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COMMUNICATION
CW- June 4 !zo\\ .

ITEM # - Presentations & Deputations:_s §>
Subject: FW: Request for Deputation at Commitiee of the Whole Meeting

From: Andrew Ussher [mailto:andrewussher@rogers.comi

Sent: Wednesday, May 25, 2011 10:54 AM

To: Abrams, Jeffrey

Cc: Iafrate, Marilyn; Bellisario, Adelina; mike@blackthorn.ca
Subject: Request for Deputation at Committee of the Whole Meeting

| am writing on behalf of Langstaff Gospel Hali, which is a church located at 1350 Langstaff Road (near Dufferin & Langstaff) in the
City of Vaughan.

We are planning two weeks of community outreach activities at 11290 Keele Street from June 26 to July 8, 2011. The planned
activities will consist of:

The planned activities will consist of:

1. A "Kids Club” program that will run from 10 AM — 12 noon Monday July 4th through to Friday July 8t These sessions will

include:
a. Singing
b. Interactive sessions for kids, teaching life lessons based on Biblical principles
c. Crafts
d. Sports Activities
e. Information on our ongoing year-round outreach activities, including Tuesday night Kids Club sessions held at the

Herb Carnegie Public School, Easter Programs, Christmas Programs, etc.

2. Anadult outreach program that will run from 7 PM ~ 9 PM each evening, Sunday June 26 through to Friday July 8t These

sessions will include:
a. Singing
b. Bible-based life lessons
c. Information on our ongoing year-round community outreach activities.

The sessions are to be held in a 30°x60’ tent installed on the property.

We contacted the City several months ago regarding these plans, and were told that we needed a Special Event Permit. We then
worked with the Clerk’s Office to obtain this permit — which we received on April 28, 2011 in a letter from Angela Di Martino.

One of the conditions of the Special Event Permit was to contact the Building Department for a tent permit. When we contacted
the Building Department, we encountered a difficulty regarding the zoning of the property not permitting a tent installation
without going through Committee of Adjustments, etc. — a process for which we do not have sufficient time to allow the planned
activities to take place this summer.

We have spoken with Councillor Marilyn lafrate, and she has suggested that we get a Deputation at the Committee of the Whole to
explain our request, outline the efforts we have made to date to comply with all requirements of the City of Vaughan's permitting

process, and request Council’s consideration of our request for permission to install the tent.

{ understand from your staff that the deadline to add an agenda item for the May 31 meeting of the Committee of the Whole

5/26/2011
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passed on May 17", I have also been informed that the next scheduled meeting is on June 14“‘, with the deadline for applications
to be on the agenda coming on May 31 at noon.

I am asking your kind consideration of our request — if it is at all possible to be added to the meeting this coming Tuesday May 31,

we would genuinely appreciate the consideration, as time is becoming very tight for our pre-planning for the community outreach
events scheduled to start on June 26. If we cannot get on the May 31 meeting agenda, then we would respectfully request that we

be allowed to come to the June 141" meeting,

You can contact me at any time regarding the above matter by reply e-mail or by calling my mobile phone at 647-448-3164.
We really appreciate your help.

Sincerely,

Andrew Ussher

189 Oxford Sfreet
Richmond Hili, ON L4C 4L86
Canada

H: 905-737-8627
M: 647-448-3164

This e-mail, including any attachmeni(s), may be confidential and is intended solely for the atienticn and informaticn of the named addressee(s). if you are not the intended
recipient or have received this message In error, please nofify me immediately by return e-mail and permanently delete the original transmission from your computer, including
any attachment(s). Any unautharized distribution, disclosure or copying of this message and attachment{s) by anyone other than the recipient is strictly prohibited.

5/26/2011
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COMMUNICATION
cw - Juae, 19 Lol

ITEM # - Presentations & Deputations 9 b)

May 31, 2011

City of Vaughan
Clerks Department
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive

Vaughan, Ontario
L6eA 1T1

1, Giovanni Alimena, of 97 Camomile Crescent, Woodbridge,

Ontario am requesting the opportunity to make a deputation at the
Committee of the Whole Meeting of the City of Vaughan on June 14,
2011 with respect to a shed matter.

Yo :

Giovanni Alimena
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COMMUNICATION
cw- Swae M |20

Co ITEM # - Presentations & Deputations 3 Q '
L4

From: vaughan social action council [socialactioncouncilvaughan@gmail.com]}
Sent: Wednesday, June 01, 2011 8:39 AM

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca

Cc: mayor@vaughan.ca; DeBuono, Michelle

Subject: Deputation to Committee of the Whole June 12, 2011

Dear Mr. Abrams,

The Vaughan Social Action Council (VSAC) wishes to give a deputation to Committee of the Whole on June 12th
regarding the City's previously approved task force(early 2010) for second suites.

The Ontario Government has recently passed legislation(see excerpt below) to require municipalities to establish policies
that would allow second units. We believe that the City should act swiftly to convene their task force to formulate
Vaughan's response to cxpanded affordable housing in Vaughan. We will submit our oral presentation in advance in
writing before the Committee date.

With thanks,

Anna DeBartolo and Rev. Jim Keenan
Co-Chairs, VSAC

McGuinty Government Changing Housing System To Put People First
Families in need of affordable housing will get access to better and more flexible housing support.
The Strong Communities through Affordable Housing Act, 2011, was passed by the legislature today with the support of

all parties. When the legislation comes into effect, it will reduce barriers to affordable housing, eliminate complicated
rules and provide more opportunities for Ontarians to build a better future.

The legislation, a key part of Ontario's Long-Term Affordable Housing Strategy, will help fix the hoﬁsing system by:

« Clarifying the roles and responsibilities of municipalities and the province to create stronger partnerships and
greater accountability

s Expanding affordable housing options by requiring municipalities to establish policies that would allow second
units

s Requiring the province and municipalities to measurc and report on the progress being made, to ensure the new
strategy is helping those with housing needs.

The strategy will also consolidate Ontario's housing and homelessness programs to give municipalities the flexibility to
use funding to better address local needs.

The majority of the legislation will take effect on proclamation.

6/1/2011
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COMMUNICATION

VSAC Deputation on Secondary Suites Task Force
Vaughan City Council Committee of the Whole Cw -jun \Ll | 201

J 14. 2 .
une 14, 2011 ITEM - Degudation ?c.)

The Ontario Strong Communities through Affordable Housing Act, 2011, received Royal
Assent May 4, 2011 after passing Third Reading with the support of all parties.

A key component of this legislation is that it requires municipalities to establish policies
that would allow second units (secondary suites, basement apartments, etc). It leaves the
actual zoning for secondary units to be established by the municipality.

On February 16, 2010 Vaughan City Council passed a bylaw to establish and fund a task
force on the issue of secondary suites in the City of Vaughan (See enclosed extract).

This bylaw grew out of a process begun with a deputation I had previously made in the
fall of 2009 with written support by many including Anna Debortolo, now Co-Chair with
myself of the Vaughan Social Action Council (VSAC), Anna Bortolus, Secretary of
VSAC, and Debbie Schulte, now Regional Councillor Debbie Schulte,

At the time the supporters of this deputation emphasized the need to act quickly on this
issue due to the fact of the hundreds of suites already existing in Vaughan, without being
regulated by fire or building departments, as well as to include this type of affordable
housing in aiding the intensification process in the City.

Over a year has passed since this bylaw was passed. The safety and intensification issues
have not gone away and now there is the provincial imperative to provide for secondary
units in Vaughan. Action on establishing a task force in this regard needs to be taken, in
our opinion very quickly. Such a process is already budgeted for, as well as terms of
reference have already been established. We believe the process to begin this work
should begin in no later than a month or two at most.

The necessity for public engagement in this process is paramount. The issue of secondary
suites is of the variety of what some community development theorists and practitioners
term as a ‘wicked’ rather than a ‘tame’ issue/problem. A tame problem is one where all
the parties involved can agree what the problem is ahead of the analysis and which does
not change during the analysis. In contrast, a wicked problem is ill-defined. Nobody
agrees about what exactly the problem is. This occurs when an issue is characterized by
matters of interdependency, complexity, uncertainty, and controversy. The secondary
suites issue is clearly of this variety.

By providing for the work of the task force the City will provide the means to move
toward convergence of understanding of the issues involved among the many
stakeholders. While there will be disagreements on what should be done, the task force
process should facilitate a community learning process whereby there is an elevated
understanding of what the actual issue(s) is so that the subsequent Council decisions in
this regard will be the best planning decision possible, rather than just a compromise




brokered for competing interest groups. Secondly, while not agree upon by all, the
actions of Council will be accepted by most.

We also see that it is critical if such learning and subsequent reception of the decisions of
Council regarding secondary suites is to take place, that the task force be structured as
was originally stated (see extract of Council Minutes dated February 16, 2010) whereby:

1. The Secondary Suites Task Force will review the Study, hold public meetings,

gather information and provide recommendations to Council.

2. The Task Force should work with the Consultant and a resource group of City
staff from the following departments: Policy and Development Planning, the
Building Standards Department, By-law Enforcement Department and Fire and
Rescue Services. These representatives will be available to the Task Force to
educate, clarify and aid the Task Force in their deliberations.

In other words, the task force would report their findings directly to council.

One caveat is that with respect to key stakeholders, representatives from the development
community, as well as the retail and service industries should also be included.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Jim Keenan and Anna Debortolo

Co-Chairs, Vaughan Social Action Council
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FILE #15.112
WARDS 1TO 5
1}

The Task Force

ITEM - 2 SECONDARY SUITES (Extract from Council Minutes February 16,

MOVED by Councillor Meffe

seconded by Councillor Yeung Racco

THAT Item 2, Committee of the Whole {(Working Session) Report No. 4 be

adopted and amended, as follows:

By approving the following:

That the Terms of Reference be approved, subject to Section “5.6 Community

Consultation Program” for the Vaughan Secondary Suites Study reading as

follows:

Composition: In order to ensure that the composition of the Secondary Suite
Task Force is reflective of the communities of the City of
Vaughan and includes qualified experts alike, the Task Force
should comprise members of the public, and appropriate local
experts in the field of housing and social services.

Role: The role of the Secondary Suites Task Force is to provide Council with
recommendations based on their experience and knowledge of
the subject and in response fo the information that comes
forward as a result of the study work.

Structure: The Secondary Suites Task Force will review the Study, hold public
meetings, gather information and provide recommendations to
Council.

The Task Force structure should be as follows:

should consist of citizens, ratepayer group representatives and housing and

social services agency representatives who have indicated an interest in the subject of secondary

suites. These people will be identified at the beginning of the study at an introductory meeting. A
proposed Task Force members list will subsequently be created and subject to the approval of
Council. These citizens must have a stated commitment to following through on the majority of
meetings and the study process until the final report is brought to Council;

2)

The Task Force should work with the Consultant and a resource group of City staff from the
following departments: Policy and Development Planning, the Building Standards Department,
By-law Enforcement Department and Fire and Rescue Services. These representatives will be
available to the Task Force to educate, clarify and aid the Task Force in their deliberations;

3)
The Task Force shall consist of not more than 20 members, quorum on any voting matter shall
comprise 2/3rds of the membership;

4)
That the chair (or co-chairs) of the Panel will be appointed by the Task Force;

5)
A senior staff member shall act as liaise between the Task Force and Council/City staff over the
term of the study; and

6)

In the event of a vacancy due to resignation {or major impediment to attendance) of any member
of the Task Force, a comparable

COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES ~ FEBRUARY 16, 2010 53



reptacement will be nominated and approved by the chair/co-chairs of the Task Force, subject to
the approval by Council; and

By receiving the memorandum from the Commissioner of Planning, dated
February 12, 2010.
CARRIED
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From: Abrams, Jeffrey

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2011 11:54 AM
To: Bellisario, Adelina

Subject: Fw; re VSAC Secondary Suite Deputation

Attachments: VSAC Deputation on Secondary Suites Task Force[1].doc; secondary suites[1].doc

From: Jim Keenan [mailto:revkeenan@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 08, 2011 11:15 AM

Ta: Abrams, Jeffrey

Cc: Anna Bortolus <bortolus@sympatico.ca>; DeBartolo, Anna <anna.debartolo@yrdsb.edu.on.ca>
Subject: re VSAC Secondary Suite Deputation

Dear Mr. Abrams,

Attached is the VSAC Deputation on the issue of Secondary Suites which will also be presented orally at the Committee
of the Whole meeting on June 14th, 2011. Also attached is an extract from the Vaughan City Council minutes of their
February 16, 2010 meeting.

Thank you for your work

Regards,

Jim

Rev. Jim Keenan
905-751-5335

revkeenan(@gmail.com

6/8/2011



!l%VAUGHAN NI

MEMBER'S RESOLUTION cw - June 14 h |

Date: .

Title:

WHEREAS, the Province of Ontario has required municipalities in the Greater Golden Horseshoe
including York Region to plan for growth in accordance with the Provincial Growth Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Province has identified the GTA West Corridor in the Growth Plan as part of the
required infrastructure to support growth, and

WHEREAS, the Ontario Ministry of Transportation is undertaking the multi-staged GTA West
Corridor Environmental Assessment study, and

WHEREAS, MTO has released a draft Transportation Development Strategy Report for public
comment as part of Stage 1 of the GTA West Corridor Environmental Assessment study, and

WHEREAS, Council supports the expeditious completion of the GTA West Corridor
Environmental Assessment study, and

WHEREAS, the proposed GTA West Corridor through the City of Vaughan will bisect the
Greenbelt and the Natural Heritage System in Vaughan, encompassing the Purpleville Creek
headwaters (endangered red side dace habitat)/East Humber River environmentally significant
area (ESA #127)/Humber River/Cold Creek environmental policy areas; and

WHEREAS, the GTA West Corridor Environmental Assessment study recognizes that the natural
features of this area are important and must be protected, and

WHEREAS, the Greenbelt Plan policy 4.2.1.2(d) stipulates that “"New or expanding infrastructure
shall avoid key natural heritage features or key hydrologic features unless need has been
demonstrated and it has been established that there is no reasonable alternative”, and

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Council request MTO to confirm in Stage 2 of the
GTA West Corridor Environmental Assessment study that the proposed GTA West Corridor
through the City of Vaughan has less socio/environmental negative impacts than an alternative
corridor that crosses the Oak Ridges Moraine.

Respectfully submitted,

Regional Councillor Deb Schulte
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DATE: June 10, 2011 C
COMMUNICATION
cw.gune Y !2-0!\

TC: Mayor and Members of Council

FROM: Janice Atwood-Petkovski

RE: Fill By-law ITEM - 5 3

Authority to regulate fill requires permit process and enforcement

Municipalities have the authority under s. 142 of the Municipal Act to prohibit and regulate the placement
of fill and grade alterations (placing of fill, removal of topsail, etc).

Enactment ofa fill by-law necessitates the implementation of a fill permit application process. An
application for a fili permit, along grading or site alteration plans, are submitted to Engineering and Works
staff for comment and approval. Proposed grading and site alteration plans must be considered with
reference to the approved grade established by the plan of subdivision and site plan. A Letter of Credit
or other security is typically required prior to issuance of the permit, to ensure compliance with
the proposed grading plan.

Vaughan's history of regulating fill

Prior to 1996, Vaughan did not have a fill control by-law in place. The matter was reviewed extensively,
to assess the cost implications related to:

= staffing to review and evaluate applications and issue permits
» staffing and training for inspectors required to respond to complaints

The Fill By-law enacted in 1996 exempted:

grading in conjunction with approved subdivision, rezoning or site plan approval,

grading in accordance with an approved building permit;

minor grading alterations incidental to Agricultural practices; and

soil placed for purposes of landscaping, flower beds or vegetable gardens, so long as
elevations within 60 cm. of property lines and drainage swales were not changed.

Vaughan's experience with complaints regarding residential fill

Despite the exemption for landscaping, flower beds and gardens, by 2004 the City was experiencing
a significant volume of residential complaints relating to disputes between neighbouring hecmeowners
about unauthorized fill. The Commissioner of Legal & Administrative Services reported that some 1,000
complaints were being received annually. These resulted in a need for staff to inspect, enforce and
prosecute for violations. As well, because property owners can pursue a civil remedy for nuisance
caused by water running from one property to ancther, the City was being named as a Defendant in civil
proceedings commenced by neighbeurs claiming damages as a result of improper fill placement or grade
alterations. The City was obligated to defend such actions, and the City was exposed fo potential liability.
Since 2004 the City has grown considerably.
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In 2004, the City amended the Fill By-law to exempt occupied residential properties. Residential property
owners can still pursue their civil remedy, however, the City no longer becomes involved in complaints
about the placement of fill or other grade alterations on established residential properties.

An amendment to the Fill By-law, to apply to residential properties, will necessarily involve staff resources
in:

the review of applications and grading plans and issuance of permits;

inspection and enforcement, in response fo complaints;

processing of charges for contraventions. and

defense on civil actions by neighbouring property owners where the City is a named party.

In contemplating whether to re-introduce residential fill regulation, the up-coming pregram review may
provide an opportunity to assess the services the City wishes to provide.

Janice Atwcod-Petkovski
Commissioner of Legal & Administrative Services
& City Solicitor

c Clayton D. Harris
City Manager

Jeffrey A. Abrams
City Clerk









6. The intended use of this affidavit is to file an objection with the OMB and
therefore has been formally submitted as a written deputation to Vaughan

Council with regards to the June 14 Committee of the Whole meeting .

7. On or around June 2009 City of Vaughan council passed a resolution to
purchase a parcel of land to build a hospital. The details of the land purchase
were purposefully not disclosed at the May 21 2009 public meeting and
eventually passed in a closed session of council under the auspices of an

allowable closed meeting exemption of “purchase of land”.

8. During the public meeting the city officials and other officials representing
a previously sanctioned (under other names) City based “trust fund administrator”
and now one of a series of private corporations, charitable foundation, not for
profit, etc. known as the Vaughan Health Campus of Care stated the details

would be released upon successful purchase of the land.

9. To date, the details have not been released. The public has no way of
knowing the criteria of the alternative parcels under investigation, and no way of
knowing if value for money was received. What is now at issue is the June 14
2011 resolution of council , approximately two years after the surtax charge was
applied for the purchase of the hospital lands, effectively parcels more than half

of the hospital land for something else.

10.  During the meeting a hospital surtax of $80 million was passed specifically

to be used as a local contribution to the hospital, in advance of the budget, or









19. To date the province has designated York Central Hospital to build the
hospital in Vaughan. The provincial planning process has not yet confirmed the
size of the land required, nor has YCH received final approval to build a hospital

nor received the funds to build a hospital .

20. My objective is to raise these and other objections with the OMB and all
other jurisdictions of authority should Council approve this resolution and under
the several statutes that protect taxpayer money and provide for the funding of a
hospital properly by the province. This affidavit is the formal notification to

Council of my intent.

21.  Specifically, and included in my objections is my belief that the city has no
authority to first pass a resolution approving a hospital surtax for the purchase of
a parcel of land to build a hospital and second then change the use of the land
for “something else” that has been ill-defined as “hospital related uses”. Of note,
is the lack of authority of both the municipal and federal levels of governments to
build hospitals and all health care related matters come clearly under the

province, as outlined in the Canadian Constitution .

22.  The tape of the public meeting of May 21, 2009 provided to me by the City
of Vaughan when the tax surcharge was passed, failed to mention any other
uses of the money. | have other tapes and documents that confirm this and other
issues | will be objecting to. The resolution of council does not mention any other
uses of the $80 million surtax other than to build a hospital. | encourage Council

to listen to the tape before entering into a costly battle using taxpayer money for

































APPENDIX A - SAMPLE REPORTS
Examples of Toronto Auditor General Reports:

+  Toronto Fire Services — Operational Review
+  Toronto Public Library — Fines and Income Review
+  Management of Construction Contracts
Fleet Operations Review
+  Corporate Finance Division Review
«  Payroll Processing Review
- Corporate Absenteeism/Attendance Follow-up review
«  Review of Parks and Recreation Revenue and Cash Control
»  Review of Sole Source Contracts
*  Review of City Employee Internet Access

Examples of Ottawa Auditor General Reports:

+  Drinking water
+  Compliance — Rural & Urban System
«  Distribution and Billing
«  Selected Capital Projects — Compliance, Project and Financial Management
+  Financial Internal control environment
+  Purpose, Commitment, Capability, Monitoring & Learning
»  Public Health
«  Mandatory vs. Discretionary Programs
*  Procurement
+  Compliance with By-law
«  Professional Services & Consulting Expenses
»  Real Property Management
+ Real Estate Portfolio Management
Business Resumption Planning
= ITS Disaster Recovery, Public Works/Utilities Recovery, Public Safety
«  By-law Services
»  Compliance, Efficiency, Effectiveness
«  Overtime
» Usage and Management Control
= Internet Usage Controls
«  Adequacy, Reliability, Compliance
«  Ottawa Police Service
- Governance
«  Budget Development Process
«  Contingency
= To absorb unexpected costs and respond to Council Requests
Appendix B

RECOMMENDED TERMS OF REFERENCE.
¢« Markham’s Auditor General report to the Audit Committee
+  The Auditor General position be filled initially with a two year full-time contract
« Responsible for carrying out financial, compliance, and performance audits

+  The Auditor General shall semi-annually submit a six month audit plan to the Audit Committee

* No deletions or amendments to the six month audit plan shall be made except by the Auditor
General, other than Council may add to the audit plan by a two-thirds majority vote































































































































































































