ward 21, Davenport, at 5:00 p.m.
on Wednesday, March 1, 2000.”

Council dso had before it, during congderation of Motion J1), the following communications,
copies of which are on file in the office of the City Clerk:

(i)

(February 28, 2000) from Mr. C. Pdacio, advisng that, having regard that he will be a
nominee to fill the vacancy in Ward 21, he will be taking an unpaid |leave of absence from
his current duties as Executive Assgtant to Councillor Disero effective March 1, 2000; and

from the following, in support of the gopointment of Mr. Palacio as City Coundillor for Ward
21.

- (January 7, 2000) from Ms. J. Dileo, Chair, Police Community Partnership;

- (January 7, 2000) from Mr. D. Fotinos, former Councillor, Ward 21,

- (January 10, 2000) from the Police Community Partnership in 12 Division;

- (January 14, 2000) from Ms. A. Zapletd, Chair, Bloorcourt Village BIA;

- (January 18, 2000) from Mr. and Mrs. Fratia, Congtituents, Ward 21;

- (January 18, 2000) from Ms. E. Stickland, Founding Member, GE Task Force;

- (January 24, 2000) from Ms. F. Venezia, Co-Chair, Police Community Partnership,
14 Dividon;

- (January 28, 2000) from Mr. J. Magadhaes, Community Assistant, and Ms. P.
Goncalves, Adminigrative Assstant, Davenport, Ward 21,

- (January 31, 2000) from Ms. G. Russo, Co-ordinator, Corso ItdiaBIA,;

- (February 1, 2000) from Mr. T. Puopolo, Executive Director, Dovercourt Boys
and Girls Club;

- (February 18, 2000) from Ms. P. Muscat, Congtituent, Ward 21; and

- (undated) from Mr. F. Del Core, Condtituent, Ward 21; and

(undated) from Mr. Chaitanya Kaevar, requesting Council’ s support for his gppointment
asthe Councillor for Ward 21.
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Vote:

Motion J(1) was adopted, without amendment.

Appointment of a Person to the Office of Councillor — Toronto Davenport:

At 6:30 p.m., on March 1, 2000, in accordance with the Procedures for Filling a Councillor’'s
Vacancy Through An Appointment, Deputy Mayor Ootes advised the Council thet:

@

2

the purpose of this part of the meeting is to hear from those persons who have consented
to accept the office of Councillor — Toronto Davenport, if he/she is gppointed by City
Council to fill the vacancy as required under the provisons of the Municipa Act of the
Province of Ontario; and

the following persons had submitted nominations prior to this Council meeting:

Mr. Jason Bagopd,;
Mr. Ledie Fdix;

Mr. Michael Foderick;
Mr. Chaitanya Kdevar;
Ms. Diana-De Maxted,;
Mr. Farid Omar;

Mr. Cesar Palacio; and
Mr. Didier Pomerleau.

Deputy Mayor Ootes caled upon a motion from the Council that those persons who submitted
nominations to the City Clerk prior to this Council meeting and have consented to accept the office
if they are gppointed to fill the vacancy of City Councillor shdl be consdered for gopointment to fill

such vacancy.

Motion:
Moved by: Councillor Rae
Seconded by: Councillor Disero

“THAT the following persons who have sgnified in writing thet they are legdly qudified to
hold the office of Councillor and consented to accept the office if they are gppointed to fill
the vacancy of City Councillor in Toronto Davenport, shal be consdered for gppointment
to fill such vacancy:

Mr. Jason Bagopd,;
Mr. Ledie Fdix;

Mr. Michael Foderick;
Mr. Chaitanya Kdevar;
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Ms. Diana-De Maxted,;
Mr. Farid Omar;

Mr. Cesar Palacio; and
Mr. Didier Pomerleau.”

Vote
The motion by Councillor Rae, seconded by Councillor Disero, carried.

Deputy Mayor Ootes called upon the nominees present at this meeting to address the Council and
the City Clerk determined the order of speaking by lot.

The following nominees addressed the Council and each Member of Council was permitted to ask
one question of each candidate, if they so chose:

Mr. Chaitanya Kdevar;
Mr. Jason Bagopd,;

Mr. Ledie Fdix;

Mr. Farid Omar;

Mr. Didier Pomerlea;

Mr. Cesar Paacio;

Ms. Diana-De Maxted; and
Mr. Michagl Foderick.

Deputy Mayor Ootes advised the Council that the gppointment of one of the following nominees
would now proceed by way of written ballot:

Mr. Jason Bagopd;
Mr. Ledie Fdix;

Mr. Michael Foderick;
Mr. Chaitanya Kdevar;
Ms. Diana-De Maxted;
Mr. Farid Omar;

Mr. Cesar Palacio; and
Mr. Didier Pomerleau.

Deputy Mayor Ootes requested Members of Council to indicate their choice on the ballot provided.

The City Clerk tdlied the results of the gppointment by ballot and advised the Council of the results,
asfollows



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 93
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

For Jason Balgopal:

Councillor: Pitfidd - 1.

For Ledie Fdlix:

None.

For Michad Foderick:

None.

For Chaitanya Kalevar:

None.

For Diana-De M axted:

None.

For Farid Omar:

Councillor: Miller — 1.

For Cesar Palacio:

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors Adams, Altobdllo, Ashton, Augimeri, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Cho, Chong,
Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Kinahan,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Lindsay Luby, Li Preti, Mahood, Mihevc, Minnan-Wong,
Nunziata, O Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Rae, Saundercook, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki,
Tzekas, Vdenti, Waker - 37.

For Didier Pomerleau:

Councillors Bossons, Flint, Jones, Prue—4.

The City Clerk declared that Mr. Cesar Palacio, having received the votes of more than one-half
of the number of the Members of Council present and voting, is gppointed to the Office of City
Councillor, Ward 21, Toronto Davenport, for the remainder of thisterm of Council.
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Councillor Cesar Pdacio, with the permission of Council, addressed the Council and expressed his
gopreciation for his gppointment to the Office of City Councillor, Ward 21, Toronto Davenport.
456 Coundillor Waker moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived

to permit congderation of the following Notice of Motion J2), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the effirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Councillor Prue
“WHEREAS 50 percent of Toronto’s households are tenant households, and

WHEREAS it isawdl documented fact that voter turnout among tenantsis low because
tenants tend to be more transent than homeowners and are often in a different gpartment
from one enumeration to the next, and

WHEREAS the regigtration process for those not on the voter’ slist for the 1999 provincid
election was a difficult and frusrating one; and

WHEREAS now, more than ever, tenants need every opportunity to vote because the
affordability of their homesis under threet through the Tenant Protection Act, and especidly
vacancy decontrol, aswdll as harassment, dedining maintenance, demolition and conversion;
and

WHEREAS it isin the interest of the municipdity to raise voter participation anong its
condtituents; and

WHEREAS Council must act on this maiter now, in order to dlow sufficient time to
prepare for amunicipad enumeration of tenants,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Toronto City Council teke dl

necessary actions to ensure that a municipa enumeration of tenantsin high rise gpartments
takes place prior to the civic eection on November 13, 2000, in order to ensure there are
no impediments in exercisng their franchise; and the City Clerk be requested to submit a
report on thisissue by no later than the May 2000 meseting of Toronto City Council.”

Council dso had before it, during consderation of Motion J2), a communication (February 29,
2000) from the City Clerk, forwarding the recommendetion of the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee
pertaining to Motion J2). (See Attachment No. 2, Page 155.)
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Motion:

Coundillor Holyday moved that Motion J2) be referred to the Adminidration Committee for further
consideration, and the City Clerk be requested to submit a report thereon to the Committee, for
congderation therewith.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Holyday carried.

Coundillor Waker moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J3), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the effirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Walker
Seconded by: Coundillor Kinahan

“WHEREAS City Council, on February 1, 2, and 3, 2000, adopted, as amended, Clause
No. 7 of Report No. 1 of The Community Services Committee, headed ‘ Implementation
of the Tenant Defence Fund and Rentd Housing Office’, and, in part, confirmed the process
for adminigtering grants from the Tenant Defence Fund, gpproved the Terms of Reference
for the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee and requested the Chair of the Sub-Committee to
Restore Rent Control to canvass existing members of that Sub-Committee, and report back
on the membership of the new Tenant Defence Sub-Committee; and

WHEREAS Council, on November 23, 24 and 25, 1999, by its adoption, as amended,
of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 10 of The Policy and Finance Committee, headed
‘Implementation of a Tenant Defence Fund’, gpproved funding for the Tenant Defence Fund
for atotal budget of $300,000.00; and

WHEREAS Council directed that the membership of the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee
will be eght Councillors, initidly to be sdected from the membership of the former Sub-
Committee to Restore Rent Control, and appointed the Chair of the Sub-Committee to
Restore Rent Control as the Chair of the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee; and

WHEREAS the Sub-Committee to Restore Rent Control met on February 21, 2000, and
made recommendations for gppointment to the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee; and

WHEREAS it is important that the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee begin to meset
immediately to monitor the Tenant Defence Fund Program which provides assstance and
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grants to tenants wishing to dispute gpplications for above-guideline applications at the
Ontario Renta Housing Tribund; and

WHEREAS a component of the Tenant Defence Fund which the Tenant Defence Sub-
Committeeisresponsble for overseaeing is the establishment of an Outreach/Co-ordinating
Team to work with tenant groups, and as hearings before the Ontario Renta Housing
Tribuna are hagppening in rgpid succession, it isimportant that this Outreach/Co-ordinating
Team be established immediately to assst tenants &t these hearings,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT:

D)

2

3)

(4)

in addition to Councillor Waker having been appointed as the Chair of the Tenant
Defence Sub-Committee, the following additiond Members of Council be
gppointed to the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee for aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until their successors are gppointed:

Coundillor Kinahan;
Councillor McConndll;
Coundillor Mihevc;
Councillor Moscoe;
Councillor Prue;
Councillor Reg and
Councillor Tzekas,

the following Members of Council be appointed to the Tenant Defence
Sub-Committee as dternate members, and in the absence of the full member, be
included in quorum and have full vating privileges:

Councillor Korwin-Kuczynski as dternate to Councillor Rag; and
Councillor Fitfied as dternate to Councillor Prue;

the report (February 17, 2000) from the Commissoner of Community and
Neighbourhood Services regarding the sdlection of the Outreach/Co-ordinating
Team for the Tenant Defence Fund, be adopted;

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services report quarterly to
the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee, and to each member of Council, with an
evauation of hearings before the Ontario Renta Housing Tribund, indicating which
hearings have had involvement with the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations,
who have represented tenant groups at the hearings, the number of successful
goplications by tenant groups, and what financid awards were made by the
Tribund; and
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) the Greater Toronto Tenants Association be requested, if they wish, to also report
quarterly to the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee with an evduation of thair activities
with respect to successesin thelr representation of tenant groups at hearings of the
Tribund.”

Council dso had before it, during condgderation of Motion J3), the following report and
communications

0]

(February 17, 2000) from the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services,
entitled “Sdection of Outreach/Co-ordinating Team for Tenant Defence Fund”  (See
Attachment No. 3, Page 156.);

(it) (February 28, 2000) from Ms. J. McLeod, Chairperson, and Mr. P. York, Organizer,
Gregter Toronto Tenants Association, a copy of which is on file in the office of the City
Clerk; and

(iir) (March 2, 2000) from Ms. J. McLeod, Chairperson, and Mr. P. Y ork, Organizer, Greater
Toronto Tenants Association, a copy of which ison file in the office of the City Clerk.

Motions:

Coundillor Davis moved that Motion J3) be adopted, subject to amending the Operative Paragraph

by:
@

)

adding the following to Recommendetion No. (2):

“Councillor Adams as dternate to Councillor Tzekas, and
Councillor Davis as dternate to Councillor Mihevc,”; and

adding to Recommendation No. (3) the words * subject to the Federation of Metro Tenants
Asociations Sgning a sub-contract agreement with the Greater Toronto Tenants
Association for funding of 25 percent of the organizing component of the Tenant Defence
Fund, with an upset limit of $35,000.00, such sub-contract agreement to be gpproved by
the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee at its next regular meeting’, so that such
recommendation shall now read as follows:

“(3)  the report (February 17, 2000) from the Commissoner of Community and
Neighbourhood Services regarding the selection of the Outreach/Co-ordinating
Team for the Tenant Defence Fund, be adopted, subject to the Federation of Metro
Tenants Associations signing a sub-contract agreement with the Greater Toronto
Tenants Association for funding of 25 percent of the organizing component of the
Tenant Defence Fund, with an upset limit of $35,000.00, such sub-contract
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Votes:

agreement to be gpproved by the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee a its next regular
mesting;”.

The motion by Councillor Davis carried.

Adoption of Mation X3), as amended:

Yes- 35
Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Brown,

Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Feldman, Filion, Hint,
Gardner, Giansante, Jakobek, Jones, Kely, Kinahan, Li Preti,
Mammoaliti, Mihevc, Miller, Nunziata, Ootes, Fitfidd, Rae,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Tzekas, Vdenti, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

In summary, Council, by its adoption of Mation J(3), as amended, adopted the report dated
February 17, 2000, from the Commissoner of Community and Neighbourhood Services,
embodying the following recommendations, subject to the Federation of Metro Tenants Associaions
sgning a sub-contract agreement with the Greater Toronto Tenants Association for funding of 25
percent of the organizing component of the Tenant Defence Fund, with an upsat limit of $35,000.00,
such sub-contract agreement to be gpproved by the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee at its next

regular mesting:

“It is recommended that:

D)

2

Council encourage the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations and the Greater
Toronto Tenants Association to work co-operatively to ensure that as many tenants
as possible will receive the benefits of the Tenant Defence Fund in deding with
‘above guiddine rent increass gpplications and express gppreciation for thair efforts
to date;

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services establish a Tenant
Defence Fund project steering committee congsting of City teff, representatives of
the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations and the Greater Toronto Tenants
Associaion and such other community representatives that the Commissioner may
consider appropriate;
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3 the Commissioner of Community and Neghbourhood Services enter into a purchase
of service agreement with the Federation of Metro Tenants Associgtions in order
to provide outreach and co-ordination of services to tenants related to the Tenant
Defence Fund, subject to the Commissioner gpproving any sub-contracts with other
parties, and in aform satisfactory to the Commissioner and the City Solicitor;

4 the gppropriate City officids be authorized to take dl necessary action to give effect
to these recommendations.”

458 Councillor Moeser moved that the necessary provisions of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit consideration of the following Notice of Maotion J4), moved by Councillor Jakobek,
seconded by Councillor Disero, and, in the absence of Councillor Jakobek, moved by Councillor
Moeser, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor M oeser
Seconded by: Councillor Disero

“WHEREAS City Council at its meeting held on May 11 and 12, 1999, by its adoption,
as amended, of Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Striking Committee, headed
‘Appointment of Members of Council to Standing and Other Committees of Council,
Various Boards and Specid Purpose Bodies, decided to nominate one candidate only,
namdy Councillor Tom Jakobek, for gppointment as the City of Toronto Municipad Coundil
Member representative on the Toronto Didrict Hedth Council (TDHC) for aterm of office
expiring on November 30, 2000, rather than the two listed in the Minister of Hedlth's
guiddinesfor this gppointment; and

WHEREAS TDHC, in a communication from the Chair dated January 12, 2000, has
advised the City Clerk that Digrict Hedlth Council Members are appointed by Provincia
Cabingt, on the advice of the Minister of Hedlth, and raiterated thet the Minister of Hedlth's
guidelines require that two candidates must be nominated for each position on Council; and

WHEREAS TDHC as0 advised thet it forwarded to the Minigter of Hedlth the name of
Councillor Tom Jakobek as the City’s nominee as a Member of the City of Toronto
Council, but the Specid Assgtant, Public Appointments in the Minigter’s Office, has
indicated that no further action will be taken on this municipa gppointment until they receive
two nominees for this outstanding position;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46 of the
Council Procedura By-law, Clause No. 1 of Report No. 6 of The Striking Committee,
headed ‘Appointment of Members of Council to Standing and Other Committees of
Council, Various Boards and Specia Purpose Bodies, be re-opened for further
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4.59

condderation, only insofar asit rdates to the gppointment of Councillor Tom Jekobek to the
Toronto Digtrict Hedth Council;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT such gppointment be referred back to the
Striking Committee for further consderation, in light of the aforementioned communication
dated January 12, 2000, from the Chair of TDHC.”

Coundil dso hed beforeit, during congderation of Motion J4), a communication (Jenuary 12, 2000)
from Ms. |. Blidner, Chair, Toronto Digtrict Hedth Council, a copy of which ison filein the office
of the City Clerk.

Votes:

Thefirgt Operative Paragraph embodied in Mation J(4) carried, more than two-thirds of Members
present having voted in the affirmative.

The baance of Mation J4) was adopted, without amendment.
Councillor Johnston moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedural By-law be
waived to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J5), which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Johnston

Seconded by: Councillor Prue

“WHEREAS March 1, 2000, is St. David’'s Day, Patron Saint of Wales; and

WHEREAS it isadate of great importance to the Welsh people abroad and in the City of
Toronto;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Members of City Council extend
thelr ancere best wishes to the Welsh Community of the City of Toronto for aHappy Saint
David s Day;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be requested to forward
thisresolution to the &. David' s Society.”



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 101
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

4.60

Vote:
Motion J5) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Disero moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedura By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J6), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Disero
Seconded by: Councillor Jakobek

“WHEREAS Council on June 9, 10 and 11, 1999, adopted, as amended, Clause No. 28
in Report No. 8 of The Toronto Community Council, thereby authorizing the preparation
of aloca improvement recommendeation on the initiative plan for the opening of a public
lane, extending westerly from Spring Grove Avenue, between 34 and 36 Spring Grove
Avenue and at the rear of 1697 to 1703 . Clair Avenue West; and

WHEREAS &s a reault of negotiations with gaff, the owner of the aforesaid lane has
submitted an Offer to Sdl the lane with an irrevocable date for acceptance of March 9,
2000;

WHEREAS the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services has prepared a report
(February 25, 2000) recommending that the proposed public lane be opened as a loca
improvement on the initiative plan; and

WHEREAS the Commissioner of Corporate Services has prepared areport (February 28,
2000) recommending acceptance of the aforesaid Offer, which report needs to be
considered by City Council prior to the irrevocable date of the Offer of March 9, 2000;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council consder the report
(February 25, 2000) from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, and the
report (February 28, 2000) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, respecting the
opening of this public lane and adopt the recommendations contained in these reports.”

Council dso had before it, during congderation of Motion J6), the following reports (See
Attachment No. 4, Page 160.):

® (February 25, 2000) from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, entitled
“Opening of aPublic Lane South of St. Clair Avenue Wegt, Extending Westerly from Spring
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Grove Avenue, Between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue (Davenport)”;
and

(it) (February 28, 2000) from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled “ Acquisition
of Lands for the Opening of a Public Lane South of St. Clair Avenue West, Extending
Westerly from Spring Grove Avenue, Between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove
Avenue (Ward 21 - Davenport)”.

Vote:
Motion J(6) was adopted, without amendment, and, in so doing, Council adopted:

@ the report dated February 25, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency
Services, embodying the following recommendetions:

“It is recommended that:

@ a public lane, 3.05m in width, extending westerly from Spring Grove Avenue
between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue and a the rear of
Premises Nos. 1697 to 1703 St Clair Avenue West, shown hatched on the
attached Plan SY E2925, be opened as alocad improvement on the initiative plan,
at an estimated cost of $70,397.66;

2 asthe fallowing lot abutting on the work in my opinion is not benefited by the work,
it be exempt in the by-law for undertaking the work from specid assessment and
that the amount of specid assessment which would otherwise be chargegble thereon
be assessed againgt the other benefiting lots:

Frontage Recommended
Lot Plan Property on Work Exemption
Pt.45 1736Y 36 Spring Grove 1144 m 1144 m

Avenue

(©)] as the following lot aoutting on the work is not benefited by the work to the same
extent as the other abutting lots, the By-law for undertaking the work include the
reduction shown below in the specid assessment which would otherwise be
chargeable thereon and that the entire cost of the work be specially assessed asiif
it were the cost in respect of the reduced frontage but the whole of the ot granted
the reduction shal be charged with the specid assessment as so reduced:

Frontage Recommended
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(b)

(4)

©)

(6)

Lot Plan Property on Work Exemption

Pt.46 1736Y 34 Spring Grove 32.38 m 30.761 m
Avenue

the payment of the cogt of thiswork in the estimated amount of $70,397.66, be paid
by lump sum or, dternatively, spread over a period of 10 years and that, if the
actua cost exceeds or fals short of the estimated cogt, the assessment shall be for
such actud cogt;

as this improvement is purdy locd in character, the sum of $70,397.66 or
100 percent of the estimated cost be levied upon the following properties (dl
measurements are more or |ess):

Lane as opened, north side, at the rear of Premises Nos. 1697 to 1703 St Clair
Avenue West and abutting Premises No. 36 Spring Grove Avenue, less an
exemption of 11.44m, in respect of Premises No. 36 Spring Grove

Lane as opened, west end, abutting Premises No. 1705 St Clair Avenue Wes, a
distance Of 3.05M. ... 3.05m

Lane as opened, south side, abutting Premises No. 34 Spring Grove Avenue, less
an dlowance totaling 30.761m, in repect of Premises No. 34 Spring Grove
AVENUE. ... e e e e 1.619m; and

the gppropriate City Officids be authorized to take whatever action is necessary to
give effect to the foregoing, including the introduction in Council of any bills thet
might be necessary.”; and

the report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services,
embodying the following recommendations.

“It is recommended that:

D)

the Offer to Sdll from Maria Sdituro to sdll the lands shown on the attached Plan
SYE2925 to the City for asde price of $55,000.00, plus an amount equal to the
amount of the specia assessment that is specialy assessed upon the Vendor's
property a 1705 St. Clair Avenue West, be accepted on the terms outlined in the
body of this report, and that either one of the Commissoner of Corporate Services
or the Executive Director of Facilities and Red Edtate be authorized to accept the
Offer on bendf of the City;
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2 authority be given to acquire the right-of-way interest over the lands shown on Plan
SYE2925 from the owners of 36 Spring Grove Avenue for a nominal sum at no
cost to these owners;

3 the City Solicitor be authorized to complete the transactions on behdf of the City,
including payment of any necessary expenses, extending the conditiond period of
the Agreement of Purchase and Sale as may be necessary to enable the City to
satisfy the Loca Improvement Condition discussed in the body of this report and
amending the closing date to such earlier or later date as he consders reasonable;
and

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

4.61 Councillor Moscoe moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedura By-law be

walved to permit condderation of the following Notice of Motion J7), which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor M oscoe
Seconded by: Councillor Feldman

“WHEREAS 1000 Finch Avenue West is a building located in North Y ork Spadina (Ward
8); and

WHEREAS the attached aticle from the Toronto Star indicates that there were
$9.6 million of tax arrears incurred againg this building; and

WHEREAS for some reason, the City has cancelled the certificate of arrears registered
againg the building and the building has been sold to ‘Kenneth Dusang who heads Dedl
Makers of CanadaInc.’, costing the City an amount equivaent to a one percent increase
in the residentia tax rate ($9.6M);

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Auditor be requested to
conduct an investigation of this matter and report thereon, directly to Council at its next
mesting, in camera, with particular attention to who authorized the cancellation of the
certificate of arrears and what or who prompted its cancellation.”

Council dso had before it, during condgderation of Mation X7), a copy of an article from the
February 22, 2000 edition of the Toronto Star, entitled “$9.6 Million Taxes Owed on Building”, a
copy of whichison filein the office of the City Clerk.
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Motion:

Coundillor Miller moved that Mation J7) be amended by striking out the Operative Paragraph
embodied therein and inserting in lieu thereof the following new Operative Paragraphs:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Chief Financid Officer and
Treasurer be requested to report fully to the next meeting of the Adminidtration Committee
to be held on March 21, 2000, on the full chronology of events surrounding 1000 Finch
Avenue West, from the time of firs ddinquency to the present, including the actions
currently being taken to mitigate the risk of financid loss, such report to aso address:

1) the areasin the collection process of 1000 Finch Avenue West where improvements
could be made;

2 the current policy of the City of Toronto on collection efforts for outstanding taxes
and corrective action being taken to ensure that dl of the City’ stax receivables are
secured and not at financid risk;

3 al outstanding tax arrears, pendties and interest, and collection efforts connected
therewith, and dl accountsin litigation; and

4 the status of the largest twenty (20) tax receivable accounts;
AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Auditor be requested to review
and report to City Council, through the Audit Committee, as part of his 2000 workplan, on
the efficiency and effectiveness of the tax collection process, including the adequecy of the
City’s sysemsfor the collection of tax arrears.”

Votes:

The motion by Councillor Miller carried.

Motion J(7), as amended, carried.

4.62 Councillor Pitfield moved that, in accordance with the provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law,
leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Notice of Motion X8), which carried:

Moved by: Councillor Pitfield
Seconded by: Councillor Bossons
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“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting held on February 1, 2 and 3, 2000, adopted a
Notice of Motion regarding the * True Blue Campaign’ of the Toronto Police Association;
and

WHEREAS in adopting the Motion, as amended, Council requested the City Solicitor to
report directly to Council, for each mesting, on future developments, until the issue of the
‘True Blue campaign has been resolved; and

WHEREAS the City Solicitor has prepared the attached report dated February 25, 2000;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consderation to the
aforementioned report dated February 25, 2000, from the City Solicitor, and that such
report be adopted.”

Council dso had beforeiit, during consideration of Motion J(8), a report (February 25, 2000) from
the City Solicitor, entitled “ Development in Matters Rdlating to Toronto Police Associaion’s ‘ True
Blue' Campaign”. (See Attachment No. 5, Page 166.)

Vote:

Motion J8) was adopted, without amendment, and, in so doing, Council adopted, without
amendment, the report dated February 25, 2000, from the City Solicitor, embodying the following
recommendetion:

“It is recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to report on further lega
developmentsin the * True Blue' matter, only when such devel opments occur.”

Mayor Lastman moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedura By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J9), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Mayor Lastman

Seconded by: Councillor Filion

“WHEREAS:Itisin the public interest for the City to provide regular accessto information
on food safety in Toronto restaurants, and

WHEREAS some former City of Toronto Municipd Councils received regular s&ff reports
on tickets, convictions and closures of restaurants which were found to be operating in
unsafe or unsanitary conditions; and



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 107
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

WHEREAS Public Hedlth gaff have been directed to report back by April, through the
Board of Hedlth, on a comprehensve program for the inspection of restaurants, including
amethod of grading and public naotification;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, pending congderation of the gteff
report, staff, through the Board of Hedth, provide City Council with regular reports on
tickets, convictions and closures affecting restaurants in the City of Toronto.”

Council dso had before it, during condderation of Mation J(9), a News Release (March 2, 2000)
entitled “ Toronto Restaurant Ingpection Blitz Continues’, acopy of which is on filein the office of
the City Clerk.

Motion:

Councillor Shiner (on behdf of Councillor Miller insofar as it pertains to the first new Operative
Paragraph) moved that Motion JX9) be adopted, subject to adding thereto the following new
Operative Paragraphs.

Votes:

“AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Board of Hedlth be requested to
ensure that al categories of restaurants (i.e. smadl, franchise, fast food, etc.) are inspected;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City Auditor be requested to conduct
areview in reation to the food ingpection program a the Public Hedth Divison, with
particular emphasis on:

@ compliance with legidative requirements, both in terms of the extent of food testing
and the levying of gppropriate penalties,

(b) an evduation of the effectiveness and efficiency of the current and proposed service
delivery modd, including the adequacy of management and gtaffing levels, the
goppropriateness of administrative procedures and quality assurance programs, and

(© acomparison of policies and practices with other municipalities,

such report to be submitted jointly to the Audit Committee and the Board of Hedlth, by the
April 2000 meeting of the Board of Hedlth, if possible”

The mation by Councillor Shiner carried.

Motion J(9), as amended, carried.
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4.64 Councillor Saundercook moved that the necessary provisions of the Council Procedurd By-law be
waived to permit condderation of the following Notice of Motion J10), and that the first Operative
Paragraph embodied therein be adopted, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present
having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Saunder cook
Seconded by: Councillor Miller

“WHEREAS the establishment at 2446-2448 Bloor &. W., known as ‘The Fan’, ‘Billy
Bob's and the *Wedgewood Restaurant’ straddles two former municipdities, with the rear
of the building being located in the former City of Y ork, and the front of the building being
located in the former City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS the Alcohol and Gaming Commission has announced that on March 29th and
30th, they will be holding a hearing in the community to decide on the latest liquor licence
application submitted by this establishment; and

WHEREAS Toronto City Council in 1999 passed three contradictory mations originating
from two Community Councils, and

WHEREAS thefirg motion from Y ork Community Council dedls excdusvey with the City
exercisng itsright to formally object to the Alcohol and Gaming Commission issuing liquor
licences, under section 7.1 of Regulation 719, clause 6(2)h of the Liquor Licence Act; and

WHEREAS the first maotion dso directs Coundil to send this mation to Toronto Community
Council for their records, and

WHEREAS the second mation, aso from Y ork Community Council, passed concurrently
with the firet, contradicts the firs motion by requesting action from Toronto Community
Council, as compared to ‘for their records’; and

WHEREAS the second motion aso requests that Council express its opposition to the
issuance of a building permit for arooftop patio; and

WHEREAS the Divisond Court in Ontario, through a prior decison, ordered the City to
issue a building permit for the patio, rendering the legdity of second motion questionable;
and

WHEREAS a third maotion from Toronto Community Council, passed by City Coundil
within asix-month period from the first motion, without the necessary re-opening of theitem



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 109
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

4.65

(liquor licences for the above named establishment) as required under the Council
Procedura By-law, requests conditions on the licence, in contradiction to the first two
moations,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT, in accordance with Section 46 of the
Council Procedura By-law, Clause No. 33 of Report No. 9 of The Toronto Community
Council, headed * Building Permit - Congtruction of a Third Floor Petio - 2446-2448 Bloor
Strest West —“The Fan”, “Billy Bob's” and “The Wedgewood Restaurant” (Y ork Humber,
High Park)’ and Clause No. 9 of Report No. 5 of The Y ork Community Council, headed
‘2446-2448 Bloor Street West, “The Fan”, “Billy Bob's’ and the “Wedgewood
Restaurant” Ward 27, Y ork Humber and Ward 19, High Park’, be re-opened for further
congderation, having regard for the timing of the hearing;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council declare the previous three
mations dl null and void, and replace them with the following to indicate the will of Toronto
City Coundil:

“BE IT RESOLVED THAT TORONTO CITY COUNCIL:

1) advise the Alcohol and Gaming Commission of the community’s serious
concerns regarding the possibility of noise and other problems arisng from
the issuance of a liquor licence for a rooftop patio at 2446-2448 Bloor
Street West, and

2 request the Alcohol and Gaming Commission not to grant any additiona
liquor licences, or expanson of existing licences, for the establishment at
2446-2448 Bloor Street West, unless the community interests are fully and
clearly addressed;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, given the past involvement of City Legd
in the higtory of this site, Council request staff of City Legd to be in attendance a the
hearing, to provide clarity and act as a resource to the community.”
Vote:
The baance of Motion J(10) was adopted, without amendment.
Coundillor Miheve moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit condderation of the following Notice of Motion J(11), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Mihevc
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Seconded by: Mayor Lastman

“WHEREAS &t its meeting on July 27, 28, 29 and 30, 1999, City Council refused the
Officid Plan and rezoning gpplications by Goldlist Propertiesfor 310 and 320 Tweedsmuir
Avenuein the (former) City of York; and

WHEREAS the applications would result in the demolition of 246 purpose-built, renta
gpartments and the construction of two 25-storey condominium towers and 36 four-storey
condominium townhouses, and

WHEREAS on February 18, 2000, the Ontario Municipa Board issued adecision, on the
aoped by Goldligt Properties, which permits the demalition of the exigting rental housing and
the congtruction of two 25-storey condominium gpartment towers (250 units), thirteen
condominium units, and a 9-storey replacement renta apartment building (146 units); and

WHEREAS the 146 replacement renta units represent 60 percent of the total existing
rental gpartments and 100 percent of the affordable apartment units at the site; and

WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board, in isuing its decison, determined the following:

@ the Board found that there isa socid, as wdl as an economic, cost associated with
the redevel opment of the Site and that the public interest would be well-served by
the developer assigting in every way to relocate existing tenants,

2 the Board acknowledged that some of the exigting tenants, particularly some of the
elderly, may suffer from the effects of relocation syndrome;

3 the Board acknowledged that there is avery low vacancy rate for affordable units
in the City of Toronto and agenera shortage of affordable housing;

4 the Board Sated that the decison will result in anet loss, as existing gpartment units
will be demoalished and only replaced by 60 percent of new gpartment units, and
only partially addresses a much larger housing problem in the City of Toronto; and

) the Board acknowledged that the decison only represents a partial solution; and

WHEREAS it isthe City’'s palicy to make gainsin affordable rentd housing and to ensure
that there is no net loss, and

WHEREAS there are currently sx applications affecting approximatdy 400 rentd
goatment units in the City a risk of being demolished through other development
goplications; and

WHEREAS the Greatwise (North York) and Tweedsmuir applications will result in the
combined net loss of 267 purpose-built, rental gpartments; and

WHEREAS the Tenant Protection Act (TPA) repeded dl municipd powers to prohibit
demalition of rental housing; and
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WHEREAS the TPA is meant to address landlord/tenant matters and the Board, through
this decison, has provided for an enhanced tenant compensation and relocation package
greater that that offered by the TPA; and

WHEREAS there are no effective tools to restrict demoalition of rentd housing;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City Council, yet again, request that
the provinda government recognize the Sgnificant limitations of the TPA and introduce new
legidative tools to prevent demoalition and require full replacement, as appropriate, and to
enhance the provisons offered to the tenants affected by demolition of their housing.”
Motion:
Councillor Moeser moved that Motion J(11) be referred to the appropriate Standing Committee.

Votes:

Adoption of motion by Councillor Moeser:

Yes-12

Councillors: Altobdlo, Giansante, Holyday, Kely, Korwin-Kuczynski,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammaliti, Ootes, Rae, Saundercook,
Shaw

No - 37

Councillors. Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Brown, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid,
Hint, Jakobek, Johnston, Jones, Kinahan, Layton, Li Preti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, Minnan\Wong, Moscoe, Nunziata,
O'Brien, Pantdone, Fitfidd, Prue, Shiner, Slva, Soknacki,
Tzekas, Vaenti, Waker

Lost by amgority of 25.
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Adoption of Motion J(11), without amendment:
Yes- 52
Mayor: Lastman
Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston,
Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’ Brien,
Ootes, Pantaone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Shiner, Slva, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vdenti, Walker
No-0
Carried, without dissent.
4.66 Councillor Miller moved thet the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived

to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J12), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Miller
Seconded by: Councillor Chow

“WHEREAS City Council on October 28, 29 and 30, 1998, by its adoption, as amended,
of Clause No. 2 of Report No. 11 of The Emergency and Protective Services Committee,
headed ‘Holitic Practitioner Licensang Category’, and its adoption of By-law No. 806-
1998, amended the Licensing By-law No. 20-85, to control the negative consequences of
‘body rub’ parlours, and

WHEREAS the by-law amendment also appliesto certain holistic hedth practices, such
as acupuncture; and

WHEREAS the by-law, as written, has the unintended effect of making some standard
acupuncture procedures unlawful; and

WHEREAS géff origindly intended to report on revisonsto this by-law by March 2000,
which would have allowed anomalies to be addressed; and

WHEREAS the process required means the report will not be ready for sometime; and
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WHEREAS there is congderable concern in the acupuncture community regarding this by-
law; and

WHEREAS there is no consensus regarding whether the City should be regulating this
hedth professon a dl;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City of Toronto By-lawv No. 20-85,
as amended, be further amended by deeting reference to ‘acupuncture from the list of
practices covered under ‘Holistic Practitioners or ‘Holistic Centres’;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT gaff report further, after consultation with
the acupuncture community and the Province of Ontario, on an gppropriate mechanism to
regulate the hedlth profession of acupuncture.”

Motion:

Councillor Moscoe moved that Motion J(12) be referred to the Planning and Transportation
Committee.

Vote:
The motion by Councillor Moscoe carried.

Coundllor Duguid moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J13), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the effirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Duguid
Seconded by: Councillor Feldman

“WHEREAS the federd government, in December 1999, announced new funding for
home essness, asgnificant portion of which will be directed to Toronto; and

WHEREAS mog of the fundswill flow in the three fiscdl years commencing in April 2000,
but some ‘Community Plans and Research’ funds are available in the fiscal year ending
March 31, 2000, to flow to specific projects and community agencies through the City
budget; and

WHEREAS authorization for these funds to flow in March 2000 is required before the next
mesting of City Council; and
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Vote:

WHEREAS City daff have identified saverd planning and research activities which can
proceed quickly and which the federd government is prepared to support, including
research and inventory for the homeless hedth strategy in partnership with the Toronto
Digrict Hedlth Council, project planning codts for new shelters and Let's Build housing,
support to the Aborigind Steering Committee and to service planning for Housing Help
Centres and other activities,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City accept atransfer, prior to
March 31, 2000, of up to $120,000.00 from Human Resources Development Canada, at
no net cost to the City, for planning and research activities related to homeless services and
affordable housing, and the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services be
given pre-budget gpprova to spend these funds for the agreed purposes, subject to norma
City spending authorities and to such terms and conditions as the City and Human
Resources Development Canada may agree to;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Budget Advisory Committee be
requested to incorporate the expenditure and revenue for thisinitiative as part of the 2000
Operating Budget of the Shelter, Housing and Support Divison;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, notwithgtanding norma City purchasing
procedures, gpproval given to provide up to $30,000.00 of these funds to the Toronto
Digrict Hedth Council, on asole-source badis, for research and inventory for the homeless
hedth strategy;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the City, if required, enter into an
agreement with the federd government regarding these funds, to the satisfaction of the City
Solicitor.”

Motion J(13) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Adams moved that the necessary provisions of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit condderation of the following Notice of Mation J(15), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Adams

Seconded by: Councillor M oscoe
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“WHEREAS City Council, at its meeting of September 28 and 29, 1999, adopted, as
amended, Clause No. 17 of Report No. 7 of The Policy and Finance Committee, thereby
authorizing the entering into of an agreement with Ledcor Communications Ltd. [or its
corporate affiliate Worldwide Fiber (F.O.T.S) Ltd] to permit Ledcor to ingal
telecommuni cations equipment and cable a various railway crossing locations throughout
the City of Toronto; and

WHEREAS the terms and conditions of the agreement, as approved by City Council,
included the requirement that the agreement would eventudly be superceded by amunicipd
access agreement to dlow Ledcor to expand its facilities beyond the railway crossing
locations; and

WHEREAS the Tdecommunications Steering Committee, a its meeting hed on February
14, 2000, received a confidentia briefing from staff concerning the progress of discussons
with Ledcor, and directed staff to continue discussons with a view to bringing forward a
recommendation on an agreement to the Policy and Finance Committee for its meeting of
February 17, 2000, or, failing that, to City Council for its meeting of February 29, 2000;
and

WHEREAS the Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services, in consultation with the
City Salicitor, has, therefore, prepared a confidentia report (February 28, 2000) to City
Council concerning this matter; and

WHEREAS for the reasons outlined in the aforementioned confidentia report, it is
important that City Council consider this matter prior to the March breek;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consderation to the
confidentia report (February 28, 2000) from the Commissoner of Works and Emergency
Services and that such confidentia report be adopted.”

Council dso had before it, during condderation of Motion J(15), a confidentia report dated
February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services, such report to
remain confidentia, save and except the recommendations embodied therein, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipal Act, having regard that it contains information pertaining to the security
of property interests of the municipdity.

Vote:

Motion J15) was adopted, without amendment, and, in so doing, Council adopted the confidentia
report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
embodying the following recommendations, the baance of such report to remain confidentid, in
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accordance with the provisons of the Municipd Act, having regard tha it contains information
pertaining to the security of property interests of the municipdity:

“It is recommended that:

@ goprovd be given to enter into a Term Letter Agreement with WH Urbanlink Ltd.
(or Affiliate) to authorize the ingtalation and maintenance of conduits and fibre optic
cables within certain public highways, subject to the terms and conditions generdly
as et out in this report and such other terms and conditions as may be satisfactory
to the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services and City Solicitor;

2 the appropriate City officiads be authorized to negotiate and finalize a Municipd
Access Agreement (MAA) for telecommunications purposes with WH Urbanlink
Ltd. (or its Corporate Affiliate) on such terms and conditions as may be required
to protect the City’ sinterests, provided that such agreement isin accordance with
the principles established in the Term Letter Agreement;

3 the requirement to pay further processing fees related to the MAA be waived based
on the reasonable terms and conditions negotiated to protect the City’ s interests,
and asthis fee was dready paid in the context of the Street Crossing Agreement;
and

4 the gppropriate City officids be authorized to take the necessary sepsto implement
the foregoing, including the introduction in Councll of any Bills that may be
required.”

4.69 Councillor Hint moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J16), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the effirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Flint
Seconded by: Councillor M oscoe

“WHEREAS Allgate Insurance Company of Canada et d, chalenged, through a Court
Application, subsection 14(2) and section 15 of Part 6 of Schedule 24 of By-law No. 20-
85 of the former Metropalitan Council, being a by-law for the licenang, regulaing and
governing of trades, cdlings, busnesses and occupations in the City of Toronto, as
amended, pertaining to Collison Reporting Centres (CRC); and

WHEREAS subsection 14(2) of Part 6 of Schedule 24 to By-law No. 20-85 prohibits any
person in a CRC from recommending a body shop or vehicle repair facility to any vehicle
owner; and
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WHEREAS s=ction 15 of Part 6 of Schedule 24 to By-law No. 20-85 requiresthat asgn
be posted in CRCs dtating that representatives of insurance companies on the premises
cannot recommend a body shop or repair facility; and

WHEREAS by adecison dated November 5, 1999, the Ontario Court of Jugtice declared
subsection 14(2) and section 15 of Part 6 of Schedule 24 to By-law No. 20-85 of the
former Metropolitan Council invaid on the basis that these provisions contravene the right
of freedom of expression of the insurance companies, contrary to section 2(b) of the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms; and

WHEREAS the Commissoner of Urban Devel opment Services has prepared the atached
confidentia reported dated February 28, 2000, seeking direction from Council in the apped
of thisdecison; and

WHEREAS City Coundil’ s direction to apped is required to ensure that deedlines imposed

by the Court’s rules of practice are met and to ensure that there is no delay which may
prejudice City Council’s position in this métter;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Council give consderation to the
confidential report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissoner of Urban
Development Services; and that such report be adopted.”

Council adso had before it, during consideration of Motion J(16), a confidential report dated
February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services, such report to remain
confidential, save and except the recommendations embodied therein, in accordance with the
provisons of the Municipad Act, having regard thet it pertainsto litigation.

Vote:

Motion J(16) was adopted, without amendment, and, in o doing, Council adopted the confidentia
report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Urban Development Services,
embodying the following recommendetions, the balance of such report to remain confidentid, in
accordance with the provisons of the Municipd Act, having regard thet it pertainsto litigation:

“It is recommended that:

1) City Counal apped the decison of the Ontario Court of Justice in Allstate Insurance
Company of Canadaet d. v. City of Toronto to the Court of Apped for Ontario;

2 City Council retain the law firm of Borden & Elliot as counsd for the City in this
matter; and

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



118 Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

470  Coundllor Mihevc moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit consderation of the following Notice of Mation J17), moved by Councillor Mihevc,
seconded by Councillor Feldman, and, in the absence of Councillor Feldman, seconded by
Councillor Shiner, which carried, more than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the

afirmative
Moved by: Councillor Mihevc
Seconded by: Councillor Shiner

“WHEREAS thereis confusion over the existing Access and Equity Committees of former
municipdlities, and

WHEREAS pursuant to Recommendation No. (2) of the Task Force on Community
Access and Equity and darification of the term ‘ Employment Equity’, adopted, as amended,
by the Council of the City of Toronto at its meeting held December 14, 15 and 16, 1999,
which reads as follows:

‘Community Councils establish working groups on access, equity and human rights
Issues as the needs currently exist or arise and permit membership on these working
groups to include individuas who work or reside in the City.’;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the North York Committee on
Community, Race and Ethnic Relaions, the Etobicoke Multiculturd and Race Relations
Committee, the Scarborough Race Reations Committee and the Toronto Mayor's
Committee on Community and Race Relations continue on an interim basis until the end of
December, 2000, or until the Community Councils have decided on the establishment of
working groups on access, equity and human rights issues;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT these committees receive secretariat and
program support from within existing resources,

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Chief Adminigrative Officer report
to Council, through the Administration Committee, on terms of reference for access and
equity working groups established by Community Councils, such terms of reference to
indude:

@ promoting Access and Equity concerns related to program activities under the
jurisdiction of community councils, and

2 engaging in volunteer outreach activities reated to Access and Equity issues broadly
understood,
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4.71

Vote:

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the Chief Adminigtrative Officer continue
the process to establish an gppointment protocol for members of the new City-wide access
and equity committees which Council created at its meeting on December 14, 15 and 16,
1999.”

Motion J(17) was adopted, without amendment.

Councillor Jakobek moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedural By-law be
waived to permit consderation of the following Notice of Mation J(18):

Moved by: Councillor Jakobek
Seconded by: Councillor Shiner

“WHEREAS the Budget Advisory Committee has just completed itsinitid review of the
2000 Preliminary Operating Budget; and

WHEREAS the 2000 Prdiminary Operating Budget is currently $57.2 million over a zero
budget for 2000; and

WHEREAS the $57.2 million increase consgts of red pressuresincluding $31.3 millionin
provincia downloading; $17.3 million in requests from agencies, boards and commissions;
$1.7 million in net increases for new service changes and $7 million in other non-program
expenditures, excluding capitd impacts associated with the Toronto Trandt Commission
subsidy loss, and

WHEREAS the City is committed to delivering a zero tax rate increase for the third year
inarow; and

WHEREAS the 2000 Operating Budget will not be approved by City Council until its
Specid Meeting of April 26 and 27, 2000;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT effectiveimmediady, the following
action be taken until Council approva of the 2000 Operating Budget:

@ no new service changes by City departments,

2 No new service changes or expansons by agencies, boards or commissions;
(©)] no changes to exising service leveds,

4 program spending be limited to basic operating expenditures only; and
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) al discretionary spending be frozen.”,

the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes- 27

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Altobello, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Berger, Chong, Chow,
Davis, Disero, Duguid, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek,
Kdly, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong,
Nunziata, Ootes, Fitfield, Saundercook, Shaw, Shiner, Sindair,
Vadent

No - 26

Councillors: Adams, Ashton, Augimeri, Bossons, Brown, Bussn, Cho,
Johngton, Jones, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti,
McConndl, Mihevc, Miller, Moeser, Moscoe, O'Brien,
Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Silva, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative.
Motion Not Introduced:

Having regard that the motion to waive Notice did not carry, the foregoing Motion was not
introduced.

4.72  Councillor Johnston moved that the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be
waived to permit congderation of the following Notice of Maotion J(19), which carried, more than
two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Johnston
Seconded by: Councillor Mihevc

“WHEREAS there is overwhelming support for a barrier free City by 2008 for Toronto's
Olympic Bid; and

WHEREAS the needs of people with disabilities have not been addressed equaly with
those of other margindized groupsin Ontario; and

WHEREAS it is edimated that gpproximately 17 percent of the people living in the
Province of Ontario have some form of disability; and
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Vote:

WHEREAS by 2011 it is estimated that one in every six Ontarians will be over the age of
65 and the over-75 population will more than double; and

WHEREAS it is an established fact that increasing age results in some form of adisability;
NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the Council of the City of Toronto

request the Premier of Ontario to enact, expeditioudy, the long-awaited and promised
‘ Ontarians With Disabilities Act’.”

Adoption of Motion J19), without amendment:

Yes-53

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis,
Disero, Duguid, Hint, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Johnston,
Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton, Li Preti,
Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mammaliti, McConndl, Mihevc,
Miller, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Moscoe, Nunziata, O’ Brien,
Ootes, Pantaone, Pitfield, Prue, Rae, Saundercook, Shaw,
Shiner, Slva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vdenti, Waker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

Councillor Davis moved thet the necessary provisons of the Council Procedurd By-law be waived
to permit congderation of the following Notice of Mation J20), which carried, more than two-thirds
of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Davis

Seconded by: Mayor Lastman

“WHEREAS &t its meeting on July 27, 28, 29 and 30, 1999, City Council refused the
Officid Plan and rezoning gpplications by Goldlist Propertiesfor 310 and 320 Tweedsmuir
Avenuein the (former) City of York; and

WHEREAS the application has been approved by the Ontario Municipal Board, subject
to findization of a number of mattersincluding Ste plan gpprova; and
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WHEREAS the Oakwood Vaughan Secondary Plan contains genera objectives regarding
urban design gpplicable to the secondary plan areawithin which the project islocated and
regard should be given to these genera objectives, as wdl as to Ste planning matters,
including but not limited to, setback, shadow impact, access and egress, landscaping of the
gte and massing of the devdopment in the review of any Ste plan gpplication relating to the
development; and

WHEREAS on February 18, 2000, the Ontario Municipa Board issued adecision, onthe
goped by Goldlig Properties, which permits the demalition of the exidting rentd housing and
the congtruction of two 25-storey condominium gpartment towers (250 units), thirteen
condominium units, and a 9-storey replacement rentd gpartment building (146 units); and

WHEREAS the 146 replacement renta units represent 60 percent of the total existing
rental gpartments and 100 percent of the affordable apartment units at the site; and

WHEREAS the Ontario Municipa Board, in isuing its decison, determined the following:

1) the Board found that thereis a socia as well as an economic cost associated with
the redevelopment of the Ste and that the public interest would be well-served by
the developer asssting, in every way, to relocate existing tenants,

2 the Board acknowledged that some of the exigting tenants, particularly some of the
elderly, may suffer from the effects of relocation syndrome;

3 the Board acknowledged that there is avery low vacancy rate for affordable units
in the City of Toronto and agenera shortage of affordable housing;

4 the Board ated that the decison will result in anet loss, as exising gpartment units
will be demoalished and only replaced by 60 percent of new gpartment units, and
only partialy addresses a much larger housing problem in the City of Toronto; and

) the Board acknowledged that the decison only represents a partial solution; and

WHEREAS it isthe City’ s palicy to make gainsin affordable renta housing and to ensure
thet there is no net loss; and

WHEREAS there are currently sx applications affecting approximatdy 400 rentd
goatment units in the City a risk of being demolished through other development
goplications; and
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WHEREAS the Greatwise (North York) and Tweedsmuir gpplications will result in the
combined net loss of 267 purpose-built, renta gpartments; and

WHEREAS the Tenant Protection Act (TPA) repedled al municipa powers to prohibit
demoalition of rentd housing; and

WHEREAS the TPA is meant to address |andlord/tenant matters and the Board, through
this decison, has provided for an enhanced tenant compensation and relocation package
greater than that offered by the TPA; and

WHEREAS the TPA has failed as a srategy to simulate the production of new renta
housng;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City saff work cosdy with
Councillor Davis and the locd community to resolve outstanding dte planning metters
regarding the location of the two 25-storey condominium gpartment towers, thirteen
condominium units, and the 9-storey replacement rental gpartment building, to ensure that
the impact of these buildings is mitigated;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the proposed new buildings reinforce the
character of the areain terms of the rdationship of buildings to the sreet, light, view and
privecy for the existing and future resdents, in addition to the location of driveways and
pedestrian access.”

Motion:

Councillor Mihevc moved that Motion J20) be amended by ddeting from the first Operative
Paragraph the name “Councillor Davis’, and insarting in lieu thereof the words “the locd Ward
Councillors’, so that such Operative Paragraph shal now read asfollows:

Votes:

“NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT City s&ff work dosdy with thelocal
Ward Councillors and the locd community to resolve outstanding Site planning metters
regarding the location of the two 25-storey condominium gpartment towers, thirteen
condominium units, and the 9-storey replacement rental gpartment building, to ensure that
the impact of these buildings is mitigated;”.

The motion by Councillor Mihevc carried.

Motion J(20), as amended, carried.
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4.74  Councillor Ootes moved that, in accordance with the provisons of the Council Procedura By-law,
leave be granted to introduce and debate the following Natice of Motion J21), which carried, more
than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative:

Moved by: Councillor Ootes
Seconded by: Councillor Disero

“WHEREAS on March 1, 2000, Mr. Cesar Palacio was appointed by City of Toronto
Council as Councillor for Davenport to replace the former Councillor Dennis Fotinos, whose
resignation was accepted by Council on February 1 and 2, 2000; and

WHEREAS it is necessary to make gppointments to fill those positions held by the former
Councillor Fotinos;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT Councillor Cesar Pdacio be
gppointed to serve on the following Committees, Task Forces, and Business Improvement
Aress, in place of the former Councillor Dennis Fotinos:

1) the Works Committee for aterm of office expiring on November 30, 2000;
2 the Olympic Task Force for aterm of office expiring on November 30, 2000;

3 the Road Allowance Task Force for aterm of office expiring on November 30,
2000;

4 the Bloorcourt Village Business Improvement Areafor aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until his successor is appointed;

) the Bloordae Village Business Improvement Areafor aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until his successor is gppointed;

(6) the Dovercourt Village Business Improvement Areafor aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until his successor is gppointed; and

) the S. Clair Gardens Business Improvement Areafor aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until his successor is gppointed;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT, in view of the speciaized knowledge
required, the following positions held by the former Councillor Fotinos be referred to the
Striking Committee for recommendation thereon to City Council, and thet the City Clerk be
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requested to canvass Members of Council for ther interest in these gppointments, and
submit aligt of interested Members to the Striking Committee for its congderation:

@ the Tdecommunications Steering Committee for a term of office expiring on
November 30, 2000;

2 the Greater Toronto Services Board (Member) for aterm of office expiring on
November 30, 2000, and until his successor is gppointed; and

3 the Association of Municipaities of Ontario, Board of Directors, as a City of
Toronto Caucus Representative, for aterm of office expiring a the Annual meeting
of AMO in August 2000.”
Vote:

Motion J(21) was adopted, without amendment.

BILLSAND BY-LAWS

On February 29, 2000, at 7:30 p.m., Councillor King, seconded by Councillor M oeser, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and thet this Bill, prepared for this meseting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 152 By-law No. 94-2000 To confirm the proceedings of the Coundil
a its meeting held on the 29th day of
February, 2000,

the vote upon which was asfollows:

Yes- 42

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Ashton, Berardinetti, Berger, Bossons, Cho,
Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Feldman, Hint, Gardner,
Giansante, Holyday, Kdly, King, Korwin-Kuczynski, Layton,
Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, McConnell, Mihevc, Moeser, Moscoe,
Nunziata, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantaone, Pitfidd, Prue, Rae,
Shaw, Shiner, Silva, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Valenti

No-1
Councillor; Waker
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Carried by amgority of 41.

On March 1, 2000, a 7:29 p.m., Councillor Adams, seconded by Councillor Giansante, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for this meseting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 153 By-law No. 95-2000 To confirm the proceedings of the Coundil
a its meeting held on the 29th day of
February and the 1t day of March, 2000,

the vote upon which was asfollows:

Yes- 38

Mayor: Lastman

Councillors: Adams, Altobdlo, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti, Berger,
Bossons, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid, Filion,
Hint, Gardner, Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kinahan,
Korwin-Kuczynski, Li Preti, Lindsay Luby, Mihevc, Minnan-
Wong, Nunziata, Ootes, Pantaone, Prue, Rag, Shiner, Silva,
Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Walker

No-0

Carried, without dissent.

On March 2, 2000, at 4:03 p.m., Councillor Holyday, seconded by Councillor Mihevc, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and thet this Bill, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 154 By-law No. 96-2000 To confirm the proceedings of the Council
a its meeting held on the 29th day of
February, and the 1st and 2nd days of
March, 2000,

the vote upon which was as follows:

Yes- 32

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Brown, Cho, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid, Feldman,
Giansante, Holyday, Jakobek, Jones, Kdly, Kinahan, Li Preti,
Mihevc, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Ootes, PFitfidd, Ree,
Saundercook, Shiner, Silva, Vaenti, Waker

No-0
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Carried, without dissent.
On March 2, 2000, a 4:05 p.m., Councillor Kelly, seconded by Councillor Berardinetti, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as By-laws, which carried:

Bill No. 94

Bill No. 95

Bill No. 96

Bill No. 97

Bill No. 98

Bill No. 99

Bill No. 100

Bill No. 101

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

. 97-2000

. 98-2000

. 99-2000

. 100-2000

. 101-2000

. 102-2000

. 103-2000

. 104-2000

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article .

To amend the Municipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article .

To amend the Municipal Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article .

To amend the Municipal Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Article .

To amend further By-law No. 23503 of the
former City of Scarborough, respecting
the regulation of traffic on Toronto Roads.

To amend further By-law No. 23505 of the
former City of Scarborough, respecting
the speed limits on Toronto Roads.

To enact aby-law pursuant to Chepter 134
of the Etobicoke Municipal Code, a by-
law providing for the designation of fire
routes in the geographic area of
Etobicoke, aby-law of the former City of
Etobicoke.

To amend By-law No. 2958-94 of the
former City of York, being aBy-law “To
regulate traffic on City of York Roads’.
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Bill No. 102

Bill No. 103

Bill No. 104

Bill No. 105

Bill No. 106

Bill No. 107

By-law No. 105-2000

By-law No. 106-2000

By-law No. 107-2000

By-law No. 108-2000

By-law No. 109-2000

By-law No. 110-2000

To amend By-lav No. 196-84 of the former
City of York, being aBy-law “To regulate
traffic on City of York Roads’.

To enact aby-law pursuant to Chapter 134
of the Etobicoke Municipa Code, a by-
law providing for the desgnation of fire
routes in the geographic aea of
Etobicoke, aby-law of the former City of
Etobicoke.

To amend Chapter 134 of the Etobicoke
Municipd Code, a by-law providing for
the condtruction and maintenance of fire
routes in the geographic aea of
Etobicoke, aby-law of the former City of
Etobicoke.

To amend Metropolitan Toronto By-law
No. 20-85, a by-law “Respecting the
licenang, regulaing and governing of
trades, cdlings busnesses and
occupations in the Metropolitan Ared’, a
by-lav of the former Municipdity of
Metropalitan Toronto, and to amend By-
law 90-2000, a by-law amending By-law
No. 20-85.

Toamend By-law No. 883-1999 respecting
By-law No. 380-74 of the former City of
Toronto with respect to pensons and
other benefits.

To exempt part of the lands commonly
known as 65 to 81 Drewry Avenue, being
cetan lots within Plan of Subdivison
66M-2343 (formerly City of North
Y ork), from the provisons of subsection
50(5) of the Flanning Act.
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Bill No. 108

Bill No. 111

Bill No. 112

Bill No. 113

Bill No. 114

Bill No. 115

Bill No. 116

Bill No. 117

Bill No. 118

Bill No. 119

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No

By-law No.

By-law No

By-law No

. 111-2000

. 112-2000

. 113-2000

. 114-2000

. 115-2000

. 116-2000

. 117-2000

118-2000

. 119-2000

. 120-2000

To amend City of North York By-law
No. 7625 in respect of lands municipaly
known as 12 McKee Avenue, 33 Doris
Avenue and 21 Church Avenue.

To amend City of North York By-law
No. 7625 in respect of lands municipaly
known as 150 Finch Avenue West.

To desgnate certain lands on a Registered
Pan not subject to Part Lot Control in the
Scarborough Village Community.

To amend the Wextord Community Zoning
By-law No. 9511.

To amend the L’ Amoreaux Community
Zoning By-law No. 12466.

To further amend Scarborough Zoning By-
lav Number 10217, the Agricultura
Holding By-law, as amended, and By-law
Number 14402, as amended, with repect
to the Mavern Community.

To edablish certain lands as a municipa
highway.

To dedgnate the property a 395 Brunswvick
Avenue (William Thompson House) as
being of architecturd and higtoricd vaue
or interest.

To desgnate the property a 397 Brunswick
Avenue (William Thompson House) as
being of architecturd and historica vaue
or interest.

To dedgnate the property a 399 Brunswvick
Avenue (William Thompson House) as
being of architecturd and higtoricd vaue
or interest.
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Bill No. 120

Bill No. 121

Bill No. 122

Bill No. 123

Bill No. 124

Bill No. 125

Bill No. 126

Bill No. 127

By-law No. 121-2000

By-law No. 122-2000

By-law No. 123-2000

By-law No. 124-2000

By-law No. 125-2000

By-law No. 126-2000

By-law No. 127-2000

By-law No. 128-2000

To amend Chapter 400 of the Toronto
Municipd Code, the Traffic and Parking
Code, a by-law of the former City of
Toronto, respecting the designation of a
private roadway a 30 and 38 Avenue
Road as afireroute.

To egablish Tax Raios for the
2000 Taxation Y ear.

To amend further Metropalitan Toronto By-
lav No. 109-86, respecting maximum
rates of speed on certan former
Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further former Metropalitan
Toronto By-law No. 32-92, respecting
the regulaion of traffic on former
Metropolitan Roads.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended.

To amend By-law No. 912-1998, being
“A By-lav to authorize the erection,
operation, use and maintenance of parking
machines on the highways under the
juridiction of the City of Toronto,
including the setting of fee amounts or fee
scdes’, to replace parking meters with
parking mechines in certain locations
within the City of Toronto.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipad Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Mapleview Avenue
and Murid Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting College Street.
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Bill No. 128

Bill No. 129

Bill No. 130

Bill No. 131

Bill No. 132

Bill No. 133

Bill No. 134

Bill No. 135

Bill No. 136

Bill No. 137

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

By-law No.

129-2000

130-2000

131-2000

132-2000

133-2000

134-2000

135-2000

136-2000

137-2000

138-2000

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

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

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended.

To extend the effect of By-law
No. 54-1999 being a by-law to desgnate
740 Ellesmere Road, Lotslto 107
inclusve, Registered Plan 66M -2330 not
subject to Part Lot Control in the Dorset
Park Community.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended.

To amend By-law No. 31878, asamended,
of the former City of North Y ork.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North York, as amended.

To amend By-law No. 31001 of the former
City of North Y ork, as amended.

To amend further former Metropalitan By-
law No. 32-92, respecting the regulation
of traffic on former Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further Metropolitan By-law No.
22-76, respecting School Bus Loading
Zones on certain former Metropolitan
Roads.
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Bill No. 138

Bill No. 139

Bill No. 140

Bill No. 141

Bill No. 142

Bill No. 143

Bill No. 144

Bill No. 145

Bill No. 146

By-law No. 139-2000

By-law No. 140-2000

By-law No. 141-2000

By-law No. 142-2000

By-law No. 143-2000

By-law No. 144-2000

By-law No. 145-2000

By-law No. 146-2000

By-law No. 147-2000

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads.

To amend further Metropalitan By-law No.
32-92, respecting the regulation of traffic
on former Metropolitan Roads.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipad Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, repecting Montcdlair Avenue and
Summerhill Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Front Y ard Parking.

To amend the brmer City of Toronto
Municipa Code Ch. 400, Traffic and
Parking, respecting Edgewood Avenue,
ElIm Avenue, Hilton Avenue, Lytton
Boulevard, Montclair Avenue,
Roxborough Street West, Rusholme
Road, Spadina Road, Stafford Street,
Summerhill Avenue.

To amend the former City of Toronto
Municipd Code Ch. 297, Signs,
respecting No. 10 Dundas Street East.

To amend the former Municipdity of
Metropolitan Toronto By-law No. 118
respecting No. 10 Dundas Street East.

To amend Zoning By-law No. 438-86, as
amended, respecting lands within the Vde
of Avoca Ravine.
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Bill No. 147 By-law No. 148-2000 To exempt certain lands compriang a
portion of the ral corridor from
Subdivison and Part Lot Contral.

Bill No. 150 By-law No. 149-2000 To sugpend the operation of the North York
Performing Arts Centre Corporation
Board.

Bill No. 151 By-law No. 150-2000 To amend Chapters 320 and 324 of the
Etobicoke Zoning Code and Site Specific
By-law Number 13584 with respect to
certain lands located a 1875 Martin
Grove Road.

On March 2, 2000, at 5:41 p.m., Councillor Miller, seconded by Councillor Berger, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as By-laws, which carried:

Bill No. 148 By-law No. 151-2000 A by-lawv to establish procedures and
authority for the procurement of goods
and sarvices and to reped Interim
Purchasing By-law No. 57-1998, as
amended.

Bill No. 149 By-law No. 152-2000 To confer cetan authorities and
responghilities  with respect to the
commitment of funds and the payment of
accounts of the City of Toronto and other
related matters.

On March 2, 2000, a 5:41 p.m., Councillor Miller, seconded by Councillor Berger, moved that
leave be granted to introduce the following Bills, and that these Bills, prepared for this meeting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as By-laws, which carried:

Bill No. 109 By-law No. 153-2000 To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Articlel.

Bill No. 110 By-law No. 154-2000 To amend the Munidipa Code of the former
City of Etobicoke with respect to Traffic
- Chapter 240, Articlel.
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leave be granted to introduce the following Bill, and that this Bill, prepared for this meseting of
Council, be passed and hereby declared as a By-law:

Bill No. 155 By-law No. 155-2000 To confirm the proceedings of the Coundil
a its meeting held on the 29th day of
February, and the 1st and 2nd days of
March, 2000,

the vote upon which was as follows:

Yes-34

Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berardinetti,
Berger, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Davis, Disero, Duguid,
Feldman, Filion, Hint, Gardner, Giansante, Jakobek, Jones,
Kely, Kinahan, Miller, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pdacio, Pitfidd, Prue, Rae, Shiner, Sindlair, Silva

No-1
Coundillor: Holyday

Carried by amgority of 33.

OFFICIAL RECOGNITIONS:
Condolence Motion:

February 29, 2000:

Mayor Lastman, seconded by Councillors Altobello, Ashton, Balkissoon, Berardinetti, Cho, Duguid,
Kdly, Mahood, Moeser, Shaw, Soknacki and Tzekas, moved that:

“WHEREAS the Mayor and Members of City of Toronto Council are deeply saddened

to learn of the passing of former Scarborough Mayor, Gus Harris, at the age of ninety-one
years, and

WHEREAS Mr. Harris distinguished public service career spanned forty years, having first
entered public life in 1949, as School Trustee for Scarborough Area 1 in the election held
in December 1948; and
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WHEREAS Mr. Harris served the people of Scarborough as Councillor, Deputy Reeve
and Reeve, Controller and representative of Scarborough on the former Metropolitan
Toronto Council, and was dected Mayor in 1978, which office he held until his retirement
a the age of eighty in 1988; and

WHEREAS the ease with which Gus Harris won many dections with a minimum of
campaign expenditure and publicity confounded observers and gained the admiration of
colleagues, and

WHEREAS Mr. Harris dways gracefully declined any attempt by Scarborough Council
to officidly recognize his outstanding record of service and will be remembered for his
unpretentious manner, his fairness and greet integrity; and

WHEREAS Mr. Harris was predeceased by his daughter Jane and his beloved wife Anng;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED THAT the City Clerk be directed to convey,
on behdf of Members of City Council, an expresson of sncere sympathy to the Harris
family, especialy his sons Peter and David and daughters Pat and Rose”

Leave to introduce the Motion was granted and the Motion was adopted unanimoudy.
Council rose and observed a moment of slence in memory of the late Mr. Harris.
Presentationg/I ntr oductions’Announcements:

February 29, 2000:

Mayor Lastman, during the morning sesson of the meeting, extended, on behdf of the Members of
Council, the gppreciation and gratitude of City Council to David Boothby, Chief of Police, on the
occasion of his retirement, for his exemplary service and contribution time and energy to enhancing
the qudlity of lifein the City of Toronto during his 36-year tenure as aMember of the Toronto Police
Service, the lagt five years as Chief of Police; invited Chief Boothby to the podium to address the
Council and presented Chief Boothby with the City’'s highest honour, akey to the City of Toronto,
inscribed with the words:

“To Toronto Police Chief David Boothby. You have served more than 2.3 million
people with honour and dignity. You have touched all our lives, Chief, and helped
make our Toronto the greatest City in the world.”

Mayor Lastman, during the morning session of the meeting, welcomed Councillor Paul Vaenti, the
newly-gppointed Member of Council for Ward 6, North Y ork Humber.
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Mayor Lagtman, during the morning session of the mesting, introduced the students of Secord Public
School, present at this meeting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the afternoon sesson of the mesting, introduced Councillor Fabio
Rubini, from Narni, Terni, Itay, present at this meeting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting, introduced the Grade 5 students
of York School, present at this mesting.

Councillor Berardinetti, during the afternoon session of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
introduced the new Commissioner of Corporate Services, Ms. M. Joan Anderton, and the new
Commissioner of Urban Development Services, Ms. Paula Dill, present at this meeting.

March 1, 2000:

Councillor Duguid, during the morning sesson of the meeting, with the permisson of Council,
advised the Council that ‘Nikital had created the “Millennium Bear of Hope’, a project to raise
funds to eiminate homel essness, the proceeds of which would be directed to three charities directly
involved in bresking the cycle of homeessness - Home Aid Housing Corporation, Nameres and the
United Way;, and further advised the Council thet the teddy bears which had been distributed to dl
Members of Council were available for direct purchase or to ponsor as a gift of hope to ahomedess
child currently housed in the shelter system.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning sesson of the mesting, introduced the L' Amoreaux
Seniors Line Dancers, present at the meeting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning sesson of the meeting, introduced the students of Secord
Public School, present at the mesting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning session of the mesting, introduced a delegation of youth
from Alberta, British Columbia and the Caribbean, on atour of Canada to stop racism.

Coundillor Johngton, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting, with the permission of Council,
introduced Mr. Clive Rowlands and his wife Margaret, from South Waes, and Mrs. Myfanwy
Bgg, Presdent, St. David's Society, present a the meeting, and advised the Council that Mr.
Rowlands had been awarded the Order of the British Empire (OBE) for his services to Rugby
football, and that, since his retirement, Mr. Rowlands has devoted his energies to the field of
broadcasting for Welsh language televison and fundraising for cancer research.
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March 2, 2000:

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the delegation of 14
Councillorsand 5 gaff from the Konju City Council, Republic of Korea, present at the meseting.

Deputy Mayor Ootes, during the morning session of the meeting, introduced the Grades 5 and 6
students of Perth Avenue Public Schoal, present at the mesting.

Coundillor Cho, with the permisson of Council, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting,
introduced the delegation of 14 Councillors from Koryung-gun and Chongdo-gun, Republic of
Korea, present at the mesting.

Point of Personal Privilege:

Councillor Bussin on March 1, 2000, during the afternoon sesson of the meeting, risng on a Point
of Persond Privilege, made reference to an advertisement, entitled “War on Fire’, which had been
placed in the February 22, 2000 edition of the Beach Metro News and advised the Council that,
in her opinion, her rights as a Member of Council had been impugned; further advised the Council
that the advertisement had been printed with the City of Toronto logo and thet, as Ward Councillor,
she had neither been consulted in the preparaion of the advertisement nor advised of its publication;
and requested that the matter be referred to the Chair of Council for further investigation and report
thereon to the next meeting of Coundil.

Ruling by Deputy Mayor :
Deputy Mayor Ootes ruled that the matter be referred to the Mayor and the Chief Adminigtrative

Officer for further consderation, in consultation with the appropriate City officids, and report
thereon, if necessary, to City Council.
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Vote on Ruling of Deputy Mayor:
Yes- 39
Councillors: Adams, Altobello, Ashton, Augimeri, Bakissoon, Berger,
Bossons, Brown, Bussin, Cho, Chong, Chow, Disero, Duguid,
Feldman, Hint, Giansante, Johngton, Kdly, Kinahan, Korwin-
Kuczynski, Layton, Lindsay Luby, McConndl, Mihevc, Miller,
Moscoe, O’ Brien, Ootes, Pantalone, Prue, Rae, Saundercook,
Shiner, Sinclair, Soknacki, Tzekas, Vaenti, Walker
No - 10
Councillors: Berardinetti, Davis, Holyday, Jakobek, Li Preti, Mahood,
Mammoaliti, Minnan-Wong, Nunziata, Slva
Carried by amgority of 29.
484 MOTIONSTO VARY PROCEDURE

Waive the provisions of the Council Procedural By-law related to meeting times:

March 2, 1999:

Councillor Soknacki, at 12:29 p.m., moved that, in accordance with subsection 11(8) of the Council
Procedura By-law, Council waive the requirement of the 12:30 p.m. recess, in order to conclude
congderation of Clause No. 2 of Report No. 4 of The Adminigration Committee, headed

“Expenses of Members of Council”, the vote upon which was taken as follows:

Yes-16
Councillors:

Adams, Augimeri, Bossons, Disero, Duguid, Jones, Kélly, Li
Preti, Mammoliti, Minnan-Wong, Moeser, Nunziata, Ootes,
Pitfield, Saundercook, Soknacki

No - 20
Councillors:

Bakissoon, Brown, Busin, Cho, Davis, Feldman, Hint,
Giansante, Jakobek, Kinahan, Lindsay Luby, Mahood, Mihevc,
Miller, Prue, Rae, Silva, Tzekas, Vdenti, Waker

Log, less than two-thirds of Members present having voted in the affirmative,
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485 ATTENDANCE
Ctte. of the
9:45 am. 2:13 p.m. Whole 7:29 p.m.
to Roll Call to Roll Call in-Camera6:25 | to
February 29, 2000 12:30 p.m.* 2:13 p.m. 6:12 p.m.* 4:28 p.m. p.m. 7:30 p.m.*
Lastman X - X X - -
Adams X X X X X X
Altobello X X X X X X
Ashton X - X X X X
Augimeri X X X X - -
Balkissoon X - X X X X
Berardinetti X - X X X X
Berger X b X X X X
Bossons X X X X X X
Brown X X X X - -
Bussin X - X X - -
Cho X X X X X X
Chong - - X - X X
Chow X - X X X X
Davis X - X - X X
Disero X X X X X X
Duguid X X X X X X
Feldman X X X - X X
Filion X - X - X X
Flint X X X - X X
Gardner X - X - X X
Giansante X X X X X X
Holyday X X X X X X
Jakobek X - X - - -
Johnston X X X - X X
Jones X X X X X X
Kelly X - X X X X
Kinahan X - X - X X
King X X X - X X




140

Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto

February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

Ctte. of the
9:45 am. 2:13 p.m. Whole 7:29 p.m.
to Roll Call to Roll Call in-Camera 6:25 | to

February 29, 2000 12:30 p.m.* 2:13 p.m. 6:12 p.m.* 4:28 p.m. p.m. 7:30 p.m.*
Korwin-Kuczynski X - X - X X
Layton X - X - X X
Lindsay Luby X - X X X X
Li Preti X X X X X X
Mahood X - X - X X
Mammoliti X X X - - -
McConnell X - X X X X
Mihevc X X X - X X
Miller X X X X - -
Minnan-Wong X - X - - -
Moeser X - X X X X
Moscoe X - X - X X
Nunziata X - X X X X
O'Brien X X X - X X
Ootes X X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X X
Pitfield X X X X X X
Prue X X X X X X
Rae X X X X X X
Saundercook X X X X X X
Shaw X - X X X X
Shiner X - X X X X
Silva X X X X X X
Sinclair X X X - X X
Soknacki X X X X X X
Tzekas - X X X X X
Valenti X _ X _ X M
Walker X X X X X X
Total 55 31 57 37 49 49

* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.
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9:44 am. 2:15 p.m.
Roll Call to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call to
March 1, 2000 9:44 am. 12:30 p.m.* 11:47 am. 12:03 p.m. 2:15 p.m. 3:15 p.m.*
Lastman X X - - - X
Adams - X X X X X
Altobello X X X - X X
Ashton - X - X - X
Augimeri - X X X X X
Balkissoon X X - X - X
Berardinetti - X X X X X
Berger X X - - X X
Bossons X X X X X X
Brown - X - - X X
Bussin - X - - X X
Cho X X - X X X
Chong - X X X X X
Chow - X X X - X
Davis - X X X - X
Disero X X X X X X
Duguid X X X - X X
Feldman X X - - - X
Filion - X - - - X
Flint - X X X X X
Gardner X X - - - -
Giansante X X - - X X
Holyday X X X X X X
Jakobek - X X - X X
Johnston X X X X X X
Jones X X X X - -
Kelly - X X X X X
Kinahan - X X X - X
King X X - - - -
Korwin-Kuczynski X X X X - X
Layton - X - X - X
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9:44 am. 2:15 p.m.
Roll Call to Roll Call Roll Call Roll Call to
March 1, 2000 9:44 am. 12:30 p.m.* 11:47 am. 12:03 p.m. 2:15 p.m. 3:15 p.m.*
Lindsay Luby X X - - - X
Li Preti X X X X X
Mahood X X X X
Mammoliti X X X X
McConnell X X X X
Mihevc X X X X X
Miller X X X X X
Minnan-Wong X X X X X
Moeser X X X
Moscoe X X X X X X
Nunziata X X X X X
O'Brien X X X X X X
Ootes X X X X X X
Pantalone X X X X X X
Pitfield X X X X X
Prue X X X X X
Rae X X X X X X
Saundercook X X X
Shaw X X X X
Shiner X X X
Silva X X X X X
Sinclair X X
Soknacki X X X X X X
Tzekas X
Valenti X X
Walker X X X X
Total 31 56 35 35 32 54
* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.
Ctte. of the Whole | 3:37 p.m.to Ctte. of the Whole | 5:15p.m. to
March 1, 2000 in-camera 3:25 3:45p.m* in-camera 3:51 7:30 p.m*
p.m. p.m.
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Ctte. of the Whole | 3:37 p.m.to Ctte. of the Whole | 5:15p.m. to
March 1, 2000 in-camera 3:25 3:45p.m* in-camera 3:51 7:30 p.m*
p.m. p.m.
Lastman X X X X
Adams X X X X
Altobello X X X X
Ashton - - - X
Augimeri X X X X
Balkissoon - - X X
Berardinetti X X X X
Berger X X X X
Bossons X X X X
Brown - - - -
Bussin - X X -
Cho X X X X
Chong X X X X
Chow X X X X
Davis X X X X
Disero X X X X
Duguid X X X X
Feldman - - - -
Filion - - X X
Flint X X X X
Gardner - X X X
Giansante X X X X
Holyday X X X X
Jakobek - - X X
Johnston X X X X
Jones X X X X
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Ctte. of the Whole | 3:37 p.m.to Ctte. of the Whole | 5:15p.m. to
March 1, 2000 in-camera 3:25 3:45p.m* in-camera 3:51 7:30 p.m*
p.m. p.m.

Kdly X X X -

Kinahan X X X X
King - - X X
Korwin-Kuczynski - X X X
Layton X X - -

Lindsay Luby X X X X
Li Preti - - - X
Mahood - - X X
Mammoliti X X X -

McConnell X X - -

Mihevc - X X X
Miller X X X X
Minnan-Wong X X X X
M oeser X X X X
Moscoe - X X -

Nunziata X X X X
O'Brien - X X X
Ootes X X X X
Pantalone X X X X
Pitfield X X X X
Prue X - X X
Rae X X X X
Saundercook X X X X
Shaw - X X i,

Shiner X X X X
Silva - - X X
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Ctte. of the Whole | 3:37 p.m.to Ctte. of the Whole | 5:15p.m. to
March 1, 2000 in-camera 3:25 3:45p.m* in-camera 3:51 7:30 p.m*

p.m. p.m.
Sinclair X X X
Soknacki X X X
Tzekas X X X
Valenti X X X
Walker X - X
Total 46 50 48

* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated
9:45 am.
Roll Call to Roll Call Roll Call 2:15 p.m. to Roll Call

March 2, 2000 9:45 am. 12:30 p.m.* 11:43 p.m. 2:15 p.m. 4:30 p.m.* 4:00 p.m.
Lastman X X
Adams X X X X X
Altobello X X X X
Ashton X X X X X
Augimeri X X X X
Balkissoon X X X X X X
Berardinetti X X X X X
Berger X X X X X
Bossons X X X
Brown X X X X X
Bussin X X X
Cho X X X X X X
Chong X X X X X X
Chow X X X X
Davis X X X
Disero X X X X X X
Duguid X X X X X X
Feldman X X X X
Filion X X X
Flint X X X X X
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9:45 am.
Roll Call to Roll Call Roll Call 2:15 p.m. to Roll Call
March 2, 2000 9:45 am. 12:30 p.m.* 11:43 p.m. 2:15 p.m. 4:30 p.m.* 4:00 p.m.
Gardner X X - - X X
Giansante - X X X X X
Holyday X X X X X X
Jakobek X X X X X X
Johnston - - - - - -
Jones X X X X X X
Kelly - X X X X X
Kinahan X X b X X X
King - - - - - -
Korwin-Kuczynski - - - - - X
Layton - - - - - -
Lindsay Luby X X X - - -
Li Preti X X X X X X
Mahood - X X - X -
Mammoliti - X X X X -
McConnell - - - - - -
Mihevc X X X X X -
Miller X X X - X -
Minnan-Wong - X X - X X
Moeser X X - - X X
Moscoe - - - X - -
Nunziata X X X X X -
O'Brien - - - - - -
Ootes - X X X X X
Pantalone X X X - - -
Pitfield X X X X X X
Prue X X X - - -
Ree X X - X X X
Saundercook X X X X X X
Shaw - - - - - -
Shiner X X X X X X
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9:45 am.

Roll Call to Roll Call Roll Call 2:15p.m.to | Roll Call
March 2, 2000 9:45 am. 12:30 p.m.* 11:43 p.m. 2:15 p.m. 4:30 p.m.* 4:00 p.m.
Silva X X X X X -
Sinclair X X X X
Soknacki X X X X X
Tzekas X X X X
Valenti X X X X
Walker X X X X X
Total 34 49 37 34 43 31

* Members were present for some or al of the time period indicated.
March 2, 2000 Rall Cdl 4:28 | Citte. of the Whole 5:13p.m. to
p.m. in-camera4:37 p.m. 543 p.m*

Lastman - - -
Adams X X X
Altobello X X X
Ashton X X X
Augimeri X X X
Balkissoon - X X
Berardinetti X X X
Berger X X X
Bossons - - -
Brown X X -
Bussin X X X
Cho X X X
Chong X X X
Chow - X X
Davis X X -
Disero X X X
Duguid X X X
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March 2, 2000 Rall Cdl 4:28 | Ctte. of the Whole 5:13 p.m. to
p.m. in-camera4:37 p.m. 5:43 p.m.*
Feldman X X X
Filion - X -
Flint X X X
Gardner - X X
Giansante X X X
Holyday X X X
Jakobek X X -
Johnston - - -
Jones X X X
Kelly X X X
Kinahan X X X
King - - -

Korwin-Kuczynski - - -

Layton - - -

Lindsay Luby - - -

Li Preti - - -

M ahood - - -

Mammoliti - - -

McConnell - - -

Mihevc - X X

Miller - X X

Minnan-Wong X X X

M oeser - X X

Moscoe - - -

Nunziata X X X

O'Brien - - -
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March 2, 2000

Roll Call 4:28
p.m.

Ctte. of the Whole
in-camera4:37 p.m.

5:13p.m. to
543 p.m*

Ootes

X

X

Palacio

X

X

Pantalone

Pitfield

Prue

Rae

Saundercook

Shaw

Shiner

Silva

Sinclair

Soknacki

Tzekas

Vaenti

Walker

Total

32

37

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

MEL LASTMAN,
Mayor

NOVINA WONG,

City Clerk
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ATTACHMENT NO. 1

Report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
entitled “Richmond Hill OPA 200, the Oak Ridges Moraing’. (See Minute No. 4.54, Page 84.):

Purpose:

To advise Council of the recommendations of the Oak Ridges Moraine (ORM) Council
Stearing Committee regarding an initid adlocation of funds from the Oak Ridges Presarvation
Account.

Financid Implications:

Coundil previoudy alocated funds from the Works and Emergency Sarvices Capitd Budget
to the ORM Preservation Account for the purposes of supporting ORM preservation
activities, in addition to the OMB hearing (Clause 26, Report No. 11 of the Policy and
Finance Committee, adopted by City Council on December 14, 15 and 16, 1999).

The Chief Financid Officer and Treasurer has reviewed this report and concurs with the
financid impact Satement.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that Council adopt the recommendations of Oak Ridges Moraine
Council Steering Committee from its meeting of February 24, 2000:

@ City Council support Non Government Organizations and Associations (NGOs) in
their efforts to raise and sustain public awareness to protect and preserve the Oak
Ridges Morane, providing ther vison and the City’ sare Smilar in the amount of up
to $100,000.00, subject to the approva of the Oak Ridges Moraine Council
Steering Committee; and

2 City Council gpprove a Councillor and media bus tour of the moraine and amedia
and public awareness campaign to be organized by Corporate Services to protect
the moraine and for saff to develop additiond materids and activities required for
raisng public awareness of the need to save the Oak Ridges Moraine lands because
of the potentid impact of overdevelopment of the moraine on Toronto, in the
amount of up to $20,000.00.
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Background:

Funding from the Wastewater capita budget was s&t asde in an * Oak Ridges Preservation
Account’ by Council at its meeting of December 14, 15, and 16, 1999. Council adso
established an Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee conggting of the Chair of
Panning and Trangportation Committee and Councillors Adams, Bakissoon, Cho, King,
Layton, Miller and O'Brien. This Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committeeisto
report through Planning and Trangportation Committee, with sequentid reporting to Works
Committee, on how best the City of Toronto can support the protection of the Oak Ridges
Moraine, in addition to the recommendationsin the report dated December 13, 1999, from
the Chief Adminidrative Officer.

The Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee is examining how best to make use
of the fundsin the Oak Ridges Preservation Account and will be reporting to the Planning
and Trangportation Committee, the Works Committee and, ultimately, to Council on April
11, 12 and 13, 2000. In the opinion of the Council Steering Committee, there are two key
factorsthat require Council to take immediate action to use the ‘ Oak Ridges Presarvation’
funding. Frg Richmond Hill’s Council has delayed action on Officid Plan Amendment No.
200. Secondly, sgnificant work needs to be done immediately to be prepared for the start
of the Ontario Municipal Board (OMB) Hearing on May 1, 2000. The decison by
Richmond Hill Coundil meansthat Toronto Council may need to rely more heavily on NGOs
to ensure there is appropriate action to preserve the Oak Ridges Moraine.

Council aso recommended at its meeting of December 14, 15, and 16, 1999, that staff
continue discussons with the Toronto and Region Consarvation Authority (TRCA) with the
intent of a partnership arrangement regarding costs. To date the TRCA and the City have
taken different positions before the OMB. It has, therefore, not been possible to agreeto
share costs. Despite this, staff will continue to identify opportunities to share costs on work
related to ssormwater and servicing, hydrogeology and ecology as the opportunity arises.

Comments:

The Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee hasindicated to gaff the importance
of supporting the actions of NGOs who are advocating for protection of the Oak Ridges
Morane. Inview of the urgent need to prepare for the Ontario Municipa Board hearing
on May 1, 2000, Council needs to authorize the release of some funding from the *Oak
Ridges Presarvation Account’. Some NGOs have identified advertisng campaigns as
criticd for sustaining public awareness of the moraine issues. These NGOsfed itiscrucid
to launch thiswork prior to the OMB hearing.

A draft st of guiddines has been prepared which will asss the Oak Ridges Moraine
Council Steering Committee with evaluating NGOs who qualify for support from the City’s
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‘Oak Ridges Preservation Account’ . The guiddines indude the following criteria: the groups
be non-profit, community-based organizations, with preference given to coditions of joint
partnerships, the groups would need to submit requests in writing; the guiddines set limits
for maximum funding per group request; and, that the Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering
Committee receive and gpprove recommendations from staff for those groups requesting
funding.

In generd, the objective of funding NGOs is to raise awareness of the moraine and its
fragility, given the competing demands on it. It is not expected that any funded project would
extend beyond the year 2000. No approva would be given for retroactive payment of
work. All disbursements would be made through Works and Emergency Sarvices financid
saff to ensure project and financia controls are followed.

Council, in its previous discussion on this topic, gpproved asum of money from Corporate
Contingency to partner with the TRCA to support their legd and hydrogeologica cogts for
the OMB hearing. Staff was requested to report back on the estimates and partnership
arangements. We reported that a partnership with the TRCA was unlikely; however, we
do fed that we could use smilar data to prepare our respective cases before the OMB.
Accordingly we suggest thet, where in the opinion of gaff we can share materid, we provide
funding to the TRCA for independent consulting services in the areas of hydrology,
hydrogeology and terrestria ecology with the $220,000.00 alocation as defined at the
Council meeting of December 14, 15 and 16, 1999. Oak Ridges Moraine Council Steering
Committee asked staff to prepare areport to the Council meeting of February 29, March
1 and 2, 2000.

Condusions:

As areault of the actions of the Richmond Hill Council on February 23, 2000, Toronto
Council may need to rdly more heavily on NGOs to ensure that there is gppropriate action
taken to preserve the Oak Ridges Moraine. As directed by the Oak Ridges Moraine
Council Steering Committeg, it is, therefore, requested that Council immediately authorize
expenditure of up to $120,000.00 from the ‘ Oak Ridges Preservation Account’ to assist
NGOsin ther efforts to protect the Oak Ridges Moraine. To comply with the reporting
requirement, we propose that staff provide estimates and details of the work to the Oak
Ridges Moraine Council Steering Committee for their gpprova within the budget envelope
for thisitem. Further reporting will follow on subsequent expenditures.

Contact:
Vicky McGrath, Environmental Impact Assessment

& Policy Development, Technicd Services Divison
Phone No. 392-8856 Facamile 392-9317, E-mail: vmcgrat@city.toronto.on.ca



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 153
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

Report dated March 1, 2000, from the City Solicitor, entitled “Oak Ridges Moraine Application for
aNew Policy Applicable to the Oak Ridges Moraine Under the Environmenta Bill of Rights, 1992”.
(See Minute No. 4. , Page .):

Purpose:

Thisreport isto seek authority to commence an gpplication under the Environmentd Bill of
Rights, 1992, to seek areview of the need for a new policy regarding the Oak Ridges
Moraine (“ORM").

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

@ two Councillors be authorized to apply, pursuant to s.61(2) of the Environmenta
Bill of Rights, 1992 (the “EBR”), to seek areview of the need for anew provincid
policy applicable to development on the ORM;

2 the City Solicitor be authorized to assst in the preparation of the materidsin support
of such an gpplication, in accordance with the requirements of the EBR,;

3 the City Salicitor be authorized to take such steps as may be necessary, in the
opinion of the City Solicitor, in relaion to any such application and its effect on
pending proceedings at the Ontario Municipa Board (“OMB”); and

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

Background:

City Council authorized gtaff to take steps to participate in a hearing pending before the
OMB regarding the ORM. This hearing and related proceedings are the subject of reports
from the City Solicitor and the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services currently
before Council.
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Significant private development gpplications have been advanced on and around a
three-kilometre strip of the ORM in Richmond Hill. The Town's consultant, in adetailed
planning study, concluded that:

If this three-kilometre wide strip becomes totdly urbanized, the continuous
nature of the moraine as alandscape feature isirretrievably |ost.

The Town embarked on a planning process, which was intended to protect some
environmentad features of the ORM, while dlowing the remaining ORM lands to be
incorporated into the urban area of the Town (the City of Toronto opposed the urban
designation).

The OMB ruled, on February 23, 2000, that the Richmond Hill gpproach could not impose
“ggnificant new obgtacles’ through its proposed planning regime.

Richmond Hill theresfter sought, from the Minister of Municipa Affairs and Housing (dso
the Minigter of the Environment), a commitment to the protection of a 600-metre-wide
corridor on the ORM, and the completion of region-wide studies.

The Minister immediately wrote back indicating that the Province of Ontario had dready
provided the authority required to make the necessary planning decisons. It is not clear
whether the Minister’ s response took into account the OMB'’ s ruling regarding “ Sgnificant
new obstacles’.

Although the Minister’ s letter contained no specifics, the Minister was likdly referring to the
Oak Ridges Implementation Guiddines of 1991. These Guiddines (which are not provinca
policy under the Planning Act) were put in place, in 1991, after a declaration of provincid
interest on the ORM, and were intended to be an interim measure. Subsequently, a study
was undertaken which included some fifteen detalled background studies carried out
between 1991 and 1994. In 1994, a draft Strategy for the Oak Ridges Moraine was
circulated for comment. The strategy recommended one of three implementation options.

@ aprovincid policy statement under Section 3 of the Planning Adt;

2 aplan under the Ontario Planning and Development Act;

(©)] new legidation amilar to the Niagara Escarpment Planning and Development Act.

The drategy has naither been findized nor implemented.
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Notwithgtanding the Minister’ s conclusions regarding the necessary authority available to the
municipdities, astudy completed by the Regions of Y ork, Durham and Ped, in September
of 1999, concludes:

Officid Plans ded with matters within the boundaries of the municipdity, but
are not capable of dedling in a substantive manner with issues that extend
beyond their boundaries.

A key recommendation in the three-Region report is that the Regions commence discussons
with the Province of Ontario to obtain support for the preparation of a policy statement
under Section 3 of the Planning Act to protect the ORM.

Apparently, no further steps have been taken in reation to this recommendation.

Although the three-Region report does not recommend a moratorium on devel opment, it
raises the concern that:

... the development industry was dready agitated by thisinitiative, and were
preparing, in some municipdities, to refer mattersto the OMB as soon asthe
satutory process would dlow, to enable their plans to be considered in
advance of any changing ORM policy framework. It was the municipd
sense that this action frudrated the ability of municipdities to guide the
planning process.

Consequently, there is some condderable uncertainty as to the policy framework gpplicable
to the ORM, particularly in the regiona context.

Section 61(2) of the EBR providesthat:

Any two persons resident in Ontario who believe that a new policy ... of
Ontario should be made or passed, in order to protect the environment, may
apply to the Environmental Commissioner for areview of the need for the
new palicy ... by the gppropriate Minigter.

The gpplication must include the names and addresses of the gpplicants, an explanation of
why the applicants believe that the review should be undertaken in order to (any two

Council Members would fulfil this requirement) would protect the environment, and a
summary of the evidence supporting the applicants belief that areview isnecessary. The
Environmenta Commissioner is obliged to refer the matter to the rdlevant Minigter (in this

cae, the Miniger of Municipd Affairs and Housng/Miniger of the Environment) in ten days.

The Minister must acknowledge receipt of the request, within twenty days of receipt, and

must notify those who have adirect interest in the matter.
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The Minigter then carries out a preliminary review to determine whether the public interest
warrants areview, and may consder:

@ Minidry satements of environmentd vaues,

(b) potentia harm to the environment;

(© exisgence of periodic review mechanisms,

(d) relevant socia, economic, scientific or other evidence;
)] submissions from those with adirect interet;

® resources required to conduct areview; and

()] any other matter the Minister consders rlevant.

If the Minister reaches a favourable conclusion, a review must be carried out within a
“reasonable’ time and the Minigter is obliged to notify interested parties within thirty days
of the completion of such areview.

Comments

Given the uncertainty related to the policy framework gpplicable to the current
developments, the long history and substantial study carried out to prepare the ORM draft
drategy, and the regiona consensus for a need to implement the Strategy, there is an
arguable case of need for the Province to at least consider a review of the ORM Policy
under the EBR.

In the face of a provincid review, the OMB may be persuaded to adjourn pending
applications, subject to aresolution of the provincid interest.

At the least, areview, such asthat contemplated, would assst in the movement toward a
future comprehensive drategy for the Moraine. The OMB and municipdities would be
required to have regard for any resulting provincia policy.

Condusons:

The ORM policy debate has along history and extensive studies have been carried out.
Notwithstanding this new information, no decison has been made respecting the
implementation of aprovincid drategy in relaion to thisimportant neturd feature. Given the
uncertainties expressed in the current OMB proceedings and the imminence of other
development proposds on the ORM, areview of the need for apolicy repecting the ORM
iscrucid.
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Contact:

Graham Rempe
Telephone: (416) 392-2887, Fax: (416) 392-3848, e-mail: grempe@city.toronto.on.ca

ATTACHMENT NO. 2

Communication dated February 29, 2000, from the City Clerk, forwarding the recommendation of
the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee pertaining to Notice of Maotion J(2). (See Minute No. 4.56,

Page 92.):
Recommendation:

That Motion J2), moved by Councillor Walker and seconded by Councillor Prue,
respecting a municipal enumeration of tenants in high rise gpartments prior to the civic
election on November 13, 2000, be adopted.

Background:

At its meeting on February 29, 2000, the Sub-Committee to Restore Rent Control (Tenant
Defence Sub-Committee) gave consderation to a report (February 17, 2000) from
Councillor Waker, recommending that:

1) the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee recommend thet Toronto City Council teke dl
necessary actions to ensure that a municipa enumeraion of tenants in high rise
gpartments take place prior to the civic eection on November 13, 2000, in order
to enaure there are no impediments to tenants in Toronto exerciang ther franchise;
and

2 appropriate City staff report on this issue no later than the May 2000 mesting of
City Coundail.

The Sub-Committee adopted Councillor Waker’' s report and, in o doing, endorsed Motion

J2) which is before Council at its February 29, 2000 meseting.

Communication dated February 17, 2000, from Councillor Michael Walker, entitled “Municipa
Enumeration of Tenantsin the City of Toronto for the Upcoming Municipa Election on November
13, 2000, addressed to the Members of the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee:

Recommendations:
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It is recommended that:

)

2

the Tenant Defence Sub-Committee recommend that Toronto City Council take dl
necessary actions to ensure that a municipa enumeration of tenants in high rise
gpartments take place prior to the civic eection on November 13, 2000, in order
to ensure there are no impediments to tenants in Toronto in exercisng ther
franchise; and

the appropriate City staff report on thisissue no later than the May 2000 mesting
of Toronto City Council.

ATTACHMENT NO. 3

Report dated February 17, 2000, from the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood
Services, entitled “ Selection of Outreach/Co-ordinating Team for Tenant Defence Fund”.
(See Minute No. 4.57, Page 93.):

Purpose:

To sdect an Outreach/Co-ordinating Team for the Tenant Defence Fund program.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

)

2

3

Council encourage the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations and the Gresater
Toronto Tenants Association to work co-operatively to ensure that as many tenants
as possible will recaive the benefits of the Tenant Defence Fund in deding with
“above guideline rent increasg’ gpplications and express gppreciation for their
efforts to date;

the Commissioner of Community and Neighbourhood Services establish a Tenant
Defence Fund project steering committee consigting of City staff, representatives of
the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations and the Greater Toronto Tenants
Association and such other community representatives that the Commissioner may
consider appropriate;

the Commissioner of Community and Neghbourhood Services enter into a purchase
of service agreement with the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations, in order
to provide outreach and co-ordination of services to tenants related to the Tenant
Defence Fund, subject to the Commissioner gpproving any subcontracts with other
parties, and in aform satisfactory to the Commissioner and the City Solicitor; and
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4 the gppropriate City officids be authorized to take dl necessary action to give effect
to these recommendations.

Background:

On November 23-25, 1999, Council approved the creation of a Tenant Defence Fund of
$300,000.00 to help tenants dispute applications for above-guideline rent increases within
their buildings The initiative condsts of a tenant grant program and the hiring of a
Outreach/Co-ordinaing Team (O/C Team) to work with tenant groups. The services of the
O/C Team were described in detall in arequest for proposas that was issued on December
29, 1999, and in areport consdered by the Community Services Committee on January 13,
2000. The role of the Team is to contact tenants in buildings where their landlord has
gpplied for an “above-guiddine rent increase’ (AGI) in order to offer assgtancein reviewing
the landlord’ s gpplication and preparing them to dispute the gpplication before the Ontario
Rentd Housing Tribund.

The activities of the O/C Team are designed to complement the tenant grant program
approved by Council on February 1-3, 2000. Through this program, abasic grant of up
to $1,000.00 is available to tenants wishing to dispute their landlord’ s AGI, as well as an
additiona grant of up to $5,000.00 for professond expertise. The O/C Team will atempt
to contact dl tenants groups facing AGI gpplications, and encouraging those who need
funding to apply for grants. In addition, an endorsement from the Outreach/Co-ordinating
Team isrequired before an additiona grant will be gpproved. Grant gpplication forms are
being distributed through tenant/community groups and Councillors offices. Asthey are
received, staff will process them and provide reports to your Sub-Committee.

Comments:
Results of Proposa Call Process:

At the time of closing of the proposa call for the O/C Team on January 27, 2000, two
submissions had been received. This would suggest that there is a limited amount of
specidized expertise in the community related to AGIs. The submissons were evduated
according to specific criteria set out in the RFP document. These criteriawere intended to
test the qudity of the overdl plan, as wdl asthe skillsexpertise of the team members. They
included:

@ quality of the outreach program;

(b) demondtrated skills and experience (research and andysis, tenant education and
outreach, tenant organizing, facilitation in meetings and workshops);

(© understanding of the Tenant Protection Act and policy and procedures of the
Tribunal, especidly related to AGIS,
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(d) demongrated success in partnering with community agencies; and
(e cost effectiveness.

Asareault of the evauation, one of the proposds did not meet dl of the basic requirements
for O/C program, while the other met or exceeded these requirements. Consequently, the
|latter proposal is now being recommended for endorsement by Council. The recommended
proposd, submitted by the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations, fulfils the
requirements of the RFP issued by the City, based on the services identified in the reports
gpproved by Council.

Approach to Project Management:
The FMTA proposd for this project includes the following dements:

- afull-time project co-ordinator, specificaly hired to lead the O/C Team; one full-
time and one contracted tenant organizer; one contracted researcher;

- direct participation of the Chair of the FMTA in project management and other
Board membersin Steering Committee mestings,

- clear separation of the O/C activities (budget, saffing, etc.) from other activities of
the FMTA, including the Tenant Hotline service,

- immediate review of dl AGI cases to identify those of highest priority (i.e. where
hearings are imminent; where grant funding is needed);

- communication with tenant leadersin these buildings, City Councillors' offices, legd
clinics and other tenants groups to develop a plan of action for these buildings,

- plans/resources for tenants with specid needs (eg. language, physicd ability, etc.);
and

- regular reports on progress, including information on: AGI cases reviewed, tenants
groups contacted; workshops/participants held; participation of tenants in each
dispute of an AGI gpplication; and results of AGI decisons by the Tribund.

Involvement of Other Tenant/Community Groups.

Notwithstanding the results of the RFP process, the FMTA has indicated awillingnessto
work with other community groups and individuals who have been helping tenants to dispute
AGI agpplications. In particular, the new Greater Toronto Tenants Association (GTTA)
was formed, in 1999, largely as aresult of tenants who became organized as aresult of the
AGI process. Those who formed the GTTA continue to be active in hdping tenants
organize for AGI hearings. The FMTA and the GTTA recognize that more tenants may
benefit from the Tenant Defence Fund initiative, if the parties share information and co-
ordinate their efforts.



Minutes of the Council of the City of Toronto 161
February 29, March 1 and 2, 2000

In order to manage the Tenant Defence Fund program, City staff will establish a Project
Searing Committee to share information on a frequent basis and to co-ordinate the activities
of the O/C Team. Membership will include representation of the FMTA and the GTTA,

aswell as other community representatives that staff decide are gppropriate and necessary
to advise on the project.

The FMTA proposal aso provides for the subcontracting of organizing work to other
individuas and groups that have the required skills and experience. On February 15, 2000,
the FMTA Board decided on a process for approaching these other parties, with the
purpose of entering into a subcontracting relaionship. While we should encourage this co-
operation, we have informed the FMTA that the Commissioner must gpprove any hiring or
subcontracting related to the project.

Governance of FMTA:

In 1999, a sarvice and organizationd review of the FMTA was carried out by Liz Yorke
and Assodaes Thereview identified a number of governance issues that the FMTA should
resolve if it is going to fulfil its objectives as a tenants association. These included
developing a gtrategic plan, setting clear priorities for the Association, and benchmarking,
monitoring and evauation of services.

Recently, the FMTA has provided information to City staff describing restructuring plans
that have been adopted by the Board of Directors. These were developed following the
election of anew Chair and Board at the Annuad Generd Meeting held in November of
1999. Some of the changes include: a workshop held in December to decide on new
directions; a new committee structure to separate and create a focus for tenant services,
communicaionslaw reform and financeffundraisng; a new “executive board” that will
manage aff on an ongoing basis and address saffing issues raised in the Y orke review;
weekly project management meetings between the Chair and co-ordinators of each
sarvice/project; and a new telephone service with the cagpacity to handle a higher volume,
provide automated information and track cals. We would propose that the FMTA be
invited to appear before the Community Services Committee a its next meeting to report
more fully on these changes.

Concluson

Based on the results of the RFP process recently completed, it is recommended that Coundil
endorse the selection of the Federation of Metro Tenants Associations to function as the
Outreach/Co-ordinating Team for the Tenant Defence Fund. Further, it is recommended
that Council encourage the FMTA and the Greater Toronto Tenants Association to work
co-operatively to ensure that the benefits of the Outreach/Co-ordinating Team and the grant
program will reach as many tenants as possible.
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Contact:

Derek Bdlantyne

Acting Generd Manager, Shdlter, Housing & Support
Tel: 392-7885

Fax: 392-0548
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ATTACHMENT NO. 4

Report dated February 25, 2000, from the Commissioner of Works and Emergency Services,
entitled “Opening of a Public Lane South of St Clair Avenue West, Extending Westerly from Spring
Grove Avenue, Between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue. (Davenport)”. (See
Minute No. 4.60, Page 99.):

Purpose:

To obtain City Council authority to open a public lane, 3.05 metres in width, extending
westerly from Spring Grove Avenue, south of St. Clair Avenue West, between Premises
Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue, as aloca improvement on the initiative plan.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

The cogt of acquiring the subject landsis estimated to be $70,397.66. Funds are available
in the agpproved Transportation Services 2000 Capita Works Program (Project
No.TRN811). Provisonsof the Loca Improvement Act dlow the entire cost of acquiring
the private lane lands to be back-charged to the benefiting property owners based on the
assessable frontage of the lots.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

Q a public lane, 3.05m in width, extending westerly from Spring Grove Avenue
between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue and a the rear of
Premises Nos. 1697 to 1703 St Clair Avenue West, shown hatched on the
attached Plan SY E2925, be opened as alocad improvement on the initiative plan,
at an estimated cost of $70,397.66;

2 as the following lot aoutting on the work, in my opinion, is not benefited by the
work, it be exempt in the By-law for undertaking the work from specia assessment,
and that the amount of specia assessment which would otherwise be chargesble
thereon be assessed againgt the other benefiting lots:

Frontage Recommended
Lot Plan Property on Work Exemption

Pt.45 1736Y 36 Spring Grove Avenue 11.44m 11.44m
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3 as the following lot abutting on the work is not benefited by the work to the same
extent as the other abutting lots, the By-law for undertaking the work include the
reduction shown below in the specia assessment which would otherwise be
chargeable thereon, and that the entire cost of the work be speciadly assessed asif
it were the cost in respect of the reduced frontage but the whole of the lot granted
the reduction shal be charged with the specia assessment as so reduced:

Frontage Recommended
Lot Pan Property onWork  Reduction

Pt. 46 1736Y 34 Spring Grove Avenue 32.38m 30.761m

4 the payment of the cost of thiswork in the estimated amount of $70,397.66, be paid
by lump sum or, dternatively, soread over a period of 10 years, and that, if the
actua cost exceeds or falls short of the estimated cos, the assessment shdl be for
such actua cogt;

) as this improvement is purely locd in character, the sum of $70,397.66, or
100 percent of the estimated cogt, be levied upon the following properties (dl
measurements are more or |ess):

Lane as opened, north side, at the rear of Premises Nos. 1697 to 1703 & Clair
Avenue West and abutting Premises No. 36 Spring Grove Avenue, less an
exemption of 11.44m, in respect of Premises No. 36 Spring Grove

L ane as opened, west end, abutting Premises No. 1705 St Clair Avenue West, a
AitanCe Of B.05IM ... et e 3.05m

Lane as opened, south side, abutting Premises No. 34 Spring Grove Avenue, less
an dlowance totaling 30.761m, in respect of Premises No. 34 Spring Grove
AVENUE.. ... e 1.619m; and

(6) the gppropriate City Officids be authorized to take whatever action is necessary to
give effect to the foregoing, including the introduction in Council of any bills thet

might be necessary.

Background:

City Council, at its meeting of June 9, 10 and 11, 1999, by adopting, as amended, Clause
No. 28 contained in Report No. 8 of the Toronto Community Council, authorized the
preparation of aloca improvement recommendation on the initiative plan for the above-
noted lane opening, shown hatched on the attached Plan SYE2925. | understand that
Councillor Disero is submitting an Order Pgper Motion to congder this metter and thet the
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Commissioner of Corporate Services has a0 reported separately on this proposd, insofar
as maiters under her jurisdiction are concerned, to this meeting of City Counil.
Comments:

Under the palicy of former Toronto City Council, the opening of anew public laneis carried
out asaloca improvement under the provisions of the Loca Improvement Act, provided
that 75 percent of the abutting property owners, representing 75 percent of the vaue of the
lots lidble to be affected by the lane opening, are in favour of the work. Furthermore, the
City will acquire the lands required for the opening of the public lane and back-charge the
entire cost of land assembly to the benefiting property owners.

The opening of a new public lane at the rear of Premises Nos. 1697 to 1703 St Clair
Avenue West and extending westerly between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove
Avenue, as shown hatched on the attached Plan SYE2925, will require the acquisition of
one parcel of privately owned property.

Capitd funds, in the estimated amount of $70,397.66 for the land assembly component of
the project, dl of which is recoverable by specia assessment from the benefiting owners,
is avalable in Transportation Services 2000 Capitd Works Program (Project No.
TRN811).

The total assessable frontage is 25.699m, against which the $70,397.66 or 100 percent of
the estimated cost will be gpplied. The estimated cost per metre frontage is $2,739.32, if
paid entirely by lump sum or, if Soread over aperiod of 10 years, arae per metre frontage
per annum of $409.54. All figuresindicated are more or less.

In the event that City Council adopts the recommendations above, forma notices will be
sent to the abutting property owners advising them of Council’sactions. In addition, notice
of the work will be published in alocd newspaper. If asgned petition againg thiswork is
not received, then a By-law authorizing this work will be introduced in Council. This By-
law, however, does not take effect until the approva of the Ontario Municipa Board has
been obtained.

This underteking is pre-gpproved in accordance with Schedule “A” of the Class
Environmenta Assessment for Municipd Road Projects under the Environmentd
Assessment Act.

Concluson

The acquigtion of the above-noted lands for public lane purposes is supported by the
abutting property owners. The cost to acquire these lands will be back-charged to the
benefiting property owners, based on the assessable frontage of their respective lots.
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Therefore, if authorized by City Council, staff should proceed with the necessary steps, as
expeditioudy as possible, for the dedication of these lands as public highway.

Contact:

John Mende

Manager, Traffic Planning, Trangportation Services, Didtrict 1
Tel. 392-7713 Fax 392-0816

Jmende@xcity.toronto.on.ca

Attachment:
Pan SY E2925 — Private Lane Between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue.
(A copy of the aforementioned attachment is on file in the Office of the City Clerk).

Report dated February 28, 2000, from the Commissioner of Corporate Services, entitled
“Acquistion of Lands for the Opening of a Public Lane South of St. Clair Avenue West, Extending
Westerly from Spring Grove Avenue, between Premises Nos. 34 and 36 Spring Grove Avenue.
(Ward 21 — Davenport)”:

Purpose:

To obtain City Council authority to acquire the fee smple interest and the right-of-way
interest in the exigting private lane at the above-noted location for the opening of a public
laneway under the Loca Improvement Act.

Financid Implications and |mpact Statement:

The cost of acquiring the interests in these lands is estimated at $70,397.66. Funds are
available in the approved Transportation Services 2000 Capita Works Program (Project
No. TRN811). Provisonsof the Locd Improvement Act dlow the entire cogt of acquidtion
to be back-charged to the benefiting property owners, including the vendor of the private
lane, based on the assessable frontage of the lots

Recommendations:

It is recommended that:

1) the Offer to Sdll from Maria Sdituro to sdll the lands shown on the attached Plan
SYE2925 to the City for a sde price of $55,000.00 plus an amount equd to the
amount of the specia assessment that is specialy assessed upon the Vendor's
property a 1705 St. Clair Avenue West, be accepted on the terms outlined in the
body of this report, and that either one of the Commissoner of Corporate Services
or the Executive Director of Facilities and Red Edtate be authorized to accept the
Offer on bendf of the City;
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2 authority be given to acquire the right-of-way interest over the lands shown on Plan
SYE2925 from the owners of 36 Spring Grove Avenue for a nomina sum a no
cost to these owners,

3 the City Solicitor be authorized to complete the transactions on behdf of the City,
including payment of any necessary expenses, extending the conditiona period of
the Agreement of Purchase and Sale as may be necessary to enable the City to
satisfy the Loca Improvement Condition discussed in the body of this report and
amending the closing date to such earlier or later date as he consders reasonable;
and

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

Background:

City Council at its meeting of June 9, 10 and 11, 1999, by adopting, as amended, Clause
No. 28 contained in Report No. 8 of The Toronto Community Council, authorized the
preparation of a loca improvement recommendation on the initigtive plan for this lane
opening, which is shown on the attached Plan SY E 2925.

Comments:

Negotiations, which have been ongoing, in consultation with staff of Works and Emergency
Searvices, to acquire the fee ownership of the laneway have now been concluded. It is noted
that the Commissoner of Works and Emergency Services is submitting a report to the same
meeting of Council as this report is being submitted, seeking authorization of this lane
opening as aloca improvement on the initiative plan and, accordingly, this report deds with
the red estate issues only.

The private lane is 31.91m by 3.05m with an area of gpproximatdy 97.2 m2. It forms part
of the property municipaly known as 1705 . Clair Avenue West, which is owned by
Maria Sdlituro. The owner, through her lawyer, has submitted an Offer to Sdll to the City
on the following basic terms

@ Purchase price - $55,000.00 plus a sum equd to the amount of te specia
assessment that is specialy assessad upon the Vendor' s property
a 1705 &. Clar Avenue West, pursuant to the Locd
Improvement Act (Ontario). Thisamount, currently estimated at
$8,300.00 by Works and Emergency Services staff, is subject to
adjustment, and would be paid by the City as Purchaser directly
to the City asamunicipa corporation in payment of the specia
assessment under the Loca Improvement Act (Ontario). In
effect, the Vendor would receive a net amount of $55,000.00.
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(b) Conditions

0] Right-of-way Condition - the City shdl, on or prior to closng, have
obtained a release and reconveyance of the right-of-way in favour of 36
Spring Grove Avenue,

(it) Locd Improvement Condition - within five months from the date of
acceptance of the Offer to Sdll, the City shdl have completed dl necessary
seps and obtained al necessary approvals pursuant to the Loca
Improvement Act to entitle the City to specidly assessthe entire cost of the
lane project upon the benefiting property owners lands.

(© Irrevocable date for the Offer — March 9, 2000.

(d) Clogng — the 50th day after satisfaction or waiver by the City of the Locd
Improvement Condition, or any other date as the parties or their respective
solictors may, in writing, mutualy agree to.

The 5-month period for completing the steps and obtaining approvals under the Local
Improvement Act is only an estimate. If the necessary gpprovas are not in place a the
expiry of this period, the Agreement of Purchase and Sale could come to an end. It is,
therefore, necessary that the City Solicitor, with the mutua agreement of the VVendor, be
authorized to extend this period if the need arises.

Right-of-Way Interest:

The private lane is subject to a right-of-way over the easterly 11.4 m in favour of the
adjoining property to the north, municipaly known as 36 Spring Grove Avenue. Asaresult
of negatiaions, these owners have indicated willingness to convey their right -of-way interest
to the City for a nomina sum, provided that the City acquires the lane for public lane
purposes and no costs are incurred by these owners. Currently, 36 Spring Grove Avenue
isimproved with a single family residence, with an atached garage, having access from
Spring Grove Avenue. This property would not materidly benefit from the creation of a
public lane.

Condusons:

The opening of this public lane reguires the acquisition of the fee Smple interest and the
right-of-way interest in these lands. An Offer to Sl for the fee Smple interest has been
recaived from Maria Sdlituro. The Offer is consdered reasonable and acceptance is
recommended. Provided the City acquires the lands for public lane purposes, the owners
of 36 Spring Grove Avenue have agreed to convey thelr right-of-way interest to the City,
for a nomind sum, on the bass they will not incur any cogts. It is recommended that
authority be given to acquire the right-of-way interest for anomina sum.
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Contact:

Ting Ng, Senior Appraiser/Negotiator, Telephone — 392- 1857, Fax — 392-1880,
E-mail — tng@xcity.toronto.on.ca

Attachments. Plan SY E2925 and Location Map
(A copy of the aforementioned atachments isfile in the Office of the City Clerk.)
ATTACHMENT NO.5

Report dated February 25, 2000, from the City Solicitor, entitled “ Development in Maiters Relating
to Toronto Police Association’'s * True Blue Campaign”. (See Minute No. 4.62, Page 103.):

Purpose:

The purpose of this report isto respond to arequest by City Council for ongoing reports
on developmentsin lega meatters pertaining to the Toronto Police Association’s “ True Blue’
campaign.

Financid Implications and Impact Statement:

There are no financid implications from receipt of this report.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the City Solicitor be requested to report on further lega
developmentsin the “True Blue’ matter only when such developments occur.

Background:

At its meeting held on February 1, 2 and 3, 2000, City Council adopted a Motion
respecting various agpects of the Toronto Police Associaion’s“ True Blue” campaign. One
resolution contained in that Motion requested the City Solicitor to “report further on future
developments to Members of Council at each Council meeting until the issue of the * True
Blue' campaign has been resolved”.

Comments:

Attached is aletter dated February 16, 2000, from the law firm of Hicks Morley, whichis
representing the Toronto Police Services Board with respect to lega matters arising from
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the “True Blue’ campaign. This letter was conddered by the Board at its public meeting
held on February 24, 2000.

The attached correspondence summarizes the current Situation with respect to lega matters
aisng from the “True Blug’ campaign. Essentidly, the Board's gpplication for an
interlocutory injunction, restraining the Toronto Police Associaion from carrying onits“ True
Blue’ campaign, was granted. Such injunction will remain in effect until such time asthe
Divisond Court renders ajudgement with respect to the judicia review application brought
by the Toronto Police Association attacking Board By-law No. 130. As members of
Council will recall, By-law No. 130 was passed by the Board in an effort to remedy the
percaived problemsthat arose asaresult of the“True Blue® campaign. It now appears that
the judicid review application, originaly scheduled to be heard on February 28, 2000, has
been adjourned until June 5, 2000, as a result of the Attorney General of Ontario’s
intervention in the case to defend the congtitutiondity of the portions of the Police Service
Act which limit politica activity by police officers. Therefore, the injunction will sand, until
such time as the matter is heard and the decision rendered by the Divisond Court
subsequent to the hearing currently anticipated to be held on June 5, 2000.

In light of the fact that it is unlikely that there will be any legd devdlopmentsin the “True
Blue® matter prior to June 5, 2000, it appears unnecessary for the City Solicitor to be
required to report on future developments in matters relating to the “True Blue’ campaign
a every meeting of Council, prior to the Divisonad Court condderation of this métter.
Therefore, | recommend that the City Solicitor be requested to report to Council on any
future developments in matters relating to the “ True Blug’ campaign as those developments
may occur.

Condusions:

The Toronto Police Association’s “True Blug’” campaign has been restrained by way of
interlocutory injunction, at least until the Divisond Court consders the Association's
application to overturn By-law No. 130 of the Toronto Police Services Board.

In light of the current Stuation, the City Solicitor should be requested to report on future
lega developments, in respect to the “ True Blue® campaign, only asthey arise, rather than
being required to report to each meeting of Council.
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Contact:

Albert H. Cohen

Legd Divison

Telephone: (416) 392-8041
Facamile: (416) 397-5624

e-mail: Acohen@city.toronto.on.ca

Attachment:

L etter dated February 16, 2000, from Hicks Morley.
(A copy of the aforementioned attachment is on file in the office of the City Clerk.)



