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Council Agenda -2- May 8, 2013 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. DISCLOSURES OF DIRECT OR INDIRECT PECUNIARY INTEREST 

3. MINUTES OF PREVIOUS COUNCIL MEETINGS 

(a) April 24, 2013 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

5. PRESENTATIONS - Nil 

6. DEPUTATIONS 

(a) Walk to Fight Arthritis 

Jason Reid, Co-Chair of the Walk to Fight Arthritis will be presenting information 
on the upcoming event for the Walk to Fight Arthritis as well as speaking to the 
Arthritis Society's community programs and services. 

(b) Carassauga 

Heather Grand, Past Chair of Car ass aug a will present to Council this year's event 
prograrmning. 

(c) Streetscape Mississauga 

Maureen Ricker, Chair of Streetscape Mississauga will speak to last year's 
winning gardens and introduce two new categories. 

(d) Mississauga Surmnit 

Brian Crombie and Shelley White, Co-chairs of the Mississauga Surmnit will 
speak to the upcoming Mississauga Surmnit event. 

(e) WildAid Canada 

Mark Maloney, Consultant from WildAid Canada will speak to the Shark Fin By­
law 0268-2011. 

GC-0301-2013/May 1, 2013 
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(f) EPI Pens 

John McDougall, Fire Chief and Debbie Bruce from Mississauga Anaphylaxis 
Group will speak to the launch of the EPI Pens on all Mississauga Fire 
Emergency Service Trucks. 

(g) Hurontario-Main LRT Project Update 

Matthew Williams, LRT Project Manager will provide an update on the 
Hurontario-Main LRT Project. 

Corporate Report R -I 

7. PUBLIC QUESTION PERIOD -15 Minute Limit 
(In accordance with Section 36 of the City of Mississauga Procedure By-law 0412-2003, as amended, 
Couucil may grant permission to a person who is present at Council and wishes to address Couucil on a 
matter on the Agenda. Persons addressing Couucil with a question should limit preamble to a maximum of 
two statements sufficient to establish the context for the question. Leave must be granted by Couucil to 
deal with any matter not on the Agenda.) 

8. CORPORATE REPORTS 

R-I Report dated April 22, 2013, from Commissioner of Transportation and Works re: 
Hurontario-Main LRT Project Update. 

Recommendation 

That the report to Council entitled, "Hurontario-Main LRT Project Update" from 

the Commissioner of Transportation and Works dated April 22, 2013, be received 

and forwarded to the City of Brampton and Metrolinx for information. 

Motion 

R-2 Report dated April2S, 2013, from Commissioner of Planning and Building re: 

Official Plan Amendment and Rezoning Applications - To permit the 
development of six single storey free-standing restaurant buildings in 
conjunction with already permitted offices 5100 Satellite Drive North of 
Eglinton Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive Owner: 
Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.) Applicant: Planning 
Solutions Inc. Bill 51 Addendum Supplementary Report Ward 5. 
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Reconnnendation 

That the Report dated April 25, 2013, from the Commissioner of Planning and 

Building reconnnending approval of the applications under File OZ 12/005 W5, 

Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, north of 

Eglinton Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive, originally 

endorsed by Council on November 28,2012, be adopted in accordance with the 

following: 
I. That notwithstanding that subsequent to the public meeting, changes to the 

applications have been proposed, Council considers that the changes do not 

require further notice and, therefore, pursuant to the provisions of subsection 

34(17) of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.P.B, as amended, any further 

notice regarding the proposed amendment is hereby waived. 

2. That Reconnnendations 1 to 3 and 5 contained within the report dated 

November 5, 2012 from the Connnissioner of Planning and Building, and 

approved by Council on November 28, 2012 by Resolution 0266-2012, 

continue to apply (See Appendix AS-I). 
3. That the application to change the Zoning from "EI-19" (Employment in 

Nodes)to "EI-Exception" (Employment in Nodes) to permit the 

development of six (6) single storey free-standing restaurant buildings in 

conjunction with already permitted offices, be approved subject to the 

following conditions: 
(a) That the permitted uses and development standards shall conform to 

the "EI-Exception" (Employment in Nodes) zone provisions described 

in this report and outlined in Appendix AS-3; 

(b) That the applicant agree to satisfY all the requirements of the City and 

any other official agency concerned with the development, including a 

requirement that the Development Agreement include appropriate 

provision( s) to ensure that the Developer will enter into a separate 

Municipal Works Only Agreement, at a later date for that portion of 

Skymark Avenue that abuts the subject lands on terms and conditions 

acceptable to the City of Mississauga. 

Motion 
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9. COMMITTEE REPORTS 

(a) Planning and Development Committee Report 7-2013 dated April 29, 2013. 

Motion 

(b) General Committee Report 9-2013 dated May 1,2013. 

Motion 

10. UNFINISHED BUSINESS - Nil 

11. PETITIONS - Nil 

12. CORRESPONDENCE 

(a) Information Items: 1-1- 1-5 

(b) Direction Item: D-l- D2 

D-l A letter from the Great Lakes and S1. Lawrence Cities Initiatives 
requesting Council to support the new category of eligible projects for 
federal infrastructure funding for measures related to restoration, 
protection and enhancement of the shoreline and nearshore areas. 

Direction Reqnired 

D-2 A letter from the Great Lakes and S1. Lawrence Cities Initiatives 
requesting Council to support that the federal government increase its 
support to shoreline municipalities for all measures related to restoration, 
protection and enhancement of the shoreline and nearshore areas and that 
a share of the $14 billion over 10 years be devoted to the renewed 
infrastructure for cities be allocated for this purpose. 

Direction Required 
13. MOTIONS 

(a) To approve recommendations from the following Committee Reports: 

(i) Recommendations PDC-0030-2013 to PDC-0032-2013 inclusive 
contained in the Planning and Development Committee Report 7-2013 
dated April 29, 2013. 

(ii) Recommendations GC-0257-2013 to GC-0301-2013 inclusive contained in 
the General Committee Report 9-2013 dated May 1,2013. 
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(b) To close to the public a portion of the Conncil meeting to be held on May 8, 2013, 
to deal with various matters. (See Item 18 Closed Session). 

(c) To receive and forward the report entitled, "Hurontario-Main LRT Project 

Update" to the City of Brampton and Metrolinx for information. 

Comorate Report R-I 

(d) To adopt the report dated April 25, 2013, from the Commissioner of Planning and 

Building recommending approval of the applications under File OZ 12/005 W5, 

Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, north of 

Eglinton A venue East, between Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive. 

Comorate Report R-2 

14. BY-LAWS 

B-1 A by-law to temporarily close a public highway a portion of Princess Royal Drive 
from Living Arts Drive to Duke of York Boulevard (Ward 4). 

GC-0258-2013/May 1, 2013 

B-2 A by-law to amend By-law No. 555-2000, as amended, being the Traffic By-law 
adding Schedule 18 maximum rate of speed on Glenwood Drive and adding 
Schedule 31 driveway boulevard parking-curb to sidewalk Karen Park Crescent 
(Wards I and 4). 

GC-0259-2013, GC-0260-2013/May 1, 2013 

B-3 A by-law to amend the Purchasing By-law 374-06, as amended to include certain 
housekeeping changes relating to various subsections. 

GC-0262-2013lMay 1, 2013 

B-4 A by-law to amend By-law 591-88 being a By-law to exempt certain lands from 
Part-Lot Control 7605 Danbro Crescent Registered Plan 43M-852 Owner: Grace 
and Truth Message Tabernacle Inc. Applicant: Denise Odetoyinbo, Odetoyinbo 
Law Office Barristers & Solicitors (Ward 9). 

PLC 591-88/September 12, 1988 
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B-5 A by-law to amend By-law 0174-2010 being By-law to exempt certain lands from 
Part-Lot Control Forest Hill Homes (Derry) Inc. Registered Plan 43M 1788. 
Owner and Applicant: Hamish Wei, Forest Hill Homes (Derry) Inc. (Ward II). 

PLC-0174-201O/June 9. 2010 

B-6 A by-law to amend By-law 0187-2009 being By-law to exempt certain lands from 
Part-Lot Control Forest Hill Homes (Derry) Inc. Registered Plan 43M 1788 
Owner and Applicant: Hamish Wei, Forest Hill Homes (Derry) Inc. (Ward II). 

PLC 0128-2012/June 20, 2012 

B-7 A by-law to remove lands located on the east side of Creditview Road, south of 
Britannia Road West from part-lot control National Homes (Creditview) Inc. 
Registered Plan 43M 1919 Owner: National Homes (Creditview) Inc. Applicant: 
Mark Povkovic (Ward 6). 

B-8 A by-law to authorize the execution of a Development Agreement and other 
related documents between Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. and The 
Corporation of the City of Mississauga north east comer of North Service road 
and Cliff Road Owner: Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. Applicant: Westin 
Consulting (Ward 7). 

PDC-0031-2013/ApriI29,2013 

B-9 A by-law to authorize the execution of a Serving Agreement for Municipal Works 
Only and other related documents between Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. 
The Corporation ofthe City of Mississauga and The Regional Municipality of 
Peel north east comer of North Service Road and Cliff Road (H OZ 12/002 W7) 
Owner: Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. Applicant: Westin Consulting (Ward 
7). 

PDC-0031-2013/ApriI29,2013 

B-10 A by-law to amend By-law 0225-2007, as amended by changing thereon from "H­
C2-21" to "C2-21" and "H-Cl-24" to "Cl-24" Registered Plan 43R-35145 
Owner: Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. Applicant: Westin Consulting (Ward 
7). 

PDC-0031-2013/ApriI29,2013 
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B-ll A by-law to remove lands located Nortb east comer ofNortb Service Road and 
Cliff Road from part-lot control Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. Owner: 
Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp. Applicant: Westin Consulting (Ward 7). 

PDC-0031-2013/ApriI29,2013 

15. OTHER BUSINESS 

16. INQUIRIES 

17. NOTICE OF MOTION - Nil 

18. CLOSED SESSION 

(a) Pursuant to the Municipal Act, Section 239 (2) 

(i) Advice that IS subject to solicitor-client privilege including 
communications necessary for that purpose re: Legal Advice regarding 

1969 and 1971 Lakeshore Road West OMB Decision and the Section 
37 Agreement Settlement Officer (Ward 2). 

(ii) Personal matters about an identifiable individual, including municipal or 
local board employees re: Verbal Update from the City Manager and 

CAO. 

19. CONFIRMATORY BY-LAW 

A by-law to confirm the proceedings of the Council of The Corporation of the City of 
Mississauga at its meeting held on May 8, 2013. 

20. ADJOURNMENT 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

April 22, 2013 

Mayor and Members of Council 

Meeting Date: May 8, 2013 

Martin Powell, P. Eng. 

Commissioner of Transportation and Works 

Hurontario-Main LRT Project Update 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

tv! G", g, 20)3 

RECOMMENDATION: That the report to Council entitled, "Hurontario-Main LRT Project 
Update" from the Commissioner of Transportation and Works dated 

April 22, 2013, be received and forwarded to the City of Brampton 

and Metrolinx for information. 

REPORT 
HIGHLIGHTS: 

• The Hurontario-Main LRT Project will be hosting the second of 
three plauned Public Information Centres (PIC#2) on May 14, 2013 

in the Great Hall of the Mississauga Civic Centre between 3:00 pm 

and 8:00pm. 

• The public meeting is part of a broader engagement plan focussed 
on encouraging active participation with a range of potentially 

interested stakeholders prior to developing the Environmental 

Project Report that will form the basis of the Transit Project 

Assessment Process (TP AP) submission. 

• Community engagement will continue after PIC #2 with more 

focused discussions and stakeholder events as required to address 

localized issues as the Environmental Project Report is developed. 
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BACKGROUND: 

COMMENTS: 

• A subsequent report to Council is to be provided in September 

2013 with the full recommended project details and a request for 

authorization to commence the official TP AP process. 

The Hurontario-Main Light Rail Transit (LRT) Project has been 

identified as a priority by the City of Mississauga and Metrolinx. 

The report provided to Council dated March 14, 2012 from the 

Commissioner of Transportation and Works entitled, "Hurontario­
Main LRT Project" authorized the commencement of the public 

engagement process for this project that included an official launch 

event in April 2012 and the first of three Public Information Centres 
(PIC#I) that was held in June 2012 (see attached Appendix 1: Project 

Schedule Summary). 

The Transportation and Works Department committed to report back 

on the progress of the Hurontario-Main LRT Project with updates at 

key project milestones. The next significant milestone will be PIC #2 

scheduled for May 14, 2013 from 3:00 to 8:00 pm hosted in the Great 
Hall of the Mississauga Civic Centre, and May 15,2013 in the Peel Art 

Gallery Museum and Archives in Brampton from 3 :00 to 8:00 pm. 

The Hurontario-Main Street LRT Project includes undertaking various 

pre-environmental assessment studies, completing the preliminary 

design and the Transit Project Assessment Process (TP AP). This work 

is scheduled for completion by early 2014 to position this project in a 

state of readiness for implementation. 

TP AP is a six month Environmental Assessment approval process 

designed to expedite the development of transit projects in Ontario (0. 

Reg. 231/08). The process is premised on the assumption that the 

proponent is prepared and has consulted with a broad range of 
potentially interested stakeholders in the pre-planning and decision­

making leading up to the selection of a transit project. The intent of 

PIC #2 is to provide an indication of the preferred project details and to 

gather stakeholder feedback that will be incorporated into an 

Environmental Project Report that will form the basis of the TPAP 
submission proposed for the Fall of2013. 
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PIC#I was attended by approximately 300 stakeholders in Mississauga 

with an additional 150 at the Brampton event. The display materials 

showed a corridor alignment primarily as developed in the previous 

Master Plan work but with a greater degree of design detail and 

maintaining as much segregation as possible. For the majority of the 

corridor as shown in Appendix 2, it is proposed that two existing travel 

lanes be reallocated for the segregated running ofthe LRT. A design 

change from the Master Plan included a widening south of the QEW to 

maintain two general purpose lanes in each direction in addition to the 

segregated LRT lanes to the Port Credit GO station. 

Comments received at the PIC#I were generally favourable with a 

desire for fast reliable transit j oumeys and good integration with other 

GO/local transit services. Concerns included project cost, funding, 

impacts during construction and general roadway congestion. Since 

PIC #1, additional comments have been received including some from 

Ward 1 residents questioning the need for the link south of the Port 

Credit GO Station to the Waterfront and for preserving the character of 

the Mineola area. Consultation has also been initiated with potentially 

impacted downtown Mississauga property owners and agency 

stakeholders. All comments captured will be included in the TP AP 

documentation. 

The analysis and level of design ofthe LRT infrastructure has 

advanced significantly for PIC #2. The engagement plan has been 

expanded to identify and notify stakeholders that would be impacted 

by the current design proposal either through land/easement 

requirements or due to access changes recommended to their 

property/business. However, the level of design is still considered 

preliruinary and will be subject to further refinement work to occur 

during a future implementation stage. Major design changes since PIC 

# I include recommendations for a new additional underpass structure 

at the QEW to improve transportation capacity through this 

interchange. Within downtown Mississauga, opportunities to use Duke 

of York Boulevard and Hurontario Street from Burnhamhorpe Road 

north over Highway 403 or linked into a separate new Highway 403 

overpass structure have been examined in siguificant detail. The PIC 

materials are also intended to expand on the LRT design details and 

provide information on supporting public realm elements such as the 
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incorporation of bicycle facilities where possible. Full details on the 

status of the LRT design information will be available at PIC #2. 

Community engagement will continue after PIC #2 with more focused 
discussions and stakeholder events as required to address localized 

issues as the Environmental Project Report (EPR) is developed. A 

subsequent report to Council is to be provided in September 2013 with 
the full recommended project details and a request for authorization to 

commence the official TP AP process. 

Development of rapid transit infrastructure is consistent with the 

following Strategic Pillars for change, goals and actions put forth in the 

City's Strategic Plan: 

MOVE: Developing a Transit Oriented City 

• Connect Our City 
o Action 5: Provide alternatives to the automobile along 

major corridors 

o Action 7: Create mobility hubs 

• Increase Transportation Capacity 
o Action 14: Implement transit priority measures 

• Direct Growth 
o Action 18: Require development standards for mixed-use 

development to support transit 

o Action 19: Accelerate the creation of a higher-order 

transit infrastructure. 

FINANCIAL IMPACT: There is no financial impact at this time. 

CONCLUSION: The analysis and level of design has now advanced significantly on the 
Hurontario-Main LRT Project to initiate the second scheduled Public 

Information Centre (PIC #2) on May 14, 2013. The engagement plan 

has been expanded to personally target stakeholders that would be 
impacted by the current design proposal either through land/easement 
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requirements or due to access changes recommended to their 

property/business. It is essential to encourage active participation with 
a broad range of potentially interested stakeholders in this stage prior 

to developing the Environmental Project Report (EPR) that will form 

the basis of the TPAP submission proposed for the Fall of2013. 

Community engagement will continue after PIC #2 with more focused 

discussions and stakeholder events as required to address localized 

issues and develop the Environmental Project Report (EPR). A 
subsequent report to Council is to be provided in September 2013 with 

the full recommended project details and a request for authorization to 

commence the official TP AP process. 

Appendix I: Project Schedule Sunnnary 

Appendix 2: Alignment Shown at PIC #1 

Commissioner of Transportation and Works 

Prepared By: Matthew Williams, LRT Project Manager 
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Files OZ 12/005 W5 

April 25, 2013 

Mayor and Members of Council 

Meeting Date: May 8, 2013 

Edward R. Sajecki 

Commissioner of Planning and Building 

Official Plan Amendment and Rezoning Applications 
To permit the development of six single storey free-standing 
restaurant bnildings in conjunction with already 
permitted offices 
5100 Satellite Drive 
North of Eglinton Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and 
Satellite Drive 
Owner: Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.) 
Applicant: Planning Solutions Inc. 
Bill 51 

Addendum Supplementary Report WardS 

RECOMMENDATION: That the Report dated April 25, 2013, from the Commissioner of 

Planning and Building recommending approval of the applications 

under File OZ 12/005 W5, Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP 

Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, north of Eglinton Avenue East, 

between Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive, originally endorsed by 

Council on November 28, 2012, be adopted in accordance with the 

following: 

1. That notwithstanding that subsequent to the public meeting, 

changes to the applications have been proposed, Council 

considers that the changes do not require further notice and, 

therefore, pursuant to the provisions of subsection 34(17) of 
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REPORT 

File: OZ 121005 W5 
April 25 , 2013 

the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.P.13, as amended, any 

further notice regarding the proposed amendment is hereby 

waived. 

2. That Recommendations I to 3 and 5 contained within the 
report dated November 5, 2012 from the Commissioner of 

Planning and Building, and approved by Council on 

November 28,2012 by Resolution 0266-2012, continue to 

apply (See Appendix AS-I). 

3. That the application to change the Zoning from "El-19" 

(Employment in Nodes) to "EI-Exception" (Employment in 

Nodes) to permit the development of six (6) single storey 

free-standing restaurant buildings in conjunction with already 

permitted offices, be approved subject to the following 

conditions: 

(a) That the permitted uses and development standards shall 

conform to the "EI-Exception" (Employment in Nodes) 
zone provisions described in this report and outlined in 

Appendix AS-3; 

(b) That the applicant agree to satisfy all the requirements of 
the City and any other official agency concerned with the 

development, including a requirement that the 

Development Agreement include appropriate 

provision( s) to ensure that the Developer will enter into a 

separate Municipal Works Only Agreement, at a later 

date for that portion of Skymark Avenue that abuts the 

subject lands on terms and conditions acceptable to the 

City of Mississauga. 

• On November 28, 2012, Council approved the Official Plan 
IDGHLIGHTS: Amendment and Rezoning applications. 

• Several changes to the implementing Zoning By-law are 
required to facilitate the proposed development concept. 

• The applicant has made satisfactory arrangements for the 

fulfillment of all requirements prior to the enactment of an 
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April 2S, 2013 

implementing zoning by-law amendment; and 

• The applications are acceptable from a planning standpoint and 

should be approved. 

On November 28,2012 City Council adopted Resolution 

0266-2012 which approved the proposed Official Plan Amendment 

and Rezoning applications under File OZ 12/00S WS. 

Following Council consideration of the Supplementary Report on 

November 28, 2012, staff continued to process these development 

applications in conjunction with the associated site plan 

applications under files SP 12/066 WS and SP121140 WS. 

Subsequently, it has been detennined that several changes to the 

implementing Zoning By-law are required to facilitate the 

proposed development concept. Revisions to the zone 

standards include: 

• That outdoor patios accessory to restaurants and take­

out restaurants should also be pennitted; 

• That the maximum gross floor area-restaurant pennitted 

on site shall be S 686 m2 (61,205.6 sq. ft.); 

• That the minimum required FSI (Floor Space Index) 

requirement shall only apply to the office component of 

the development; 

• That the maximum street setback of buildings abutting 

the Eglinton Avenue East BRT Corridor, Satellite 

Drive, Spectrum Way and future Skymark Avenue shall 

be 7.S m (24.6 ft.); 

• That the length of a streetwall setback and buildable 

areas of individual buildings shall be regulated tlnough 

the use of an exception schedule prepared in accordance 

with the Detailed Concept Plan; 

• Buildings within 10 m (32.8 ft.) ofa street shall be 

required to provide one (1) main front entrance facing 

the street; and 

• That the parking rate for restaurants and take-out 

restaurants shall be 7.9 spaces per 100 m2 of gross floor 

area-restaurant. 

~-2(b) 
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Outdoor patios accessory to restaurants and take-out restaurants 

were inadvertently omitted from the list of requested uses in the 
November 5, 2012 Corporate Report recommendations. The 

Planning and Building Department have no concerns with the 

additional permitted use. 

Zone provisions concerning the maximum amount of gross floor 
area (GFA) non-residential permitted for restaurants and take-out 

restaurants on site must be changed to GF A - restaurant to ensure 

consistency within By-law 0225-2007. Fewer deductions are 

permitted under the definition of GFA - restaurant, thereby 

resulting in a larger GF A figure. No increase in the actual size of 

the buildings is contemplated however, a change in the parking 

rate for restaurants and take-out restaurants results from the change 
in GF A figures and definitions utilized. 

Due to the size of the site and the curvature of adjacent streets, it 

was determined that typical methods of regulating the location and 

orientation of buildings to the streets and BRT Corridor would be 

ineffective. It was determined that the use of an exception zone 

schedule was the best means of ensuring that buildings meet the 

intent of Official Plan design policies. This exception schedule 
will also identify required main front entrance locations. 

Implementing minimum Floor Space Index requirements for the 

restaurant and take-out restaurant component ofthe development is 

not practical as the built form is not conducive to meeting the O.S 

FSI requirement. It should be noted that the overall site FSI will 

exceed 0.5 upon build-out. Appendix AS-3 outlines detailed zone 
regulations proposed. 

The Planning and Building Department has reviewed the detailed 

development concepts for the proposed office buildings, 

restaurants, take-out restaurants and outdoor patios and modified 

zone standards and find them to be acceptable from a planning 

perspective and recommend approval. 



Council 

CONCLUSION: 

ATTACHMENTS: 

File: OZ 12/005 W5 
- 5 - April 25, 2013 

Servicing Agreement for Municipal Works 

Transportation and Works Department connnents contained within 

the November 5, 2012, Corporate Report outlined the requirement 

to execute a Servicing Agreement for Municipal Works between 

the Developer, the City and the Region of Peel for the construction 

of proposed Skymark Avenue abutting the subject property to the 

north, prior to the enactment of an implementing Zoning By-law. 

In order to expedite the enactment of the implementing Zoning 
By-law, the Developer will be required to fulfill the conditions of 

the Servicing Agreement for Municipal Works as set out in 

additional provisions within the Development Agreement, prior to 

by-law enactment, on terms and conditions acceptable to the City 

of Mississauga. 

In accordance with subsection 34(17) of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 

1990, c.P. 13, as amended, Council is given authority to determine 

if further public notice is required. The revised zoning standards 

and the request to include a provision within the associated 

Development Agreement to require a Municipal Works Only 

Agreement are acceptable from a planning standpoint and should 

be approved. Since the revisions are relatively minor, it is 
reconnnended that no further public meeting need be held 

regarding the proposed changes. The implementing zoning by-law 

for the proposed development will incorporate the reconnnended 

changes. 

Appendix AS-I: 
Appendix AS-2: 

Appendix AS-3: 

Edward R. Sajecki 

Resolution 0266-2012 
Supplementary Report 

"E 1- Exception" Zone Provisions 

Connnissioner of Planning and Building 

Prepared By: John Hardcastle, Development Planner 

¥ K:\PLAN\DEVCONTL\GROUP\WPDAT A\COUNCIL\OZ 12005 Addendum Supplementary Report.er jh.so.docx 

Q--ZCd) 
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Resolution No. 0266-2012 

Recommendation 

Appendix AS-l 
File: OZ 12/005 W5 

That the Report dated November 5, 2012, from the Commissioner of Planning and Building 

recommending approval of the applications under Fi1eOZ 121005 W5, Skymark Square Lands 

Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, north of Eglinton Avenue East, between 
Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive, be adopted in accordance with the following: 

1. That notwithstanding that subsequent to the public meeting, changes to the application 

have been proposed, Council considers that the changes do not require further notice and, 

therefore, pursuant to the provisions of subsection 34(17) of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 

1990, c.P.13, as amended, any further notice regarding the proposed amendment is 

hereby waived. 

2. That the application to amend Mississauga Plan from "Business Employment - Special 

Site 1" to "Business Employment - Special Site" to permit the development of six (6) 

single storey free-standing restaurant buildings in conjunction with already permitted 
offices, be approved. 

3. In the event that Mississauga Official Plan comes into force and effect as it pertains to 
the subject lands, it is recommended that Mississauga Official Plan be amended from 

"Business Employment- Special Site I (Airport Corporate Centre)" to "Business 

Employment - Special Site (Airport Corporate Centre)" to permit the development of six 

(6) single storey free-standing restaurants with already permitted offices. 

4. That the application to change the Zoning from "El-19" to "EI-Exception" to permit the 
development of six (6) single storey free-standing restaurant buildings in conjunction 

with already permitted offices, be approved subject to the following conditions: 

( a) That the permitted uses and development standards shall conform to the 

"E I-Exception" zone provisions outlined in Appendix S-3; 

(b) That the applicant agree to satisfy all the requirements of the City and any 

other official agency concerned with the development. 

5. That the decision of Council for approval of the rezoning application be considered null 

and void, and a new development application be required unless a zoning by-law is 

passed within 18 months of the Council decision. 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

November 5, 2012 

Mayor and Members of Council 

Meeting Date: November 28, 2012 

Edward R. Sajecki _ 

Commissioner of Planning and Building 

Official Plan Amendment and Rezoning Applications 
To permit the development six single storey free-standing 
restaurant buildings in conjunction with already permitted 
offices 
5100 Satellite Drive 
North of Eglinton Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and 
Satellite Drive 
Owner: Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.) 
Applicant: John D. Rogers & Associates Inc. 
Bill 51 

Supplementary Report WardS 

RECOMMENDATION: That the Report dated November 5, 2012, from the Commissioner 

of Plaoning and Building reco=ending approval of the 

applications under File OZ 121005 W5, Skyfuark Square Lands 

Inc: (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5~00 Satellite Drive, north of Eglin ton 
Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and Satellite Drive, be 

adopted in accordance with the following: 

1. That notwithstanding that subsequent to the public meeting, 

changes to the application have been proposed, Council 

considers that the changes· do not require further notice and, 

therefore, pursuant to the provisions of subsection 34(17) of 

the Planning Act, R.S.O. 1990, c.P.13, as amended, any 



~"2i 5) . File: OZ 12/005 W5 
. ~C~0~un~c~i~1 __________ ~ ______________ ~-~2~-__________________ ~N~0~v~e~m~b~e~r~5~,2~O~I~2 

REPORT 
HIGHLIGHTS: 

- further notice regarding the proposed amendment is hereby 

waived. 

2. That the application to amend Mississauga Plan from 

"Business Employment - Special Site I" to "Business 

Employment ~ Special Site" to permit the development of six 

(6) single storey free-standing restaurant buildings in 

conjunction with already permitted offices, be approved. 

3. In the event that Mississauga Official Plan comes into force 

and effect as it pertains to the subject lands, it is 

recommended that Mississauga Official Plan be amended 

from "Business Employment - Special Site 1 (Airport 

Corporate Centre)" to "Business Employment - Special Site 

(Airport Corporate Centre)" to permit the development of six 

(6) single storey free-standing restaurants with already 

permitted offices. 

4. That the application to change the Zoning from "EI-19" to 

"El-Exception" to permit the development of six (6) single 

storey free-standing restaurant buildings in conjunction with 

already permitted offices, be approved subject to the 

following conditions: 

(a) That the permitted uses and development standards shall 

conform to the "El-Exception" zone provisions outlined 

in Appendix S-3; 

(b) That the applicant agree to satisfY all the requirements of 

the City and any other official agency concerned with the 

development. 

5. That the decision of Council for approval of the rezoning 

. application be considered null and void, and a new 

development application be required unless a zoning by-law is 

passed wi1;hin 18 months of the Council decision. 

• Applications for Official Plan Ainendment and Rezoning have 

been submitted to permit six, one storey restaurant buildings as 



Council 

BACKGROUND: 

- 3 -
File: OZ 121005 W5 

November 5,2012 

part of the proposed development; 

• A Public Meeting was held on June 25, 2012 and no co=ents 

were received from the co=unity; 

• The applicant has made satisfactory arrangements for the 

fulfilhnent of all requirements prior to the enactment of an 

. implementing zoning by-law amendment; and, 

• The applications are acceptable from a planning standpoint and 

should be approved. 

A public meeting was held by the Planning arid Development 

. Committee on June 25; 2012, at which time a Planning and 

Building Department Info=ation Report (Appendix S-l) was 

presented and received for info=ation. 

At the Public Meeting, the Planning and Development Committee 

passed Reco=endation PDC-0044-20l2 which was subsequently 

adopted by Council and is attached as Appendix S-2. 

Subsequent to the Public Meeting and in response to co=ents, 

the proposed zoning standards have been modified to include 

minimum parapet building height requirements for free standing· 

restaurants and take-out restaurants and to require main front 

building entrances to face abutting public roads and the Eglinton 

BRT Corridor. Reco=ended "El-Exception" zone provisions are 

outlined in Appendix S-3. 

In addition, gross floor area figures proposed for the site have been 

clarified and are as follows: 

Development Propos.a1 . 

Gross Floor Restaurant Buildings: 

Area: - Building 1 & 2: 926.2 m2 (9,970 sq. ft.) 

- Building 3 & 4: 926.5 m2 (9,973 sq. ft.) 

- Building 5A & 5B: 831.7 m2 (8,953 sq. ft.) 

- Building 6 & 7: 1348.8 m2 (14,519 sq. ft.) 

- Building 8A & 8B: 730.3 m2 (7,862 sq. ft.) 

- Building 9 & 10: 888.0 m2 (9,559 sq. ft.) 

Total: 5 651.5 m2 (60,835 sq. ft.) . 
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UPDATED AGENCY AND CITY DEPARTMENT 

COMMENTS 

Transportation and Works Department 

Co=enis updated October 2, 2012 state that the Transportation 

Elements Review (traffic impact) report satisfactorily demonstrates 

that the traffic operations attributed to the subject development can 

be acco=odated on the existing and planned road network. 

In the event this application is approved by Council, the applicant 

will be required to enter into Servicing and Development 

Agreements to the satisfaction the City and the Region of Peel for 

the gratuitous dedication, design and construction of the municipal 

roads and services, including any financial contributions, required 

in support of this development. Prior to the enactment of the 

By-Law a revised Functional Servicing Report, Turning Sight 

Distance Review, and site plan showing the existing and proposed 

bus stops will be required. A pavemerit'storm sewer evaluation 

report and utility plan/cross-section drawings for Skymark Avenue 

will also be required. 

It was also noted that grading and servicing adjacent to the BRT 

station will require coordination with the BRT office. Details will 
• c 

be finalized through the Servicing submission process. 

Region of Peel 

Co=ents dated October 26, 201:;! detailed Regional servicing 

facilities in the vicinity of the site, revision requirements to the 

Functional Servicing Report (FSR) necessary prior to Site Plan 

Approval in addition to advising that the Region has no objection 

to these applications proceeding, as outstanding technical 

requirements may be addressed through individual site plan 

applications required for these lands. 
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The proposal requires an amendment to the Mississauga Plan 

Policies for the Airport Corporate District. As outlined in the 

Info=ationReport (Appendix S-I), Section 5.3.2.1 of Miss iss aug a 

Plan provides criteria for evaluating site specific Official Plan 

Amendments. Each criterion is summarized below along with a 

discussion of how the proposed applications address the intent of 

the criteria. 

Will the proposal adversely impact or destabilize the overall 
intent, goals and objectives of the OffICial Plan; and the 

development or functioning of the remaining lands which have 

the same designation, or neighbouring lands? 

The proposal is consistent with the overall intent, goals and 

objectives of Mississauga Plan, which were reviewed in detail in 

conjunction with the development applications. An Official Plan 

Amendment is required as the proposal does not satisfy all of the 

Special Site 1 policies of the .Airport Corporate District specifically 

pertaining to the free standing nature and height of the proposed 

restaurant buildings. 

The application maintains the general intent of the Plan by 

proposing office development with high employment densities that 

will support the future BRT line and address the urban design 

objectives by providing a lengthy street wall and active restaurant 

frontages facing the BRT. Modifications made to the proposed 

zoning standards subsequent to the Public Meeting include the 

implementation of mlnimum building heights to the top of a 

parapet wall of6.0 m (19.7 ft.), a height which is generally. 

consistent with that of a 2 storey building, for all free standing 

restaurants and the requirement for main building entrances on site 

to face the BRT Corridor and/or adjacent streets. The proposal as 

modified is consistent with the intent of the Special Site 1 policies 

in terms of providing appropriate building massing and . 
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encouraging active building elements along public streets and the 
BRT Corridor. 

Efforts will be undertaken through the site plan approval process to 
further improve on site pedestrian connections, ground level 
building facades and landscape elements at key locations on site to 
improve the relationship of the proposed buildings with public 
streets and the BRT. 

Are the lands suitable for the proposed uses, and are the 

proposed land uses compatible with existing andfuture uses of 

the surrounding lands? 

The Special Site 1 policies were introduced to recognize the BRT 
and to ensure transit-oriented development within its vicinity 
through performance measures such as 'minimum heights, 
mjnjmum floor space index and minimum street wall requirements. 
While the applications are inconsistent with the policies by 
proposing six single storey free-standing restaurant buildings that 
would be located within proximity of the future Spectrum BRT 
station, it should be noted that: 

• The application also proposes four multi-storey office 
buildings on-site, all within 500 metres of and linked to a 
BRT station with pedestrian connections . 

• ' The development has a FSI of 0.93, which satisfies the 
minimum of 0.5. 

• Full build-out of the lands owned by Skymark Square Lands 
Inc., including those to the north of the future Skymark 
Avenue, can achieve a FSI of 1.08 and office development 
over the full build-out would represent an FSI of 1.03 alone. 

• While the proposed restaurants are free-standing, they only 
represent 7% of the total proposed on-site GF A. The Zoning 
By-Iawallows an accessory use to represent a maximum of 
20% of the overall GFA for anEl'zone. While accessory 
uses are typically located within the building of the principal 
use, the restaurants would operate as an accessory use to the 
office development. The central location for the restaurants is 
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acceptable as they will serve the needs of the entire site as 

well as the Airport Corporate District. 

• While not continuous, the development does provide a street 

wall representing 70% of the frontage along the BRT line. 

• An adequate supply of parking is provided tbrough centrally 

located shared parking lots and above grade parking structures 

that will be minimally visible from the BRT corridor. 

Is there adequate infrastructure and community services to 

support the proposed development? 

Updated co=ents from the Region of Peel and the City's 

Transportation and Works Department indicate that adequate 

infrastructure is either in place or being developed to support 

the proposal. 

Has a planning rationale with reference to Mississauga Plan 

policies, other relevant policies, good planning principles and the 

merits of the proposed amendment in comparison with the 

existing designation been provided by the applicant? 

Staffhave reviewed the applicant's Planning Justification Report 

and are satisfied with the conclusions.' 

Is there a requirement for a comprehensive review of land use 
designations? 

. The required five year review of Miss iss aug a Plan is complete and 

.. resulted in Mississauga Official Plan, which is cUrrently under 

appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board; and is addressed in the . 

following section. Consequently, a further comprehensive review 

is not required. 

As a result of the above, the Planning and Building Department 

reco=end that the Official Plan Amendment be approved. 
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New Mississauga Official Plan 

File: OZ 12/005 W5 
November 5,2012 

In the event that Mississauga Official Plan comes into force and 

effect as it pertains to the subj ect lands, it is reco=ended that 

Mississauga Official Plan be amended from "Business 

Employment - Special Site 1" (Airport Corporate Centre) to 

"Business Employment - Special Site" (Airport Corporate Centre) 

to permit one storey free standing restaurants witllln proximity to 

the Spectrum BRT Station. 

Zoning 

A reduced parking standard of8.4 spaces/l 00 m2 GFA for 

restaurant and take-out restaurant uses is proposed. An acceptable 

justification has been provided citing the proximity of the lands to 

the future Eglinton BRT, high pedestrian and bicycle modal share 

during daytime hours, off-set demand for parking between the 

restaurant and office uses and several transportation demand 

management measures to be implemented through the site plan 

approval process in support of the proposed reduction .. 

The proposed "El-Exception" (Employment in Nodes) zone, 

modified in accordance with Appendix S-3, is therefore 

appropriate to acco=odate the proposed development for free 

standing restaurants with a reduced parking requirement as part of 

an office development 

Green Development Initiatives 

The applicant has identified that green development initiatives will 
be addressed through the inclusion ofbio-swales, permeable 

. paving where possible, rainwater harvesting for the proposed water 

feature, green roof(s) and solar panel energy generation. LEED 

Certification Gold is being targeted for the proposed development 

Development charges will be payable in keeping with the 

requirements of the applicable Development Charges By-law of 

the City as well as financial requirements of any other official 

agency concerned with the development of the lands. 
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In accordance with subsection 34(17) of the Planning Act, R.S.O. 

1990, c.P.13, as amended, Council is given authority to detennine 

if further public notice is required. Since the requested 

modifications by the applicant are minor, it is reco=ended that 

no further public meeting need be held regarding the proposed 
changes. 

The proposed Official Plan Amendment and rezoning are 

acceptable from a planning standpoint and should be approved for 

the following reasons: 

1. The proposal for office and free standing restaurants is 

compatible with the surrounding land uses based on the 
complementary nature of the design, which achieves 

appropriate built fo= relationships within the context. 

2. The proposed "Business Employment - Special Site" 

designation and "EI-Exception" (Employment in Nodes) 

zoning are appropriate to acco=odate the requested uses 

based on the policies of the Official Plan and the efficient use 

of land at an appropriate scale for the area 

Appendix S-l: Info=ation Report 
Appendix S-2: Reco=endation PDC-0044-2012 

Appendix S-3: "E1-Exception" Zone Provisions 

Edward R Sajecki 
Commissioner of Planning and Building 

Prepared By: John Hardcastle, Development Planner 
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DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

APPENDIX 8-1 

Clerk's Files 

Ori~'s 

Corporate 
Report 

Filcs OZ 121005 W5 

poe JUN 2 5 201Z 

June 5, 2012 

Chair andM=bers ofPJanning and Development Committee 
Meeting Date: June 25, 2012 

Edward R Sajecld 
Commissioner of Planning and Building 

Information Report 
Official Plan Amendinent and Rezoning Applications 

. To permit the d.evelopment of four multi-storey office buildings 
and six single storey free-standing restaurant buildings 

5100 Satellite Drive 

North of Eglinton Avenue East, between Spectrum Way and 

Satellite Drive 

9wner: Skymark Square Lands me.. (ROOPP Realty me..) 
AppliCant: John D',Rogers &·Associates mc .. 

BillS1 

Public Meeting WardS 

RECOMMENDATION: That the Report dated JuneS, 2012, from the Commissioner of 
Plamling and Building regarding the applications to amend the 
Official Plan from "Business Employment - Special Site 1" to 
"Business Employment - Special Site" and to change the Zoning 
from "EI-19" (Employment in Nodes) to "El-Exception" 
(Th:nployri:tent in Nodes), to permit the development iJf four (4) 

. multiple storey office buildings and six (6) single storey free­
standing restaurant buildings, under file OZ 121005 W5, Skymark: 
Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, be 
received for information. 



Planning and Development Committee - 2 -
. File: OZ 12/005 W5 

June 5,2012 

REPORT 
IDGHLIGHTS: 

BACKGROUND: 

COMMENTS: 

;_ .. 

• The subject site directly abuts the Eglinton Avenue East BRT 

line and SpectJ:um BRT station. 

• The applications have been made in order to allow six (6) one 
(1) Storey restauram buildings to be integrated within a 
pemritted office park. 

• Prior to the Suppl=entary'-Report, matters to be addressed 
include: outstanding Department and Agency co=ents; 
appropriateness of the restauraDt campus; requestedparlcing 
reduction and urban design considerations. 

Applications were submitted on April 20,2012 to permit the .. 
development of a reStaurant campus comprised of six (6) single 
storey free-standing buildings that would acco=odate multiple 
reStaurant and take-out restaurant establishments integrated with 
four (4) 6 - 8 storey office buildings. Parking for the office . 
buildings and restaurant campus would be ·provided on surface 

parking lots towards the interior of the site and above grade 
parking garages incorporated into the two proposed eight (8) Storey 
office buildings . 

. A site plan application under me SP 121066 W5 was submitted for 
the six (6) Storey office building·proposed to front SpectJ:um Way 
(Building 1). The office building may proceed.in advance of these 
applications as it conforms with the existing Zoning By-law 
requirements. 

The applications have been circulated for technical co=ents. 
The purp;~e oftbis report is to provide preliminary infomlation 

and to seek COIJJIDents from the co=unity. 

, Details of the proposal are as follows: 

Development Proposal 
Applications April 20, 2012 (Received) 
submitted: May 9,2012 (Complete) 

Height: Office Buildings 1 & 4: 6 storeys 
. Office Buildings 2 &3: 8 storeys 

Restaurant Buildings: 1 Storey 

Lot Coverage: 36.3% 
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Development Proposal 
floor SJ:lace 

.0.93 
Index: 
Langscaped 28.9% . 

Area: 
. Gross Floor Office Buildings: 
Area: - Building 1: 13 099.0 m2 (141,001 sq. ft.) 

- Building 2: 22761.1 m2 (245,006 sq. ft.) 
- Building 3: 22761.1 m2 (245,006 sq.:ft.) 
- Building4: 12518.6 m2 (134,753 sq. ft.) 

Restaurant Buildings: 
- Building 1 & 2:' 926.2 m2 (9,970 sq. ft.) 
- Building 3 & 4: 926.5 m2 (9,973 sq. :ft.) 
- Building 5A & 5B: 831.7m2 (8,953 sq. :ft.) 
- Building 6 & 7: 1 348.8 m2 (14,519 sq. ft.) 
- Building 8A & 8B: 730.3 m2 (7,862 sq. ft.) 
- Building 9 & 10:.888.0 m2 (9,559 sq. :ft.) 

Total: 76791.2 m2 (826,601 sq. ft.) 

Office: 63 544.9 m2 (684,014 sq. ft.)* 
Restaurant: 13 246.3 m2 (142,585 sq. ft.)* 

* the Zoning By-law p=its a 2 to 10% 
deduction to the total gross floor area ohon-
residential buildings for the purposes of 
calculating the required pai:king. 

Parking 2,892 spaces (38 requITed for persons with 
Required: disabilities) 
Parking 2,280 spaces (33 designated for persons with 
Provided: disabilities) 
Supporting 

. 
Urban Design and Tenant Guidelines 

Documents: . sUn Shadow Study Analysis 
Pedestrian Wind Level Assessment 
Functional Servicing' and Storm water 

Manag=enfReport 
Phase rand II Environmental Site Assessments 

....... 

Site Plan & Transportation Elements Review 
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Green Developnilint Initia.tives . 

. The applicant has identified that green development initiatives will 
be addressed through the inclusion ofbio-swales, permeable 
paving where possible, rainwater harvesting for the proposed water . 
feature, green roof(s), ,solar panel energy generation. LEED 
Certification Gold is being targeted for the proposed development 

Additional information is provided in Appendices 1-1 to 1-10. 

Neighbourhood Context 

The subj ect property is located north of Eglinton Avenue East, to 
the east of Spectrum Way and west of Satellite Drive. The 
property's northern boundary is the future extension of SkymaIk 
Avenue. The oWners of the subject site also own additional lands 
that extend north of the proposed Skymark Avenue extension, but 
are not subj ect to this application. This large site, located in the 
middle of an existing corporate centre, currently sits vacant 

The future Eglinton Avenue East Mississauga Bus Rapid Transit 
(ERT) line, c=ently under cdnstruction, will abut the property to 
the south, with the Spectrum BRT station located at the north-east 
comer of Eglinton Avenue East and SpectrUm Way. Information 
regarding the history of the site is found in Appelidix I-I. 

The s=ounding land uses are descn'bed as follows: 

North: Vacant land (owned by HOOPP) as weD as one storey' 
light industrial and office buildings 

East: One to three storey light industrisl and office buildings . 
across Satellite Drive 

South: The Eglinton BRT line, With a retail plaza 8n.d bowling 
alley 'across Eglinton Avenue East, located within the City 
of Toronto 

West: Vacant land and four and five storey office buildings 
across Spectrum Way 
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Current Mississanga Plan Designation and Policies for Airport 
Corporate (May 3, 2005) 

"Business Employment". whichp=its an integrated mix of 
business activities that operate mainly within enclosed buildings, 
including, amongst others, industria1/manufacturing uses, offices, 

research and development, co=unity uses, financial institutions, 
hotels and all types of restaurants. The site is located within the 
Airport Corporate· District, which is identified as a Node in 

recognition of the existing high quality office development and its 
vlsibility, access and location. It is intended that the District will 
continue as a location primarily for corporate head offices, 
manufacturing, research and development and accessory 
co=ercial. With the introduction of the Mississatiga Bus Rapid 
Transit along the southem border of the District, the area will 
continue to evolve into a transit-oriented hub with a greater mix of 
uses. Eglinton Avenue East is identified as an InteIlSification 
Corridor, which is intended to achieve increased employment 
densities that support and ensure the viability of existing and 
planned transit service levels. 

The site is also subject to the Special Site 1 provisions of the 
Airport Corporate District, which apply to the lands north of 
Eglinton Avenue East, east of the Etobicoke Creek, South of 
Matheson Boulevard East and Highway 40 I and west of Renforth 
Drive. 

Theapplicarion complies with the Business Employment lBnd use 
designation but does not conform with a nUmber of the SpeCial Site 
1 policies of the Airport Corporate District, speci£cally with 
respect to the proposed single storey free-standing retail 

co=ercial buildings, which also includes restaurants. The 
Supplementary Report will provide a complete evaluation of the 
proposal in relation to the Official Plan and speci£cally the 
policies outlined in AppendiX 1-8. 
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,Criteria for Site Specific Official Plan Amendments 

Section 5.3.2 of Mississauga Plan contains criteria which requires 
an applicant to submit satisfactory plarmlng reports to demonstrate 

the rationale for the proposed amendment as follows: 

• the proposal would 'not adversely impact or destabilize the 
following: the Overall intent, goals and objectives of the 
Official Plan; and the development and functioning oIthe 

. remaining lands which have the same designation, or 
neighbouring lands; 

• the lands are suitable for the proposed uses, and compatible 
with existing and future uses' of snrrounding lands; 

• . there is adequate infrastructure and co=Unity services to 
support the proposed develOpment 

MissiSsauga Official Plan (2011) 

Mississauga Official Plan (2011) was adopted by City Council on 
September 29, 2010 and partially approved by the Region, on 
September 22, 2011 .. Mississauga Official Plan (2011) has been 

appealed in its entirety; therefore, the existing Mississauga Plan 
(2003) remains in effect. While the existing Mississauga Plan 
(2003) is the plan of record against which the application is being 
reviewed, . regard should also be given to the new Mississauga . 
Official Plan (2011) .. 

The new Mississauga Official Plan designates the subj ect lands as 
"Business Employment" . which POirmits a broad range of 
employment type useS" such as manufacturing, office and service 
uses, including restaurants. 

The subject lands are also located within the Airport Corporate 

Centre, which is· intended to serve as one of four prominent . 
Corporate Centres within the City of Mississauga. The site is 

. sUbject to the Special Site 'I' provisions of the Airport Corporate. 

Centre, which apply to the lands north ofEilinton A venue East, 
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, 

east of the Eto bicoke Creek, South of Matheson Boulevard East 
and west of Renforth Drive. 

. An amendment to the M:ississauga Official Plan (2011) will be 
required to permit the single storey, freestanding retail co=ercial 
uses within 500 m of the limits of the Spectrum BRT station as 
free~standingretiill co=ercial uses are not J'ermitted. 

Proposed Official Plan Designation and Policies 

"Business Employment - Special Site" to permit single storey, 
freestanding retail co=ercial uses (restaurants) within 500 m of 
the limits of the Spectrum BRT station. 

Existing Zoning 

"El-19" (Employment in Nodes), which permits, among other. 
uses, office and medical.offices, science and technology facilities, 
co=ercial schools, financial institutions, hotels and banquet halls 
or convention centres and universities or colleges. Restaurants or 
take-out restaurants are not permitted to be freestanding on lands 
zoned E1, however, they are permitted as accessory uses to an 
office building. Manufacturing and warehouse/distribirtion 
facilities are not permitted under "E 1-19" unless they existed on 
the site on the date of passing of By-law 0322-2009. 

The "E1-19" (Employment in Nodes) alsoconta.hts a~=ber of 
performance standards, including a rolnimuni. reqjlired floor spac~ 
index of 0.5 and a m.ipimum height for allbuildiugs of2 storeys. 

Proposed Zoning By-law .Amendment-

"EI-Exception" (Employment in Nodes), to permit bne _storey 
freestanding restaurants and take-out restaurants with a reduced 
parking rate . 

. Details of the proposed exceptions to the "E1-19" (Employment in ' 
Nodes) zone category are detailed in AppendiX 1-9. 
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No co=unity meetings were held and no written co=ents were 

received by the Planning and Building Department. 

DEVELOPMENT ISSUES 

Agency co=ents are summarized in Appendix I-7. Based on the 

co=ents received and the applicable Mississauga Plan policies 

the following matterswill have to be reviewed: 

• the appropriateness of the proposed sing1~ ·storey free-

. standing restaurant buildingli proposed for the site; 

• the provision.ofparking to serve both the office and restaurant 

uses; 

• the architectural treatment of the ground floors for the office 

. buildings where adjacent to municipal streets to ensure the 

proposal satisfies the intent of the Official Plan urban design 

policies; 

• the relationship of the site to the BRT and specificall)' the 

Spectnnn BRT station; 

• pedestrian movement through the site, especially to and from 

the Spectrum BRT station; 

OTHER INFORMATION 

Development Requirements 

. In .conjunction with the proposed development, there are other 

matters which may require the applicant to enter into appropriate 

agreements with the City. 

FINANCIAL IMP ACT: Development charges will be payable in keeping with the 

requirements of the applicable Development Charges By-law of 

the City as weU as financial requirements of any other official 

agency conceriled with the development of the lands .. 

CONCLUSION: . Plannip.g is still waiting on most agency and City department 

co=ents. After the public meeting has been held, all agency and 
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June 5, 2012 

ATTACHMENTS: 

department co=eJrts have been received and all issues are 

resolved, the Planning and Building Department will be in a 

position tc make a reco=endation regarding these applications. 

Appendix I-I: Site History 

. Appendix 1-2: Aerial Photograph 

Appendix 1-3: Excerpt of Airport Corporate District Land Use 

Map 

Appendix 1-4: Excerpt of Existing Land Use Map 
Appendix 1-5: . Concept Plan 

Appendix 1-6: Elevations 

Appendix 1-7: Agency Co=ents 

Appendix I~8: Official Plan Policies 

Appendix 1-9: Proposed Zoning Standards 
Appendix 1-10: General Context Map 

Edward R. Saj ecki. 

Commissioner afPlaDning and Building 

Prepared By: Jeff Markawiak, Development Planner 

~1PLAN\DEV~ONTL\GROUP\WPDATAIPDCI\OZ12005'CIjm.SO.dOO~O 
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Appendix I-I 

File: OZ 121005 W5 

Site History 

. 

.• May 5~ 2003 - The Airport Corporate District Policies and Land Use Map are 

approved by the Region of Peel, designating the lands as Business Employment. 

• June 20, 2007 - Zoning By~lsw 0225-2007 came m:to fc:rce except for those sites 

which have been appealed. As no appealshave been filed the provisions ofllie new 

By-law apply. The subject lsnds wer~ zoned "El" (Employment in Nodes). 

• October 28, 2009- Zoning By-law 0322-2009 came into force. The subjectlands were 

rezoned from "El" to "El-19" (Employment in Nodes - Exception Zone). 

• May 10,2010 - The OMB approved amendments to the Airport Corporate District 

Policies (OPA 102) to recognize the Mississauga Bus Rapid Transit System (BRT) that 

will be constructed on the north side ofEg1inton Avenue and introduce perfonnance 

standards to ensure transit-oriented development within the vicinity of the BRT, 

including establishing minimum heights, minimum floor space index and appropriate 

pedestrian connections and parking locations. 
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Agency Comments 

The following is a summary of co=ents froin agencies and departulents regarding the 
applications: 

Agency / Comment Date CoIIlIJient 

CifY Co=unity SerVices . The Park Planning Section notes that should the subject 
Department - applications be approved, a cash contribution for street tree 
Planning, Development and planting will be requiredpriot to by-law enactment. Further, it 
Business Services 

is noted that parkland dedication requir=ents have been 
DivisioiilPark Planning 
Section previously satisfied through application T-76042 (M-533). 

(May 23, 2012) 
City Co=unity Services The property has archaeological potential due to its proximity 
Department - Culture to a watercourse or known archaeological resource. The 

. Division proponent shall carry out an archaeological assessment of the 
(May 2, 2012) 

£ubj ect property aru:l mitigate, through preservation or resource 
removal and documenting, adverse impacts to any significant 
archaeological resources found. No grading or other soil 
disturbances shall take place on the subject property prior to 
the approval anthority and the MiIJistry ofTourism and Culture. 
confinning that all archaeological resource concerns have met 
licensing and resource conservation requirements. 

Canada post This co=ercial development falls under our multiple 
(May 11,2012) occupancy inail delivery standards. AB such, the 

developer/owner must supply, install and maintain a 
centralized mailboxlmailroom facility to. Cana:da Post's 
specifications. 

Greater Toronto Airport Airport Zoning Restrictions: 
Authority 

. . 
According to the Airport Zoning Regulations for Toronto 

(May 14,2012) Lester B. Pearson International Airport, development 
elevations on the subj ect property are affected by the Outer 
Surface. The maximum allowable development elevation 
under this restriction is 219.46 metres Above Sea Level 
(A.S.L.). Based on the development description provided, the 
proposed one-storey freestanding retail uses would be within 

. the allowable height limitS asSociated with the Regulations. 
However, when more detailed plans become available please 
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Agency I Comment Date Comment 

. forward them to us for review. 

Bell Canada 
(May 15, 2012) 

Other City Departments and 
External Ageucies 

Noise Impacts: 
The subj ect property lies within the 28-30 NEF INEP of the 
composite contour map for Toronto Pearson International . 
Airport and within the Airport Operating Area (AOA). Noise 
contours depicting the Noise Exposure Forecas(~F) and .. 
Noise Exposure Projection (NEP)are produced to =ourage 
compatlole land use planning in the vicinity of airports. 
Acoustic desigri features should be incorporated in the buildin.g 
components to the satisfaction of the City of Mississauga 
An easement may be required to service the subj ect property, 
depending on a review of more detailed plans. Bell Canada 

requests to be circulated on any future draft plan of 
subdivision, draft plan of =dominium, site plan, or any other 
development application, that is proposed to implement the 
subj ect Official Plan Amendment and Zoning By-Law 
Amendment application. 
The following City Departments and extmna1 agencies offered 
no objection to these appliC;atiollS provided that all technical 
matters are addressed in a satisfactory manner: 
City's Economic Development Department 

. Rogers Cable 
Enersource 
The following City Departments and ext=aI agencies were 
circulated the applicatiollS blIfhave yet to provide co=ents: 
City Transportation and Works Department 
Region of Peel 
Mississauga Transit . 
Community Services - Fire Prevention 
Hydro One 
Ministry of Transportation 
GO Transit 
Enbridge . 

1 

I 
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MiSsissauga Plan Policies 

Airport Corporate District - Site 1 

The lands identi:fied as Special Site 1 ar~ located north of Eglinton Avenue West, south of 
. Matheson Boulevard East, east of the Etobicoke Creek, to Explorer Drive and a11lands east of 

Explorer Drive. The following Special Site 1 policies apply to the subject site at 5100 Sa\ellite . 
Drive: 

4.2.6.2 

a. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Business E!p.ployment designation, the followllig uses 
. will not be p=itted: . 

• new industrial uses including manufacturing, assembling; processing, fabricating,. 
repairing, warehousing, distributing and wholesaling, outdoor storage uses; 

• free-standing retail co=ercial uses and financial institutions. 

b. Notwithstanding the Business Employment designation, the following additional policies will 
apply: 

•. buildings will be a minimum of two storeysWithin 500 m of the limits ofSpectr= and 
Orbitor stations; 

• development will have a minimum FSI of 0.5. In calculating FSI on large sites with 
multi-phase development, regard may be had to the size of individnal development 
parcels; 

• 

• 

prior to site plan. approval, it will be demonstrated by the proponent that sites have the 
ability to achieve a minimum FSI of 1.0 over time by demonstrating the capacity of the 
site to acc=odate additional development having regard to parking, servicing, access 
and landscaping; 

the provision of retail c=ercial uSes with display windows at-grade level is 
encouraged. Buildings closest to the BRTstation should have active uses along most of· 
their ground floor frontage facing public streets and/or BRT corridor;· 
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• '. where if is not feasible to include ret;ill co=ercial uses, the at-grade level should 
include windows, lobbies and entrances so as to avoid blank walls facing public streets; 

• in order 'to achieve Ii continuous street wall, it is intended that as development occurs 

over time, a minimum of 70 percent of any lot frontage along the BRT corridor, 
Skyma:z:k Avenue, Comr:i:t=e Boulevard and Citation Place, should be occupied with a 
building or buildings. In the case oflots with multiple street frontages, priority will be 
given to establishing a continuous street wall aiong Co=erce Boulevard and the BRT 
corridor. 

c. Pedestrian Connections 

Development will promote pedestrian movements to and from transit statiOllJl through the 
local streets and publicly accessible private pedestrian connectiollJl to private open space. 
areas (plazas). The location, size and character of the publicly accessible connections will be 
determined during the site plan review process hav:ii:tg regard for the following: 

• sidewalks will be provided on both sides of alI streets and form a connected syst= of 
pedestrian access to and from BRT statiOllJl; 

• . streetscape improvements will be coordinated and well designed, including trees, 
pedestrian-scale lighting, special paving and street fumiture .on sidewalks, boulevards 
and important pedestrian and publicly accessible open space areas and walkways; 

• pailing areas will have appropriate landscape treatments, including trees and lighting, 
throughout parking lots and along their edges, in order to impr~ve the app~arance of the 
pailing areas, to contnDute to the visual continuity of the· street edge. Parking areas 
should also incorporate defined pedestrian routes for safe and convenient pedeStrian 
mov=ent to' builcfulg entrances and other destinatiOllJl to encourage fue safe use of 

, 
these spaces; 

• concentrated landscape treatment will be provided where continuous street planting is 

not possible due to the location of utilities or other constraihts; 

• private open space areas will be high quality, usable, and physicalIyand visually linked 
to streets, park and mid-block pedestrian routes; 



Appendix I-8 Page 3 

Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.) File: ot 121005 W5 

" • pedestrian easements will be provided through the site plan review for the achievement 

of a continuous pedestrian p=enade adjacent to the BRT corridor. 

• new development will demonstrate that they have a Transportation Demand 

Management (TDM) strategy in place as a condition of site plan approval; 

• prestige office~ will be encouraged to provide at least one level of below grade parking 

below the building; 

• uo parking will be provided between the building and the streetline or BRT corridor on 

principal building frontages. In cases of lots with multiple street frontages, priority will 

be given to not allowing parking along the BRT conidor and Co==e Boulevard; 

• smfaceparking should incorporate pedestrian and enviro=ental features including: 

pathways and plantings to break up large expanses of asphalt, p=eable surfaces, 

st6=-water management, clear pa:thways for enhanced pedestrian access, and defined 

future development blocks; 

• loading and garbage storage areas should"be located at the rear of buildings, integrated 

or screened from piirnarypedestrian routes andpublic!yvisible areas; 

• shared par:king and driveways between developments will "be =ouraged; 

• new developments will provided secure bicycle parking for employees. 
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Site Characteristics 

Frontage: 130.2 m(427.2 ft.) , "', , 
'. 

Depth: 392.6m{I,288.1 ft.) 

Net Lot Area: 8.2 ha (20.3 .ac.) 

Existing Use: Vacant land 

Proposed Zoning Standards - "El-19" (Employment in Nodes) 
. 

. 

Reqnired' Zoning By-law Proposed Standard 
Standard 

Minjmllm Building MinimUm height of all buildings and Restaurants and take-au! restallIants 
Height structures is 2 store)"! may be less than 2 store)"! 
Location of main Where a building is located within nJa 
front entrances 10.0 m of lands zoned PB1, Eglintan 

Avenue West; Exploter Drive, 
, 

Orbiter'Drive, Satellite Drive, 
SpectrllIn Way or SkymarlcAvenue, 
the main front entrance shall face the 
street Where abuilding is located 
at the intersection of two (2) of these 
streets andlor lands zoned PB 1, or 
any combination thereof, the main 
front entrance shall be located at the 
comer of the building facing the ~ 

intersection; or a buililing entrance 
shall -be located facing each street 
andlor lands zoned PB I . 

Minimum number of 16.0 spaces per 100m' GFA- 8,4 spaces per 100 m' GFA - restaurant 
parking spaces restaurant and take-out restaurant 

6.0 spaces per 100 ro' GFA - take-
out restaurant 

-

Maximnm gross iJpor nJa 5370.0 ro' 
area - non-residential 
'used for restaurant or 
take-out restaurant . 
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Recommendation PDC-0044-2012 

PDC-0044-20l2 " That the Report dated June 5, 2012, from the Commissioner of 
Planning and Building regarding the applications to amend the 
Official Plan from "Business Employment - Special Site 1" to 
"Business Employment ~ Special Site" and to change the Zoning 
from "El-19" (Employment in Nodes) to "El-Exception" . 
(Employment in Nodes); to permit the development offour (4) 
multiple storey office buildings and six (6) single storey free­
standing restaurant buildings, under file OZ 121005 W5, Skymark 
Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.), 5100 Satellite Drive, be 
received for information and notwithstanding Planning Protocol, -
that the Supplementary Report be brought directly to a future 
Council meeting." 
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"El-Exception" Zone Provisions 

Standard ''El-Exceprlon'' By-law Standard 
Additional Permitted Uses (1) Restaurant 

(2) Take-out Restaurant I 
Minimum floor space index':' non-residential 0.5 
Maximum setback to the first three (3) storeys 7.5m 
of a streetwall of the first building erected 
abutting the Eglinton Avenue East BRT 
Corridor, 
Maximum setback to the first three (3) storeys 5.0m. 
of a building erected on a lot abutting Explorer 
Drive, Orbitor Drive, Satellite Drive, Spectrum 

·WayorSkymarkAvenue ... 
. . 

A maximum of30% of the length of a 
streeWallofthe first three (3) storeys ofa 
building or structure abutting a public right-of-
way, including the BRT Corridor, may be 
setback beyond the maximum setback 
Minimum height of all buildings and structures 2 storeys 
except that 

. (1) A maximum of30% of the building 
footprint maybe less than two (2) 
storeys 

(2) Restaurants and take-out restaurants 
may be 1 storey provided that the . 
height to the top of the parapet 
component of a flat roof is at least 
6.0 m (19.7 ft.) 

Where a building is located within 10.0 m of 
the Eglinton Avenue East BRT Corridor, 
Eglinton Avenue East, Explorer Drive, Orbiter 
Drive, Satellite Drive, Spectrum Way or 
Skymark Avenue, the main front entrance shall 
face the streetlBRT Corridor. Where a building 
is located at the intersection of two (2) of these. 
streets and/or the BRT Corridor, or any. 
combination thereof, the main front entrance 
shall be located at the corner of the buildiiig 
facing the intersection, or a building entrance 
shall be located facing each street and/or 
BRT Corridor . 
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In lin office building, where the non-office 
uses, including medical office and real estate 
office, are greater than 20% of the total GF A -
non-residential, separate parking will be 
required for all such uses in accordance with 
the regulations ofBy-law0225-2007 
Parking for banquet hall/conference centre/ 

.. 

convention centre will be provided in -

accordance with the regulations of By-law 
0225-2007 
Minimum number of parking per 100 m" gross 8.4 parking spaces 
floor area - non-residential for restaurant and 
take-out restaurant 
Maximum gross floor area - non-residential 5370.0 m"(57,804.1 sq. ft.) 
used for any combination of restaurant and 
take-out restaurant 

K:\Plan\Devcontl\Group\WPData\OZ 12005 Supplementary Report Appendix S3.cr.jh.so.docx 



Skymark Square Lands Inc. (HOOPP Realty Inc.) 

-e--ZChJ(tl ) 
Appendix AS-3 - Page 1 

File: OZ 12/005 W5 

Proposed "E1-Exception" Zone Provisions 

Additional Permitted Uses (1) Restaurant 
(2) Take-out Restaurant 
(3) Outdoor Patio accessory to a 

restaurant or take-out restaurant 
Minimum floor space index - non-residential 0.5 as it applies only to the office 

component of the development proposal 
Maximum street setback of the first building 7.5 m (24.6 ft.) 
erected abutting the Eglinton Avenue East BRT 
Corridor 
Maximum street setback of buildings fronting 7.5 m (24.6 ft.) 
onto Satellite Drive, Spectrum Way and Skymark 
Avenue 
Minimum height of all buildings and structures 2 storeys 
except that: 

(1) A maximum of30% of the building 
footprint may be less than two (2) storeys 

(2) Restaurants and take-out restaurants may 
be 1 storey provided that the height to the 
top of the parapet component of a flat roof 
is at least 6.0 m (19.7 ft.) 

Where a building is located within 10.0 m Applicable 
(32.8 ft.) of the Eglinton Avenue East BRT 
Corridor, Satellite Drive, Spectrum Way or 
Skymark Avenue, a main front entrance shall face 
the streetlBRT Corridor. 
In an office building, where the non-office uses, Applicable 
including medical office and real estate office, are 
greater than 20% of the total GFA - non-
residential, separate parking will be required for 
all such uses in accordance with the regulations of 
By-law 0225-2007. 
Parking for banquet hall/conference centre/ 
convention centre will be provided in accordance 
with the regulations of By-law 0225-2007. 
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Proposed "El-Exception" Zone Provisions 

That the buildable areas of the proposed office, Applicable 
restaurant and take-out restaurants be identified 
on an exception zone schedule in accordance 
with the concept plan 
Minimum number of parking spaces per 
100 m2 (1076.4 sq. ft.) gross floor area-

7.9 parking spaces 

restaurant for restaurant and take-out restaurant 

Appendix AS-3 - Page 2 
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Maximum gross floor area -restaurant used 5686 m" (61,205.6 sq. ft.) 
for any combination of restaurant and take-out 
restaurant 
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REPORT 7 - 2013 

TO: MAYOR AND MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

April 29, 2013 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

H 0."-1 ~J 201?:J 

The Planning and Development Committee presents its seventh report of 2013 from its 
meeting held on April 29, 2013, and recommends: 

PDC-0030-2013 
1. That the Report dated April 9, 2013 from the Commissioner of Planning and 

Building entitled "Proposed Amendments to the City of Mississauga 
Telecommunication Tower/Antenna Facilities Protocol", be received for information. 

2. That the revised "City of Mississauga Telecommunication Tower/Antenna Facilities 
Protocol" dated April 2, 2013, attached as Appendix 2 to the Report dated April 9, 
2013, from the Commissioner of Planning and Building entitled "Proposed 
Amendments to the City of Mississauga Telecommunication Tower/Antenna 
Facilities Protocol", be adopted to replace the "City of Mississauga 
Telecommunication Tower/Antenna Facilities Protocol" dated November 13, 2012. 

3. That the City of Mississauga advise Industry Canada that the City has considered 
the Federation of Canadian Municipalities and Canadian Wireless 
Telecommunications Association joint protocol template and request Industry 
Canada to amend their Client Procedures Circular 2-0-03, Issue 4, Radio 
communication and Broadcasting Antenna Systems, to reflect local consultation 
requirements contained in the joint protocol template, including consultation for 
tower proposals less than 15 m (49.2 ft.) in height. 

File: EC.19-TEL 

PDC-0031-2013 
That the Report dated April 9, 2013, from the Commissioner of Planning and Building 
recommending approval of the removal of the "H" holding symbol, under file H-OZ 12/002 
W7, Gemini Urban Design (Cliff) Corp., 2021-2041 Cliff Road, be adopted and that the 
Planning and Building Department be authorized to prepare the necessary by-law for 
Council's passage. 

File: H-OZ 12/002 W7 

PDC-0032-2013 
That the appeal with respect to the decision of the Committee of Adjustment on Minor 
Variance Application 'A' 050/13 W11, Anjuman-E-Fakhri, 1605 Argentia Road and 0 
Campobello Road, not be pursued with the Ontario Municipal Board. 

File: 'A' 050/13 W11 



General Connnittee May 1,2013 

REPORT 9 - 2013 
COUNCILAOENDA 

No\.{ gl 2D/~ 
TO: THE MAYOR & MEMBERS OF COUNCIL 

General Committee of Council presents its ninth Report of 20 13 and reconnnends: 

GC-0257-2013 

That a by-law be enacted to authorize the Commissioner of Connnunity Services to execute a 

license agreement between the Port Credit BrA and the City of Mississauga for installation of 

recognition plaques on a portion of the pathways located at the south end of Port Credit 

Memorial Park, in a form acceptable to the City Solicitor and including the terms outlined in the 

Corporate Report dated April 9, 2013 from the Connnissioner of Connnunity Services. 

(Ward I) 

GC-0258-2013 

That a by-law be enacted to implement the temporary road closure of Princess Royal Drive from 

Living Arts Drive to Duke of York Boulevard commencing at 6:00 a.m. on Wednesday, July 17, 
2013 and ending at 12:00 p.m. on Monday, July 22, 2013, for the placement ofacamival in 

conjunction with the Rotary Club of Miss iss aug a Ribfest. 
(Ward 4) 

GC-0259-2013 

That a by-law be enacted to amend By-law 555-2000, as amended, to implement lower driveway 

boulevard parking between the curb and sidewalk, at anytime, on both sides of Karen Park 

Crescent between Cliff Road North (south intersection) and a point 309 metres (1,014 feet) 

easterly thereof. 

(Ward 4) 

GC-0260-2013 

That a by-law be enacted to amend By-law 555-2000, as amended, to extend the 40 kmlh speed 
limit on Glenwood Drive between Kenollie Avenue and Indian Valley Trail. 

(Ward I) 

GC-0261-2013 

That the City of Mississauga assume the municipal works as constructed by the developer under 
the terms of the Servicing Agreement for 43M-I775, 1672735 Ontario Inc., c/o Dunpar 

Developments Inc., (lands located north and east of Ponytrail Drive, west of Silverplains Drive 

and south of Bumhamthorpe Road East, in Z-19, known as Pagehurst Residential Development) 

and that the Letter of Credit in the amount of$555,059.70 be returned to the developer and that a 

by-law be enacted to establish the road allowances within the Registered Plan as public highway 

and part of the municipal system of the City of Mississauga. 
(Ward 3) 
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GC-0262-2013 

1. That the corporate report dated April 18, 2013 from the Commissioner of Corporate 
Services and Treasurer and entitled "Revisions to Purchasing By-law 374-06, as 

amended" be received for information. 

2. That the proposed changes to the Purchasing By-law 374-06, as amended, be enacted. 

GC-0263-2013 

That in compliance with Provincial legislation governing municipal investment practices, the 

2012 Annual Report on Investments dated April 18, 2013 from the Commissioner of Corporate 

Services and Treasurer be received for information. 

GC-0264-2013 

That a By-law be submitted to Council for enactment: 

1. Amending By-law No. 177-97, to provide for an extension of the operating loan facility 

to March 31, 2014. 

2. Authorizing the City Manager or designate and the City Clerk or designate to execute 

such agreements, documents and instruments as may be required to effect an extension of 

the Operating Loan Agreement dated September 30, 1997 with the Living Arts Centre. 

GC-0265-2013 

That the 2013 Annual Repayment Limit for the City of Mississauga respecting long-term debt 

and financial obligations in the amount of $147.7 million, calculated pursuant to Ontario 
Regulation 403/02, be received for information. 

GC-0266-2013 

That the Corporate Report dated April 8, 2013 from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and 

Treasurer with respect to a Ground Lease Agreement with Bell Mobility Inc. for a 

telecommunication tower be deferred for consideration at the May 15, 2013 General Committee 
meeting. 

(Ward 7) 

GC-0267 -2013 

I. That the City owned parcel of land located on Longside Drive, south of Derry Road and 

west of Martiz Drive, between Hurontario Street and McLaughlin Road, be declared 

surplus to the City's requirements. The subject lands contain an area of approximately 

1,368 square metres (14,725 square feet) and are legally described as Block 2, Plan 43M-

1447 and Part Lot 10, Concession 1, WHS (TT), designated as Part 9, Plan 43R-24266, in 

the City of Mississauga, Regional Municipality of Peel, in Ward 5. 
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2. That all steps necessary to comply with the requirements of Section 2.(1) of City Notice 

By-law 215-08 be taken, including giving notice to the public by posting a notice on the 

City of Miss iss aug a's website at least tlnee weeks prior to the execution of an agreement 

for the sale of the subject lands under Delegated Authority. 

GC-0268-2013 

That Peter Hamilton-Smith, Citizen Member from Road Safety Mississauga Advisory 

Committee (RSM) attend the Ontario Traffic Conference being held on June 2-4, 2013 and that 
$1500.00 be allocated from the 2013 RSM budget to attend the event. 

(RSM-0005-2013) 

GC-0269-2013 

That Councillor Saito, Zia Hanif, Rick Carew and Gargi Guhathakurta be appointed to the Road 

Watch Subcommittee. 
(RSM -0006-2013) 

GC-0270-2013 

That the petition requesting to lower speed limit in Orchard Heights to 40kmlln be received and 

staff report back at the next Road Safety Mississauga Advisory Committee (RSM) meeting. 

(RSM-0007-2013) 

GC-0271-2013 

That the Mississauga Road Watch program statistics for the month of February 2013 be received. 

(RSM-0008-2013) 

GC-0272-2013 

That the letter dated April 2, 2013 from Mayor Hazel McCallion, regarding Steer It, Clear It 

Initiatives be received. 

(RSM-0009-2013) 

GC-0273-20 13 

That the Bowie Medical Hall, located at 264 Queen Street South, be designated under the 
Ontario Heritage Act for its physical/design, historical/associative and contextual value. 

Ward 11 

(HAC-0026-2013) 

GC-0274-2013 

That the request to alter the Bowie Medical Hall, located at 264 Queen Street South, as outlined 

in the Corporate Report dated March 26,2013 from the Commissioner of Community Services 

entitled "Proposed Heritage Designation and Request to Alter, Bowie Medical Hall, 264 Queen 
Street South, Ward II," be deferred until Councillor George Carlson, Ward II, and Heritage 
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staff conduct a site visit of the property with the property owner and/or the property owner's 

representatives to discuss the request to alter and overall plans for the property. 

Ward 11 

(HAC-0027-2013) 

GC-0275-2013 

I. That the PowerPoint presentation, dated April 23, 2013 and entitled "Meadowvale Village 
HCD Plan Review: Project Update to the Heritage Advisory Committee," by Laura Waldie, 

Heritage Coordinator, Special Projects, to the Heritage Advisory Connnittee on April 23, 

2013 be received; and 

2. That the Corporate Report dated March 25, 2013 from the Commissioner of Community 

Services entitled "Project Status Update, Meadowvale Village Heritage Conservation District 
Plan Review, Ward 11" be received. 

Ward 11 

(HAC-0028-2013) 

GC-0276-20 13 

That the request to alter the Parker (Chappell) House, as described in the Corporate Report dated 

March 26, 2013 from the Connnissioner of Community Services, be approved. 

Ward 6 
(HAC-0029-2013) 

GC-0277-2013 

That the property at 25 Queen Street South, which is listed on the City's Heritage Register, is not 

worthy of designation, and consequently, that the owner's request to demolish proceed through 

the applicable process. 

Ward 11 
(HAC-0030-2013) 

GC-0278-20 13 
That the property at 29 Cotton Drive, which is listed on the City's Heritage Register, is not 

worthy of designation, and consequently, that the owner's request to demolish proceed through 

the applicable process. 

Ward I 

(HAC-0031-2013) 

GC-0279-2013 
That the property at 250 Pinetree Way, which is listed on the City'S Heritage Register, is not 

worthy of designation, and consequently, that the owner's request to demolish proceed through 

the applicable process. 

Ward I 
(HAC-0032-2013) 
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GC-0280-2013 

That the property at 1296 Woodland Avenue, which is listed on the City's Heritage Register, is 

not worthy of designation, and consequently, that the owner's request to demolish proceed 

through the applicable process. 

Ward 1 

(HAC-0033-2013) 

GC-0281-2013 

That the Memorandum dated March 19, 2013 from Paula Wubbenhorst, Acting Senior Heritage 

Coordinator, entitled "Heritage Impact Statement Addendum, 1162 Vesta Drive, Ward I," be 

received. 

Ward I 

(HAC-0034-2013) 

GC-0282-2013 

That the Memorandum dated April 2, 2013 from Paula Wubbenhorst, Acting Senior Heritage 

Coordinator, and Gavin Longmuir, Manager, Forestry, entitled "Heritage Trees and Trees of 

Significance," be received. 

(HAC-0035-2013) 

GC-0283-2013 

That the chart dated April 23, 2013 from Julie Lavertu, Legislative Coordinator, Heritage 

Advisory Committee, with respect to the status of outstanding issues from the Heritage Advisory 

Committee, be received. 

(HAC-0036-2013) 

GC-0284-2013 

1. That a crossing guard be installed at the intersection of Kennedy Road and Grand 

Highland Way/Wilderness Trail in September 2013 at the beginning of the school year 

when bussing is to be removed for 194 students in kindergarten to grade 8 residing east of 

Kennedy Road on a temporary basis as a proactive measure as the traffic warrants have 

been met for the students attending Barondale Public School and San Lorenzo Ruiz 

Catholic School. 

2. That the Site Inspection Subcommittee of Traffic Safety Conncil be requested to conduct 

two (2) site inspections at the intersection of Kennedy Road and Grand Highland 

Way/Wilderness Trail in September 2013 to determine if sufficient student pedestrians 

are crossing the intersection to meet the pedestrian warrants for retention of the crossing 

guard. 
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3. That Transportation and Works be requested to paint zebra stripes around the intersection 

of Keunedy Road and Grand Highland Way/Wilderness Trail and ensure that the traffic 

control signals are set at slow walking speed crossing Kennedy Road. 

4. That Traffic Safety Council notifY the principals at Barondale Public School and San 

Lorenzo Ruiz Catholic School that the subject crossing guard is being placed at the 

intersection of Kennedy Road and Grand Highland Way/Wilderness Trail on a trial basis 

and that should the warrants for the crossing guard not be met at the site inspections 

conducted in September 2013, Traffic Safety Council may recommend that the crossing 

guard be removed and further Traffic Safety Council will request that the principals 

notifY the parents of the decision of Traffic Safety Council. 

(TSC-00SO-2013) 

GC-028S-2013 

1. That the Site Inspection Subcommittee of Traffic Safety Council re-inspect the 

intersection of Central Parkway East and Bud Gregory Boulevard for the students 

attending St. Pio ofPietrelcina Catholic School in May 2013 and in September 2013 

when bussing is removed as turning traffic is light and the traffic control signals provide 
protection for crossing pedestrians. 

2. That Transportation and Works be requested to review the feasibility of a countdown 

timer at the intersection of Central Parkway East and Bud Gregory Boulevard and report 

back to Traffic Safety Council. 

(TSC-00SI-2013) 

GC-0286-2013 

That the Commissioner of Planning and Building be advised that with respect to the Site Plan 

Approval for Fairview Public School, that Traffic Safety Council has reviewed the site plan and 

would recommend the changes as marked on the site plan received on April 9, 2013 at the Site 

Plan Review Subcommittee of Traffic Safety Council meeting on April 16, 2013. 

(TSC-00S2-2013) 

GC-0287-2013 

That the Commissioner of Planning and Building be advised that with respect to the Site Plan 

Approval for Northstar Montessori School, that Traffic Safety Council has reviewed the site plan 

and would recommend the changes as marked on the site plan submitted on March 11, 2013 at 

the Site Plan Review Subcommittee of Traffic Safety Council meeting on April 16, 2013. 

(TSC-0053-2013) 
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GC-0288-2013 

That the School Zone Safety (Kiss and Ride) Report from March 2013 - April 2013 be received. 
(TSC-0054-2013) 

GC-0289-2013 

That the Principal at S1. Gertrude Catholic School be advised that the unloading of buses should 

take place at the north end of the school driveway and the unloading of cars should take place on 
the curb side of the driveway with the second lane utilized as the drive through lane. 

(TSC-0055-2013) 

GC-0290-2013 

That up to three (3) Traffic Safety Council members be authorized to attend the Ontario Traffic 

Conference 63rd Annual Convention, scheduled for June 2-4, 2013 in Samia and that the funds 
for their attendance at the Convention be allocated in the 2013 Traffic Safety Council budget to 

cover the costs for registration and mileage. 

(TSC-0056-2013) 

GC-0291-2013 

That the memorandum dated April 2, 2013 from the Manager of Parking Enforcement with 

respect to parking enforcement in school zones, be received for information. 
(TSC-0057-2013) 

GC-0292-2013 

That the minutes from the Peel District School Board Maintenance meeting on April 9, 2013, be 
received. 

(TSC-0058-2013) 

GC-0293-2013 

That the matter regarding the Traffic Safety Council Terms of Reference be deferred to the May 
Traffic Safety Council meeting and that it include the adopted recommendations that pertain to 

the committee as a result of the City Committees Structure Review. 

(TSC-0059-2013) 

GC-0294-2013 

That the email dated April 5, 2013 from Tom Howe, Manager, STOPR providing comments with 
respect to the recommendations for Traffic Safety Council from the City Committees Structure 

Review be received and that a response be provided to Mr. Howe following the committee's 

review of the recommendations from the City Committees Structure Review in May 2013. 
(TSC-0060-2013) 
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GC-0295-2013 
1. That Parking Enforcement be requested to enforce the parking infractions on Plum Tree 

Crescent between 8:45 am- 9:15 am and 3:30 pm - 4:00 pm for Plum Tree Park Public 

School. 

2. That the Principal at Plum Tree Park Public School be requested to advise the parents 

dropping off students on Plum Tree Crescent to utilize the Kiss and Ride in front of the 

school which is currently underutilized. 

3. That the Chainnan for Traffic Safety Council send a letter to the Ward Councillor to 

outline the following concerns: 

a) That Traffic Safety Council has attended at the school on numerous occasions in 

response to the complaints from residents on Plum Tree Crescent and our 

observations have remained consistent in that parents dropping off their children 

are parking/stopping and blocking driveways and in the No Stopping zones in the 

morning and afternoon causing an unsafe scenario. 

b) That Traffic Safety Council has recommended through the Principal that parents 

be requested to use the newly renovated Kiss and Ride at Plum Tree Park Public 

School, as the Kiss and Ride functions well and can accommodate more vehicles. 

c) That Traffic Safety Council has no other reasonable remedies available to offer 

which will address the existing situation. 

(TSC-0061-2013) 

GC-0296-2013 
1. That a crossing guard be installed at the intersection of Heatherleigh Avenue and 

Winterton Way for the students of St. Valentine Catholic School in September 2013 at 

the start of the school year when bussing is to be removed for 28 students in grade 2 to 
grade 5 residing south of Winterton Way on a temporary basis as a proactive measure as 

the traffic warrants have been met. 

2. That the Site Inspection Subcommittee of Traffic Safety Council be requested to conduct 

two (2) site inspections at the intersection of Heatherleigh Avenue and Winterton Way in 

September 2013 to determine if sufficient student pedestrians are crossing the 

intersection to meet the pedestrian warrants for retention of the crossing guard. 

(TSC-0062-2013) 

GC-0297 -2013 

That the request for a crossing guard at the intersection of Rupert's Gate and Duncaim Drive for 

the students attending Divine Mercy Catholic School be denied as the warrants have not been 

met. 
(TSC-0063-2013) 
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GC-0298-2013 

That the Action Items List from the Transportation and Works Department for the month of 

March 2013, be received for information. 

(TSC-0064-2013) 

GC-0299-2013 

The Traffic Safety Council is advising Council that two members have been absent for three or 

more consecutive meetings and Traffic Safety Council is requesting that Council review their 

membership on the Committee and further that the Legislative Coordinator provide the 

Committee's attendance records to Council for their information. 

(TSC-0065-2013) 

GC-0300-2013 

That a site inspection be scheduled for Sts. Peter and Paul Catholic School to review the fire 

route. 

(TSC-0066-2013) 

GC-0301-2013 

1. That the report of the City Solicitor dated April 19, 2013 titled "A by-law to prohibit the 

consumption and sale of shark fins or shark fin food products within the City of 

Mississauga" be received for information. 

2. That By-law 0268-2011, as amended, be repealed. 
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April 19, 2013 
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COUNCIL AGb7<DA 
Mayor Hazel McCallion 
The City of Mississauga 
300 City Centre Drive 
Mississauga, ON 
L5B3Cl 

No.\.j 'l?12D13 

Your Worship, 

He: Changes to the Process ofInstalling Comm,mityMail Boxes (CMBsl in New Developments 

I am writing to alert YOll to the recent announcement made by Canada Post Corporation to introduce a 
. Community Mail Box Fee 0[$200 per address to be collected during the subdivision process in new 
residential and commercial developments. 

The Building Industry and Land Development Association does not believe that Canada Post 
has the legal authority to implement the fee, and therefore respectfully request that your 
municipality not entertain any requests from Canada Post to honour this additional tax on the 
new home buyer, Working closely with our Provincial and National home builders' associations, the 
Ontario Home Builders' Association and the Canadian Home Builders' Association, BILD has 
communicated to Canada Post that we are not supportive of this new initiative. 

In a March 26th letter £i·om the Canadian Home Builders' Association to the Minister Responsible for 
Canada Post, the Honourable Denis Lebel, it was noted that "Callada Post has IIot been able to point'" allY 
existing authority for its levy; /1or is it able to poi", 10 .. 'yj,lIrre legal authority", such as a regulation that would 
authorize this fee. 

This implies that there is no existing or prospective legal authority to impose the Canada Post 
Community Mail Box Fee which has been further supported by legal advice received by other industry 
members across Canada. We are also aware of at least one provincial Premier and one Greater Toronto 
Area Mayor who have voiced their opposition for the fee and their concern for the add itional cost that 
will be incurred by residents purchasing a new home. 

In addition, BILD has a number of additional concerns with the fee itself that we have expressed to 
Canada Post including: 

• Canada Post has indicated to our national and provincial home builders' associations that they have 
historically incurred the full costs of installing CMBs and activating all addresses in new 
developments. This is simply not the case. Our industry already accepts initial infrastructure costs 
associated with building mail box pads in new low-rise developments. These costs far exceed the 
installation of mailboxes, and the costs ate not transferred back to Canada Post to absorb. 
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• Additionally, when our industry builds super mail boxes, this effectively lowers Canada Post's 
operations and maintenance costs on a per unit basis. New community residents have accepted 'the 
walk to the mailbox' in an effort to support service efficiency. 

• A component of Canada Post's rationale for implementing the new fee is the rapid decline in mail, 
leading to the corporation's unprecedented fmanciallosses. This is an unfortunate circumstance, but 
new home buyers should not be the ones to accept the displacement of burden for operational 
shortfalls. 

As indicated, there is currently no agreement with respecr to the justification of the Canada Post CMB 
fee. In addition, B1LD members do not fully understand the intent for implementation, collection and 
remittance of the fee by municipalities on behalf of Canada Post. Nor do we understand if any of the 
necessary transitions provisions for previously approved projects will be in place. 

While reminding Canada Post that we oppose the CMB fee, BILD members are currently in discussions 
with Canada Post officials in an attempt to provide context and education around the planning and 
development approval system, so that they gain a better undetstanding of the process in the GTA and 
Ontario . 

. Until and unless we are satisfied with the outcome of these discussions, and due to a 
continued absence oflegal authority and an unclear implementation process for which fees 
are supposed to be collected by tnunicipalities, the Building Industry and Land Development 
Association strongly requests your show of support for the new home buyer and housing 
afford ability by not honouring any requests to assist with the processing of the Canada Post 
Community Mail Box Fee. 

Sincerely, 

Paula Tenuta, MCIP RPP· 
Vice President, Policy & Government Relations 

Cc. Edward Sajecki, Commissioner of Planning & Building, The City of Mississ.u,,", 
Joe Vaccaro. Chief Operating Officer, Ontario Home Builders' Association 
BILD Member companies 
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Carmela Radice 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

From: Halina Kilul 
Sent: 2013/04/20 9:27 PM 
To: Mumtaz Alikhan 
Cc: Jim Tovey; 

Mumtaz Alikhan 
2013/04/23 10:02 AM 
Carmela Radice 
FW: FILE NUMBER: OZ 11/017W1 
IMG_5427.JPG; IMG_5431.JPG 

Subject: FILE NUMBER: OZ 11/017 Wi 

. WRITTEN SUBMISSION 

To: Mississauga City Council 
c/o Mumtaz Alikhan 
Office of the City Clerk 
2nd Floor 
300 City Centre Drive 
Mississauga, ON L5B 3Cl 

FILE NUMBER: OZ 111017 WI 

OWNER IAPPLICANT : 501 Lakeshore Inc. Trinity Properties Lakeshore Inc. 

FROM: 

And 1716336 Ontario Inc. 
Applicant: Korsiak and Company Inc. 

Halina Kiluk 
1061 Enola Avenue, Plan F20MS Part Lots 12 & 13 
Mississauga, ON L5G 4Bl 

~-z 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

t--\(j\.j 'is, lOr? 

I have been a resident in the Lakeview area since 1997. I really enjoy living in Southern Mississauga and I am 
proud to be a part of such a vibrant community. I am the owner of a detached house located at 1061 Enola 
Avenue. My property borders with the land for construction located at 501 Lakeshore Road East. 

I am writing to you to express my great opposition against current development plan of the land located at 501 
Lakeshore Road East proposed by Trinity Development. I would be one of the many Enola Avenue residents 
impacted the most by this project. The street in front of my house will be burdened with traffic. My backyard 
will be directly beside the high-rise condominium complex and open garage space of the department store from 
my backyard. 

Under the proposed Trinity Development plan, the "Main street" would empty onto Enola Avenue jut below an 
extremely dangerous 90 degree comer. Since Lake Ontario creates a natural border to access major roads and 

1 
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highways, most of the local traffic is directed Northbound through the CN Railway crossing gates on Marf 
Avenue. When GO trains pass in the morning rush hour, there is a lineup of few cars. It will be very difficult to 
even leave Enola Avenue in the morning if additional cars would be added considering that most if not all will 
be traveling Northbound. If the CN Railway crossing would be closed due to an accident or mechanical failure, 
the traffic would be enormous with very little space to maneuver on such a narrow street. 

It would be extremely difficult to leave Enola Avenue during rush hour in both directions. Lakeshore Road East 
is already a very busy street and it is quite difficult to turn left onto Lakeshore when traveling South on Enola 
Avenue. When I need to drive to Toronto, I first drive North on Enola and use the street lights at Shaw Avenue 
and Lakeshore Road East to make the left turn. 
Street parlOng at Enola A venue seems to already be an issue. I have taken a few pictnres of Enola A venue on 
Sunday afternoon April 7, 2013 at I PM. There were eight cars parked on Enola Avenue. Five cars were parked 
next to the six storey apartment complex and three cars at the section where Enola is turning into 
Revus Avenue. With additional traffic this would create obstacles for the increase in vehicles especially during 
pick holiday shopping season when potential shoppers will be using Enola Avenue for overflow parking. 

The proposed loading area, which would be sitnated at corner of Lakeshore Road East and Enola Avenue, is 
also my concern. The heavy delivery trucks would be maneuvering and baclOng up on Enola Avenue during 
late night and early morning hours when most deliveries would take place. Enola Avenue is a residential street 
and heavy trucks should not be allowed. 

The proposed high-rise twenty story condominium buildings would overpower my property. I 
would completely lose my privacy. My backyard would be seen from a number of residents of the potential 
condominium units and townhouses. 
The proposed open garage at the back of department store would be a source of air pollution, excessive noise 
caused by vehicles, foot traffic and other noise factors. The noise would be especially a nuisance during the 
night and on weekends. 

I am also concerned about possible ground shift during the construction phase which could cause foundation 
and structural damage to my house. 

I am deeply concerned for the impact that the development of this magnitude would have on my property 
physically and financially. I have spent a significant amount of money on this property in expectation of 
peaceful enjoyment in the next few decades until my late retirement. 

I strongly oppose high density development at 501 Lakeshore Road East. I particularly request that the high rise 
condominium complex, all entrances and exits at Enola Avenue and the open parking at the back of department 
store should be rejected. Enola Avenue is a relatively quiet narrow residential street and was not designed for 
any development of that size. I trust that the decision would be made taking into account the long run vision of 
the community based on smart growth development principles rather then rushed short term planning. 

Sincerely, 
lYReceiva D Resolution 

o DIrection Required o Resolution I By-Law 

o Community SelVices For 
o Corporate Services rippropriate Action 

Halina Kiluk / o Information 
!e"Planning & Building o Reply 
o Transportation & Works o Report 
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500 Consumers Road 
North York, Ontario 
M2J 1PS 
PO Box 650 
Scarborough ON M1 K 5E3 

-1- 3 -
Shari Lynn Spratt 

ENBRIDGE 
Supervisor Regulatory Proceedings 
Telephone: (416) 495-5499 
Fax: (416) 495-6072 
Email: EGDRegulatoryProceedings@enbridge.com 

April 25, 2013 
COUNCIL AGENDA 

VIA COURIER 

To: Clerk of Municipalities within Proposed GTA Pipeline Area 

City of Brampton City of Mississauga 
Peter Fay, Clerk Crystal Greer, Clerk 
Clerk's Office Office of the Clerk 
2 Wellington Street West 300 City Centre Drive 
Brampton, ON L6Y 4R2 Mississauga, ON L5B 3C1 

City of Richmond Hill City of Toronto 
Donna McLarty, Clerk Ulli Watkiss, Clerk 
Clerk'S Office Clerk's Office 
225 East Beaver Creek Road 100 Queen Street West, 131h Floor 
Richmond Hill, ON L4B 3P4 Toronto, ON M5H 2N2 

City of Vaughan Town of Milton 
Jeffrey Abrams, City Clerk Troy McHarg, Clerk 
Office of the Clerk Clerk's Office 
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive 150 Mary Street 
Vaughan, ON L6A H1 Milton, ON L9T 6Z5 

Town of Markham 
Kimberly Kitteringham, Town Clerk 
Clerk's Department 
101 Town Centre Blvd. 
Markham, ON L3R 9W3 

Re: Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. ("Enbridge") 
EB-2012-0451 - Greater Toronto Area ("GTA") Project 
Ontario Energy Board (the "Board") Notice of Application 

Ha" '& J.t; 13 

On December 21,2012, Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. filed a "Leave To Construct" Application 
with the Ontario Energy Board in respect to certain natural gas pipelines and related facilities in 
the Greater Toronto Area, known as the GTA Project. The GT A Project has a western 
component, referred to as Segment A and an eastern component, referred to as Segment B. 

On February 12, 2013, Enbridge filed an amendment to the application and evidence to notify 
the Board of three changes to the proposed route for Segment A, including a change in the 
starting point. The new starting point lies along the original proposed routing. 
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Further to the above noted submissions, on April 15, 2013, Enbridge filed additional updates to 
the application and evidence for the project. A summary of the updates can be found at 
Exhibit A, Tab 2, Schedule 4. 

As a result of the updates from April 15, 2013 the Board has directed Enbridge to notify parties 
of the Amended Application. Accordingly, enclosed please find the Notice of Amended 
Application and a copy of Enbridge's Updated Application for the EB-2012-0451 proceeding. 

All evidence filed with the Board for the GTA Project is available on the Enbridge website at the 
following link: www.enbridgegas.com/gtaproject. 

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding the GTA Project. 

Yours truly, 

~W 
Shari Lynn Spratt 
Supervisor Regulatory Proceedings 

EncJ. 
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Ontario Energy 
Board 

Commission de I'energie 
de l'Ontario 

NOTICE OF AMENDED APPLICATION 

I3CbJ 

~ 
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Ontario 

EB-2012-04S1 

Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. has requested approval of the methodology to 

establish a rate for transportation services related to its application for approval 

to build two segments of pipeline in the Greater Toronto Area 

Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. applied on December 21, 2012 to the Ontario Energy 

Board (OEB) for approval to construct two segments of underground natural gas 

pipeline and associated facilities ("Original Application"). A Notice for the Original 

Application (EB-2012-0451) was issued by the OEB on March 5, 2013. 

On April 15, 2013 Enbridge amended the Original Application by asking the OEB to 

approve a methodology to establish a rate for gas transportation services for 

TransCanada Pipelines Limited on one of the two segments of the proposed pipelines 

("Amended Application"). 

Note to Registered Intervenors 

Intervenors that have already registered in the EB-2012-0451 proceeding do not need 

to file a separate intervention request for the Amended Application, as they are already 

intervenors. 

The Ontario Energy Board's Role 

The OEB will hold a hearing to consider whether Enbridge's request for approval to 

construct the two segments of pipeline (and associated facilities) and transmission rate 

methodology should be approved. 
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Have Your Say 

There are several ways you can get involved in the process: 

• You can apply for intervenor status, which will allow you to participate more 

actively. 

• You can file a Leiter of Comment with the OEB. 

• You can become an observer which allows you to receive OEB documents and 

monitor the proceeding but not take an active role. 

To learn more about how to participate, please visit 

www.ontarioenergyboard.caiparticipate 

Deadlines 

To become an intervenor or an observer, your deadline to file documents with the OEB 

is 10 days from the publication or service date of this notice. If you miss this deadline, 

the hearing will proceed without you. You will not receive any further notice of the 

proceeding. 

If you choose to file a leiter of comment, you must file it no later than 30 days from the 

publication or service date of this notice. 

Personal Information 

Your personal information is treated differently depending on how you choose to 

participate. 

If you file a leiter of comment or request to become an observer, your name and the 

content of your leiter to the OEB will be put on the public record and on the OEB's 

website, but your personal telephone number, address, fax number or e-mail address 

will be removed from the leiter. Any business information will be public. 

If you choose to become an intervenor anything you file with the OEB including your 

name and personal contact information will be placed on the OEB website and will be 

available for the public to view. 
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Written vs. Oral Hearings 

The OEB has not determined whether it will hold a written or oral hearing in this case. 

That decision will be made later in this process. 

Learn More 

To learn more about this hearing and your options to get involved, please visit our 

website at www.ontarioenergyboard.ca/participate or phone our Consumer Relations 

Centre at 1-877-632-2727. You can access all documents related to this case by 

searching the file number EB-2012-0451 on the OEB website. 

This hearing will be held under sections 90, 98 and 36 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 

1998, S.O. 1998 c.15 (Schedule B). 

Addresses 

The Board: 

Ontario Energy Board 
P.O. Box 2319 
27'h Floor 
2300 Yonge Street 
Toronto ON M4P 1 E4 
Attention: Board Secretary 
Filings: 
www.pes.ontarioenergyboard.caleservicel 

E-mail: boardsec@ontarioenergyboard.ca 

Tel: 1-888-632-6273 (Toll free) 
Fax: 416-440-7656 

The Applicant: 

Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. 
P.O. Box 650 
500 Consumers Road 
Toronto ON M2J 1 P8 
Attn: Mr. Norm Rykman 

E-mail: 
EGDRegulatoryProceedings@enbridge.com 

Tel: 416-495-5499 
Fax: 416-495-6072 



DATED at Toronto, April 24, 2013 

ONTARIO ENERGY BOARD 

Original Signed By 

Kirsten Walli 
Board Secretary 

Ontario Energy Board 
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Counsel of the Applicant: 

Mr. Scott Stoll 
Aird & Berlis LLP 
Suite 1800, Box 754 
Brookfield Place, 181 Bay Street 
Toronto ON M5J 2T9 

E-mail: sstoll@airdberlis.com 

Tel: 416-865-4703 
Fax: 416-863-1515 
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ONTARIO ENERGY BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Energy Board 
Act, 1998, S. O. 1998, c. 15 (Schedule 8); 

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by 
Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. under section 90 and 
91, of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 
1998, c. 15 (Schedule 8) for an order or orders 
granting leave to construct a natural gas pipeline 
and ancillary facilities in the Town of Milton, City of 
Markham, Town of Richmond Hill, City of 
8rampton, City of Toronto, City of Vaughan and the 
Region of Halton, the Region of Peel and the 
Region of York; 

AND IN THE MATTER OF an application by 
Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. under section 36 of 
the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 1998, c. 
15 (Schedule 8) for an order or orders approving 
the methodology to establish a rate for 
transportation services for TransCanada Pipelines 
Limited; 

LEAVE TO CONSTRUCT 
APPLICATION: 

Tab2 
Schedule 1 

Page 1 of 12 
Plus Attachments 

GREATER TORONTO AREA PROJECT 

1. The Applicant, Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. ("Enbridge") is an Ontario corporation with 

its head office in the City of Toronto. It carries on the business of selling, distributing, 

transmitting and storing natural gas within Ontario. 
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Enbridge hereby applies to the Ontario Energy Board (the" Board") for leave to construct 

the Greater Toronto Area Pipeline Project (the "GTA Project") as described herein. The 

purpose of the GTA Project is to: (i) support future customer growth for the period 2015 

to 2025; (ii) eliminate distribution system constraints, (iii) diversify gas supply entry 

points into the Enbridge distribution system; (iv) reduce operational risks; and (v) provide 

improved reliability, risk mitigation and cost savings for upstream gas supply. 

3. Update No. 1 and Update No. 2 are amendments to the original Application filed on 

December 21, 2012 and are a result of further discussions with TransCanada Pipelines 

Limited ("TransCanada") and Union Gas Limited ("Union Gas"). As a result of these 

discussions, TransCanada and Enbridge have entered into an arrangement in which 

TransCanada will receive certain transportation services from Enbridge utilizing a portion 

of the proposed facilities. Enbridge does not currently have an existing rate for such 

service. Details of these discussions are provided in the evidence at Exhibit A, Tab 3, 

Schedule 1, page 10. The elements of the transportation services arrangement 

between Enbridge and TransCanada for shared use of this pipeline can be found in 

Exhibit E, Tab 1, Schedule 2. 

4. Update No.1, filed on February 12, 2013, discussed changes to the originally filed 

project scope. The primary changes were: 

i. Shortening of Segment A; 

ii. Shared usage of Segment A with TransCanada; and 

iii. Relocation of the Parkway West Gate Station. 

These changes allow for optimized use of existing infrastructure and a coordinated build 



Updated: 2013-04-15 
EB-2012-0451 

Exhibit A 
Tab 2 

Schedule 1 
Page 3 of 12 

Plus Attachments 

out of required future infrastructure in and around the GTA. Additional amendments to 

the evidence have been filed within this update, Update No.2, which are the 

corresponding project costs, construction schedule, economic feasibility, and details on 

the shared usage of Segment A with TransCanada. The changes are described below 

and a summary of the changes within Update No.1 and No.2 can be found in Exhibit A, 

Tab 3, Schedule 4 

5. The GTA Project consists of two segments, Segment A and Segment B, each of which 

are described below. 

Segment A 

6. Segment A is intended to connect to the TransCanada Mainline system and provide 

delivery of gas to Enbridge's Albion Road Station. Segment A is located in the Region of 

Halton, Region of Peel, Town of Milton, City of Brampton and the City of Toronto. 

Segment A also connects to Union Gas which will be further described below. A map of 

Segment A may be found in Attachment Figure 1. 

Segment A - TransCanada Bram West Interconnect to Albion Road 

7. Subject to National Energy Board ("NEB") approval, TransCanada proposes to construct 

an interconnection point, called the "Bram West Interconnect" and create a new single 

point distributor delivery area called Bram West and add it to the TransCanada Tariff. 

Enbridge will have in-line inspection equipment at this interconnection point. 

I-3ChJ 
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8. Enbridge will construct a pipeline from the Bram West Interconnect to the Albion Road 

Station. The proposed route is approximately 20.9 kilometres ("km") long and begins at the 

proposed Bram West Interconnect, with TransCanada's Mainline system, located south of 

Highway 407 between Winston Churchill Boulevard and Heritage Road in the City of 

Brampton. The route is on the north side of a generally west-east trending Parkway Belt 

West Plan corridor, and predominantly within a designated Utility Corridor, or road right-of-

ways, for the length of the route. 

9. This pipeline will terminate at the existing Enbridge Albion Road Station near Highway 427, 

Albion Road and Indian Line. As part of the GTA Project, Enbridge's Albion Road Station 

will be expanded to accommodate the new connection and odourization, metering, 

regulation and other ancillary equipment. 

10. TransCanada and Enbridge are continuing dialogue regarding the shared use of the Bram 

West to Albion Road pipeline to serve both transmission and local distribution needs. This 

arrangement will eliminate the need for duplicative pipelines/facilities resulting in less 

environmental and community impacts. Enbridge does not currently have a methodology or 

a rate applicable to the transportation service to be provided to TransCanada. Enbridge is 

seeking approval of the methodology that will be applied to develop a rate ("Rate 332") for 

the transportation service in order to provide TransCanada with a means to determine their 

future payment obligations and pursue regulatory approvals. Accordingly, Enbridge and 

TransCanada have determined the request for such approval should precede 

TransCanada's application to the NEB. Enbridge will be seeking approval of the new rate, 
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Rate 332, in a subsequent rate proceeding, EB-2012-0459, when the rate impact of the GTA 

Project will be considered. 

11. To accommodate the anticipated needs of both companies and their customers, the Bram 

West to Albion Road pipeline has been designed as extra high pressure ("XHP") with a 

Nominal Pipe Size ("NPS") of 42 inches or NPS 42. In the event that market conditions do 

not justify a NPS 42 pipe size, or TransCanada 1 does not receive the requisite regulatory 

approvals from the NEB, Enbridge would request this Board approve Segment A being 

comprised of a NPS 36 pipeline between Bram West and Albion Road. In such 

circumstances, Enbridge will file an update to the evidence to reflect such change. 

Segment A - Parkway West 

12. In addition to the Bram West to Albion pipeline described above, Segment A includes 

other facilities in the vicinity of Union Gas' proposed Parkway West and existing 

Parkway Compressor facilities near Highway 407 and Derry Road in the Town of Milton, 

Region of Halton. The proposed Enbridge Parkway West Gate Station will connect to 

Union Gas and tie into the existing Enbridge NPS 36 Pipeline (the "Parkway North" 

pipeline) which is located on the west side of Highway 407. This connection will require 

the installation of approximately 315 metres ("m") of NPS 36 pipeline to complete the tie-

in. This pipeline will also be located west of Highway 407 and south of Derry Road in 

the Town of Milton, Region of Halton. 

1 Further detail is provided at Exhibit E, Tab 1, Schedule 2. 
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Enbridge also proposes to upgrade the existing valve manifold at the existing Parkway 

By-Pass (located on the west of Highway 407 south of Derry Road and directly west of 

the Parkway Gate Station) to include pressure regulation between the existing Enbridge 

NPS 36 "Parkway North" pipeline and the existing Enbridge NPS 36 XHP "Mississauga 

Southern Link" Pipeline (the "MSL" pipeline) that currently operate at different pressures. 

Segment B 

14. Segment B is proposed to be NPS 36 XHP pipeline and the modification and 

construction of station facilities. A map of Segment B may be found in Attachment 

Figure 2. The GTA Project - Segment B will be constructed within the Region of York, 

the City of Vaughan, the City of Markham, City of Toronto and the Town of 

Richmond Hill. 

15. The Segment B pipeline commences at Enbridge's Keele/CNR Station which will be 

modified to connect to the proposed NPS 36 XHP pipeline. 

16. The Segment B Preferred Route is approximately 23 km long and begins at Enbridge's 

Keele/CNR Station located on Keele Street, approximately 400 m north of Steeles 

Avenue in the City of Vaughan. 

17. The Segment B Pipeline exits the Keele/CNR Station and travels northeast for 

approximately 15.4 km, within the Parkway Belt West Plan Area and primarily within the 

Utility Corridor designation area, to the north-south trending hydro transmission corridor 

between Pharmacy Avenue and Warden Avenue, in the City of Markham. 
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18. The Segment B Pipeline turns south to continue along the hydro transmission corridor to 

McNicol1 Avenue, where the hydro transmission corridor ends and continues within the 

Enbridge owned north-south trending Butlonville utility corridor. 

19. The Segment B Pipeline continues south within the utility corridor and terminates just 

north of Sheppard Avenue, connecting to an existing Enbridge NPS 36 pipeline. The 

Pipeline travels within Utility Corridors (including the Parkway Belt, Buttonville Corridor) 

for the majority of pipeline length. 

20. Enbridge proposes to construct the Buttonville Regulation Facility ("Buttonville 

Station"), south of Highway 407 and east of Rodick Road in the City of Markham, to tie 

the new NPS 36 XHP east-west and north-south portions into the existing NPS 30 XHP 

Pipeline (the "Don Valley" pipeline) in the area of the intersection of the two pipelines. 

21. Enbridge also proposes to expand the existing "Jonesville-Eglinton Regulation Facility" 

("Jonesville Station") located within the existing utility corridor north of Eglinton Avenue 

East and Jonesville Crescent in the City of Toronto. The expansion will provide 

additional support for the existing NPS 36 XHP pipeline feed into the existing NPS 30 

XHP Don Valley pipeline running south from the Jonesville Station to Station B. 

22. The route and location for the GTA Project was selected by Dillon Consulting Inc. 

("Dillon"), an independent environmental consultant, through the process outlined in the 

Ontario Energy Board's "Environmental Guidelines for the Location, Construction, and 

Operation of Hydrocarbon Pipelines in Ontario" (Sixth Edition, 2011). Input from the 

public, area stakeholders, Metis and First Nations was sought during the route selection 
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process and was incorporated into the final alignment decision, Enbridge will continue to 

update the Metis and First Nations regarding the results of the archeological studies, 

23, The route selection and the environmental and socio-economic impact assessment of 

the proposed facilities are provided in the "GTA Project: Environmental Report' 

(the "Environmental Report") found at Exhibit B, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Attachment 1, The 

proposed measures outlined in the Environmental Report will be used to mitigate any 

potential environmental impacts, An amendment to the Environmental Report is 

included with Update No, 1 at Exhibit B, Tab 2, Schedule 1, Attachment 4, 

24, In addition to the consultation completed as part of the Environmental Report, Enbridge 

has consulted, and continues to consult, with interested stakeholders, An amendment 

has been filed as part of Update No, 2 to include public consultation on the changes 

outlined in Update No, 1, The amendment can be found at Exhibit B, Tab 2, Schedule 2, 

Attachment 5, 

25, Enbridge has included draft agreements at Exhibit 0, Tab 1, Schedule 2 that will be 

offered to affected landowners where the need for an easement arises, 

26, There are five (5) individual landowners that will be impacted by the proposed 

construction, As these individuals are not yet a party to the proceeding, Enbridge has 

redacted their identities from the matters filed in the public record, Enbridge has filed 

two copies of the unredacted information regarding the five landowners confidentially 

with the Board in a separate sealed envelope, 
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27. Enbridge has filed certain financial and economic information in confidence, pursuant to 

the Board's Practice Direction on Confidential Filings and the Rules of Practice and 

Procedure. Two copies of the un redacted information have been filed in a separate 

sealed envelope. 

28. The updated estimated cost of the GTA Project is $623.7 million. The amended project 

costs, schedule, and economic feasibility calculations have been provide in the evidence 

submitted as part of Update NO.2. This evidence has been updated based on the 

shared usage with TransCanada, the shorter length of Segment A and the larger pipe 

size. The corresponding revenue requirement for services provided to TransCanada 

can be found at Exhibit E, Tab 1, Schedule 2. The vast majority of the estimated costs 

have not yet been committed to or incurred. Access to certain information in the 

economic modeling has also been filed confidentially. 

29. Enbridge hereby requests the Board maintain this information in confidence to preserve 

the integrity of, and ensure customer confidence in, the procurement process. Further 

details regarding the request for confidentiality are provided with the cover letter to the 

sealed envelopes containing the unredacted information. 

30. Enbridge does not object to the confidential information being made available to 

intervenors in this proceeding subject to such intervenor providing a declaration and 

undertaking to maintain the confidentiality of the information and to only use such 

information for this proceeding. 
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31. The proposed in-service date for the GTA Project is prior to November 2015 in order to 

be available for the winter of 2015. In order to meet the in-service date, construction is 

scheduled to commence no later than December 2014. Exhibit C, Tab 2, Schedule 2 

indicates the proposed construction schedule. 

32. The permitting process will require several weeks to, in some instances, more than one 

year. Procurement lead times may also require more than one year. Therefore, 

Enbridge requests that the Board establish a schedule for this Application such that a 

Decision and Order can be issued by September, 2013. 

33. A list of interested parties is provided at Exhibit A, Tab 2, Schedule 3 and the list of 

permitting authorities is provided at Exhibit D, Tab 1, Schedule 3. The list of interested 

parties and the list of permitting authorities have been updated with Update No.1 and 

Update No.2, respectively. 

34. Enbridge requests this Application be conducted in English. 

35. Enbridge requests the Board issue: 

i. such directions and orders as the Board deems appropriate for the notice and 

proper review, consideration and processing of this Application; 

ii. such orders as are necessary or advisable for the proper protection, handling 

and access to the confidential information described herein; 

iii. pursuant to section 90 and 91 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 

1998, c-15 (Schedule B), an Order(s) granting leave to construct the GTA 



Updated: 2013-04-1513~ 
EB-2012-0451 

Exhibit A 
Tab2 

Schedule 1 
Page 11 of 12 

Plus Attachments 

Project - Segment A, including Bram West to Albion Road Station, as either 

NPS 42 or NPS 36 pipeline, and other facilities as described herein; 

iv. pursuant to section 90 and 91 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 

1998, c-15 (Schedule B), an Order(s) granting leave to construct the GTA 

Project - Segment B as described herein; 

v. pursuant to section 97 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 1998, 

c-15, Schedule B, an Order approving the form of easement agreements 

found at Exhibit D, Tab 1, Schedule 2, Attachment herein; 

vi. in order to determine the conditions under which TransCanada will be 

provided service, pursuant to section 36 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 

1998, S.O. 1998, c-15, Schedule B an Order granting approval for a 

methodology to determine the rate, Rate 332, in respect of the transportation 

service provided to TransCanada. 

36. Enbridge requests that copies of all documents filed with the Board in connection with 

this proceeding be served on it and on its counsel, as follows: 

The Applicant: Regulatory Affairs 
Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. 

Address for personal service: 500 Consumers Road 
Toronto, ON M2J 1 P8 

Mailing Address: P. O. Box 650 

Telephone: 
Fax: 
E-Mail: 

Scarborough, ON M1K 5E3 

(416) 495-5499 
(416) 495-6072 
EGDRegulatoryProceedings@enbridge.com 



The Applicant's counsel: 

Address for personal service 
and mailing address: 

Telephone: 
Fax: 
E-Mail: 

Scott Stoll 
Aird & Berlis LLP 

Suite 1800, Box 754 
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Brookfield Place, 181 Bay Street 
Toronto, Ontario 
M5J 2T9 

(416) 865-4703 
(416) 863-1515 
sstoll@airdberlis.com 

DATED April 15, 2013 atToronto, Ontario. 

ENBRIDGE GAS DISTRIBUTION INC. 
By its counsel 

AIRD & BERLIS LLP 

Original Signed by 

Scott Stoll 



Carmela Radice 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Diana Haas 
2013/04/30 11 :58 AM 
Carmela Radice 

I-4 

Subject: FW: (For Inclusion in Information Items for CounCil) OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND 
INSULTING 

Attachments: 

From: Angela DiLegge 
Sent: 2013/04/30 9:20 AM 

Traffic Review - Mississauga Road- V 1 Final (Tam) 2013.ppt 

To: Crystal Greer; Diana Rusnov; Diana Haas 
Cc: Angela DiLegge; Debbie Thomson 

COUNCIL AGENDA 

Ha 2oI?J 

Subject: (For Inclusion in Information Items for Council) OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

From: Katie Mahoney 
Sent: 2013/04/29 5:05 PM 
To: Angela DiLegge; Debbie Thomson 
Subject: FW: OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

Hi Mr, Lee requested that this email be sent to Council, can you send it to clerks for inclusion in 
the information items for Council. 
Thanks 

Katie Mahoney 
Councillor, Ward 8 
The Corporation of the City of Mississauga 
300 City Centre Drive 
Mississauga ON L5B 3C 1 
Tel: 905-896-5800 
Fax: 905-896-5463 
Email: katie.mahoney@mississauga.ca 

I~ecelve 
o Direction Required 

o Community SSlVices 

o Corporate SeNices 

o Planning & Building 

o Transportation & Works 

o Resolution 

o Resolution I By-Law 

For 
~opriate Action 

Information 

o Reply 
o Report 

This e-mail transmission and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may contain information that is 
confidential and may constitute non-public information. It is intended to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s) named 
above. Any unauthorized use, copying, forwarding, distribution or other dissemination or use of this transmission by persons other 
than the addressees is strictly prohibited. If you are not an intended recipient of this e-mail transmission, please notify the sender by 
return e-mail and permanently delete any record of this transmission. Thank you for your co-operation. 

From: Mel Lee 
Sent: April-29-13 4:04 PM 
To: Katie Mahoney; Ben Phillips; Marcia Taggart; Ed Sajecki; Mary Ellen Bench 

Cc: 'Vince Mammoliti" Weber Cathv:1 ,;;======= 
~, Debbie Thomson; Angela DiLegge; Kai Tam 

OMB Decision 

--------

Katie 

1 
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Dr K Tam's presentation attached was not allowed by the lawyer for Dunpar. Without 
city legal representations we were seriously disadvantaged. 

City absence in fighting the reneged deal of OMB 1 ruling further allowed the chair to 
punish your taxpayers with 6 more units than the 59 thought of. That could have 
stopped it. 

As to Traffic 

1 Who will be accountable for signing off on a builder funded report for rubber 
stamping to the Ministry of Transportation, a report that had exactly same numbers of 
traffic as the 6 year old traffic one day study done in 20077 No growth in 6 years? A 
builder paid study done on a single day, and done at one location only in 2012 if it was 
actually done at all. 

2. Will the builder be liable for all costs associated with any widening of Mississauga 
Road, traffic lights, and expansions at the major intersections north and south? 

Your scenic heritage Mississauga Road cannot handle this over intensification. You 
have experienced the pain! Council will have this on their legacy. 

Regardless, your voters and taxpayers feel again that the city has thrown us under the 
bus from day one with zero legal assistance, and now without any help even in the 
form of even a city manager or mayor letter to the judge, moral suasion all while using 
circles of influence to stop this product development. 

As the co chair of the LTC HOME: FaITlily Council,whovehemently opposethis 
development, told many of us, " Ifs like briIilging Detroitc>h t6 fy1iss issiwg a Road". 
FOREVER 
Please review and send to council 'HELP.lJS Thank you. 
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From: Katie MahOneY:!!II~!@~!:~::: To: 'Vince Mammoliti' 
Ce: Mel Lee ! 

I :56 PM 
Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

Hi Mr. Mammoliti, 

Thank you for your email, and your comments. 

With respect to traffic matters, this lies directly with the OMB. I am aware of the bridge work, and it is good 

to know that the cut-through traffic in your neighbourhood has gone down, but you are correct once the work 
is completed the cut-through will over time return. This traffic study was dealt with at the first OMB hearing, 

and was updated for this latest hearing. We will deal with this matter as an updated Mississauga Scenic Route 

study is being undertaken this year. The City does regular counts of traffic travelling through the Bridlepath 

area, most times on my request due to the concerns from local residents. 

With respect to wording related to widening of Mississauga Road, this relates only to minimal widening of the 

existing right of way to create left turn lanes into the Dunpar property as is seen a little further north into the 
Badminton Drive community. It is not adding through lanes. 

As I understand the OMB decision, paragraph 26, is that Dunpar will need to file a revised zoning by-law with 

the Board (not the city) that will reflect the revised number of units and Gross floor area that the Board 
approved. The Board will then issue its final Order, and the City of bound to comply with an order issued by 

the Ontario Municipal Board. 

Katie Mahoney 
Councillor, Ward 8 
The Corporation ofthe City of Mississauga 
300 City Centre Drive 
Mississauga ON L5L 3[1 

Tel: 905-896-5800 
Fax: 905-896-5463 
Email: katie.mahoney@mississauga.ca 

This e-mail transmission and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may contain information 
that is confidential and may constitute non-public information. It is intended to be conveyed only to the designated 
recipient(s) named above. Any unauthorized use, copying, forwarding, distribution or other dissemination or use of this 
transmission by persons other than the addressees is strictly prohibited. If you are not an intended recipient of this e­
mail transmission, please notify the sender by return e-mail and permanently delete any record of this transmission. 
Thank you for your co-operation. 

From: Vince Mammoliti 
Sent: 2013/04/28 11:55 AM 
To: Katie Mahoney 
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Cc: Mel Lee; Ben Phillips; Weber Cathy; 

Subject: Re: OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

Hi Katie, 

I lll1derstand that this is a sore point for everyone. As Mel and frici,:lds have pointed'out we believe there is a fair 
amount of errors on the information provided by Dunpar to win over the OMB. 

Can you provided us assistance on the following: 

In the OMB Decision the traffic was claiming that not much change .... If traffic studies where done in 
September 2012. There has been bridge work done on the overpass on Mississauga Road and the 403. Sign 
states July 2012-September 2013. I have found that even traffic on my street on Bridlepath that cut-through 
traffic had gone down. My belief is that others have found faster alternative routes. Well as it has shown in the 
past that commuters will eventually return to there most optimal commute route. This making note that the 
traffic count is not a true reflection of normal traffic patterns. I have also seen wording of widening 
Mississauga road. I thought that was not possible under the Heritage Scenic Route designation of Mississauga 
Road. 

Last point in the document section [26] its stated that this can only move forward if the City pass the by-law to 
allow the changes for Dunpar. 

What happens if the city does not pass the by-law? 

Please assist here, 

Regards, 

Vince 

On Mon, Apr 15, 2013 at 4:44 PM, Katie Mahoney <Katie.Mahoney@mississauga.ca>wrote: 
Mr. Lee, 

I have as yet not received the OMB decision. 
Under the Ontario Planning Act, and the rules under which the OMB operate the decision is not 
appealable, I will get the correct wording. 
I need to read the decision before I comment further. 

Katie 

Katie Mahoney 
Councillor, Ward 8 
The Corporation of the City of Mississauga 
300 City Centre Drive 
Mississauga ON L5B 3Cl 
Tel: 905-896-5800 
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Fax: 905-896-5463 
Email: katie.mahoney@mississauga.ca 

This e-mail transmission and any documents, files or previous e-mail messages attached to it may 
contain information that is confidential and may constitute non-public information. It is intended 
to be conveyed only to the designated recipient(s) named above. Any unauthorized use, copying, 
forwarding, distribution or other dissemination or use of this transmission by persons other than the 
addressees is strictly prohibited. If you are not an intended recipient of this e-mail transmission, 
please notify the sender by return e-mail and permanently delete any record of this 
transmission. Thank you for your co-operation. 

From: Mel Lee 
Sent: April-15-13 4:03 PM 
To: Katie Mahoney; Ben Phillips 
Cc: 'Weber Cathy'; 

~ -------

Subject: Re: OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

Katie In addition to below. 

No doubt you read page 6 (25) "The board would heave 
reduced the unit count to 59 units even with a·"M()dicl.Jm" of 
planning evidence in opposition because Dunpar was party to 
a settlement that was the result of some level of analysis in the 
fi rst instance." 

So does this mean the city not even representing a position 
affected us all for the increased density of now 65 units now 
apparently being allowed, with the point (26) that "The Board 
will withhold its final order until a revised by law is filed 
substantially in the form of Exhibit 18b with appropriate 
adjustments to the number of units ( 57 townhouses) and the 
gross floor area ( less than 1.052 by 3 units) " ? 

Katie this must be appealed especially before council and 
planning commits to creating a revised by law as the Board 
suggests. 
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J--LfCe ') 
Please lets strategize on what we all can do together to stop 
these actions. 

m!t~_~~~~J!jf!:tF'O!l§J!;~~~!iij;riliiliJ~~~~~~ 

From: Mel Lee ~ 
To: Katie Mahoney <katie.mahoney@mississauga.ca>; Ben Phillips 
<Ben. Phillips@mississauga.ca> 
Cc: 'Weber . 

Sent: , 
Subject: OMB Decision 2013 ERRONEOUS AND INSULTING 

Hi Katie 
Just received the'OMB April 1 Oth 2013 report as they had my 
mailing address incorrect. 

We are shocked at the non decision that continues to lean 
heavily towards Dunpar. 

In particular General Comments (23) page 5 are erroneous 
with the statement: 

" The residents were not directly concerned with matters 
of privacy, overlook and physical compatibility and 
density transition that would normally be the issues 
addressed in the City's planning report" 

The issue of privacy, overlook and height was always at the 
for front such that the builder agreed to reduce the height and 
hence instill more privacy with three storey units facing the 
home owners on the north. You know that. 

Then to further add insult they do not use the plan that was 
agreed to under duress, but rather say in ( 24 ) " The contrary 
planning evidence was like the sound of one hand clapping" 
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Residents are most upset and ask for your involvement in the lLfCf) 
continued fight to stop the development from proceeding on 
Scenic Historic Mississauga Road. 

Your comments and suggestions for action are most 
welcome. 

This "moustache" on the Mona Lisa will be permanent if we let 
it happen on councils watch! 
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Traffic Data Review 
of 

Mississauga Road 
(Eglinton to Burnhamthorpe Section) 

Dr Kai K. Tam, PhD Engineering, Prof Eng., Ret. 
Formerly 30 years with Ministry of Transportation (roads) 

4605 Badminton Drive Mississauga 

Critique of Dunpar Paid for Traffic Impact 
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Traffic Impact Assessment Addendum 
Proposed 72 Unit Residential Development 
4390 Mississauga Road 
City of Mississauga 

October 13, 2011 
16-06091-004-T04 

Company hired by Dunpar 

ROBERT K. WANLESS, 
P. Eng. 

Vice President, Transportation Planning Department 

Principal \-;-1 
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Traffic Review 

• Traffic Count/Study 

• Level of Service - Wait Time 

• Trip Generation (Vehicle Trip 
per Unit) 
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Traffic Count 
Mississauga Road 

Badminton Drive 

13 Sept. 2011 (lues) 

• N. Leg: 1758/1752= 3530 

• S. Leg: 1790/1723= 3548 

peakH·r{7~9arrn 

• N. Leg:QEi5S.Leg: 971 

RetlremenfHome 

9 May2007<{Wedn) 
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Traffic Study Inadequate (1) 

1. Extensive traffic study (AADT and ADST) should be 
conducted for such significant development by 
Dunpar, esp. on important scenic route like 
Mississauga Road. Single day count totally 
inadequate! 

2. Dunpar data shows no change in 4 years (2007 to 
2011) - questionable? 

3. Mississauga Road traverse three (3) major city roads 
(Eglinton, Burnhamthorpe, Dundas, leading to QEW) 
- not considered? 

4. Only bridge overpass between Creditview & Erin 
Mills - not considered? 
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Traffic Study Inadequate (2) 

5. Bottle necks at Burnhamthorpe/Woodchuck lane 
- not considered? 

6. Scenic road - Fall & Summer traffic much more -
13 Sept 2011 traffic count by Dunpar, back to 
school, U of T traffic? 

7. Croatian Park traffic, esp. during summer picnic 
gathering/parties - not accounted for? 

8. Croatian Church Weekend Masses & Special 
events/functions - not considered? 

9. Increasing Heritage House cultural tours/visitors 
and use of meeting facilities - not considered? 

\-) , 
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Traffic Study Inadequate (3) 

10. New HUSH developments - 4 cars per not accounted for? 

11. New Credit Mills plaza at the Streetsville tracks plus 
new homes - plus a upscale deli grocery store (like 
Longos store), and retail with business units upstairs 
(2 storey only) - not considered? 

12. New 63 detached homes to be built on Melody 
Crt. off Miss Rd - not considered? 

13. New homes along Barbertown? 

14. Potential large LTC/STC buildings on orchard lands? 

15. Projected use of Garden centre land for detached? \-1 
~ 
~ 
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Dunp",r Lands on lett Side. POSSISLE Gard .... C", .. ".,e P_le<:t",,, UseSitnula1:ed by Resident .. 

Rezoning asks forGO FOUR Storey To""ns and 8 Four S1:ory Sends 

Garden Centre Land on Right side 

When land sold future 44 FOUR storey To""ns and 4. Four Storey Se ...... s 

Land 15 UnaHractlVe to Detached D""elUngsifTovvns and sends are bund of any 

quant:lty on Dunp .. r la.nd next: door 

TOTAL FORECAST 104 Four storey to\Nnsand 12 Four S1:orey.Sernls 
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Traffic Study Inadequate (4) 

is.New developments south of the Hwy 403 
overpass - not considered? 

i6.Even based on a traffic growth rate of 4%/yr 
and the current traffic volume of ?3500, 
traffic will easily exceed 5000 AADT within 7 
- 9 yrs, i.e. heavy traffic category - fails to 
project short & long term future traffic 
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Level of Service - Wait Time 
Mississauga Rd at Eglinton Road 

(Acknowledgement: Neighbour) \\\ 
-C 
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Level of Service - Wait Time 
(Hwy capacity Manual 2000 service criteria) 

a) Report states 12 - 16 sec/veh peak hour (level C or 
better) - Disagree! 

b) Often wait time more than 30 seconds - (i.e. level D 
or higher, D = IILong traffic delays occur. Motorists 
emerging from the minor street experience significant 
restriction and frustration. Drivers on the major 
street will experience congestion and delay as drivers 
emerging from the minor street interfere with the 
major through movements") 

c) Manual 2000 calls for IIAverage Total Delay" -
Dunpar's analysis does not represent the true delay 
we experienced 
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Trip Generation 
(Vehicle Trip per Unit) 

• The Dunpar conclusion: liThe proposed 
residential development at the subject site 
includes 8 semi-detached dwelling units and 
64 townhouse units" which is only a slight 
increase from the previously proposed 51 
townhouse units./I - incorrect. 

• Fails to account for many units that will be 
multi family or student rentals, raising the 
number of cars per unit to 3 or 4 times 

~\ 
-L: 
9' 
'--/ 





Conclusions 

yDunpar's traffic study is grossly 
inadequate; 

yDunpar's estimate on Level of 
Service is at the wrong Level; 

yDunpar's calculation on Trip 
Generation is erroneous. 
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Carmela Radice 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 

Subject: 

Attachments: 

COUNCIL AGb""'NDA 

Ho\.l ~,2DI~ -1:5 
Mel Lee 41 '8 3 > 
2013/05/01 7:22 AM 
Katie Mahoney; Marcia Taggart; Ed Sajecki; Ben Phillips; Mary Ellen Bench; Carmela Radice; 
Debbie Thomson; Angela DiLegge; George Carlson; Nando lannicca; City Manager; Diana 
Haas 
Kai 

Butt P9; bob,.del~helrt@lparl.gc.ca 
FIRE Miss New. at LTC HOME with 22 plus 8 backing/siding on to 
property 
Dunpar 4 storey Towns Block E,F 12 and 10 unites overlooking privacy of patients,staff at-
L TC-Home.jpg; Dunpar 4 storey towns with Tandem Garages on Burnhamthorpe site 
130K.jpg; Burnhamthorpe Road site 10 tandem garages and AC's under second floor balcony 
planned to face LTC Home on Scenic Mississauga R; NIABY _v2_smaller.jpg 

The following is provided for assistance in helping patients and staff avoid risk and 
loss of life in Leisureworld Specialty Care LTC Home on Scenic Mississauga Rd. 

Who would be liable if the fire reported in Miss News ( story below) happened at Dunpar 
4 storey towns backing and siding onto LTC Home? 

It is known that patients could die from anxiety seeing the fire and trucks outside their 
bedrooms or from traffic congestion delays for EMR to get a loved one to hospital. 

Who will pay for possible destruction to LTC Home and re location of patients and 
staff? 

Would other LTC Homes even be available for intake? 

vvhowiILpayfgJ'W;il1d0-wfire screenautclmatic'shutters,approxilllately$5(1Q,OOO, 
as onthesouthside of the LTC Home forllydro line potential fires? 

Blanket lawsuits could abound especially if city approved at OMB# 1 tandem 20 plus 
garages, 40 fuel laden vehicles, under wooden decks with a wooden Berlin Wall at 
illegal height between residential properties. 
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1.::: S(O) 
Then another 80 staff and guests cars with fuel on the other side of the wooden on 
cement wall 15 foot high barrier as at Burnhamthorpe but on hydro lines not a LTC 
Home. 

DicJ planningactuallll,· approved this asdid·fire MarshaliinOMB ·1 in L008 As·our 
mayor says "Honlework must be done". Questionable? 

OMS never appreciated this as city never spoke of issues at the 
hearing. Liability? • 

Please put this on record at council and in your files. Planning and council 
knows of the electrical fires that did occur at the Surnhamthorpe Dunpar project 
with same 4 storey product 

We are here to ;·eresetV~.8jstQfiCMi§§!SS~iJg~<B()<:I~for.fl.lt@,~geMr<ltiQn$i' and illicit 
our cities support now. No "MOUSTACHE" on the Mona Lisa as Councillor Namdo 
stated well. 
Our mayor told Mississauga New that she would"do her very best to protect the 
interest of residents, adding that city council will make their position clear 
should Dunpar take this to the OMS again" 

Where is the mayor now. Didn't even show up at OMS to show face. 
Residents are very upset with what they see is nothing more than city political 
LIP SERVICE 
Help save your namesake road. You can. 

Else "Don't blame me for the gas plants: Wynne ... will be "Don't Blame me for moving 
the LTC Home: M & McCallion 

Tbe ·foI16wil'lgis.t()-days.Mi$sis$aLlga·.n~y"s., 

Fire breaks out in City Centre apartment 

~eCE'ive o Resolution 

o Direction Required o Resolution I By-Law 

o Community Services For 

o Corporate Services ~roprjate Action 
Information 

o Planning & Building o Reply 

o Transportation & Works o Report 
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Apartment fire. A fire broke out on the balcony of an apartment on the 11th floor of 
35 Kingsbridge Garden Circle early this evening. Photo by Shae Birch 

MISSISSAUGA - Mississauga firefighters are battling a blaze that broke out inside a 
high-rise apartment in the City Centre around the dinner hour tonight. 
Emergency crews responded to a call from 35 Kingsbridge Garden Circle, where a fire 
erupted on the 11th floor at about 6:15 p.m. 
Firefighters have called additional trucks to the scene, but haven't yet upgraded the fire 
to a two-alarm blaze. 
There are no reports yet on injuries or damage. 
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Simulation prepared by r~sideht1;l, 
Advocating .on behalf of all patients now 

and future, and for the preservation 
of our cities nam esake 

Scenic Missi1;lsauga "Heri~age" Road 
for generations to come, 

I 

/:.. STOP O\HERINTENSlfICAiION- Would you W<ltnt U1tt QVjJirtooJl.illgYQl.lf bal';:kYl:lfdeand bedI'Qon!'u~1 
~ Minimum of 44 balconies Peering into patient bedrooms and staff areas, Minimum ()f 22 air conditioners humming, 
\.}) Traffic, parking, noise, safety, shadow, enviroment issues,all to be considered. 

\ Dead end lane behind fence to service 22 tandem garage doors, 44 cars, fumes, lights and noise. /-\ .. ... . . . . 
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Gre.at_lakes and.St. Lawrence aties lnniatille 
AI I ia~e-de-!.-vill es: ie:~ -G-rand~_ i~t? ~t _~~I-5_aint_~laJJ:f.ent . 

[insert date 1 

[insert address 1 COUNClLAGENDA 

Na'-l /? 2or~ 

Dear Minister Lebel, 

On behalf of the Great Lakes and St. Lawrence 
congratulate the Federal Government on its 
public infrastructure funding. The Cities 
eligible projects for federal funding, to 

we are writing to you to 
n-'ve"f commitment to 

. a new category of 
restoration work. 

We would welcome an opportunity in the 

The Great Lakes and st. 
Quebec, Ontario and the 
is to work together towards the 
extraordinary resource. 

communities 
playa central 
shorelines of our 

mIssIOn 

are coastal 
>orin" their shorelines, which 

quality life. Increasingly, the 
feeling the effects of changing weather 

causing accelerated erosion in the 
water levels in the Georgian Bay, 

'!"rimlS problems with municipal water 
and harbor activity. At the same time, severe 

increasing nutrients loadings into the Great 
UW'U1l1> in the nearshore. These changes have a 

the shores, affecting the quality of life for shoreline 
;OT10ntli'ic development of shoreline municipalities. 

For these reasons, that the federal government introduce a new category of 
eligible projects for infrastructure funding for measures related to restoration, 
protection and enhancement ofthe shoreline and nearshore area. 

These eligible project could include works to prevent or address erosion, reconstruction 
of water systems or other infrastructure affected by low water levels, more extensive use 
of buffer strips, berms and storm water management ponds to keep nutrients on the land and out 
of the lakes, and remedial clean-up of shoreline contaminated sites to unlock their economic 



Great Lake,s-and Sa. (~wr_ef1cEt~h,es: '"iti.ati~ 
AIIi;mc@-_'-'e:5 vllle:~_ d_es Gr:<:lri'ds LaCs et du Silint-lau~erit 

value. By making such project eligible for funding, the Federal government could help shoreline 
municipalities address the unique challenges facing them. 

We recognize that there are many competing priorities for public infrastructure funding, 
and that the bulk of funding must go to vitally important investments in public transit, 
roads and bridges, and water and wastewater infrastructure. At the same time, for those 
municipalities who choose to prioritize shoreline protection and restoration projects, 
creating an additional category of funding from which to would provide the 
assistance that they need. 

We would welcome a meeting with you to QlS'CUS,S~ 

For more details and to set a meeting 
at Robert.masson@bell.net. 

Thank you in advance for your 

Sincerely, 

For 
o Appropriate Action 
o Information 

o Planning & Building o Reply 

o Transportation & Works 

_. ____ =,-' L.av.'feliee Cities Initiative 

Keith Hobbs 
Mayor of Thunder Bay 
Vice-Chair, Great Lakes and st. Lawrence Cities Initiative 

ce. Hon. Peter Kent 

2 



D-2 

[insert date 1 

[insert address 1 COUNCJLAGENDA. 

120)3 

Dear Minister Lebel, 

On behalf of the Great Lakes and St. La'mence 
express our concern over conditions impa'~t 
Lawrence River and its tributaries. We 

are writing to you to 
Lakes, St. 
in this regard 

in the coming weeks. 

The Great Lakes and St. L<lW""1 

shoreline and 
announced$14 
allocated for this 

from 
citlz,ens. Our 

the'!tifects of climate 
erosion in the estuary and 

water in the Georgian Bay, 
severe storms and higher water 

alg~~loorrls in the nearshore, covering long 
1illl::hang()s have a significant impact on 

quality for shoreline citizens, shoreline access 
municipalities. 

It:Ult:l'll government to increase its support to shoreline 
to restoration, protection and enhancement of the 

feel that it is important that a share of the recently 
devoted to the renewed infrastructure for cities, be 

More specifically, the Cities Initiative asks that actions to restore and upgrade shorelines 
and to improve the quality of nearshore waters be considered in the eligibility of projects 
in the next round of infrastructure funding and that municipalities be allowed to 
prioritize projects that are most needed in their communities. 
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We would be pleased to meet with you in order to discuss these issues further. 

For more details and to set a meeting date, please have 
at Robert.masson@bell.net. 

contact Robert Masson 

Thank you in advance for your attention to 

Sincerely, 

Keith Hobbs 
Mayor of Thunder Bay 
Vice-Chair, Great Lakes 

cc. Hon. Peter Kent 

St. Lawrence Cities Initiative 

o Receive 

~ection Required 

o Community Servtces 
o Corporate Services 

o Planning & Building 
o Transportation & Works 

D Resolution 

D ResolutIon I By-Law 

For 
o ApproprIate Action 
D Information 
o Reply 
o Report 
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