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 Rpt. 
No. 

Item 
No. 

Committee 

Distributed May 12, 2023    

C1. Maksim and Polina, dated May 1, 2023. 21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C2. Gustavo Cruz, Casabel Drive, Maple, dated May 1, 
2023. 

21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C3. Josie Ge, Casabel Drive, Maple, dated May 1, 2023. 21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C4. Sotir Kllapi, dated May 1, 2023. 21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C5. Jeannete & Victor De Oliveira, National Pine Drive, 
Vaughan, dated May 1, 2023. 

21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C6. Sadaf, dated May 2, 2023. 21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C7. Patricia, dated May 3, 2023. 22 1 & 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Working Session)  

C8. Peter and Betty Flynn, Carrillo Street, Vaughan, 
dated May 2, 2023. 

21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C9. Sarah Rabinovitch, Deepsprings Crescent, Maple, 
dated May 8, 2023. 

21 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Public Meeting)  

C10. Irene Ford, dated May 9, 2023. 23 
 

24 

5 
 

4 

Committee of the Whole 
& 
Committee of the Whole 
(Closed Session) 

C11. Sam and Roz Chaim, Gatineau Drive, Vaughan, 
dated May 9, 2023. 

23 4 Committee of the Whole  

C12. Patrick J. Harrington, Aird & Berlis LLP, Bay Street, 
Toronto, dated May 9, 2023. 

23 3 Committee of the Whole  

C13. Memorandum from the Deputy City Manager, 
Infrastructure Development, dated May 16, 2023 

22 2 Committee of the Whole 
(Working Session) 

C14. Memorandum from the City Manager, dated May 
16,2 2023. 

23 23 Committee of the Whole 



From: Jacquelyn Gillis
To: Adelina Bellisario
Subject: FW: [External] 3300 Rutherford Rd - May 2 meeting
Date: May-03-23 10:44:43 AM

From: Polina Besprozvanny < > 
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2023 1:02 PM
To: Margaret Holyday <Margaret.Holyday@vaughan.ca>; DevelopmentPlanning@vaughan.ca; Nancy
Tuckett <Nancy.Tuckett@vaughan.ca>
Cc: Ma Mo < >
Subject: [External] 3300 Rutherford Rd - May 2 meeting

Good Day and happy Monday.
We have received a mail with proposal to change zoning and built condo and commercial buildings in the
area that we currently have our house.
Plan/File# OP.23.001 and Z.23.002
We have a few questions:
1) When is decision will be made and permission to build will be granted to allow the builder to build as
per plan?
2) what's the timeline to start the project?
3) what will happen to our house as it located where the new site will be?

Thanking in advance for your answers.

Maksim 
Polina 
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From: Jacquelyn Gillis
To: Adelina Bellisario
Subject: FW: [External] File OP.23.001 zoning by-law file Z.23.002
Date: May-03-23 10:46:05 AM

From: Gus Cruz < > 
Sent: Monday, May 01, 2023 9:43 PM
To: Clerks@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] File OP.23.001 zoning by-law file Z.23.002

Attention:
City of Vaughan
Office of the City Clerk
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr, Vaughan, On L6A 1T1

Good afternoon,

I would like to express my view in regards to the proposed zone amendment at 3300 Rutherford Rd.

As a resident of  Casabel Dr, Vaughan, ON  my observation is that 80 percent of the current
traffic that comes from Jane St. to Auto Vaughan Dr. and later to Sweet River Blvd. are from
people trying to avoid the already congested traffic on Rutherford Rd.  

Over the years we have seen many accidents and congestion at each corner (Jane and Rutherford,
Sweet River Blvd and Rutherford even Weston Rd and Rutherford)  At certain times of the day the
congestion can get really bad while cars exit the Mall to go into the Highway or from Sweet River
Blvd into the Highway.

As a resident of the area for over 20 years I have dealt with heavy congestion in the nearby area,
some examples are when people try to exit Vaughan Mills, during times when Wonderland is
operating and certain special occasions when the traffic can be really chaotic (summer overall,
fireworks nights, Boxing day Black Friday, Halloween Haunt, etc), people living in this area can attest
that traffic can extend all the way to the Highway 400 ramp.  During boxing day we had to endure
extended periods of deadlock traffic to the point that I personally had to go around to Jane St. into
the subdivisions on the East side of Jane St. to Melville Ave then South to Creditstone Rd. then back
into Four Valley Dr. to drop off my wife that works at Recipe Unlimited, basically a 7 minute drive
turns into a 25 minute commute.  

I am certain these instances can be corroborated by York Regional Police as they had to control
traffic at the intersection where this proposal is being discussed.
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It will be absolutely irresponsible for the City of Vaughan  to even think that this already busy area
can be expanded to a new development of 7  towers, the traffic is already congested and there are
no alternative routes that can be used to alleviate the traffic.
 
As a resident and taxpayer of Vaughan I disagree with the proposal and will voice my concerns to the
committee.
 
Regards,
Gustavo Cruz

 Casabel Dr.
Maple, Ontario

 
 









Margaret Holyday, MCIP RPP
Senior Planner
905-832-8585 ext. 8216 | margaret.holyday@vaughan.ca
 
City of Vaughan l Development Planning Department  
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive, Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1

 

From: J&V De Oliveira < >
Sent: Monday, May 1, 2023, 10:08 p.m.
To: Margaret Holyday <Margaret.Holyday@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] 3300 Rutherford -"Files OP 23001 and Z23002 new zoning development
 

Dear Ms Holyday
 

We are writing to express our concerns and disappointment
about the proposed subject development.
 

First I would like to say, a small group of us (residents) printed
our own fliers and went door to door on the weekend to speak
with our neighbours to bring awareness of the upcoming
meeting.  Half of those we spoke to said they did not receive the
meeting notice in the mail.  Others had already booked
vacations and with such short notice, had no opportunity to
change plans.  When I spoke with the city rep in March, a few
days after the notice signs were posted, he told me that there
was no meeting in the city schedule until the end of June.  Then
suddenly the meeting gets pushed up to the last minute .
 

Since every home did not receive the meeting notice as required
by the city, this meeting has to be rescheduled so as to give all
residents, who want to participate, the time to provide
meaningful input into this application for development.
 

My family and I moved to  National Pine Drive in May, 2001,
one of the first 5 new homeowners in the new development,
surrounded by not much more than mud and Wonderland off to
our north.   Our son, 4 years old at the time, made friends with
the 2 year old two houses over and they are friends to this day. 



Other families moved in and filled our subdivision, children
played in the streets, trees grew, animals learned to co-hab with
us and the inevitable malls, congestion and traffic slowly but
surely surrounded us.
 

All of this we knew would happen over time, the building site
was dubbed "the centre of it all" by the builders, and so it did
become.  Change is inevitable, we know this cannot be stopped
once put into motion, but we hope that it can be redesigned to
better fit into, and become an extension of, our small community
rather than overshadow it.
 

The proposed application would increase our population density
close to, if not more than 100%. Overnight! Not only would it be
out of proportion in both character, scale and density to our
neighbourhood, the development would literally overshadow this
modest neighbourhood.  Most of the residents we spoke with
have the same concerns about this proposal. I am sure my
fellow neighbours have already emailed you about; traffic
congestion, noise, pollution, strain on an already strained
infrastructure (grocery stores, schools, family doctors, dentists,
child care etc) not to mention the impact to the critters that
share the space with us.
 

We will be attending the May 2nd meeting with
our fellow concerned neighbours and friends to
provide feedback from those who were unable to
attend.
 

I am hopeful we can come to a compromise that
would benefit both parties, at a set date that
would allow all residents to consider this
proposal.
 

Thank you for reading and your consideration,
 

Regards
 



Jeannete & Victor De Oliveira
 
This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the
attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or
have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and
permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s).
Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone
other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.





we should work to make this city more WALKABLE!

Condos should not be built in this area adding to the car dependency of this city and area.
There is plenty of room in Vaughan, where the flow of traffic will not be extremely
bottlenecked (which it is already on Rutherford, and something we should be fixing instead of
adding too). It also is a bad idea to destroy the existing small businesses to create "luxury"
condos that will sit empty like the already existing ones. Instead of condos, that plaza should
be turned into business/residential plazas much like the ones near Major Mackenzie and Jane
with commercial space at the bottom and a living space above it. This way actual affordable
housing is created and small businesses are encouraged to flourish. That would be a better
use of that area then to stuff 6 buildings with 7 towers to create shoe box condos with no
growth potential. 

Thank you, 
Sadaf 





It took me 5 months and the involvement of the Ontario Ombudsman to get a straight answer from
the Clerk on a two part question:
 
1) Do any by-laws have to be updated to confirm the addition of a new Regional Councillor and how
they are elected at-large or byward?
2) Who has the authority to decide how we elect our Councillors and add a new local Councillor? 
 
It turns out our by-law for how we elect our councillors has not been updated since 1970 and the
authority to decide if Vaughan's Council members can be elected at-large or by ward is within the
authority of Vaughan Council. 
 
In the end it was never clearly articulated in Council chambers that the authority to change Council
composition and how our Council members are elected at-large/by ward is within the authority of
Vaughan Council, that it hasn't been reaffirmed by any Vaughan Council in over fifty years in any
updated by-law or otherwise (astounding to me). I think it's important that the public and Council
supports a study with this understanding front and center. My efforts did not change much other than
perhaps documenting Vaughan residents frustration with Regional representation; who call
themselves local and regional councillors b/c they vote at both the local council (Vaughan) and
regional council (York Region). In the end there were a few stories in the media and my letter written
for background is here if of interest. 
 
I did not, nor do I necessarily want a 6th local Councillor, what I would like is better representation
from our regional council members. I fundamentally believe that Vaughan residents would have
more fair and equal representatives if our Regional Councillors were elected by ward/area and
accountable to that part of the City. At present it's like we have 1 Mayor, 4 Mini-Mayors and 5 local
Councillors. 
 
Since this time provincial Bill 23, More Homes Built Faster Act and Bill 39, Better Municipal
Government Act have added additional uncertainty surrounding Mayoral and regional
representation. Bill 23 proposes to remove Regional Planning responsibilities. Of the multitude of
undemocratic things about Bill 23 the timing with the municipal election and permitting Vaughan to
elect a new Regional Councillor when the province clearly knew that the roles and responsibilities of
Regional Council members really takes the cake. On top of this Bill 39 appointed Regional Chairs,
intends to give strong mayor (chair) powers  to these same provincially appointed regional Chairs
and announced the province's intention to conduct a second review of regional governments. On the
lines of undemocratic representation the Province released Bill 39 the day before York Region's
inaugural meeting in which they were to vote in a new Chair. Minister Clark sent a letter basically
saying this legislation will be applied retroactively if you don't vote for the Chair of my choosing;
Wayne Emmerson. An article by the G&M as well as York Region News. This is the second time the
province intervened to ensure that Wayne Emerson would get the job, in 2018 we were supposed to
publicly elect the Chair but the province change the legislation at the 11th house, Emmerson wasn't
going to run but then changed his mind when the role reverted back to being appointed (voted-in) by
York Region publicly elected Council. 
 



I will be honest and say that I am concerned that Vaughan will undertake this study and the province
will change the legislation, again, and it will all be for naught. Nonetheless, I still think staff should
proceed to conduct the study in a more wholesome way than in the past. 
 
Item 2: Vaughan Transportation Master Plan
 
The below diagram is for the Vaughan Transportation Master Plan. It appears there will be a 30 day
public review period so those interested may want to watch this meeting and consider if they wish to
send comments. I see far to much road widening and not nearly enough focus on functional,
accessible transit. Of course Highway 413 is there and even though Vaughan Council passed a
motion not supporting the highway, staff still have to include this because it is a provincial project
being planned. 
 
Patricia 
 

 
 
<1682949162183blob.jpg>
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From: Clerks@vaughan.ca
To: Adelina Bellisario
Subject: FW: [External] 3300 Rutherford Road Development
Date: May-09-23 9:25:53 AM

From: Sarah Tova  
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2023 6:36 PM
To: Clerks@vaughan.ca
Cc: mayor@vaughan.ca; Linda Jackson <Linda.Jackson@vaughan.ca>; Mario Ferri
<Mario.Ferri@vaughan.ca>; Gino Rosati <Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; Mario G. Racco
<MarioG.Racco@vaughan.ca>; Marilyn Iafrate <Marilyn.Iafrate@vaughan.ca>;
adrian.volpentesta@vaughan.ca; Rosanna DeFrancesca <Rosanna.DeFrancesca@vaughan.ca>; Chris
Ainsworth <Chris.Ainsworth@vaughan.ca>; Gila Martow <Gila.Martow@vaughan.ca>;
Council@vaughan.ca
Subject: [External] 3300 Rutherford Road Development

Attention to the Clerk's office and Council members,
My name is Sarah Rabinovitch and I reside with my family at  Deepsprings Crescent, Maple, ON

 We were unable to attend (in person) the public meeting regarding the official plan to build
at 3300 Rutherford Road. I was however able to attend online so I was able to view the outrage
(which I share) from all of my friends and neighbours. I was also able to see how our council
members stood firm against the insane plan for 7 towers and the addition of 10000 people to the
area. For that I am so grateful. I also appreciate Ms. Iafrate making sure that we all got the letter, not
just the minimum number of people required by law. 

I share all the same fears and worries about the development. I feel for my neighbours who would
lose their sunlight and backyard privacy if this were to be built. This type of build is to be in their
backyards and will no doubt lower their property values. I fear for the air quality in our area
(especially those directly beside the development site) during what will be years of work. I echo the
comments made about what is already terrible traffic just to drive myself out to Rutherford daily in
busy hours. The impact to our wildlife would be immeasurable. The street parking is already scarce
and it is already dangerous to walk with my children due to through traffic and the auto mall. We
lack any close or reasonably priced grocery store and there was no plan to add that into the
development. That really should be a must for that space. Our schools are already over capacity and
there does not seem to be a plan for the addition of all the children who would be moving into that
space. I also cannot listen to one more person talk about it being an affordable option. Let's be
honest, nothing is affordable and I don't believe for even one second that this developer is
considering that in their plans. 
Ms. Iafrate had requested that the developer hold a second meeting to speak with the public about
this build. I remember her telling us to send requests to you if we want to attend that meeting. I
have sent one to her and I am sending a second to you. I would like to attend that meeting so
please add me to the list. I will do everything in my power to be there. 
Thank you again to the council for standing up for us. I really appreciate the council members who
did that. 
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Please keep me informed on any upcoming meetings regarding this project. 
Thank you again,
Sarah



From: Clerks@vaughan.ca
To: Adelina Bellisario
Subject: FW: [External] Rainbow Creek Proposal & 11641 DUFFERIN STREET AND 11490 BATHURST STREET FILE

OP.58.89
Date: May-10-23 9:42:54 AM

From: IRENE FORD  
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2023 2:47 PM
To: Council@vaughan.ca; Clerks@vaughan.ca
Cc: Integrity Commissioner <Integrity.Commissioner@vaughan.ca>
Subject: [External] Rainbow Creek Proposal & 11641 DUFFERIN STREET AND 11490 BATHURST
STREET FILE OP.58.89

Council and Staff, 

I would like to correct Regional Councillor Jackson's inference that these files from
the 90's are not important. Until the damage occurred during the construction of the
Highway 427 extension these decisions from 30 years were in effect which protected
these lands under the test of Conservation under S. 28 of the CAA. It was only in the
last decade that these decisions that have been upheld by the TRCA, tribunals and
the courts were rendered mute when the MTO damaged the natural heritage when
Highway 427 was extended.  Regional Councillor Jackson is also our representative
for the TRCA Board so she could have spoke about this file instead of being
dismissive that the files are over 30 years old when Regional Councillor Racco
attempted to give staff an opportunity to comment on my deputation. 

It was inappropriate of Regional Councillor Jackson as Chair to voice her opinion on
this file, especially since she is also a representative on the TRCA Board. If she
wanted to speak she should have passed over the role of Chair and asked to speak. 
Instead of permitting staff to comment immediately she voiced her opinion that it was
a TRCA matter. This is untrue there are multiple servicing discrepancies, plus the cul-
de-sac appears to be built which is the only thing the Transportation is concerned
about.  Staff did speak and the only thing staff disputed was the traffic study would be
dealt with at site plan approval. None of the other issues that I spoke to some of
which are Vaughan Council matters. This should speak volumes to Council and be
concerning.

Given the reduced authority of TRCA I would argue what is happening here is of
increased important to Vaughan Council.

Further this evening I hope Regional Councillor Jackson
views on the irrelevance of 30 year old planning files
remains steadfast when the update and discussion
occurs on this confidential agenda item. 
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ONTARIO LAND TRIBUNAL APPEAL OLT CASE NO. OLT-23-000254 LUCIA MILANI AND
LUCIA MILANI IN TRUST 11641 DUFFERIN STREET AND 11490 BATHURST STREET FILE
OP.58.89
 
That certainly did not seem the case when she brough forward the 11th hour motion
to include these lands w/in York Region Official Plan for approval by Minister Clark.
They were not included in the approval to my knowledge. I fail to understand how an
application for an OPA submitted in 1989 has had a tribunal appeal submitted and
accepted as of Feb, 2023 - 34 years later. Especially on land that appears to contain
ORM natural core and natural linkage areas. If the lands have been transitioned
under the ORM that is certainly not clear to the public because there has been no
public consultation nor any release of information to the public. With  the exception of
the motion referenced above and the confidential recommendations (March, 2022) of
the former Council. Who recommended staff execute an agreement that was not in
provincial conformity nor did they have the authority to execute so they also asked for
a second Minister's Order on the Oak Ridges Moraine. 
 
Rainbow Creek TRCA Links for you interest: 
Oct, 2020 - https://pub-trca.escribemeetings.com/Meeting.aspx?Id=cc33473f-fef3-
4e4e-8801-
568d034bcb1e&Agenda=Merged&lang=English&Item=40&Tab=attachments 
 
AND WHEREAS the decision by the Appeal Court solidified the “case law” that
has been established in relation to the “conservation of land” test pursuant to
Section 28 of the Conservation Authorities (CA) Act and that decision is a
seminal decision; 
AND WHEREAS subsequent to these decisions, in 2014 the western portion of
the subject lands were expropriated by the Ministry of Transportation (MTO) to
allow for the construction of the Highway 427 extension, following completion
of the Environmental Assessment (EA) in 2010 that considered environmental
impacts; 
AND WHEREAS construction of the Highway 427 extension permanently altered
the nature of portions of natural heritage features on the subject lands;
 
 
Nov 2021 - 

https://pub-trca.escribemeetings.com/filestream.ashx?DocumentId=7925
"In particular, the subject lands and the associated natural features
were impacted by the construction of the Highway 427 extension, a
portion of which was expropriated by the Ministry of Transportation
(MTO). Also, the valley corridor historically had greater flows. Due to
significant development in the surrounding landscape since the
initial TRCA Fill Permit Application was submitted, the feature no
longer has significant flows."

 



From: Jacquelyn Gillis
To: Adelina Bellisario
Subject: FW: [External] Re: Courtesy Meeting Notice for Blue Water Ranch Developments Inc.
Date: May-11-23 8:53:59 AM

From: Clerks@vaughan.ca <Clerks@vaughan.ca> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 9, 2023 9:31 AM
To: Jacquelyn Gillis <Jacquelyn.Gillis@vaughan.ca>
Subject: FW: [External] Re: Courtesy Meeting Notice for Blue Water Ranch Developments Inc.

From: Margaret Holyday <Margaret.Holyday@vaughan.ca> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 09, 2023 8:58 AM
To: Sam Chaim >
Cc: Gila Martow <Gila.Martow@vaughan.ca>; Roz Chaim ;
Clerks@vaughan.ca; Haiqing Xu <Haiqing.Xu@vaughan.ca>; Nancy Tuckett
<Nancy.Tuckett@vaughan.ca>; Mary Caputo <Mary.Caputo@vaughan.ca>
Subject: RE: [External] Re: Courtesy Meeting Notice for Blue Water Ranch Developments Inc.

Hi Sam,

The Owner appealed the subject applications to the Ontario Land Tribunal (OLT).  A Case
Management Conference (CMC) with the OLT is scheduled for June 2, 2023.  Direction from Vaughan
Council on the applications and development is required prior to the June 2, 2023 CMC.  The
applications cannot be postponed at this time, the OLT and legal services need to understand
Vaughan’s position on the application as the OLT will be the final decision maker.

Thank you for your email, I have also copied the Clerks Department on this reply for their records.
The meeting is scheduled today at 1pm, should you wish to attend.

Thank you,
Margaret

From: Sam Chaim > 
Sent: Monday, May 08, 2023 9:33 PM
To: Margaret Holyday <Margaret.Holyday@vaughan.ca>
Cc: Gila Martow <Gila.Martow@vaughan.ca>; Roz Chaim 
Subject: [External] Re: Courtesy Meeting Notice for Blue Water Ranch Developments Inc.

Hello Margaret, 
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We were unable to pull together anything formal to present.
 
But we did want to share a couple of thoughts that are significant and need to be brought to the
attention of the committee. We  hope hyou can see to it that these thoughts are shared. 
 
The residents of  and  Gatineau, D'or Condo, the 2 new buildings to the immediate north of the
subject properties, Blue Ranch, are in the early stages of "Occupancy." The board of directors for
D'or has not yet been formed as the condo corporation is still a few months away from being
registered, meaning the owners group has no collective voice to put forward and no collective
opportunity to acquire the information needed in this situation. We suggest that the majority are
not even informed of the magnitude of Blue Ranch.
 
Given the proximity of D'or It would be wrong, to have this review without ensuring the residents
are in fact informed. This application should therefore be tabled pending registration of D'or so that
the residents can have the opportunity to consider the implications and thoughtfully put forward
their concerns.
 
On a personal note we can comment that almost 5 years ago when we bought our unit, which is
south facing on the 13th floor, we were told that the land in question was zoned for a maximum of
12 storeys and a scale similar to the Constantia Retirement Home. Blue Ranch has applied for 26 and
29 storeys. That is a far cry from what was contemplated 5 years ago. 
 
In addition, we suggest the scale of these 2 towers are out of synch with the neighborhood of
Beverly Glen.
We implore you to send this project back to the drawing board and reject the plan for 26 and 29
storeys.
 
Thank you for listening.
 
Sam and Roz Chaim
New Residents of 

 Gatineau Drive, .

 
 
On Fri., Apr. 28, 2023, 11:53 Margaret Holyday, <Margaret.Holyday@vaughan.ca> wrote:

Good Afternoon,
 
Please be advised that Blue Water Ranch Developments Inc. Files OP.21.017, Z.21.032 and
DA.21.041 will be considered at the May 9, 2023 Committee of the Whole (2) meeting.
 
Should you have any questions, please contact me at the undersigned.
 
Thank you,



 
Margaret Holyday, MCIP RPP

Senior Planner
905-832-8585 ext. 8216 | margaret.holyday@vaughan.ca
 
City of Vaughan l Development Planning Department  
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive, Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1

 
 
 
 
This e-mail, including any attachment(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the
attention and information of the named addressee(s). If you are not the intended recipient or
have received this message in error, please notify me immediately by return e-mail and
permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including any attachment(s).
Any unauthorized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and attachment(s) by anyone
other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.



Patrick J. Harrington 
Direct: 416.865.3424 

E-mail:pharrington@airdberlis.com

May 9, 2023 

VIA E-MAIL   Our File No. 132579 

City of Vaughan 
Committee of the Whole 
City Hall, Level 100 
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive 
Vaughan, ON  L6A 1T1 

Attn: Todd Coles 
City Clerk 

Dear Mr. Coles: 

Re: LCT Investments Inc. 

Item 6(3), Committee of the Whole Meeting on May 9, 2023 

Proposed Interim Control By-law (“ICBL”) for Kipling Avenue Corridor 
Secondary Plan Area 

Aird & Berlis LLP is counsel to LCT Investment Group Ltd. (“LCT”).  LCT is the owner of 8156, 
8196 and 8204 Kipling Avenue in the City of Vaughan (the “LCT Site”).  The LCT Site is located 
on the west side of Kipling Avenue, north of Woodbridge Avenue, immediately west of the current 
terminus of Meeting House Road.   

LCT has been pursuing site-specific official plan and zoning by-law amendments for the LCT Site 
since 2014.  Our client’s applications were appealed to the Ontario Land Tribunal in 2017 and 
have been pending before the Tribunal for an extended period of time.  During this extended 
delay, our client has instructed its consultants to in good faith work with staff at the City of Vaughan 
to revise LCT’s development proposal to facilitate an appropriate built form and layout.   

While development of the LCT Site is complicated by an existing heritage building (the Moody 
Darker House) and a desire to properly align the existing intersection of Meeting House Road with 
a future Rainbow Creek Road, our client’s consultants did ultimately arrive at an acceptable 
development proposal.  The revised development proposal was presented to Committee of the 
Whole in a staff report dated February 14, 2023.  A copy of this report is attached for ease of 
reference. 

While Committee of the Whole did accept the staff recommendation to support the settlement of 
our client’s development proposal, this recommendation was deferred by City Council.  To the 
best of our knowledge, there are no outstanding requirements or information needed by staff to 
proceed with the recommended settlement (which LCT fully supports).  All that remains is for 
Council to endorse the staff recommendation and a 9-year development process can finally come 
to a conclusion. 
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May 9, 2023 
Page 2 

LCT has now been made aware of a proposal for an ICBL affecting the Kipling Avenue Corridor 
Secondary Plan area.  The LCT Site is included in this area.  The proposed ICBL seeks to facilitate 
an evaluation of opportunities for a new Woodbridge GO Station and to “rationalize and optimize 
the land uses in the area.” 

LCT is supportive of opportunities to extend higher-order transit to existing and new residents 
within the Kipling Avenue Corridor Secondary Plan.  However, the overly-broad approach 
proposed for studying the land opportunities for a new GO Station within this Secondary Plan 
Area will create roadblocks for near-term development.   

LCT’s ask is that the Committee of the Whole consider the following when evaluating the current 
staff recommendation for the proposed ICBL: 

 The boundaries of the ICBL’s proposed area do not currently reflect actual land 
options/opportunities for a future GO Station.  The boundaries include lands with existing 
industrial uses (for which there are no current Planning Act applications) and lands for which 
there is an existing Planning Act application for new residential development (being the LCT 
Site).  The ICBL should either exclude or exempt these specific sites. 

 The LCT Site is triangular in shape and is generally too small to accommodate a GO Station 
with associated parking.  As well, staff have indicated (in their February 14, 2023 report) 
that a portion of the LCT Site is needed for the future Rainbow Creek Road.  Given the 
position, shape and size of the LCT Site, it is not a serious candidate for a future GO Station. 

 The most likely candidate for a future GO Station in this area is the Woodbridge Fairgrounds 
site, located south of the LCT Site on the east side of Kipling Avenue.  This site is positioned 
adjacent to the rail corridor and has the size/shape to accommodate various configurations 
of a station, associated parking and potential intensification.  However, the proposed 
boundary of the ICBL does not include the full extent of the rail corridor adjacent to the 
Woodbridge Fairgrounds site – more specifically, the boundary does not include the east 
and west sides of the rail line. 

Our client’s request at this key juncture is that staff be directed to re-draw the boundaries of the 
proposed ICBL to exclude the LCT Site and to include more of the rail corridor lands running 
adjacent to the Woodbridge Fairgrounds site.  The exclusion of the LCT Site will facilitate a 
settlement of our client’s ongoing OLT appeals as recommended by staff this past February.  The 
inclusion of the additional rail corridor lands would better facilitate the stated goal of the ICBL, 
which is to study realistic opportunities for siting a future GO Station that will benefit the entire 
Kipling Avenue community. 

We look forward to Committee of the Whole’s debate on this important initiative and hope that 
these comments (as well as the comments of other affected area landowners) will be duly 
considered in any recommendation to Council. 



May 9, 2023 
Page 3 

Yours truly, 

AIRD & BERLIS LLP 

Patrick J. Harrington 

cc.     G. Tseng – LCT 
J. Fast – Evans Planning 

52994202.1 
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Committee of the Whole (2) Report

  

DATE: Tuesday, February 14, 2023       WARD(S): 2          
 

TITLE: LCT INVESTMENT GROUP LTD. 

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT FILE OP.14.010 

ZONING BY-LAW AMENDMENT FILE Z.14.042 

SITE DEVELOPMENT FILE DA.14.072 

8156, 8196 AND 8204 KIPLING AVENUE 

VICINITY OF KIPLING AVENUE AND WOODBRIDGE AVENUE 
 

FROM:  
Haiqing Xu, Deputy City Manager, Planning and Growth Management  

 

ACTION: DECISION    

 

Purpose  
To seek endorsement from the Committee of the Whole for Official Plan and Zoning By-

law Amendment and Site Development Files OP.14.010, Z.14.042 and DA.14.072 to 

permit a mixed-use development consisting of a five-storey (21.5 m high) apartment 

building for 65 units and six (6) blocks of three-storey townhouses consisting of 33 units 

for a total of 98 units, and a stand-alone office use in the existing heritage building on a 

private road on 1.31 ha, as shown on Attachments 3 to 7.  
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Recommendations 
1. THAT the Ontario Land Tribunal be advised that City of Vaughan Council 

ENDORSES the following recommendations to permit a development consisting of 

of a five-storey (21.5 m high) apartment building for 65 units and six (6) blocks of 

three storey townhouses for 33 units for a total of 98 units, and a stand-alone office 

use in the existing heritage building, as shown on Attachments 3 to 7: 

 

1. THAT Official Plan Amendment File OP.14.010 (LCT Investment Group Inc.), BE 

APPROVED, to amend the Kipling Avenue Corridor Secondary Plan (‘KACSP’) in 

Volume 2 of Vaughan Official Plan 2010 (‘VOP 2010), as follows: 

 

a) Redesignate the Subject Lands shown on Attachment 3 from “Low-Rise 

Mixed-Use” on Map 11.5.A, Kipling Avenue – Land Use, to “Mid-Rise 

Residential” in the manner shown on Attachment 3; 

 

b) Amend Policy 11.5 KACSP, VOP 2010, Volume 2 to permit: 

 

i) a maximum building height of 21.5 m (5-storeys) for a mid-rise 
building with a maximum 7.5 m (2-storey) podium with a 45-degree 
angular plane and 14 m (3-storey) tower; 
 

ii) a maximum building height of 9.5 m (3-storeys) for low-rise and 
townhouse buildings (Blocks A to F); 

 

Report Highlights 
 The Owner proposes a mixed-use development consisting of a five-storey 

apartment building for 65 units and six (6) blocks of three-storey townhouses 
consisting of 33 units for a total of 98 units, and a stand-alone office use in the 
existing heritage building on a private road. 

 Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment and Site Development applications 
are required to permit the proposed development. 

 The Development Planning Department supports the development as it is 
consistent with and conforms to Provincial policy and the York Region Official 
Plan 2022, and meets the intent of Vaughan Official Plan 2010, and is considered 
to be compatible with the surrounding existing and planned land uses. 

 The subject lands are located within the Woodbridge Heritage Conservation 
District (‘WHCD’) which is designated under the Ontario Heritage Act (Part V). 
The Development Planning Department, Urban Design and Cultural Heritage 
Division is satisfied with the proposed development as it meets the intent of the 
Woodbridge Heritage Conservation District Study and Plan. 
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iii) a minimum setback of 2 m from Kipling Avenue; whereas a 
minimum setback of 3 m is required 

 
iv) a standalone office use may be permitted in the existing heritage 

building shown on Attachment 4; and 
 
v) a parking area for the office use, located within an exisitng 

heritage building, may be visible from the street; 
 

c) Amend Map 11.5 J, Minimum Front-Yard Building Setbacks and Map 

11.5.L, Heritage Conservation of Heritage Properties of the KACSP, VOP 

2010, Volume 2 to make the necessary mapping changes to implement 

the proposed development; and, 

 

d) Amend Schedule 14c of VOP 2010 to make the necessary mapping 

changes to implement the proposed development. 

 

2. THAT Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.14.042 (LCT Investment Group Inc.), BE 

APPROVED to amend Zoning By-law 1-88, to rezone the Subject Lands from 

“C1 Restricted Commercial Zone” subject to site-specific zoning Exception 

9(1247) as shown on Attachment 2 to “RA3 Apartment Residential Zone”, in the 

manner shown on Attachment 4, together with the site-specific zoning 

amendments identified in Table 1 of this report;  

 

3. THAT Site Development File DA.14.072 (LCT Investment Group Inc.) BE DRAFT 

APPROVED AND SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS included on Attachment 1, 

to the satisfaction of the Development Planning Department, to permit a five-

storey apartment building for 65 units and six (6), three-storey townhouses for 33 

units for a total of 98 units and a stand-alone office use in the existing heritage 

building as shown on Attachments 4 to 7; and 

 

4. THAT Vaughan Council adopt the following resolution for the allocation of water 
and sewage servicing capacity: 
 

“IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED THAT Site Development File DA.14.072 (LCT 

Investment Group Inc.) be allocated servicing capacity from the York Sewage 

Servicing / Water Supply System for a total of 98 residential units (245 

persons equivalent). The allocation of said capacity may be redistributed (at 

the discretion of the City) in accordance with the City’s Servicing Capacity 

Allocation Policy if the development does not proceed to registration and/or 

building permit issuance within 36 months.” 
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Background 

The subject lands are located within the Woodbridge Heritage Conservation  

District 
The 1.31 subject lands (the ‘Subject Lands’) are located on the west side of Kipling 
Avenue, north of Woodbridge Avenue, and are municipally known as 8156, 8196 and 
8204 Kipling Avenue, as shown on Attachment 2, and contains the existing Moody 
Darker Heritage Building. The Subject Lands and surrounding land uses are shown on 
Attachment 2. 
 
Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment and Site Development Applications 
were Previously Approved for a Mixed-Use Residential-Commercial Development 
Vaughan Council, on October 9, 2007, ratified the October 1, 2007 Committee of the 
Whole recommendation to approve the following: 

 

 Official Plan Amendment File OP.06.031 (Sceptre Developments Inc.) to amend 
Official Plan Amendment (‘OPA’) 240 (the Woodbridge Community Plan) to 
redesignate the Subject Lands from “Medium Density Residential” to “Mixed Use 
Commercial” to permit a mixed-use development comprised of residential 
live/work (office) and business and professional office townhouse units (including 
a heritage building) and  
 

 Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.05.078 (Sceptre Developments Inc.) to amend 
By-law 1-88 to rezone the Subject Lands from, “M1 Restricted Industrial Zone”, 
“RM2 Multiple Residential Zone” and “R3 Residential Zone” to “C1 Restricted 
Commercial Zone” to facilitate a mixed-use development comprised of 24 
residential live/work (office) units and 42 business and professional office 
townhouse units. 

 
Further, Vaughan Council, at its June 23, 2008, meeting, ratified the June 16, 2008 
Committee of the Whole recommendation to approve Site Development File DA.07.092 
(Sceptre Developments Inc.) to permit a mixed-use development comprised of 24 
residential live/work units and 42 business and professional office units. This 
development was never finalized as the lands were sold and the development proposal 
was changed. 
 
Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment and Site Development Applications 
have been submitted to permit the development 
LCT Investment Group Inc. (the ‘Owner’) has submitted the following applications (the 
‘Applications’) for the Subject Lands to permit the development of a five-storey (21.5 m 
high) apartment building for 65 units and six (6), three-storey townhouses for 33 units 
for a total of 98 units, and a stand-alone office use in the existing heritage building on a 
private road on 1.31 ha (the ‘Development’) shown on Attachments 3 to 7: 
 
1. Official Plan Amendment File OP.21.001 to amend Section 11.5 - the Kipling 

Avenue Corridor Secondary Plan (‘KACSP’), in Volume 2 of VOP 2010: 
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a) redesignate the Subject Lands shown from “Low-Rise Mixed-Use” on Map 

11.5.A, Kipling Avenue – Land Use, KACSP, to “Mid-Rise Residential” on 

Map 11.5.A, Kipling Avenue – Land Use, KACSP, in the manner shown on 

Attachment 3; and, 

 

b) amend Policy 11.5 of the KACSP to permit: 

 

i) a maximum building height of 21.5 m (5-storeys) for a mid-rise 
building with a maximum 7.5 m (2-storey) podium with a 45-degree 
angular plane and 14 m (3-storey) tower; 
 

ii) a maximum building height of 9.5 m (3-storeys) for low-rise and 
townhouse buildings (Blocks A to F); 

 
iii) a minimum setback of 2 m from Kipling Avenue; whereas a 

minimum setback of 3 m is required 
 
iv) a standalone office use may be permitted in the existing heritage 

building shown on Attachment 4; and 
 
v) a parking area for the office use, located within an exisitng 

heritage building, may be visible from the street; 
 

 
2. Zoning By-law Amendment File Z16.018 to rezone the Subject Lands from “C1 

Restricted Commercial Zone” subject to site-specific zoning Exception 9(1247) by 
Zoning By-law 1-88 as shown on Attachment 2 to “RA3 Apartment Residential 
Zone” by Zoning By-law 1-88, in the manner shown on Attachment 4, together 
with the site-specific zoning amendments identified in Table 1 of this report; and 

 
3. Site Development Application File DA.14.072, shown on Attachments 3 to 7, 

consisting of the following: 
 

Block/Building Land Use 
Building 

Height (m) 
Units 

Gross Floor 
Area (m2) 

A - F 3-Storey 
Townhouse 

9.5 33 5,405 

Mid-Rise 5-Storey 
Residential 
Building 

21.5 65 6,238 

Heritage 2-Storey Office 8.3 N/A 219.7 

Total   98 11,862.7 
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Site Statistics 

Lot Area 1.31 ha 

Floor Space Index (‘FSI’) 0.9 Times the Area of the Lot 

Building Coverage  26% (3,422 m2) 

Landscaping 16% (2,181m2) 

Amenity Space 4,064 m2 

 

By-law 1-88 
Parking 

Required Proposed 

Townhouse 1.5 spaces / unit x 33 
units = 50 spaces 

 

2 spaces / unit x 33 units 
= 66 spaces 

 

Apartment 1.5 spaces / unit x 65 
units = 98 spaces 

 

1.5 spaces / unit x 65 
units = 98 spaces 

 

Visitor Visitor 
0.25 spaces / unit x 98 

units = 26 spaces 
(Rounded-up for both 

Townhouse and 
Apartment Uses) 

 

Visitor 
0.25 spaces / unit x 98 

units = 26 spaces 
 

Office 3.5 spaces / 100 m2 x  
219.7 m2 = 8 spaces 

 

3.5 spaces / 100 m2 x  
219.7 m2 = 8 spaces 

 

Total 182 198 

 
The Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment Applications were appealed to 
the Ontario Land Tribunal 
Aird and Berlis, LLP, on behalf of the Owner, in a letter dated October 30, 2017, 
appealed the Official Plan and Zoning By-law Amendment Applications to the Ontario 
Land Tribunal (‘OLT’) on Council’s failure to make a decision on the Applications. 
 
An OLT Pre-Hearing date was held on March 16, 2018, with further pre-hearing dates 
postponed to allow the City and the Owner to work towards a settlement. An OLT 
Telephone Conference Call was held on June 12, 2020 to advise of the status. A 
hearing date is expected in early 2023. 
 
Discussions between the City, the Owner and neighbouring landowners were 
held regarding Rainbow Creek Road 
Policy 11.5.15 b) of the KACSP states “Rainbow Creek Road, which crosses the rail 
corridor, should function as a key northern gateway to the new Rainbow Creek 
neighbourhood and as a connection to Meeting House Road. It is envisioned as a two-
way 20-metre right-of-way (‘R.O.W.’) with the same characteristics as Parkside Drive.” 
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Rainbow Creek Road, abutting the Subject Lands to the north, and Meeting House 
Road on the east side of Kipling Avenue do not align as envisioned by the KACSP as 
shown on Attachment 3. 
 
In 2015, the Development Engineering and Development Planning Departments met 
with the Owner and the neighbouring owner of Woodbridge Foam Corporation located 
at 8214 Kipling Avenue (Attachment 2), which owns the private road identified as the 
future Rainbow Creek Road, to evaluate the possibility of aligning the private 
driveway/road and Meeting House Road. The realignment would require relocation of 
the heritage house at 8204 Kipling to the north of the private driveway (future Rainbow 
Creek Road) and a shared access agreement between the parties. Several meetings 
were held with the parties and City staff; however, no progress was made to resolve the 
matter.  
 
The Owner subsequently submitted a revised development proposing the relocation of 
the Mood Darker House to the south portion of the Subject Lands for a commercial use 
(Attachment 4) and modify the development from a proposed mixed-use development 
consisting of 518.7 m2 to 550 m2 of commercial gross floor area in stand-alone Building 
“G” (up to 785 m2 if heritage building included) and 72 residential units (36 townhouse 
and 36 stacked townhouse units) and to maintain the existing heritage building (Moody 
Darker House) for either commercial or residential use (Attachment 7) to a development 
consisting of of a five-storey apartment building for 65 units and six (6), three-storey 
townhouses for 33 units for a total of 98 units and a stand-alone office use in the 
existing heritage building (Attachments 3 to 7). 
 
Public Notice was provided in accordance with the Planning Act and Vaughan 
Council’s Notification Protocol 
The City on January 9, 2015, circulated a Notice of Public Hearing (the ‘Notice’) to all 
property owners within 150 m of the Subject Lands and to the West Woodbridge 
Homeowners’ Association and the Village of Woodbridge Ratepayers’ Association. A 
copy of the Notice was also posted on the City’s website at www.vaughan.ca and a 
notice sign was installed on the Subject Lands along Kipling Avenue in accordance with 
the City’s Notice Signs Procedures and Protocols. 
 
Vaughan Council, on February 17, 2015, ratified the recommendation of the Committee 
of the Whole to receive the Public Hearing report of February 3, 2015. The following 
deputations and written submission were received by the City for the Public Meeting: 
 
Deputations 

 Murray Evans, Evans Planning Inc., Keele Street, Vaughan, on behalf of the 
Owner 

 Nick Pinto, President West Woodbridge Homeowners’ Association, Mapes 
Avenue, Woodbridge 

 Maria Verna, President Village of Woodbridge Ratepayers’ Association, 
Woodbridge Avenue, Woodbridge 

 

http://www.vaughan.ca/
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Written Submission 

 John Zipay, John Zipay and Associates, Gilbert Court, Burlington, dated January 
23, 2015, on behalf of Canuck Properties (8214 Kipling Avenue) 
 

The following is a summary of, and response to, the written comments submitted at the 
Public Meeting of February 3, 2015: 
 
a) Alignment of the Future Rainbow Creek Road and Meeting House Road is 

necessary for the safe movement of vehicles and pedestrians 
The heritage building (Moody Darker House) should be relocated to allow for the 
alignment of the future Rainbow Road, the private driveway/road owned by 
Canuck Properties and Meeting House Road in order to accommodate future 
residential development and the expected traffic volume increases to allow for 
the safe movement of vehicles and people (Attachment 8). 
 

 Response 
The Owner proposes the relocation of the heritage building to the south portion of 
the Subject Lands to allow for the future alignment of the future Rainbow Creek 
Road and Meeting House Road. 

 

Previous Reports/Authority 

The following are links to previous reports regarding the Subject Lands: 

February 3, 2015 Committee of the Whole (Public Meeting) Report – Official Plan 

Amendment File OP.14.010 and Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.14.042 (Item 4, 

Report 8) 

 

October 1, 2007 Committee of the Whole Report – Official Plan Amendment File 

OP.06.031 and Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.06.078 (Item 24, Report 44) 

 

June 16, 2008 Committee of the Whole Report – Site Development File DA.07.092 

(Item 72, Report 36) 

 

Analysis and Options 

 
The Development is consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement, 2020 
In accordance with Section 3 of the Planning Act, all land use decisions in Ontario “shall 
be consistent” with the Provincial Policy Statement, 2020 (‘PPS’). The PPS provides 
policy direction on matters of provincial interest related to land use planning and 
development. These policies support the goal of enhancing the quality of life for all 
Ontarians. Key policy objectives include building strong, healthy communities; the wise 
use and management of resources; and protecting public health and safety. The PPS 
recognizes the importance of the local context and character. Policies are outcome 
oriented, and some policies provide flexibility in their implementation provided Provincial 

https://www.vaughan.ca/council/minutes_agendas/AgendaItems/CW(PH)0203_15_4.pdf
https://www.vaughan.ca/council/minutes_agendas/AgendaItems/CW(PH)0203_15_4.pdf
https://www.vaughan.ca/council/minutes_agendas/AgendaItems/CW(PH)0203_15_4.pdf
https://meetingarchives.vaughan.ca/committee_2007/pdf/CWA0110_24.pdf
https://meetingarchives.vaughan.ca/committee_2007/pdf/CWA0110_24.pdf
https://meetingarchives.vaughan.ca/committee_2008/pdf/CWA0616_72.pdf
https://meetingarchives.vaughan.ca/committee_2008/pdf/CWA0616_72.pdf
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interests are upheld. The Planning Act requires that Vaughan Council’s planning 
decisions be consistent with the PPS. 
 
The Development is consistent with Sections 1.1.3, 1.4.3f), 1.6.6, 1.7.1d) and 2.6 of the 
PPS encouraging development within Settlement Areas to make the efficient use of land 
and planned and existing infrastructure and services. The Development also contributes 
to providing for an appropriate range and mix of housing options and densities. The 
Development provides a range of housing options and the rehabilitation of a heritage 
building to support the policies of promoting intensification and redevelopment within 
settlement areas, optimizing the use of services, and maintaining and enhancing the 
vitality and viability of local centres. 
 
The Development will support intensification on the Subject Lands, which is mostly 
vacant land. The commercial component will contribute to maintaining and supporting 
the Woodbridge Heritage Conservation District (‘WHCD’). On this basis, the 
Development is consistent with the PPS. 
 
The Development conforms to A Place to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater 
Golden Horseshoe, 2019 
The Provincial Growth Plan: A Place to Grow - Growth Plan for the Greater Golden 
Horseshoe 2019 (‘Growth Plan’) is intended to guide decisions on a wide range of 
issues, including economic development, land-use planning, urban form, and housing. 
The Growth Plan provides a framework for managing growth in the Greater Golden 
Horseshoe, including directions for where and how to grow; the provision of 
infrastructure to support growth; and protecting natural systems and cultivating a culture 
of conservation. Council’s planning decisions are required by the Planning Act to 
conform, or not conflict with, the Growth Plan. 
 
The Development is located within a Settlement Area and Delineated Built-up Area 
providing residential lands with existing and planned municipal water and wastewater 
systems, in accordance with Section 2.2.1 of the Growth Plan. The Subject Lands are 
located within a “Local Centre” in Schedule 1 - Urban Structure of VOP 2010. The 
Development provides a more efficient use of the Subject Lands with the development 
of townhouses and a mid-rise building. The residential townhouse and mid-rise 
buildings along with the office use proposed for the heritage building and the on-site 
amenity space contribute to establishing a Complete Community in accordance with 
Sections 2.2.1.4, and 2.2.6.2 of the Growth Plan. The location of the buildings to allow 
for the alignment of the future Rainbow Creek Road with Meeting House Road in 
accordance with Section 3.2.2 of the Growth Plan support planned vehicular, 
pedestrian, and active transportation. The rehabilitation of the Moody Darker House for 
office use contributes to conserving heritage resources within the WHCD in accordance 
with Section 4.2.7.1 of the Growth Plan. In consideration of the above, the Development 
conforms to the Growth Plan. 
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The Development conforms to the York Region Official Plan 2022 (‘YROP’) 
The York Region Official Plan 2022 (‘YROP 2022’) guides economic, environmental and 
community building decisions across York Region. The Subject Lands are designated 
“Urban Area” on Map 1 - Regional Structure of the YROP 2022. Section 2.4.10 of the 
YROP 2022 encourages “local municipalities to consider urban design standards in core 
historic areas that reflect the areas’ heritage, character and streetscape.” Section 4.4 of 
the YROP 2022 states “Intensification will occur in strategic locations to maximize 
efficiencies in infrastructure delivery, human services and transit ridership.” Section 
2.3.53 of YROP 2022 provides for “local municipalities to identify, protect and enhance 
main streets, including historic main streets, in York Region.” Section 4.4.50 d)of YROP 
2022 provides for development, “to revitalize and preserve cultural heritage resources 
within core historic areas through urban design standards which reflect local heritage, 
character, and streetscape. 
 
The Development is located within and conforms to the WHCD Plan. The Development 
is located within a community with existing municipal water and sanitary services and 
consists of residential uses and a heritage building that is being preserved and 
revitalized for commercial use to support the Local Centre. The Development conforms 
to YROP2022. 
 
Amendments to VOP 2010 are required to permit the Development 
The Subject Lands are located within an “Intensification Area”, specifically a “Local 
Centre”, on Schedule 1 - Urban Structure of VOP 2010. Local Centres within 
Intensification Areas are intended to act as the focus for communities, are lower in scale 
and offer a more limited range of uses than other Intensification Areas. 
 
Local Centres provide a mixed-use focus for their respective communities, in a manner 
compatible with the local context. They will be predominantly residential in character but 
will also include a mix of uses to allow residents of the Local Centre and of the 
surrounding community to meet daily needs in proximity to where they live or work. VOP 
2010 states historic village cores such as Woodbridge will continue to be the main areas 
for local commercial activities and community facilities. Each village core will experience 
development and/or intensification to varying degrees, as befits the local context and in 
accordance with the Heritage District Plan (i.e., the WHCD Plan). 
 
The Subject Lands are designated “Low-Rise Mixed-Use” on Map 11.5.A, Kipling 
Avenue – Land Use, KACSP, VOP 2010, Volume 2. This designation permits 
residential, live-work, and commercial uses within detached, semi-detached, townhouse 
and low-rise building forms, along with recreational and open space uses. The building 
height cannot be less than 8.5 m (2-storeys) and cannot exceed 11 m (3-storeys). The 
Official Plan provides a maximum lot coverage of 50% and a floor space index between 
0.6 to 1 times the area of the lot. A minimum setback of 3 m from Kipling Avenue is 
required. Development within the WHCD is to meet the objectives of Policy 11.5.1.2 a) 
KACSP, VOP 2010, Volume 2, “To ensure that the scale and massing of new 
development contributes to the heritage character and attributes of the area.” 
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The Development is not permitted by the “Low-Rise Mixed-Use” designation of the 
KACSP. Accordingly, an Official Plan Amendment Application (File OP.14.010) to 
redesignate the Subject Lands and amend the policies of the KACSP, VOP 2010, 
Volume 2 has been submitted to permit the following: 
 

a) redesignate the Subject Lands shown on Attachment 3 from “Low-Rise 

Mixed-Use” to “Mid-Rise Residential” in the manner shown on Attachment 

3; and, 

 

b) amend Policy 11.5 KACSP, VOP 2010, Volume 2 to permit: 

 

  
Vaughan Official Plan 2010  
(Kipling Avenue Corridor  

Secondary Plan) Policies for 
the 

“Mid-Rise Residential” 
Designation 

 

Proposed Amendments to the  
VOP 2010 (Kipling Avenue 

Corridor  
Secondary Plan) Policies for 

the 
“Mid-Rise Residential” 

Designation  

i. Maximum building height is 13 
m (4-storeys) podium with 19 m 
(6-storeys) maximum, stepping 
back on a 45-degree angular 
plane from the podium 

 
 

Permit a maximum building 
height of 21.5 m (5-storeys) for 
a mid-rise building with a 
maximum 7.5 m (2-storey) 
podium and 14 m (3-storey) 
tower with a 45-degree angular 
plane and 9.5 m (3-storeys) for 
low-rise and townhouse 
buildings 
 

ii. Minimum setback of 3 m from 
Kipling Avenue 

 

Permit a minimum a minimum 
setback of 2 m from Kipling 
Avenue 

iii. Office uses are only permitted 
as part of a mixed-use building 

Permit a standalone office use 
in the existing heritage building 

 
iv. 

A parking area for the office use 
must not be visible from the 
street 

A parking area for the office 
use if located within an exisitng 
heritage building may be visible 
from the street, 

 
The development principles and objectives in Policy 11.5 of the KACSP state the 
following (in part): 
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“11.5.1.2  All new development shall respect Kipling’s heritage assets and 
contribute to its heritage character. The following are the objectives 
to protect heritage resources: 

 
a. To ensure that the scale and massing of new development 

contributes to the heritage character and attributes of the area 
 

11.5.1.3 The design of the transportation network should support a range of 
users, including pedestrians, cyclists, public transit, and private 
vehicles. The following are the objectives to create a supportive 
transportation network: 

 
a. To develop a street network which is well-connected and is 

supported by public transit to facilitate vehicular movement 
which is safe and efficient and reduces traffic congestion. 

 
b. To ensure that new development supports investment in 

public transit through increased densities and efficient 
design. 

 
c. To design streets and the public realm to ensure safe 

relationships between pedestrians, cyclists, and vehicles. 
 
d. To provide a safe and well-connected pedestrian and cycling 

network that facilitates movement throughout the area as 
well as to surrounding areas in Vaughan. 

 
e. To mitigate areas of transportation conflict, such as at the 

railway crossings and along railway corridors, to facilitate 
improved circulation throughout the area 

 
11.5.1.4 To provide a mix of uses. The Kipling Corridor area shall 

accommodate and encourage a mix of uses to support a vibrant 
community and healthy economy. The following are the objectives 
to provide a mix of uses: 

 
a. To establish a mixed-use environment which includes 

compatible residential, commercial, and institutional uses to 
encourage residents to live and work in the area. 

 
b. To ensure an appropriate transition between uses and 

different building types. 
 
c. To provide a variety of housing types to accommodate a broad 

demographic population, including a complimentary range of 
heights, unit types and sizes.” 
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The Development Planning Department can support the proposed amendments to the 

KACSP to permit the Development for the following reasons: 

a) Location 

The Subject Lands are located on Kipling Avenue, a major collector road, and 

are within a Local Centre as defined by VOP 2010. The Canadian Pacific 

Railway abuts the lands to the south and west. The Development complies with 

the 14 m setback from the railway right-of-way for habitable residential uses. The 

Development proposes a floor space index (‘FSI’) of 0.90 times the area of the 

lot. The Development conforms to the maximum density permitted by the “Mid-

Rise Residential” designation in the KACSP, being 2.5 FSI times the area of the 

lot. The orientation of the proposed townhouse dwellings and heritage building 

facing Kipling Avenue and the future Rainbow Creek Road support an animated, 

pedestrian-oriented, and compact urban environment. 

 
b) Permitted Uses 

The “Mid-Rise Residential” designation in KACSP permits residential uses in 
townhouse, low-rise and mid-rise building house forms and one convenience 
retail store located at grade, with a maximum GFA of 100 m2 as part of a 
residential building. The Development provides townhouses and a mid-rise 
building with an office use in the free-standing heritage building. The 
Development maintains the intent of KACSP by providing residential and 
commercial uses in keeping with the intent of the “Mid-Rise Residential” 
designation, in support of the Kipling Avenue Corridor. 

 
c) Building Height/Setbacks 

Policy 11.5.17.2 of the KACSP permits a maximum building height within the 
“Mid-Rise Residential” designation of 13 m (4-storeys) podium with 19 m (6-
storeys) maximum, stepping back on a 45-degree angular plane from the 
podium. In addition, Policy 11.5.21.1 Height Zones in the KACSP permits a 
minimum of 8.5 m (2-storeys) to a maximum of 19 m (6-storeys) in the “Mid-Rise 
Residential” designation. The building height for the Development, as shown on 
Attachments 5 to 7, is as follows: 
 

 a 21.5 m (5-storey) high mid-rise building, which is comprised of attached 
7.5 m (2-storey) townhouse buildings in the podium and a 14 m (3-storey) 
tower located centrally on the Subject Lands and setback a minimum of 20 
m from Kipling Avenue and the future Rainbow Creek Road; 

 Six (6) blocks of 9.5 m (3-storey) high townhouse buildings are located on 
the periphery of the Subject Lands and are setback 2 m from Kipling 
Avenue and 2.9 m from the future Rainbow Creek Road; and 

 an 8.3 m (2-storey) high heritage building for office uses at the south end 
of the Subject Lands that is setback 2 m from Kipling Avenue for the 
original portion of the building and 1 m for a proposed addition. 
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The location of the Subject Lands provides the opportunity for the Development 
to have a building height of 21.5 m (5-storeys) for the mid-rise building as it is 
setback 20 m from Kipling Avenue and the future Rainbow Creek Road. Three-
storey townhouses surround the periphery of the Subject Lands, with minimal 
impact on the surrounding community with respect to shadowing. The height of 
mid-rise building (21.5 m) in relation to its setback from Kipling Avenue and the 
future Rainbow Creek Road, together with the 9.5 m (3-storey) townhouse 
buildings and 8.3 m (2-storey) heritage building provide a compatible land use 
with the surrounding land uses and building heights. 
 

d) Parking 
The parking area must not be visible from the street in accordance with VOP 
2010. Five (5) parking spaces, including one (1) barrier free parking space, are 
located along the south side of the driveway from Kipling Avenue to primarily 
service the office use for the relocated heritage building. The parking area is 
setback a minimum of 4.7 m from Kipling Avenue, along with a utility box, and will 
be screened from the street with coniferous shrubs and a 1.8 m high wood 
privacy fence. The setback and screening reduce the impact on the street and 
therefore the location of the parking area be supported. 
 

The Development Complies with the Woodbrige Heritage Conservation District 
(‘WHCD’) Plan and Guidelines 
The Subject Lands are located in the WHCD and are designated under Part V of the 
Ontario Heritage Act. Therefore, all planning applications, demolitions and new 
constructions must be consistent with the WHCD Plan and Guidelines. Section 6.1.2 
“Kipling Avenue North and South” of the WHCD Plan and Guidelines states, “that 
Kipling Avenue should regain and retain its heritage character. New and renovated 
buildings and landscapes must: 
 

a. conserve and enhance the tree canopy; 
b. front directly onto Kipling Avenue, and provide a landscaped front yard that 

contributes to the overall streetscape; 
c. contribute to the quality and connectivity of the pedestrian environment; 
d. serve to enhance the overall system of trails, pathways and pedestrian 

walkways; 
e. maintain the intimate scale of the street, through the building mass, the length 

of facades, and the detailing of architecture and landscape architecture; 
f. be no taller than 3 floors (11 m); and 
g. conserve and enhance views to the valleys east and west, as identified on 

Schedule 19, page 94. 
h. provide a design that is sympathetic with the character of adjacent 

properties.” 
 
The Urban Design and Cultural Heritage Division of the Development Planning 

Department (‘Cultural Heritage’) is satisfied with the Development as it meets and 

supports the policies of the WHCD guidelines by providing adequate massing and 
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height, including locating the 5-storey building in the center of the Subject Lands and 

using the 3-storey townhouses to screen the building, a combination of approved 

materials, and planting. 

 
The existing building at 8204 Kipling Avenue, also known as the Moody Darker House, 
was constructed circa 1880 in the Gothic Revival style, and is considered a 
“contributing” property within the WHCD. The heritage building is to be relocated to 
accommodate the alignment of the future Rainbow Creek Road and Meeting House 
Road and will be used as an office. The Owner submitted a Cultural Heritage Impact 
Assessment (‘CHIA’) dated April 2021 and a Conservation Plan (‘CP’) for Heritage 
Resources dated October 31, 2022 both prepared by Parslow Heritage Consultancy 
Inc., respecting the relocation of the Moody Darker House and adaptive reuse to 
commercial use. The CHIA and CP were deemed to be consistent with the policies of 
Section 6.2.3 Relocation of Contributing Buildings in the WHCD by Cultural Heritage. 
The Owner shall submit Building Permit stage architectural drawings and building 
material specifications for the Moody Darker House as part of the approval of the Site 
Plan Application and all preservation work shall be undertaken by a qualified person(s) 
with previous experience in the preservation and adaptive reuse of heritage resources 
to the satisfaction of the Development Planning Department. A condition to this effect 
will be in Attachment 1. 
 
The Heritage Vaughan Committee (‘HVC’), at its January 25, 2023 meeting approved 
the recommendation that, “Council approve the proposed relocation and renovation of 
an existing building and proposed new construction at 8204 Kipling Avenue in the 
Woodbridge Heritage Conservation District under Section 42 of the Ontario Heritage 
Act, subject to the following conditions: 
 

a) Any significant changes to the proposal by the Owner may require 
reconsideration by the Heritage Vaughan Committee, which shall be determined 
at the discretion of the Director of Development Planning and Manager of Urban 
Design and Cultural Heritage; 

b) That Heritage Vaughan Committee recommendations to Council do not 
constitute specific support for any Development Application under the Ontario 
Planning Act or permits currently under review or to be submitted in the future by 
the Owner as it relates to the subject application; 

c) That the applicant submit Building Permit stage architectural drawings and 
building material specifications to the satisfaction of the Vaughan Development 
Planning Department, Urban Design and Cultural Heritage Division.” 

 
The recommendation of the February 25, 2023 HVC is to go to the February 22, 2023 
Council Meeting for ratification. 
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Summary of Planning Policy 
In consideration of the applicable Provincial policies and Regional and City Official Plan 
policies outlined in this report, the Development provides an appropriate mid-rise 
residential built form that is compatible, but not identical, with the surrounding 
community. The 21.5 m (5-storey) building height for the mid-rise building, due to its 
central location within the Subject Lands, setback of a minimum of 20 m from Kipling 
Avenue and the future Rainbow Creek Road, and townhouses along the periphery of 
the Subject Lands conforms to the density provisions in VOP 2010 and is an 
appropriate transition in built form within the surrounding land uses, thereby 
demonstrating compatibility between the existing and proposed building types. The 
Development is in keeping with the WHCD Plan and Guidelines, as it contributes 
positively to the overall character of the WHCD. The Development Planning Department 
is of the opinion that the Development is consistent with the policies of the PPS and 
conforms to the Growth Plan and the YROP 2022 and maintains the intent of VOP 2010 
and the KNHCD Plan. 
 
Amendments to Zoning By-law 1-88 are required to permit the Development 
The Subject Lands are zoned “C1 Restricted Commercial Zone” and subject to site-
specific zoning Exception 9(1247) by Zoning By-law 1-88, as shown on Attachment 2. 
The Owner is proposing to rezone the Subject Lands to “RA3 Apartment Residential 
Zone” by Zoning By-law 1-88, in the manner shown on Attachment 4, together with the 
following site-specific zoning amendments: 
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Table 1 
 

  
Zoning By-Law 1-88 

Standard 

 
“RA3 Apartment 

Residential Zone” 
Requirements 

 
Proposed Exceptions to 

the “RA3 Apartment 
Residential Zone” 

Requirements 
 

a. Definition of a Lot Means a parcel of land 
fronting on a street 
separate from any 
abutting land to the 
extent that a consent 
contemplated by Section 
50 of the Planning Act, 
R.S.O. 1990, c. P. 13. 
would not be required for 
its conveyance. For the 
purpose of this 
paragraph, land defined 
in an application for a 
building permit shall be 
deemed to be a parcel of 
land and a reserve shall 
not form part of the lot. 

Means, for the purpose of 
this By-law, the parcel of 
land(s) shall be deemed to 
be one lot and to comply 
with the provisions of this 
By-law, regardless of the 
creation of a new lot by way 
of condominium, part-lot 
control, consent or any 
easements, or other rights 
or registrations given or 
made. 

b. Definition of Front Lot 
Line 

Means the street line, 
provided that in the case 
of a corner lot, the shorter 
street line is deemed to 
be the front lot line and 
provided further that in 
the case of a corner lot 
which has an abutting 
sight triangle the centre 
point of the lot line 
abutting the sight triangle 
shall be deemed to be 
the point of intersection of 
the front and side lot 
lines. 

Means the Kipling Avenue 
street line. 
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Zoning By-Law 1-88 

Standard 

 
“RA3 Apartment 

Residential Zone” 
Requirements 

 
Proposed Exceptions to 

the “RA3 Apartment 
Residential Zone” 

Requirements 
 

c. Permitted Use   Apartment Dwellings 

 Day Nursery 
 

Permit the following 
Additional Uses: 

 Apartment Dwellings on 
or abutting a private 
road 

 Street Townhouse 
Dwellings on or abutting 
a private road 

 Business or 
Professional Office in 
the existing Heritage 
Building on or abutting 
a private road 
 

d. Permitted Accessory 
Buildings and 

Structures 

Accessory buildings and 
structures shall not 
exceed 10% or 67 m2 
and shall be located in 
the rear yard 
 

No accessory buildings and 
structures shall be 
permitted 

e. Minimum Lot Frontage 30 m 5.5 m Street Townhouse 
Dwelling on or abutting a 
private road 
 

f. Minimum Front Yard 
(Kipling Avenue) 

7.5 m i. 2 m (Buildings A, B, 
and C) 

ii. 1 m (Heritage 
Building) 
 

g. Minimum Interior Side 
Yard 

 

4.5 m 1.3 m to the CP Railway 

h. Minimum Exterior Yard 
(Future Rainbow Creek 

Road) 
 

7.5 m 2 m (Buildings D, E and F) 

i. Minimum Setback from 
a Lot Line to an 

Apartment Dwelling  
 

Not a standard in Zoning 
By-law 1-88 

20 m  
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Zoning By-Law 1-88 

Standard 

 
“RA3 Apartment 

Residential Zone” 
Requirements 

 
Proposed Exceptions to 

the “RA3 Apartment 
Residential Zone” 

Requirements 
 

j. Minimum Separation 
Distance between 

Blocks for the 
Townhouse Dwellings 

 

Not a standard in Zoning 
By-law 1-88 

2.4 m 

k. Maximum Building 
Height 

44 m i. 21.5 m Apartment 
Dwelling  

ii. 9.5 m Townhouse 
 

l. Maximum 
Encroachment for an 

Unenclosed Porch 
(Covered or 

Uncovered) into 
required Exterior Side 

Yard and Rear Yard 
 

i. 1.8 m into the 
required exterior 
side yard 

ii. 2.4 m into the 
required front and 
rear yard 

 

i. 2.6 m from the back 
wall of a Townhouse 
Dwelling 

ii. The stairs for the 
Heritage Building 
may extend into the 
required front yard 
provided a 0.6 m 
front yard is provided 
for the stairs 
 

m. Minimum Landscaping 
Strip Abutting a Street 

6 m 2 m and may be reduced to 
0.6 m in front of the steps 
for the Heritage Building 
 

 
The Development Planning Department supports the rezoning of the Subject Lands to 
“RA3 Apartment Residential Zone” and the zoning exceptions identified in Table 1 as 
the rezoning and exceptions implements the “Mid-Rise Residential” designation of VOP 
2010, resulting in a Development that is compatible with the surrounding area and in 
accordance with the WHCD Plan. The Development facilitates a compact built form 
consistent with the policies of the PPS and conforms to the Growth Plan and YROP 
2022 and maintains the intent of the VOP 2010. Accordingly, the Development Planning 
Department can support the rezoning and site-specific exceptions identified in Table 1. 
 
Council enacted By-law 001-2021 as the new Vaughan Comprehensive Zoning By-
law 
On October 20, 2021, Council enacted By-law 001-2021 as the new Vaughan 
Comprehensive Zoning By-law. A notice of the passing was circulated on October 25, 
2021, in accordance with the Planning Act. The last date for filing an appeal to the 
Ontario Land Tribunal (‘OLT’) in respect of By-law 001-2021 was November 15, 2021. 
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By-law 001-2021 is currently under appeal and, when in force, will replace Zoning By-
law 1-88, as amended. Until such time as By-law 001-2021 is in force, the Owner will be 
required to demonstrate compliance with both By-law 001-2021 and Zoning By-law 1-
88, as amended, unless a transition provision under By-law 001-2021 applies. 
 
The Applications Comply with the Transition Provisions under Section 1.6 of 
Zoning By-law 001-2021, as amended 
The Subject Lands are zoned “CG-889 General Commercial” subject to site-specific 
Exception 889 by Zoning By-law 001-2021, as shown on Attachment 2. The 
Applications for the Subject Lands are determined to be transitioned in accordance with 
Subsection 1.6.3 of Zoning By-law 001-2021 and therefore the Development is subject 
to Zoning By-law 1-88, as amended, only. 
 

The Development Planning Department has no objection to the Development, 
subject to Conditions of Approval 
Site Plan and Architectural Design 
The Development shown on Attachments 4 to 7 consists of a mixed-use development 
consisting of a five-storey (21.5 m high) apartment (‘mid-rise’) building for 65 units and 
six (6), three-storey townhouses for 33 units for a total of 98 units and a stand-alone 
office use in the existing heritage building on a private road. The mid-rise building is 
comprised of 15, 7.5 m (2-storey) high townhouse buildings attached to the podium with 
access to the interior of the mid-rise building at the first level, and a 14 m (3-storey) high 
component above it. The mid-rise building is located centrally on the Subject Lands and 
is surrounded by townhouses along the Kipling Avenue and future Rainbow Creek Road 
lot lines. The front of the townhouses face Kipling Avenue and future Rainbow Creek 
Road lot lines. 
 
Access is from Kipling Avenue between Block A and the Heritage Building with a 
temporary access onto Kipling Avenue located between Blocks C and D. At-grade 
parking consists of 55 parking spaces for the mid-rise building, visitor, and commercial 
parking. An underground parking structure, accessed from the rear of the mid-rise 
building provides 71 parking spaces for the mid-rise building and refuse/recycling 
collection. The 33 townhouse dwellings have two (2) parking spaces per unit with a 
space in the garage attached to the house and an exterior parking space. No residential 
parking faces the street. Five (5) parking spaces are visible from the Kipling Avenue for 
the office use for the Heritage Building. The proposed parking complies with the parking 
requirements of Zoning By-law 1-88. Bicycle parking consists of 20 short term spaces 
at-grade and 28 long term spaces provided within the mid-rise and townhouse buildings 
and Heritage Building. 
 
The CP Railway right-of-way is located to the rear of the Subject Lands. A 14 m setback 
for habitable uses is provided. At-grade on-site amenity space totalling 1,227 m2 is 
provided around the mid-rise building with a 241 m2 rooftop amenity space. Balconies 
are provided for the mid-rise and townhouse dwellings.  
 
The Development has been reviewed in consideration of the policies of the WHCD Plan. 
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Cultural Heritage is satisfied with the Development as it meets and supports the policies 
of the WHCD guidelines by providing adequate massing and height, a combination of 
approved materials, and planting. Cultural Heritage support the Development as the 
design melds the village context, preserves a heritage structure, and adheres to current 
design philosophy within the WHCD, and connects the Development to the heritage 
context of the area. 
 
Arborist Report 
The Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan (‘TIPP’) Report prepared by Kuntz Forestry 
Consulting Inc. and dated March 22, 2021, and revised December 8, 2021, identifies a 
total of 100 trees inventoried on and within 6 m of the Subject Lands. The TIPP Report 
recommended the removal of 78 trees to accommodate the Development and the 
removal of one (1) tree due to a hazardous condition. One tree for removal is within the 
City’s right-of way and two-trees for removal are within or partially within the Canadian 
Pacific Railway right-of-way. The TIPP Report identifies a total of 71 replacement trees 
are required as compensation for the proposed tree removals. 
 
The Development Planning Department’s Urban Design and Cultural Heritage Division 
(‘Urban Design’) and Parks, Forestry and Horticulture Operations (‘Forestry’) have 
reviewed the TIPP Report and advises that justification for the removal of the City tree 
must be reviewed by Forestry, along with the compensation value should the tree be 
removed. In accordance with the City of Vaughan’s tree replacement requirements, 72 
trees replacement trees are required. The Forestry Department is satisfied with the 
TIPP recommendation to plant 106 trees. Compensation will be required for the removal 
of the City-owned tree. The Owner cannot remove or damage trees on City-owned or 
privately-owned lands without authorization, approvals, and compensation. 
 

Prior to final approval the City shall approve the final TIPP Report. The Owner shall not 
remove trees without written approval by the City. The Owner is required to enter into a 
Tree Protection Agreement in accordance with the Council enacted Tree By-law 52-
2018, including a security for the trees to be protected and compensation planting. 
Conditions to this effect are included in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
Endangered Species Act (2007) and the Migratory Birds Convention Act 
Prior to any tree removals on the Subject Lands, the Owner is required to abide by the 
Endangered Species Act (2007) and the Migratory Birds Convention Act (1994). A 
condition to this effect is included in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
Sustainability Performance Metrics 
The Sustainability Performance Metrics (‘SPM’) is applicable to development 
applications deemed complete after October 1, 2018. The Applications for the Subject 
Lands were submitted and deemed complete in 2014, prior to the implementation of the 
SMS requirements and therefore are not subject to the SMS.  
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Archaeology 
The Subject Lands are located in the WHCD and are designated under Part V of the 
Ontario Heritage Act. The following standard clauses shall apply and shall be included 
as conditions in Attachment 1a) of this report: 
 

1) Should archaeological resources be found on the property during 
construction activities, all work must cease, and both the Ontario Ministry of 
Heritage, Sport, Tourism and Culture Industries and the City of Vaughan’s 
Development Planning Department, Urban Design and Cultural Heritage 
Division shall be notified immediately. 
 

2) In the event that human remains are encountered during construction 
activities, the proponent must immediately cease all construction activities. 
The proponent shall contact the York Regional Police Department, the 
Regional Coroner and the Registrar of the Cemeteries Regulation Unit of the 
Ministry of Consumer and Business Services. 

 
Summary 
The final site plan, building elevations, the Conservation Plan for the Moody Darker 
House, signage, landscape plan, landscape details, landscape cost estimate, signage 
details, lighting plan, Tree Inventory and Preservation Plan, and tree protection plan 
shall be approved to the satisfaction of the Development Planning Department. The 
Development Planning Department is satisfied with the Development, subject to the 
comments in this report and the recommendations and conditions outlined in 
Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
The Development Engineering Department has no objection to the Development, 
subject to the comments in this report and conditions in Attachment 1 
The Development Engineering (‘DE’) Department has reviewed the Applications and 
provides the following comments: 
 
Water Servicing 
A new domestic water service is proposed to be connected to the existing Kipling 
Avenue 400 mm diameter watermain by wet tap to minimize disruption of the existing 
main operation. A curb stop will be provided at the street line and a water meter shall be 
located within the building. A meter chamber will be provided at the street line in 
accordance with City Standards. Internally the watermain will loop around the roadway 
and each unit will be supplied with a 25 mm diameter Type `K’ copper water service 
connection. There will be one (1) fire hydrant provided within the Subject Lands to meet 
the Vaughan’s Fire Department specified spacing design requirement. 
 
Sanitary Servicing 
A new sanitary sewer service will be provided with a sanitary control manhole within the 
northeast corner on the Subject Lands. The sewer service will connect to the proposed 
sanitary manhole connected to the existing sanitary sewer within Kipling Avenue. The 
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sanitary sewer will be extended internally to provide local service laterals to each of the 
units.  
 
The existing City sanitary sewer system was analyzed based on Geographical 
Information Downstream Analysis Systems data and As-built Plan and Profiles obtained 
from the City. The sanitary sewer downstream analysis concludes that there are no 
servicing constraints within the Kipling Avenue Corridor and one servicing constraint 
within the Woodbridge Avenue Corridor downstream of Kipling Avenue. However, as 
indicated in the Functional Servicing and Stormwater Management Brief prepared by 
Masongsong Associates Engineering Limited and dated January 2022, the critical 
section of sewer will not be under a surcharge condition demonstrating the 
Development’s sanitary sewage can be accommodated by the municipal sewers 
downstream. 
 
Stormwater Management 
The implementation of a super pipe storage, orifice pipe design system and oil-grit 
separator (‘OGS’) are proposed to satisfy all the City’s stormwater management quality, 
quantity control design and dewatering criteria. 
 
The Owner will be required to satisfy the following prior to the execution of the Site Plan 
Agreement: 
 
1. Currently the only method of Total Suspended Solids (‘TSS’) Quality Control for 

the Subject Lands is provided through the OGS identified as SFPD0816. City of 
Vaughan standards indicate that an OGS(s) shall be designed for 80% TSS 
removal based on manufacturer’s specifications, however, the Development will 
only receive credit for 50% TSS removal. Additional measures to help promote 
additional TSS removal should be considered. Please revise the Functional 
Servicing Report Quality Control section to speak to how the criteria will be 
achieved. 

 
2. The runoff resulting from a 5 mm rainfall must be retained on site for reuse, 

infiltration, or evapotranspiration. Please revise the Functional Servicing and 
Stormwater Management Brief (‘FSR’) to include a section that details how the 
criteria will be achieved. The Servicing drawing should also be updated to include 
any details necessary to be consistent with the FSR. 

 
3.  Long-term dewatering is proposed for the underground parking garage; 

therefore, a sampling port and flow meter shall be included at the STM outlet of 
the underground parking garage to monitor these flows per Environmental 
Services Criteria. 

 
Groundwater Discharge 
The FSR indicates that long term, permanent dewatering is required for the 
underground parking garage. Therefore, prior to the execution of the Site Plan 
Agreement, the Owner shall submit an application to Public Works, Environmental 
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Services Department to obtain an approval for permanent ground water discharge 
(‘Discharge Approval’), required for the Development to discharge groundwater to the 
City’s municipal storm sewer system. A Discharge Approval Application shall ensure 
post-development flow rates discharged to the Vaughan’s storm sewer system from the 
Subject Lands, including Private Groundwater Discharge (‘Discharge and Related 
Work’), shall not exceed the allowable flow rates discharged to the Vaughan’s storm 
sewer system as approved by the DE Department. The Site Plan Agreement will include 
conditions respecting the responsibility of the Owner and condominium corporation 
upon registration respecting the renewal of the Discharge Approval Application and the 
maintenance of the Discharge and Related Work to the satisfaction of the DE 
Department. Conditions to this effect are included in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
Transportation 
In accordance with the approved Kipling Avenue Corridor Study (Official Plan 
Amendment 695) dated June 2009, “the intersection of Meeting House Road/Rainbow 
Creek Road is a key connecting node along Kipling Avenue and is an opportunity to 
celebrate existing heritage buildings as a gateway to the future Rainbow Creek 
residential development and to the historic route to the Humber River Valley and 
neighborhoods”. 
 
According to the Transportation Study prepared by MMM Group and dated September 
2009 that was submitted in support of the Kipling Avenue Corridor Study, the 
recommended configuration for the Meeting House Road, Rainbow Creek Road and 
Kipling Avenue intersection is an east-west aligned and signalized intersection. 
However, there are geometric constraints for such a configuration. The offset 
intersection was recommended to be realigned to avoid the adverse impacts such as 
delays to traffic and poor operational service levels 
 
In November 2014, the Owner submitted applications to develop 36 stacked townhouse 
units, 36 townhouse units and 519 m2 retail/office components. Two accesses were 
proposed on Kipling Avenue. The north access was too close to the future intersection 
of Rainbow Creek Drive and Kipling Avenue. The Owner was advised accordingly, and 
the City made several efforts with the Owner to align the Meeting House Road with 
Rainbow Creek Drive, as two un-signalized intersections in proximity are not 
appropriate for safe pedestrian or vehicular movement. 
 
In October 2016, the Owner provided a revised submission for 24 stacked townhouse 
units and 37 townhouse units for a total of 61 residential units and 478.48 m2 
retail/office components. Two accesses were proposed on Kipling Avenue. The north 
access was found again to be too close to the future intersection of Rainbow Creek 
Drive and Kipling Avenue. 
 
The Owner submitted the current Development for a mixed-use development consisting 
of a five-storey apartment building for 65 units and six (6), three-storey townhouses for 
33 units for a total of 98 units and a stand-alone office use in the existing heritage 
building. One access is proposed from Kipling Avenue at the south end of the Subject 



Item 2 
Page 25 of 29 

 

Lands with a temporary emergency access from Kipling Avenue proposed at the north 
end of the Subject Lands. The Owner is required to provide temporary bollards for the 
proposed secondary/emergency access on Kipling Avenue. A warning clause will be 
required in all Offers of Purchase and Sale, or Lease for all lots/blocks to advise that an 
emergency/secondary access route, which may not be the primary means of ingress 
and egress for the Subject Lands is to be used only by emergency services in the event 
of an emergency and is not intended for regular use by residents. A condition to this 
effect is included in Attachment 1. The Subject Lands are designed to provide an 
access at the west end of the Subject Lands onto the future Rainbow Creek Road 
(Attachment 4). 
 
The Owner must address the following outstanding items prior to the execution of the 
Site Plan Agreement: 
 

1. Provide temporary bollard for the proposed secondary/emergency access on 
Kipling Avenue. 

 
2. Provide a 9 m radius at the proposed secondary/emergency access. 
 
3. Provide a 10 m radius where the future Rainbow Creek Road intersects with 

Kipling Avenue. 
 
Travel Demand Management Plan 
In principle, the DE Department concurs with the overall assessment in the Traffic 
Demand Management Plan Update prepared by Mark Engineering and dated June 
2021 (‘TDM Plan’). However, the report did not provide information regarding traffic 
signal requirement at the intersection of Meeting House/Rainbow Creek Drive/Kipling 
Avenue as requested. Prior to the execution of the Site Plan Agreement, the Owner 
must submit a revised TDM Plan to the satisfaction of the DE Department. A condition 
to this effect is included in Attachment 1. 
 
Active Transportation 
Prior to the execution of the Site Plan Agreement, the Owner is required to address the 
following: 
 

1. Remove the ladder or zebra pavement markings at the site access to Kipling 
Avenue. The sidewalk is to continue across the access to the Subject Lands. 

 
2. Indicate whether the long-term bicycle parking spaces are horizontal, vertical, 

or stacked spaces. This information is not indicated on the drawings for the 
underground parking level. 

 
3. Revise the access door to the bike room which can only be reached from the 

vehicular ramp. 
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4. Ensure that the tactile plates provided on both sides of pedestrian crossings 
are Accessibility for Ontarians with Disabilities Act (‘AODA’) compliant, e.g., 
tactile plates should setback from the curb edge a minimum of 15 cm. 

 
Environmental Site Assessment 
The DE Department has no objection to the Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment 
Update dated December 29, 2020 and prepared by Bruce A Brown Associates Limited 
and the related environmental certification submitted in support of the Applications. 
 
The DE Department has no objections to the Development subject to their comments in 
the report and conditions in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
Servicing Allocation is available for the Draft Plan 
Vaughan Council, on December 10, 2021, endorsed its Allocation of Servicing Capacity 
Annual Distribution and Update and Allocation of Servicing Capacity Policy. 
Accordingly, servicing capacity to Site Development File DA.14.072 is available and 
unrestricted. Therefore, the following resolution to allocate servicing capacity to Site 
Development File DA.14.072 may be recommended for Council approval: 
 

“IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED THAT Site Development File DA.14.072 (LCT 
Investment Group Inc.) be allocated servicing capacity from the York Sewage 
Servicing / Water Supply System for a total of 98 residential units (245 persons 
equivalent). The allocation of said capacity may be redistributed (at the 
discretion of the City) in accordance with the City’s Servicing Capacity 
Allocation Policy if the development does not proceed to registration and/or 
building permit issuance within 36 months.” 

 
The Environmental Services Department, Waste Management Division has no 
objection to the Development 
The Environmental Services Department, Waste Management Division has no objection 
to the Development subject to their condition in Attachment 1 for the following: 

 
1. Provide a letter from a certified Engineer stating the supported structure on the 

Subject Lands can support a fully loaded collection vehicle weighing 35,000kgs. 
 

2. Submit the Waste Collection Design Standards (‘WCDS’) form for each 
(apartment building and townhouse units). 
 

3. Provide truck movements throughout the Subject Lands. 
 
The Financial Planning and Development Finance Department has no objection to 
the Development 
The Owner shall pay to the City applicable Development Charges in accordance with 

the Development Charges By-laws of the City of Vaughan, Region of York, York Region 

District School Board and York Catholic District School Board. A clause for the payment 
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of Development Charges is included as a standard condition in the Site Plan 

Agreement. 

 
The Real Estate Department has no objection to the Draft Plan, subject to the 
conditions in Attachment 1 
The Real Estate Department has no objection to the approval of the Development. The 
Owner shall pay cash-in-lieu of the dedication of parkland for high-density residential 
development at the rate of 1 ha per 300 units and/or pay to Vaughan by way of certified 
cheque, cash-in-lieu of the dedication of parkland at the rate of 1 ha per 500 units, or at 
a fixed unit rate, prior to the issuance of a Building Permit, in accordance with Section 
42 of the Planning Act and shall conform to the City’s Cash-in-Lieu of Parkland Policy. A 
condition to this effect is included in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
The Parks Infrastructure Planning and Development Department has no objection 
to the approval of the Development 
The Parks Infrastructure Planning and Development (‘PIPD’) Department has no 
objection to the Development subject to the cash-in-lieu of the dedication of parkland a 
as required by the Real Estate Department. 
 

The various utilities have no objection to the Development, subject to their 

conditions in Attachment 1 

Alectra Utilities Corporation, Enbridge Gas Inc., Bell Canada, and Rogers 
Communications have no objections to the Development, subject to the Owner 
coordinating servicing connections, easements and locates prior to the commencement 
of any site works subject to their conditions in Attachment 1 of this report. 
 
Canadian Pacific Railway has no conditions 
Canadian Pacific Railway (‘CP’) advises that the safety and welfare of residents can be 
adversely affected by rail operations and CP is not in favour of residential uses that are 
not compatible with rail operations. CP freight trains operate 24 hours a day and seven 
(7) days a week and the schedules and volumes are subject to change. CP directs 
Owners to develop in accordance with the recommended Guidelines for New 
Development in Proximity to Railway Operations developed through collaboration 
between the Railway Association of Canada and the Federation of Canadian 
Municipalities and dated May 2013. CP has no conditions of approval for the 
Development. 
 
Canada Post has no objection to the Development, subject to the condition in 
Attachment 1 
Canada Post Corporation has no objection to the Development, subject to their 
condition included in Attachment 1. 
 
The School Boards have no objection to the Development 
The York Region District School Board and York Catholic District School Board have no 
objection to the Development. No comments were received from the Conseil Scolaire 
de District Catholique Centre-Sud. 
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Financial Impact 

There are no new requirements for funding associated with this report 

 

Broader Regional Impacts/Considerations 

The Subject Lands are designated “Urban Area” by the YROP 2022, which permits a 
wide range of residential, commercial, industrial, and institutional uses. The Subject 
Lands are located along Kipling Avenue which is not a regional road. The Owner 
submitted a request for exemption of their Official Plan Amendment (‘OPA’) File 
OP.14.010 from York Region approval. York Region has reviewed this request and finds 
the proposed OPA to be a routine matter of local significance and in accordance with 
Regional Official Plan Policy 8.3.8. The proposed OPA does not adversely affect 
Regional planning policies or interests and the OPA is exempt from Regional approval. 
 

Conclusion 

The Development Planning Department has reviewed Official Plan and Zoning By-law 
Amendment and Site Development Files OP.14.010, Z.14.042 and DA.14.072, to permit 
a five-storey (21.5 m high) apartment building for 65 units and six (6), three-storey 
townhouses for 33 units for a total of 98 units and a stand-alone office use in the 
existing heritage building on a private road as shown on Attachments 4 to 7, together 
with the site-specifc amendments to the Official Plan and Zoning By-law. 
 
The Development Planning Department is of the opinion that the Applications are 
consistent with the PPS, conform to the Growth Plan and the YROP 2022 and maintain 
the intent of VOP 2010, and are compatible with the surrounding area context. The 
Development is consistent with the WHCD Plan and Guidelines. Accordingly, the 
Development Planning Department supports the approval of the Applications. Should 
Council approve the Applications, conditions of approval are included in the 
Recommendation section of this report and Attachment 1. 
 

For more information, please contact: Judy Jeffers, Planner, Development Planning 

Department, ext. 8645. 

 

Attachments 

1. Conditions of Approval 

2. Context and Location Map 

3. Proposed Official Plan Designation to the Kipling Avenue Corridor Secondary Plan 

4. Proposed Zoning and Site Plan 

5. Building Elevations - Mid-Rise Building 

6. Building Elevations - Townhouse Buildings Typical - Block A 

7. Building Elevations - Existing Heritage Building 

8. February 3, 2015 Public Meeting - Proposed Zoning and Site Plan 
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Prepared by 

Judy Jeffers, Planner, ext. 8645 
Mark Antoine, Senior Manager of Development Planning, ext. 8212 
Nancy Tuckett, Director of Development Planning, ext. 8529 
 
 
 

Approved by 

 
Haiqing Xu, Deputy City Manager,  

Planning and Growth Management 

 

Reviewed by 

 
Nick Spensieri, City Manager 

 

 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

May 16, 2023 

Mayor and Members of Council 

Vince Musacchio, Deputy City Manager, Infrastructure Development 
Selma Hubjer, Director, Infrastructure Planning & Corporate Asset 
Management 

COMMUNICATION – Council, May 16, 2023 

May 3, 2023, Committee of the Whole (Working Session) Item 2, 
Report #22

2023 Vaughan Transportation Plan - Map Updates 

Recommendation 

The Deputy City Manager, Infrastructure Development recommends: 

1. That Attachment #1 of the Vaughan Transportation report of the May 3, 2023,
Committee of the Whole (Working Session) be replaced with Attachment #1 to
this communication; and

2. That Attachment #2 of the Vaughan Transportation report of the May 3, 2023,
Committee of the Whole (Working Session) be replaced with Attachment #2 to
this communication.

These revisions for the 2023 Vaughan Transportation Plan report are made as per 
Council feedback and to reflect administrative amendments, following the May 3, 2023, 
at Committee of the Whole (Working Session). The full Council Report is available at 
this link.  

Background 

The 2051 Transportation Network map includes a number of transportation elements to 
support a multi-modal transportation system for the City of Vaughan which have been 
defined as the following: 

• New Roads and Road Extensions
New roads or extensions of an existing road. Active Transportation facilities
would also be constructed as part of the new road.

• Road Improvements

C13
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Road capacity improvements, which may include road widenings among other 
measures, which are planned by the City and York Region. Further study would 
be required for any road improvement project which is not currently in Vaughan 
or York Region’s capital program. Active Transportation facilities will also be 
constructed as part of any road improvement project.  

 

• Grade Separations 
All at-grade crossings will be grade separated, meaning the road will be 
separated from the rail line.  

 

• Rapid Transit Service 
Corridors planned for rapid transit service in dedicated lanes planned by York 
Region. 

 

• New and Improved GO Train Service 
Upgrades to the Barrie GO line, including all day, two-way train service, new GO 
stations, and the proposed Caledon-Vaughan GO line. 

 

• Interchange Improvements 
An upgraded interchange is planned for Langstaff Road at Highway 400 by York 
Region as well as a planned interchange at either King-Vaughan Road or Kirby 
Road. 

 
Please refer to revised Attachment 1 “Recommended 2051 Network” map and 
Attachment 2 “Recommended 2051 Network - Implementation” map.  The legend for 
both maps has been updated from “Road Widening” to “Road Improvement” to better 
align with the definition found in the final Vaughan Transportation Plan report. It is also 
recognized that “Road Improvement” better describes the many options to consider 
beyond widening a road to improve travel capacity.  
 

Next Steps 
 
In accordance with the Municipal Class Environmental Assessment (MCEA/EA) process 
(October 2000, as amended in 2007, 2011, and 2015), the Notice of Study Completion 
for the Vaughan Transportation Plan will be issued once the recommendations are 
ratified. It will be advertised for two weeks in the Vaughan Citizen and Thornhill Liberal 
and notifications will be sent to the Technical Agency Committee, York Region, 
Indigenous Communities and other stakeholders, advising that the report has been filed 
and is available for public comment for a 30-day review period. Council will also be 
notified prior to filing the Notice of Study Completion.  
 
The final Vaughan Transportation Plan will available at vaughan.ca/TransportationPlan 
  
For more information, contact Selma Hubjer, Director, Infrastructure Planning and 
Corporate Asset Management, ext. 8674. 
 
 
 

https://www.vaughan.ca/about-city-vaughan/projects-and-initiatives/transportation-projects/vaughan-transportation-plan


 

Respectfully submitted by: 
 

 
 
Vince Musacchio 
Deputy City Manager, Infrastructure Development 
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Multi-Modal Alternative Improvements

New Road

Road Improvement

Proposed Midblock Crossing*

Bus Rapid Transit

Two-way, All-day GO Transit Service

Subway Extensions

Proposed Caledon-Vaughan GO **

Grade Separated Rail Crossings

GO Rail Station

TTC Subway Station

York Region Projects

Base Map Features
Road Base

Railways

Proposed Highway 413 Corridor

Planned Interchange In this Area ***

City of Vaughan Boundary

Recommended 2051 NetworkRecommended 2051 Network

0 2.5 51.25
Kilometers

May 2023

Notes:
* * Block 32 mid-block flyover is technically justified but will not be
implemented as per council resolution.

** As identified in 2022 York Region TMP. GO Rail corridor and
station locations subject to further study.

*** North interchange between Kirby Road and King-Vaughan Road
subject to outcome of Provincial Environmental Assessment Study.

Grade separations will be delivered by rail authority.

Attachment 1 - "Recommended 2051 Network" Map
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Notes:
* Block 32 mid-block flyover is technically justified but will not be
implemented as per council resolution.

** North interchange between Kirby Road and King-Vaughan Road
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Grade separations will be delivered by rail authority.

Attachment 2 - "Recommended 2051 Network - Implementation" Map



DATE: May 12, 2023 

TO: Mayor and Members of Council 

FROM: Nick Spensieri, City Manager 
Raphael Costa, Director, Economic Development  
Michael Genova, Chief, Communications and Economic Development 

RE: COMMUNICATION – Council, May 16, 2023 

Item #23, Report 23 

2023 INTERNATIONAL ECONOMIC RELATIONS - AGRI-FOOD 
CLUSTER MISSION UPDATE 

Recommendation 

1. THAT, a member of the Office of Communications and Economic Development
be added to the Agri-Food Cluster Mission Delegation as a delegation member;
and,

2. THAT the new delegate is chosen by the City Manager, in consultation with the
Chief, Communications and Economic Development and Director, Economic
Development.

Background 

To support Mayor, Council, and Economic Development staff on the 2023 Agri-Food 
Mission, an additional City staff delegation member will be added to the mission. This 
delegate’s primary responsibilities include delivering timely and ongoing strategic 
communications, social media, and earned-media support, in addition to stakeholder 
relations support for all delegate members. The addition of communications staff support 
from the administration is consistent with other international missions, including the 2019 
Israel business mission and the May 2023 Philippines mission. 

The additional delegate will require an additional budget of approximately $12,000 to 
cover transportation, accommodation, and per diems. Additional budget will be drawn 
from Economic Development’s International Economic Relations budget or other City-
wide budget as required. 

C14
COMMUNICATION

COUNCIL - May 16, 2023
CW (2) - Report No. 23, Item 23



 
For more information, contact Raphael Costa, Director, Economic Development, ext. 
8891. 
 
Respectfully submitted by 

 
Zoran Postic 
on behalf of Nick Spensieri,  
City Manager 
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