‘t VAUGHAN

COUNCIL MEETING - OCTOBER 2, 2019
COMMUNICATIONS

Rpt. Item Committee
No. No.
Distributed September 27, 2019
C1 Mr. Don Given, Malone Given Parsons, Renfrew 27 16 Committee of the Whole
Drive, Markham, dated September 24, 2019
C2 Ms. Angela Choi, dated September 17, 2019 26 1 CW (Public Hearing)
C3  Ms. Ramona Vella, dated September 18, 2019 26 4&5 CW (Public Hearing)
C4 Mary Joe, dated September 24, 2019 26 4 CW (Public Hearing)
C5  Mr. David Shaw, dated September 18, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C6 Ms. Joanna Liakakos, dated September 19, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C7 Mr. Kulvinder Deol, dated September 17, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C8 Ms. Lisa Durante, dated September 23, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C9 Mr. Frank Mondelli, dated September 18, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C10 Z. Han, dated September 18, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C11  Mr. Kevin Doan, dated September 17, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C12 Mary and Carlo Giraldi, La Rocca Avenue, 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
Woodbridge, dated September 17, 2019
C13 Mr. Anthony Scarpino, dated September 17, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C14 Mr. John Parete, Velmar Drive, Vaughan, dated 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
September 17, 2019
C15 Mr. Hiten Patel, dated September 17, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)
C16 Mr. Bob Farrugia, dated September 16, 2019 26 5 CW (Public Hearing)

Disclaimer Respecting External Communications

Communications are posted on the City’s website pursuant to Procedure By-law Number 7-2011. The City of

Vaughan is not responsible for the validity or accuracy of any facts and/or opinions contained in external
Communications listed on printed agendas and/or agendas posted on the City’s website.

Please note there may be further Communications.
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VAUGHAN

COUNCIL MEETING - OCTOBER 2, 2019

COMMUNICATIONS

Distributed September 30, 2019

C17

C18

C19

Ms. Gurdeep Badwal, dated September 28, 2019

Mr. Mark McConville, Humphries Planning Group
Inc., Chrislea Road, Vaughan, dated September
25,2019

City Clerk, dated September 30, 2019

Distributed October 1, 2019

C20

C21

C22

C23

Mr. Rajbir Singh, dated October 1, 2019

Ms. Rose Savage, Mr. Victor Lacaria, Ms. Nadia
Magarelli, Weston Downs Ratepayers Association,
dated October 1, 2019

Mr. Rob Salerno, dated October 1, 2019

City Clerk, dated September 30, 2019

Rpt.
No.

24

27

26

26

27

Item
No.

10

Commiittee

CW (Public Hearing)

Committee of the Whole

Committee of the Whole

CW (Public Hearing)

CW (Public Hearing)

CW (Public Hearing)

Committee of the Whole

Disclaimer Respecting External Communications

Communications are posted on the City’s website pursuant to Procedure By-law Number 7-2011. The City of
Vaughan is not responsible for the validity or accuracy of any facts and/or opinions contained in external
Communications listed on printed agendas and/or agendas posted on the City’s website.

Please note there may be further Communications.
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From: Clerks@vaughan.ca .

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 10:34 AM (_L;é); Rpt. No. 2] Item |0

To: Magnifico, Rose

Subject: FW: September 24 Committee of the Whole - Comments from Block 41 Landowners
Group on ltem 16

Attachments: 2019 09 24 Block 41 LOG to Committee of the Whole - Block 41 Secondary Plan (w
Att).pdf

From: Natalie Lam <nlam@mgp.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 10:18 AM

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca

Cc: Don Given <DGiven@mgp.ca>; Lauren Capilongo <Icapilongo@mgp.ca>; Schmidt-Shoukri, Jason <Jason.Schmidt-
Shoukri@vaughan.ca>; Kiru, Bill <Bill.Kiru@vaughan.ca>; Hassakourians, Armine <Armine.Hassakourians@vaughan.ca>
Subject: September 24 Committee of the Whole - Comments from Block 41 Landowners Group on Item 16

Good Morning,

Please find attached comments submitted on behalf of the Block 41 Landowners Group, regarding [tem 16 on the
Committee of the Whole (2) agenda for today. We apologize for the short notice, as the addendum item was released at
the end of day on Friday.

We would appreciate if a copy of this communication is distributed to Council prior to the meeting.

Thank you,

Natalie Lam, BEs
Planner

, Malone
" Given
Parsons.

40 years of maﬁir,ﬂ ﬂf‘ﬁaf pﬂmey.
140 Renfrew Drive, Suite 201, Markham, ON, L3R 6B3 Canada www.mgp.ca
T:1.905.513.0170x175 M: 1.647.830.1708

The information contained in this transmission may be privileged ond confidential. it is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) named above. {f you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication or its attachments is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify us immediately by return email and delete it.



Don Given
905 513 0170 x109
DGiven@mgp.ca

September 24, 2019 MGP File: 11-2003

Mayor and Members of Council
" City of Vaughan

2141 Major Mackenzie Drive

Vaughan, ON L6A 171

via email: clerks@vaughan.ca

Dear Mayor Bevilacqua and Members of Council:

RE: City of Vaughan Committee of the Whole - September 24, 2019
Item 16: New Community Area = Block 41 Secondary Plan Study File 26.4.2
Comments from Block 41 Landowners Group

Maione Given Parsons Ltd. (MGP) is the Planning Consuitant for the Block 41 Landowners
Group (“LOG"}, who own approximately 232 gross hectares of land within the Block 41
Secondary Plan area.

On behalf of the LOG, we have reviewed the Committee of the Whole Report dated
September 24, 2019 and the attached Final Oraft Block 41 Secondary Plan, and are
supportive of moving the Secondary Plan forward. We wish to thank Staff and Council for
their efforts in bringing the Secondary Plan to fruition.

Since the Public Hearing in April 2019, the LOG has met with City staff to discuss our
comments on the Draft Secondary Plan. The LOG continues to have some minor comments
and policy clarifications on the draft Secondary Plan policies which are outlined in the
attached table.

The LOG’s comments generally relate to the noise policies (Section 3.10), the location of
stormwater management ponds (Sections 5.5.4 and 8.2), and the Natural Heritage Network
(Section 5.0). In addition, there are still some natural heritage mapping discrepancies which
we raised with City staff at our last meeting and require confirmation. We are confident that
these can be addressed prior to Council’s approval of the Final Draft Secondary Plan.

Lastly, we note that the Final Draft Secondary Plan contains Appendix II- Gross Density
Calculation which provides high-level expectations for the number of people, jobs, housing
mix and density for the Block 41 Lands. The policies of the Final Draft Secondary Plan note
that Appendix Il is attached only for information purposes and is non-operative and non-
binding. It should be noted that the LOG contemplates a housing mix, density and
population that differs from Appendix II while still achieving the minimum density target of
20 units per hectare and 70 people and jobs per hectare. The LOG vision for the Block 41
community will be further developed as part of the upcoming Block Plan and Master
Environmental Servicing Plan process.

140 Renfrew Drive, Suite 201 | Markham | Ontario | L3R 6B3 | T: 905 513 0170 | : 205 513 0177 I mgp.ca




RE: New Community Area — Block 41 Secondary Plan Study File 26.4.2 September 24, 2019

The LOG's comments on the Final Draft Block 41 Secondary Plan are contained in the
attached table. We would like to request a meeting with Staff to address our minor
comments and policy clarifications to finalize the Secondary Plan for Council’s approval in
the coming week.

Should you have any questions or wish to discuss our comments in greater detail, please
contact me at (905) 513-0170.

Yours very truly,
Malone Given Parsons Ltd.

/e

Don Given, MCIP, RPP

President
DGiven@msp.ca

Att1  Block 41 Landowners Group —Secondary Plan Comments

cc Block 41 Landowners Group
Jason Schmidt-Shoukri, Deputy City Manager, Planning and Growth Management
Bill Kiru, City of Vaughan
Armine Hassakourians, City of Vaughan
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Subject: Comments regarding Draft Plan of Subdivision - File Number 19T-19V003

C L
CommAunication
From: Angela Choi council: et
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 11:41 AM ; af
, A Rpt. No. c It
To: developmentplanning@vaughan.ca <developmentplanning@vaughan.ca> '% B W g& em |

Subject: Comments regarding Draft Plan of Subdivision - File Number 19T-19V003

| am the resident of Savona Place. After | reviewed the draft plan of subdivision File 19T-19V003, | have a couple of
concerns.

Firstly, the new street parallel to Grand Truck Ave on the plan is too close to the curve. It is questionable whether the
drivers/walkers will have enough reaction time to stop or have full and wide visibility.

Secondly, the space was originally reserved for the elementary school. The community expected that some of the space
is used for the playground or green area as the part of the elementary school. However, in this plan there is no
playground or green area.

| am only willing to give permission to make my email address available to public, but no other personal information.

Thanks!

Virus-free. www.avg.com
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Subject: Short-Term Rentals '
¢33
Comm unicatlon
co UNCI L &5

Q Rpt. No_l._them "'f‘h

From: fafrate, Marilyn <Marilyn.lafrate @vaughan.ca>
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 12:01 PM

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca; Kiru, Bill <Bill.Kiru@vaughan.ca>
Subject: Short-Term Rentals

Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: Ramana Vella |

Date: September 18, 2019 at 10:28:45 AM EDT

To: "council@vaughan.ca" <council@vaughan.ca>
Subject: Short-Term Rentals

Good day:

| attended the public hearing last night (Tuesday, September 17, 2019), specifically for items 4 and 5 on
the agenda. In the interest of keeping the issues Independent of each other, even though they are
somewhat related, this email will only speak to item number 4 with respect to suggestions for how to deal
with the matter of short-term rentals in Vaughan. | do intend to express my concerns regarding the
proposed amendment/project at 4101 Rutherford Rd in & separate correspondence.

I have been a resident of Vaughan for three quarters of my life, and while I love many of the changes and
growth that have happened over those years, | am extremely concerned about the increasing number of
bad-news stories that come out of airbnb-style rentals. | don't believe they add any value or benefit to the
streets and neighbourhoeds in which they are located. In fact, they detract from them, causing decreases
in property value, and robbing nearby residents of their feeling of peace and safety.

While ideally, | would like to'see an outright ban on short-term rentals, | think it would do very litfle, if
anything at all, to curb the activity from continuing. | believe we would have a much better chance of
keeping it under control through strict policies and enforcement such as;

1) Owners of airbnb-style and/or vacant homes must be registered with the City.

2) Owners must pay an annual licensing fee of no |less than $500.

3) Owners muist limit the number of guests:in accordance with fire safety rules.

4) Owners must provide adequate security for events intended for more than 20 guests.

5) Owners must ensure the exterior of the property is consistently and properly maintained at all times.
6) Owners must obtain written permission from at least 60% of their neighbours, whether beside, in front
of, or behind, when the premise is being rented for the purpose of holding an event.

7) Owners found not adhering to the rules, regulations and by-laws of the City should be fined and have
their registrations revoked, especially if there are multiple inifractions or are found to encourage illegal
activity. Enforcement will be keyl

The majority of people | have spoken with are very worried about what will happen to our communities if
we do not nip this in the bud. As far as | know, there are numerous venues and facilities such as hotels
and banquet halls that were purpose-built to accommodate short-term stays and evénts. Why should we
allow this to happen in residential neighbourhoods and not have the owners be held accountable? Like

1




attracts fike, and whether we hold curselves to high standards or low ones, we will attract others with
similar mindsets. | am strongly in favour of holding ourselves to the high standards we are accustomed
to, and keeping Vaughan the place we are proud to call home.

Thank you,
Ramona Vella
Woodbridge




Subject: FW; Short term rental c g

Commumcatlon ,
counciL: € e
R et s e s e Q Rot. N Qé ftem ﬁ
Fram iafrate Marilyn <Marll n. Iafra’ce vau hanc > e

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 11:53 AM

To: 'Mary Joe': Racco, Sandra <Sandra.Racco@yaughan.ca>; lacobelli, Tony
an.ca>; Clerks@vaughan.ca

Cc: Ciampa, Gina <Gina.Clampa@vaughan.ca>; Bevilacqua, Maurizio <Maurizio.Bevilacqua @vaughan.ca>
Subject: RE: Short term rental

Thank you for your comments. [ have forwarded them to the appropriate staff to include as part of the public record.
Regards,

Marilyn lafrate

Coungillor, Ward 1
Maple/Klainburg
905,832.8585 x 8344
marilyn.iafrate@vaughan.ca

City of Vaughan
2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T9
vaughan.ca

To subscribe to my E-Newsletter, please click here

From: Mary Joe F

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 11:46 AM

To: friaurizo.bevilacqua@vaughan.ca; lafrate, Marilyn <Marllvn lafrate@vaughan.ca>; Racco, Sandra
<Sandra.Racco@vaughan.cas.

Subject: Short term rental

Tuesday, Septamber 17,2019

Iattended the meeting and was able to hear a few concerns that seme neighbours do not want to have the bylaw
passed.

The city of Vaughan is growing city and has the ability to support more housing arid density growth. Changes and
bylaws need to be done to support the STR.

[ have read some of your prepesal and think it should go back to redoing the decision/ proposal.
| definitely agree with
a: Define STR. It should be extended to 28-31 days




b. Fine

¢. Fine

d. Not limited to one rental booking per dwelling.....[ How do you fimit this, it doesn't make sensel 1} .. Some hosts have
more than one reom for STR and find this will not be suftable. As long as the host live on the premises as a principal
home. They could provide 2 much needed accommodations for some temporary workers/ students/ visitors and
possibly displaced families  Please reconsider this fact, Some hemes do have a secondary suite and extra rooms not
heing used.,

— Asin terms of getting a appropriate permit and licensing. The host must provide ample parking spots for their STR,
-- There is no place for event parties in STR in a residential area.

Thank you for realizing STR platform is all across Canada in the communities.

Mary Joe




Subject: _ FW: Velmar Centre Property Limited Propasal

L
Communication
e e counciL: Cocd S i

From: DAVIDSHAWF B B Ol Rpt. Nothlottem &5
. ) ¥t Rpt. No. ol lsltem 25
Sent: September-18-155:

To: Bevilacqua, Maurizie <Maurizio.Bevilacqua@vaughan.ca>
Ce: DevelopmentPlanning@vaughan.ca; wastondownsta@gmail.com
Subject: Velmar Centre Property Limited Proposal

My name is David Shaw and live af [JfVillage Green Drive in Weston Downs. 1 attended the council meeting
last night whete the proposal to redevelop property at the corner of Rutherford road and Velmar was diseussed
and OPPOSED. I would like to make some additional points that I did not hear voiced at the meeting,

Many resideits of Weston Downs came to the meeting to tell you that the proposed 7 story building SHOULD
NOT BE BUILT.

In my opinion, the proposed building CANNOT BE BUILT.

It cannot be buiilt without creating a chaotic NIGHTMARE for residents during the 18 to 36 months of
CONSTRUCTION,
1) DEMOLITION will require heavy equipment and multiple heavy dump trucks to remove debris.
2) EXCAVATION fora 3 story underground parking lot going down 30 or 40 feet to all EDGES of the
property lino will again require extremely heavy equipment, and probably hundreds of TRUCKLOADS of earth
to be removed. How will these trucks access the site? Will they exit Velmar onto Rutherford or will they tear up
the pavement on other roads in the subdivision? How will they turn? Where will they park as they wait their
turn to be filled? How is the earth to be removed from the edges of the property? Will cranes be needed, if so
where will they be sitnated?
Traffic on Velmar is already at unacceptable levels as I will show later in this e-mail, Even these early stages-of
constroction will be an meredible inconvenience and safety hazard for residefits.
4) The proposed parking garage will need piles o caissons to shore up the walls during excavation. The NOISE.
during the installation of these devices will be extremely irritating for days or weeks,
5} Multiple CEMENT TRUCKS will be needed over many weeks to build a multilevel parking structure as
time will be needed for concrete to cure between levels. This will further aggravate traffic disruption during this
phase of any development.
5) The building contemplated takes up almost the entire plot, There will be absolutely no room on the site for
construction vehicles. Workers will be parking tens.of trucks and vans on both sides of Velimar for the duration
of the construction. I have no idea how people on Velmar will get their vehicles in or out of their driveways.
Crossing the road with children to use the park will be extremely dangerous.
6) What compensation is the developer offering residents for the destruction in quality of life and property
values for residents of Weston Downs?
7)-And finally, I had a quick look at the developer's traffic study. First of all, it confirms the ridiculous traffic
situation that we already endure. Using data in the study:

Traffic volumes ; _

East bound on Rutherford South on Velmar East on
VGD

from from from




Date Time Velmar to Weston Rd Rutherford to Village Green Drive(VGD)  Velmar to
Weston

Nov2/18 7t09am, 1274 (100%) 359 (28%)
Dec5/18 7to9 am. 319 (100%) 223
(70%)

West bound on Rutherford North on Velmar West on
VGD

from . from from

Date Time Velmar VGD to Rutherford Weston to
Velmar
Nov2/18 4106 p.m. 1436 (100%) 659 (46%)
Dec5/18 4to6pm. 579 (100%) 242
(42%)

Velmar and Village Green Drive are supposed to dedicated to traffic calmed local residential traffic only with
Rutherford available for high volume commuter traffic. The numbers cutting through Weston Downs in the
morning and afternoon rush hours for the two inspection days are pretty consistent and a significant fraction of
traffic on Rutherford!

We already have a traffic crisis. For the study to claim that adding 139 units with 237 parking spaces will have
no impact on traffic flows is ridiculoys.

In summary, I hope that our urban planners will seriously consider the damage to our quality of life during any
construction phase in addition to the subsequent deleterious effects.

Sincerely,

David Shaw.




I — il . I R -

Subject: Vote AGAINST application far 7 Storey Apartment. - OP.19.003 and Z.19.008.
. e e g st O, SO - C é 2.
Frum- Joanna L;akakos — , €ommunication
Sent: Thursday, September 19, 2019 8:49 AM COUNCIL: M
To: Massere, Clement <Clement Messere vausghan.ca> L3y a3 o

- @ ﬂ Rpt. No.»};!—-‘g tem H}
SubJect: Vote AGAINST application for 7 Storey Apartment o _—

Good Morning Mr, Messere;.
I-am farmally writing to you for my vote against the proposed develepment on Velmar Road,

Lhave been a residernit of Westor Downs since the beginningin 1986 and still currently reside.in pur ofiginal horhe at
Bloomingdale Lane

We chose tie drea for the beauty and trahiuility that it represented and for the distinction against other subdivisions
(n the area. | Implore-couneil ta oppose this development-as there are many other pertinent areas I Va ughan where
this development would be appreciated. Itis clearly not appropriate nor welcomed in the Weston Downs community.

Best regards,

Josnina Liakakos




Subject: FW: 7 story building on Rutherford and velmar

i
Com munlcatio
COUNCIL: { i

—---Original Message-----

: ; &
From: Kulvinder Deol W 9 1 _Rpt. Nox _;1_1;:«’_"3"*
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 18 PM

To: Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere@vaughan.cas
Subject: 7 story building on Rutherford and velmar

Dear: Mr Messere

I'am writing to you to express my extreme concern regarding the above noted propesed project, | reside in the area and
I can advise that traffic already is brutal, | am stuck at the intersection and it takes me nearly 15-20-minutes justto make
out of the neighbourhood for a drive that should take 3-5 mins. My kids have to leave earlier to make sure they make it
school on time. § urge the clty hot to approve the project as it will make driving in this area even rriore 6f a nightmare. 1
lose precious tirie with my children because of traffic and it not fair that | lose ah hour of time with my kids everyday.
because of the traffic. Please confirm receipt of this message.

Sincerely
Kulvinder Deol

Sent from my iPhohe




From: Clerks@vaughan.ca & '

o c »
Sent: Wednesday, September 25, 2079 9:06 AM
To: Magnifico, Rose

Communicatio
: counci: Ock rfgil"?
Subject; FW: 4101 RUTHERFORD ROAD

Qﬂ Rpt. Nofs ttem £

From: DeFrancesca, Rosanna <Rosanna.DeFrancesca@vaughan.ca>

Sent: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 4:24 PM

To: 'Lisa Durante' |

Cc: Bevilacqua, Maurizio <Maurizio.Bevilacqua@vaughan.ca>; Rosatl, Gino «Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; Ferri, Mario
<Mario.Ferri@vaughan.ca>; Jackson, Linda <linda.Jackson@vaughan.ca>; lafrate, Marilyn
<Marilyr.lafrate@vaughan.ca>; Shafman, Alan <Alan.Shefman@vaughan.ca>; Racco, Sandra
<Sandra.Racco@vaughan.ca>; Careila, Tony <Tony.Carella@vaughan.ca>; Clerks@vaughan.ca; Coles, Todd
<Tedd.Coles@vaughan.ca>; Law, Wendy <Wenhdy.Law@vaughan.ca>; Tamburini, Nancy

<Nancy. Tamburini@vaughan.ca>; Ward 3 Support Staff <ssward3@vaughan.cas

Subject: RE: 4101 RUTHERFORD ROAD

HiLisa,

I will try to address the questions below as clearly as possible. Should you require any clarification please reach out
again.

1. No decision has been made at public hearing. Public Hearing is to receive the staff report and all deputations
and comunications from the public.

2. Staff will prepare a full report to Committee of the Whole with their recommendations most likely just before or
after the Christmas break. | will have a better timeline on that mid to end of November,

3. There will be no récommendations at the Council meeting of October 2™ as this meetirg only will ratify the
Public Hearing.

4. Absoiutely no decisions have been made on this application;

I am planning to reach out to the entire community with the hopes of scheduling a meeting on the matter before the
end of Octaber.
Hope this helps and should you require any further:clarification piease do not hesitate to contact my office.

Sincerely,
Rosanna

Rosanna DeFrancesca
005-832-8585 x8339 | rosanna.defrancesca@vaughan.ca

City of Vaughan | Ward 3 Councilior
2141 Major MacKenzie Drive., Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1




?E‘?E?‘”VAQGHAN

To subscribe to my E-Newsletter click here.

From: Lisa Durante
Sent: Monday, September 23, 2019 9:28 AM

To: DeFrancesca, Rasanna <Rosanna.DeFrancesca@vaughan.ca>

Cc: Bevilacqua, Maurizie <Maurizio.Bevilacqua@vaughan.ca>; Rosati, Gino <Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; Ferr, Mario
<Mario.Ferri@vaughan,ca>; Jackson, Linda <LindaJackson@vaughan.ca>; lafrate, Marilyn
<Marilvn.lafrate@vaughan.ca>; Shefman, Alan <Alan.Shefman@vaughan.ca>; Racco, Sandra

<3andra.Racco@vaughan.ca>; Carellz, Tony <Jony.Carella@vaughan.ca>; Clerks@vaughan.ca; Coles, Todd
<Todd.Coles@vaughan.ca>; Law, Wendy <Wendy.Law@vaughan.ca>
Subject: 4101 RUTHERFORD ROAD

Ms. DeFrancesca,

Over the past few days after the public hearing, | have been approached by many of my neighbors and other residents in
the community, as there seems to be a lot of confusion regarding the proposed application at 4101 Rutherford Rd. As
such, | feef compelied to write this email to you.

Please address each of the following points in order for me to report the information gatherad back to the residents, as
many of them have indicated that they do net understand the process.

1. What decision was made at the Public Hearing on September 17 based on the Input you received from your
constituents?

2. Should this application not be brought to Committes of the Whole next and what recommendation will you be making
based on the input you received from your constituents?

3. What recommendation will you be making to Council an October 2 based on the input you received from your
constituents?

4. Most importantly, what decision, if any, has been made on this application.

| look forward to your responss.

Regards,

Lisa Durants

Confidentiality Notice: This e-mail message, including any attachrments, is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and
may contain confidential and priviteged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution is prohibited.
If you are not the intended reciplent, please contact the sender by reply e-mail and destroy all capies of the original
message.




Subjact: Veimar Centre - Development
Attachments: ParcelRegister_032840078.pdf; Corporate Profile.pdf; PAC_Undertaking.pdf
Imiportance: High Cﬁ_— ]
Communhication
counciL: _idest

pﬂ Rpt. Na.EZ{;_ ftem 2y

From: Frank Mondelli - Toronto Capital F
Sent: Wednesday, September 18, 2019 10:

To: rsalerno@westondownsra.ca
Cc: Frank:.Cundari

- 'Rob Bozzo' 'Danny-Glacome]'

‘Gino Grano' | ¢ - cc commisso

DeFrancesca, Rosantia <Rosanna.Defrancesca@vauphan.ca>; Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere@vaughan.ca»
Subject: Velmar Centre - Development

Impertance: High

1 am a resident of Weston Downs and was very un-impressed by council last night and their treatment of this
application,

There are a few items | would like to bring to the open:

1 - Pre-application consultation — see attached report
This was back in December 2018

The City planning department noted the zoning changes required but did not provide guidance to-the discourage the
gross gverages,

2 —Property was purchased in 2000 for $1.55M so the owrier did not buy it on the terms of being able to develop it.
3 — The Officer of the company Phil Campione is Quadcam Development Group.

They have done a number of projects to Vaughan and | am sure have strong connections with the City.

This gives more insight to last night’s meeting.

This information needs to be communicated to the association and the residents.

NOTE: All infermation provided is public information.

LASTLY — Does the rate payers association have Legal representation? — Please advise.
If not, I would like to talk to you or Nadia about municipal and/for litigation lawyers we would recommend.

Please advise.




PORCEL REGISTER (AHHREVIATED] FOR PROPERTY IDENTIFIER

7 .U, . . . LREND PAGE 1 CF 1
* O_Jﬁmﬁo ServiceOntario REGTSTRY EREPARED FOR Frank Mondelli
DEFICE #65 03284-0078 (LT} QN 2018/09/18 AT 08:52:14

* CERTIFIED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE LAND TITLES ACT * SUBJECT TO RESERVATIONS IN CROWN GRANT *

/3 GORARERDUSE

H FCL 31~1 SEC 65hM294B: BLK 31 PL 65M294B; 8/T LTi1D86506 ;; CITY OF VAUGHAN

PRQEERTY REMRRKS:

ESTATE/QUALIFIER: RECENTI: EIN CRERTYCW DATE:
FEE SIMPLE FTRST COMVERSIGH FROM BOOK 1997/04/07
IBSOLUTE
OWNERS' NAMES CAPRCITY SHARE
VELMAR CENTRE FROPERTY LTD. BENQ
CERT/
REG. KUM. DATE INSTRUMENT TYPE AMOUNT PARTIES FROM FARTIES TO CHKD

*REFFECTIVE 2008/07/29 THE NOTATION OF THE [BLOCK IMPLEMENTATION LDATE" OF 1982/04/07 ON THIS PIN#*
**FAS REPLACED WITH THE|"PIN CREATION DATE"{CF 1387/04/07**
*% PRINTOUY INCLUDES ALL DOCUMENT TYPES {DELETED INSTRUMENTS NQT INCLUDED) **

LT933087 1833/10/07 | NO SUB AGREEMENT THE CORPORATION QF THE CITY OF VAUGHRN

LTLO9E5CEE | 1896/04/30 | APL ANNEX REST COV

LTE171101 1997/04/24 NOTICE AGHEEMENT HIDDEN VALLEZY $PRINGS CONSTRUCTION INC. THE CCRPORATION OF THE CITY OF VAUGHZN
LT1558054 2000/1z/01 W_H,Emmmm 51,550,000 | AIDDEN VALLEY SPRINGS CONSTRUCTION INC. YELMAR CENTRE PRQEERTY LTD.

REMARKS: CONSENT CITY OF VAUGHAN PLANNING ACT STATEMENTS
YRI928303 20172/12/21 | NOTICE OF LEASE VELMAP, CENTRE PROPERTY LTD- ROGERE COMMUNICATIONS INC.
YR1990154 2013/06/14 | CHARGE $1,7040,000 | VELMAR CENTRE PROFERTY LTD. FIRST WATIONAL FINANCIAL GF CORPURATION
YR1990178 2013/0&/14 | NO BSEGN RENT GEN VELMAR CENTRE PROEPERTY LTD. FIRSET NATIONAL FINANCIAL GP CORPCRATION

REMARKS: YR1990154.

YR2103770 2014/03/10 | CHARGR 5$1,0040,000 { VELMAR CENTRE FROFPERTY LTD. LANDOM HOLDINGS INC.

NOTE: ADSOINING PROPERTIES SHOULD BE INVESTIGATED TO ASCERTALN DESCRIPTIVE INCCNSISTENCIES, IF ANY, WITH DESCRIPTION REFRESENTED FOR THIS PROPERTY.
NOTE: ENSURE THAT YOUR PRINTOUT STATES THE TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES AND THAT YOU HEVE PICKED THEM BLL UP.
NOTE: RESULTS WERE GENERATED VIA WWH.GEOWAREHOUSE.CA




Request ID: (23556222
Transactien ID: 73074231
Category ID; UN/E

Province of Ontari
Ministry of Government Services

CORPORATION PROFILE REPORT

Ontaric Corp Number

1444222

Corporation Type

CNTARIO BUSINESS CORP,

Registered Office Addrass

31 INTERSITE PLACE

WOODBRIDGE
ONTARIC
CANADA 141 8v4

Mailing Address
FILIPPO CAMPIONE
3% INTERSITE PLACE

WOCDBRIDGE
ONTARIO
CANADA L4L 8v4

Activity Classification

NOT AVAILABLE

Corporation Name

Corporation Status

VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD.

Number of Directors

Minimum Maximum

00003 00003

Date Raport Produced: 2018/09/18
Time Report Producad: 09:55:04

Page:

Date Amalgamated

NOT APPLICABLE

New Amal. Number

NOT APPLICABLE

Revival Date

NOT APPLICABLE

Transferred Out Date

NOT APPLICABLE

EP Licence Eff.Date
NOT APPLICABLE

Pate Commenced
in Ontario

NOT APPLICABLE

1

Incorporation Date

2000/10/M11

Jurisdiction

ONTARIO

Former Jurisdiction

NOT APPLICARBLE

Amalgarnation Ind.

NOT APPLICABLE

Notice Date

NGT APPLICABLE

Letter Date

NOT APPLICABLE

Continuation Date

NOT APPLICASBLE

Cancel/lnactive Date

NOT APPLICABLE

EP Licence Term.Date
NOT APPLICABLE

Date Cessed
in Ontario

NOT APPLICABLE




Regquest I 023586222 Pravince of Qnfario Daie Report Produced: 2019/08/18
Transaction ID: 73074231 Minisiry of Government Services Time Report Produced: 098:55:04
Category ID: UN/E Page: 2

CORPORATION PROFILE REPORT

Ontario Corp Number Corporation Name

1444322 VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD.
Cortporate Name History Effective Date

VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD. 2000/10/11

Current Businass Name(s) Exist: NO

Expired Business Name(s) Exist: NO

Administrator:

Name (Individual / Corporation) Address
FILIPPC
31 INTERSITE PLACE
CAMPIONE
WOODBRIDGE
ONTARIO
CANADA L4t 8v4
Dats Began First Director
200Q%410/11 NOT APPLICABLE
Designation Officer Type Resident Canadian

DIRECTOR Y




Request 1D: 023696222
Transaction 1D 73074231
Category 1D: UN/E

Province of Ontario
Ministry of Government Services

Date Repori Produced:
Time Report Produced:

Page:

CORPORATION PROFILE REPORT

Ontario Corp Number

1444222

Administratos:
Name (Individual / Carporation}

FILIPPO
CAMPIONE

Date Began
200Q0/10411
Dasignation

QFFICER

Adrministrator:
Name {Individual / Corporation}

FILIPPO
CAMPIONE

Date Began
2013/66/14
Designation

OFFICER

First Director
NOT APPLICABLE
Officer Type
PRESIDENT

First Director

NOT APPLICABLE
Officer Type
SECRETARY

Caorporation Name

VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD.

Address

317 INTERSITE PLACE

WOODBRIDGE
ONTARIO
CANADA L4L8V4

Resident Canadian

Y

Address

371 INTERSITE PLACE

WOODBRIDGE
ONTARIO
CANADA L4L BV4

Resident Canadian

Y

2019109718
09:55:04
3




Request |D: 023686222 Frovinge of Ontario Date Report Produced: 2018/08/18
Transaction |1D; 73074231 Ministry of Government Services Time Report Produced: 09:66:04
Category |D; UNJE Page: 4

CORPORATION PROFILE REPORT

Ontario Carp Number Corporation Name

1444222 ‘ VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD.

Administrator;

Name {Individual / Corporatian] Address
FILIPPO
31 INTERSITE PLACE
CAMPIONE
WOODBRIDGE
ONTARIO
CANADA L4L 84
Date Began First Director
2013/06/14 NOT APPLICABLE
Designation Officer Type Resident Canadian

OFFICER TREASURER Y




Request 1D: 023956222 Province of Ontario Date Report Produced: 2019/05/18

Transaction 1ID: 73074231 Ministry of Government Services Time Repott Produced: 09:55:04
Catagory ID: UN/E Page: . b

CORPORATION PROFILE REPORT

Qntario Carp Number Corporation Namea

1444222 VELMAR CENTRE PROPERTY LTD.

Last Document Recordad
Act/iCode Description Form Date

CIA ANNUAL RETURN 2018 1C 2019/07/21 [ELECTRONIC FiLING)
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THIS REPORT S8T8 OUT THE MOST RECENT INFORMATION FILED BY THE CORPORATION O
I ONTARIO BUSINESS INFORMATION SYSTEM AS AT THE DATE AND TIME OF P
NT DIRECTORS OR OFFICERS ARE INCLUDED IN THE LIST OF ADMIRISTRATORS.

ADDITIONAL BISTORICAL INFORMATION MAY EXIST ON MIGROFICHE,

The issuance of this report In electronic form ig autharlzed by the Minlstry of Government Services.




PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION

- VAUGHAN ~ " UNDERSTANDING.

“

Assighed PACNG. | PAD, 1§ 0B

Date of PACMesting | Dee amb ev 3, 26\%

PAC Explration Date J‘u_,M :z_ 1(3'.07 i

Planner | Pgloecdar Q»eac,\m Cieme,mk'ms%—ar‘e

. Applicant.

Sife-iocéﬂoﬁ oy

Office Use Gnly.

:,1. 7 s:‘vu’—g, mxed (s CﬁnOLﬁWmum

Proposal ey,
w,.m ir EI s/ 3.3 and a wmf. A o{ iz, 9798wt
@’5'fﬁ¢§:§3fPEaﬁ_§méndm_ént @’{teDevelopment |
:@ﬁoning'By.-iaw.Améhdmehﬁt:- -_ ' @ﬁaft?lanoft:ondomm;um

{vdcant Jind/comimon-alément only)

(O Draft Plan of Subdiviston

IMPORTANT — READ-AND - ACKNOWLEDGE

1.0

2.0

3.0

Purpdse

11 The puipose of the Uriderstanding Is to Identify the information required to commence
a.complete-application dy's&r out in the Flonning Act for only the specific development
: application(s} subjéct to-this Understanding.
12 The Undetstanding will be completed with P[annmg Staffata PAC meetmg and will form
o partofacomplete application.
1.3 The PAC does.not imply-er suggest. any decislon whatsoever on the part of City'staff or
the Carporation-of the Cityof Vaughan to either support orrefise theapplication{s).

PAC‘-Expiratibn.

21 The Understanding gxpires 180 days from the date of signing, or at an extended date up
to 1year tpon the review of the Pldnning Departhient,

2.2 Tn the event that the Understanding expires prior to the complete application being
accepted by the.City; another Understanding shall be required.

Initial Requirements and Note=
31 All Auf6CAD drawings must be Geo-Refarenced and he tied to UTM NAD 83, Zone 17.

3.2 All-drawings and documents. (e.g. reports, studies, briefs), and subsequent revisions,
submitted in support of a Planning application(s) shall be submitted in hard copy and

FAC Understanding - Page 2 of 10
Usidated Janusry 2015




PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION

"\?VAUGHAN UNDERSTANDING

4!0

5.0

6.0

7.0

33

34

3.5

38

4.1

42

4.3

sigried and/or stamped, where vequired, by a gualified professional, in AutoCAD and
PDF formats.on & €D.or USB-device.. o

Al required fees are required to be submitted in accordance with the Tariff of Fees for
Vaughan Planning:Applications at-the time of submission.

Additional-studies and/or information may be required to be submitted as identified by
the City and/or éxternal.agancies thraugh the planning review process:

If the lands subject €6 a Planning application 1§ focatéd abiutting a Regional Road,

“Provincial Highway, rallway ling, an adiacent;municipality (if requived), and/or special

study areas {e.g. the GTA WestCorrldor), include 3 additional capies of all Drawings and
Reports, R

Where rental housing is to. be.canverted to condoiiinlum status; congdominium approval
authorlty is aésigried by tha Rantal Housing Protection Act to focal Countils,

Site Walks

With the exception of Plan of Condorniniutn Planning applications, site walks or site
visits may be required fof all Planning Applications and must be condutted prior t6 the
submissjon of the complete application(s), as determined by the Pevelopment Planning
Department.

Site walks typically. Includes staff from the. City, Conservation Authotity, and/or the
Region of York.

If a site walk Is required, the application(s) will not be considered complete until it has
taken plate.

Subsequent Environmental Impact Assessments

51

5.2

Phase 2 and/or Phase 3 Environmerital limpact Asséssments (ESA} may be required by
the Vaughan Engirieering and Iifrastructure Planning Services Department after the
review of the Phase 1 ESA.

Prior to any approval, the City requires; doctrmanted proof of registration of the Record
of Site Conditlon (RSC) Witk the Erivirohmental Site Registry (ESR) of the Minfstry of
Environment and Ciimate Change (MOECC), which includes the RSC signed by &
Qualified Person. The acknowledgemént from the MOECC Is required by the City for
review and approval.

NavCanada and Bombardler

8.3,

For developiment propasals & storeys or greater, the cdordinates {in longitude and
latitude] and the geodetic building heéights are required for NavCanada and/or
Bombardier to commence their respective reviews,

Vaughat Design Review Panel

71

For development proposals within intensification afdfor heritage areas or as deemed
appropriate, the development propesal may be considered by the Vaughan Design
Review Panel prior to formal submission of any development planning apblication(s).

PAC Understanding - Page 2 of 1.
Updated Januaiy 2015
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‘l 7 VAUGHAN UNDERSTANDING

More Information about the Vaughan Dasign Review Panel Is available at
www. vaughan.gy. : C

7.2 Further to 7.1, should-the Planning Depattment” determine that the deveiopment
S :-proposai must be considéred by the Vaughian Deésign Review Panel, a formal notlﬂcatlon
woawillbe: 1ssued outhnmg the.date of the fmeeting and the submission requ:rements

80. Ontarto Muntmpai Board

: 81 In the eVent m’ an Ontar]n Municipal Board {OMB) appeal, the applicant will be reqmred
SRR s subf ] addltional hard copies of ali docoments submitted in support of a Planhing
""""" : apphcatzon(s) cenmstent w ith the OMB requirements.

9.0 Other Parties

8.1 If the lands subject tothe development proposal are within or aidjacent to the Tororito .
© - and Regxon Conservatnon Authority (TRCA)} scteening area, members of the TRCA will be
lmnted to the PAC meeting
9.2 I the lands subject to the developrierit propasal are within er adjacent to !ands owned
_ by-or have intetest by the Regiori of York, members of the Region of York-will be ihvitedt
, “to the PACmeeting.
9.3  f the lands subject to the development praposal aré within the Toranto Transit
- Commzss:ons {TTC) drea of interest, members of the. TTC will be invited to the PAC
) mee’cmg

10,0 Local Repr‘éséhté—ﬁb’n ‘
101 'V_Applicants ape encouraged to pre-consult with the respéctive Watd Counc:llor and area
' ratépayei” assoclatfon{s) as appropriate, prior to the: subimissior of the required Plahning
“Act application{s) -for development proposa!s for mid and or high rise mlxecf use; as
;- defined by | the Vaughan Offl clal Plan. 2010 (VOP’ 2010)

110 Acknowledgement and Accaptance ofall of fhe abnve

55‘&;74&4/1@ %Mp %—%

awnet/Agent(Print) .- .. pwhet/Agent{inifial

wWitngsss,,b:',rPlanrie:n;:(?rin%} . ‘ " \Withess by Planner (Initigl] -

PACUnderstanding - Page 3 of 10
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‘ ??V AUGHAN PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION
p YA s UNDERSTANDING
i
RE-CI_Uff émarits {Plannher to confirm if not required)
Subimiission Reyuirements Mairix
Drawings and Repars: : ‘ QPQ ( Z_BL./ :
1. Description of Development Propasal @ (f‘ ) i
3. fpplication Foim ) @
3, AerlaDrthophotogragh(s} - Coloir '{' V")( Ed } :
| % Plagining Justification Report: o @/)(\'z/ i
§. parcel Abstract (within last 30 dys) (@ ( V/)
6. -DrafOfficial Plan Amandment Es.r)
7. Draft Zariing By-Hw Arerident @
8.  legal Survey Plan ( »f) ( =/j
9. Conespt Flan ‘ { :J“’)
10, 'Draft Plan of Subdivisloh
1%, DraftPlan of Condaminium
12 Site Pian ( o
hgn 13. Reduttlons of Plans {Legal Size 8+1/2 x 14) (‘-f’ ) s )
g i4.  Market ImpactStody o J— .
& | 15. internal floor Blans. & Roodf Plar ('//] ¥
16. Parking Leve! Plans v
i7. Comprehenslva Déveloprient Plat
48, Digital Drawing Documents {UTN NAD 83, Zoné i‘i)'j -Q{é‘i ] m-;l(’ '%-3")( < )
19, Diglta] Supporting Doctichents (Reports, Studies, eted < ALL. ( " ) 7 Y
20, RealEstate Appraisel Report
' NN a
21, NAVCanada (6-Storeysor Greater}) » - ) *f) ( & )
9% Bombardier (Within Diwnsvigw Flight Bath) _ o W . ;
73, Comimunlty Services & Faciliiles Study ( + ) ( ¥ )
74, slie Plan Accessibility Impicts Checklist H
25, Waste Coflection Design Sfandargs (od behalf 8F Public Works)
26, : ‘ Y - y i
26, Sustainability Metiics Summ% Lafiex o {\ AL
27, Osk Ridges Moraing Conformity Repoit / GréenbeftCenformity Report
24, sgacial Policy Area Studies {Woodbridgel
29, valley Policy Area 1to 4 {Klginburg}
PAC Understanding - Page 4 of 10
Upditéd january 2615




- 1 Onky baief §f SPR Submified refiinceo
‘ :%?wid.e ué:km.n desigh euidetnes and
PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION. Block 23

' UNDERSTAND!NG{ UPGE.

2 only plano ,?'EPH? is SeumdiHed

Submission Reguirements Matrix

) coes )

1 ConfekiMap

'3, Environmentdl Features Theckiist

Urban ﬁééigh:ahé Su din

8. v
[ 7 sitesnd Buiidmg EEE‘V“ ‘mns TR ¥ (*a*"
T a8%% 11100 Scals Detaled Eoleur Buxldmgievatlons (5 stoeeys.or o \
8. ' : &
, prester): L 1190 : =
3 Slte and Eu{ldlng CrassSecﬂons 4 o ‘7\( W f
= . ———— I, N ek
b Cefou GB T ) {"" ,:";}
% Colo rRenderedPerspect ve rawlngsru . i v” A7)
ALandscape Master Ptan T2 ( vf;) (gf) o Y
Landscape piaris and Betails{lncﬁuding Extatior nghtrng)—l R ' C:i) o
\andséape Cost Estimate o : - ( i |
14, Pedestrian Level Wmd Studyis stareys-or greater} ’ C ”JJ { . Xr"{)
. VDetaledWIndTunnel b lAnaiVsls'{Gstcrevs orgmater) T ST - %‘" .
i Sun/Shap[ow Studyt eys o greater) 7 '
D&mareatizn nfphyﬂta!andstablawp ofbank araasregulated by I M B [ i
TRCA; and/de Timits of hatural heritage systeiis, wetl: AN/ o o o gf 1. g-f' ] 3
natyral hazards. . - . : - . . ;

Tree Jhveritary. andPreservaHonStudy/Arbor stﬂepart,f&dge l‘ 3 ;z.'” l o
Management/Restoration Plans: AR ke ; v gf,‘ 2. d
Padestrian 2nd-Bieytle Cireudation Plan, -, » - ¢ ° K f) G’r/r’ "’ . f’*’.‘,{ )

Compater Generated Bullding Mass Moidel o v L R B E £
. Digital 30 Made! o . f” o 6
22: Architesturzl Matirials Bgrerr High-Quatity Photos (85-determined) . o ( f) ! | @
25 SignogeDesignand UghtingFlan, 3 © () iG]
14, Extarior PRotoinetiie Lighting Plan o @ | ( s>

Public Urilitles Plan (Intensification Areas) ' o 4 ) 4 4

26.  Archazological Assessment ’ ¥ v A 3

27, Herltage Conservation Oistrict Conformity Repert.

28, . Cultural Heritage impact Assessinent ¥ | S A | o

29, Fonservatmn Plan for Heritage Resources . _ ]
130, Pakland Deddeatitzm SJMnnar-g‘ Choaaks (L/)(’L/) (/\. m

o

3 - Lighting plan includs prpeted s

;,?,w[-, gxms Bt Gwakings | PAcunderﬁzgieﬁJ;:ia;;gg
cer ssz,el he 3000 X . ,
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FRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION
UNDERSTANDING

Submission Requirements Matrix

Drawlngs and fleports

CONDC

@9 j(il/)k\/n;)i sun-(‘

Tl A Master Environmentz] Servieing Plan (MESP | 4
2 aster Envirofmantal. aniing Pl (MzSP) — ,-:‘/'“*x = M
. 2. .Stormwater Managemerit Report. d ‘ i ¥ (/ 6 )
&5 Starmwater-Manag p ;N — Ry )
'é 3. Funeticnal Serviclng Regprt 4 l//)( l/ ,{\“f) }z’} ' (('(9
_ E 4.  Phasé| Bivironmental Site Adsessiment (ESA) ( 4 m LY 4 ¥ y (( Bj
E L. - . . . 4 ‘._7,-{\- . g . 1,.‘ N d .
8 5 -Tr.anspor’(atlon Study or Traffi; lnipact Study ¥ ‘/:f‘ V > ? V:\) o ( .1;% ) |
3 | 6. Ngis snd Vibration Report AT AR m
. g 7 Geoterhnical/Soiis Report 44}}'-30&,&9@0 ?f/ L m ¥ m
“sf- | 8 Parking Study o a
A g = i e
s l% Slte Servichng add Grading Plen : {_j (D
.g‘ 10,  Erosioi and Sediment Cantrol Plan Bk @
: L e oY s W o #
a:| 31 Environmental Site Screefiing Checklist 2 A ¥ . ¥ ¥ 3
o ; g e e
-'5 12 Transl facllities Plan. 3
) g | 13, Environméntal inpact Study/Regort g s o ¥ E
%‘o 4. Waste Collectlon Dedlgh Standurds - ¥ 3
o | 18 Sile gpeeifie wolis bodance assa@gm«\k G/' W ) ‘/l/"j (12?)
DR rmqmmmﬁwd“‘%m {L'E/ﬂ =z o -
feglon of¥ork. @’ PawerStream (2 - u @)
% | Torrte and Resion Congervatior Authority 'Cit_y' of Tordito
&
2G| Toroato Tramdit Comtisian (TTC) {3 | Region of Peel ')
8_" Go Trafish/Metroling O | CtetBeampton @)
Ko | TiansCanadls Pipeling £) | Townshig of King- O
= | Enbridge Gas (D-'"’{rown.of Richmond Hil &
b' Industy Canada [Telecommunication lowers) (| Consell Scolaire de District Cathioliue Cantre —Sud (e
'E‘ VWA ) | York Region Catholic School Board @1
Qr e -
Q. | canada post @ vérk Réglon District Schooi Board el
o _ ‘ :
= : .
L2 | Hydro Oné (] Canadian Natioha] Rallway O
;’ Telecommunication Companjes @/ Canadian Pagific Raitway O
b - .
g NavCanada (O | Bombardier O
O | Ministry of Transportation {i.e.GTA West Carridor) {3 | Ministry of Municipal Affalrs and Housing {l.e. GTA Weit Corfidor) O
Ministry of Envireiiment and Climate Change ) | Othen .
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‘ ??V AUGHAN PRE-APPLICATION CONSULTATION
y  ” ¥ . i
e e : UNDERSTAND!NG
Batkgrounid Information |
1. Regional Official Plan Desighation: ' - % Welsga Byea ! Iry oo _Hog iemn, of . Vol
Offecal Plaa. '
Conformity with Reglonal Official Plan land use designation? {www.york.ca) Yes(O No () See Yo
Commants affachsl
If “N&”, has or will an application been iade to amend the. Reginnal Official Plan o f{ﬁd‘di
~ar Regmnal exemiption? {Notel an'Exemption-must beapproved by theRegion of Yes() No O ‘
York PRIOR TO the statutory Pubiic Meetmg) '
2. City Official -P]an‘d_ésign'ation:' Cbove - Rige MHixed Use”
Conformity with the City’s Official Plap land use designation? ' 'Yes O Neo O
- “Na” what i3 the na‘tur.e'dif'the_'a;mer‘td'm,e'rj’caneedéﬁ%? : q. dan
propesed s ware daw hak i< Allsared on s VOP 2010
Volarme T o .
4. ExstingZoning; _ ¥ (3 Locol, Compmpaclal™ 3 zw% B% =l
| -88_ S BRI
Compliante with the Cly’s Zoning By-law? Yes(D No(b
if “No” what is the proposed zoning or amendment required?
A ZBA Wil e res uknecl A ca,u;w for r’e%xdﬁrdnG.Q
UDED B YOG ‘;;LJCL
5. Applicable Policies:
Cori p!iance-'w.ith the Gragnbalt Plan? Yes() -No() N/AGY
Compliance with the Oak:Ridgas Moralne Plan? Yes() No (D - N/A (D~
Compliance with the applicable Heritage.Conservation District Plan? Yes(O No() NA®E™
Compliance with the Speclal Policy Atea? Yes(O Ne (D N/A@/ ;
Corapliance with the Architectural/Urban pe'sign_G_uideEines? : Yes@ o O | N/AD) T80 B 2 |
PAL Understanding - Page 7 of 10
Updated January 2015
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PRE-APPLICATION.CONSULTATION

"?VAU GH AN UNDERSTANDING

Complianca with the following additional policies:

Cd'g cotde uidoon ol.ms%n %Mto{wm (UDG<) Ye‘sO b;oo

anel Bleock 38 UDGs, S YesO Na O
6. Related File Nols):

7. Additional Information: __ The _swhsjeck (and$ aue Cocotrd waithin a
WHPA-Q awa. and is located jn f)rme.rmzhd fo Vedimax
Divirmo  Paik .

Acknowledgement of Publicinformation

The. applicant acknawledges that the Clty considers the application forms and all stpporting matetlals, including
studies and drawings, filed with any application to bi public information and to form part of the public record, 8y
filing an application, the applicant consents to the Clty photocopying; posting on the internet and/or releasing the

* application and any supporting materidls efther for its oWn use Inprocessing the applieation or at the request of a
third party, without further netification to or permission from the applicant, Tha appllcam also hereby states that
1t has authority to bind it consultants té the terms of this acknowledgement.

Rebsecca Rocel— Dec 3718

* Vaughan Planhing Staff  Vaughan Planning Staff € Date’
(Print} (slgriature)-

Applicant Sighatire

This Undarstanding, which i no-Way confirms support or rnon-support by the City of the: presented proposal, is
based on the agreed processing and submisston réquirements d:scussed Addrtlonal PAC meetings may bereguifed
i actordancewith By-law 278-2005. e

By signing this Understanding, 1 acknowledge that, subject to any appeals, the drawings, réport(s) and other
Feguirements indicated n the above matelx must bs submitted along with 2 completed application form, ahy:
information -or materials prescribed by sfatute, the réquired planning application fegs and this executed PAC
Understanding to Ba considared coniplete. in addition, [ have read, Understdod, and agreed to all the natss Fistad
“in this Understanding.

‘Qﬂ&ﬂ?’!ﬂ&% %l’ﬂ(ﬂ/’?MJ PR B Der. ‘5 20/
Owner/Agent Owner/AgeRt—_ Date
{Peint} [Signature)

PAC Understanding - Page 8-of 10
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Subject: 0OP.19.003 and Z.15.008

il

Communlcation
COUNCIL: g’_“z_d:_%};ﬂ

prom: 2z vion < O oo Ratten 5.

Sent: September-18-19 5:20 PM

Tos DevelopmentPlanning@vaughan.ca
Subject: OP.19.003 and 2.19.008

Te Whom it may concern,

This.is regarding the zoning change application of southwest corner of Rutherford Road and Velmar Drive. As the owner
of IIlVvelmar Drive; | strongly refuse this zoning change application.

L am dn engineer. My projects included Vaughan City Hall, | am proud of being one of Westdown neighbourhood. Right
now | have to speak loudly this zoning change application mentioned above is NOT a respansible proposal and shall be
terminated. Not only it wen't fit in Westdown neighbourhood but also it will directly threaten the public safety. Velmar
Drive has been already traffic-overloaded. It can't afford another several hundreds of vehicles to choke this busy road
Junction / neighbourhood entrance and even more worse by bunch of road side guest-parking due to potential design
.omisston.

Again | urge the city to terminate this zoning change application. Negligence on public safety is a critical issue and shall
not be tolerated

Thanks
Z.Han




it

Subject:

From: kevin Doan < D rot. oo ttem 55

Sent: Tuesday, Seéptember 17, 2019 4:35 PM

Application No, OP.19.003 - 4101 Rutherford Re il

_ Communication
councit: € gi’ ea l’ﬂ

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca; Coles, Todd <Todd.Coles@vaughan.ca>; Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere@vaughan.ca>

Cc:

Subject: RE: Application No. OP.19.003 --4101 Rutherford Road, Vaughan

Dear Mr. Coles, Mr. Messere, and City of Vaughan,

1. Asit appears from a City’s notice that | am required to confirm my cbjection in order to be allowed to
be a party to any appeal in regard to any change to the Official Plan, { am therefore writing to.confirm
my objection to the above application for development at 4101 Rutherford Road.

2. My name is Kevin Doan and | reside within 250 metres of the area being proposed for
development. At this time, | have two points to raise for the City’s record and for City Council meeting
scheduled for 7:00pm September 17, 2019:

a.

Sincereiy,

I would like to ask why a traffic safety engineering report has not been required by the City for the
developer to submit? | did not see such a report in the application matetials submitted by the
developer. | understand that such a réport addresses safety issues rather than a report which only
addresses volume of traffic or traffic flow whith had been submitted. | further understand that
such a report'is required by the Region of York with every application for development. Does the
City exempt the developer from providing a traffic safety engineering report? If so, please explain
why. Will one be required by the City going forward?

| would further ask that after the City has addressed its issues if any with the developer, and as a
result may have further received submissions from the developer in the future, will the public has
an opportunity thereafter to raise further public concerns in response to future submissions by the
developer? At this stage, as of September 17, 2019, new submissions from the developer may still
be pending, given the City has not finally addressed its concerns with the developer, the public
does not appear to have an opportuhity to know the full record — or the full case - to respond to.

Kevin Doan
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SEF-L7-20121407  From _ To:9058326080 Page:2/3

am Mary £ Carlo G irald

AGE 1 /
Att: Clement Messere Senlor |
Planning Dept.

box

anner of Levelopement

|

mary Jose

2:27 P (15 minutes ago) | |

N |
Tuesday, September 17, 2019

o deveiopementplanmng

Good afternoon Mr. Glament Me§sere, (Please confirm teceipt of emaif)
i
Re: Velmar Geritre. F‘roperty Limited
Fite #'s: OP.19.003AND Z:19.008
4101 Rutherford Road, (sowthwest corner of Rutherford Road and
Velimar Dyive- (Atta!;hment I - Waird 3

We wish to express owr concem'a regarding the re-zoning and the proposed building of
the-7 « starey mixed - Usé of 139|residential units and commercial
Bpace.

!
We aire concemned that such a parmit will defiritely change the residentiaf
ares mentioned above, that is aireaciy avery busy tntemect{on and residents
will foge their privacy. .

|
A 138 l”es:dent:al tnits will create havee on Rutherford Road and on Weston Road

There (3 enough golng an already, traffic wiss, causing us residents to go through the
side streets

off Westoq Road, to-get home, mcluding Ve!mar Drive and many of the: other side
shicels. !

. A 139 extra units will add at ieast 110 2 10 3-driverd par unit all com!ng out

onfo Rutherford Road and Westmn Road, It doesh't take much; o see dhe effect,
that all these extra cars will havs on an afrsady amgeﬁted Rutharferd Raad and ah
Weston Road. during rush hour, l ! !

B ! i
As to the effect on the residents of this residential area, this will compmmlse their
privacy
and theywdt have o deal with eyen more fraffic in thelr area, Net ta mentlon,

1]
)




SEP-17-2018 14:18 From;

|
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|
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o Moy € Cadde @l |
iﬁss-saf& streets for their children and more pollution from the extra cars driving through

8l area. i
PACE2 /2 .

W ye /% 7'7L . C%@&W Meﬂfif’ 4R —Q/ﬂ!"aﬂupfé.wﬂéﬁ

These rasidents have bought thts:ir homes, gspecially, for the "community feal* and for

their right to privacy, which will now bie compromised, »
Thilg abiove mentionad logation m: not the tight location, for a 139 unit, building.

Would all persons jnvolved with this project, want to have this project, in their
neighbourbood, not to mention thelr backyard?!

Does this mean that re-zoning of such commercial strip-type. malls or smalt parcels-of
land (that were part of the community plan), ¢an now be easily, re-zoned as
regidential apartments, in the futtire? Twould think nat!. Net in my neighbouthood or
yaurs (the Gity of Vaughan Plamiers, Builders, etc.).

There is a lof of land, avaitable tcé be built on and all efforts should be made to do s, o
such land. !

The residernts moved here many?y'ears ago, to this community, because of what # had
to offar and for the set-up, of*’:he:icomm@rcial and residential plan for this area.

The question | ask all 6f you, is, TWQULD YOU WANT THIS IN YOUR
COMMUNITY OR BETTER YET] IN YOUR OWN BACKYARD, WHERE
THIS WILL STARE RIGHT BACK.AT YOU, GOMPROMISING YOUR

|

PRIVACY" 211 ,i

{ thank youwin advance for yeurﬂ:ma, effort a_hd thoughts, put Into, this very important
matier. i

ki
T
I

PLEASE CONFIRM RECEIPT O;'F» EMAIL.

Thank Yol

Mary and Carlo Giraldi
-r-ly.a Rocea Avéhtie

Woodbri.d’ie, Ontario g




Subject: Concerns Re: OP.19,003 and Z.19.008 - 4101 Rutherford Road

From: Scarpino, Anthony
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 12:16 PM
To: Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere@vaughan.ca>

Ce: Clerks@vaughan.ca; Sylvia Cover-Scarpino

ciAH
Communicatioq

COUNCIL: et {19

p?‘% Rpt. No.oLio I.t.em _fﬁ_

Subject: Concerns Re: OP.19.003 and Z.19.008- 4101 Rutherford Road

Anthony Scarpina P.Eng, M.A.Sc, PEQ, OSPE
-Pinemeadow Drive

Woodbridie ON

To whom It may concern,

I have been a regident of Ward 3 in Vaughan for 19 years, soon to be 20 years, | ath a professional engineer with over
25 years in the field. | live within the 650m polling radius of the proposed project at 4101 Rutherford Road.

I oppose the use of the land at 4101 Rutherford Road (Subject Lands) to accommodate at 7-story mixed-use residential
apartment building. | also.oppose the Official Plan Amendment to File OP.19.003 to amend Vaughan Official Plan (VOP
2010) o increase the maximum permitted height from 4-storeys and 1.5 times the area of the lot TO 7-storeys and 3.15
times the area of the lot respectivaly.

The basis for my epposition to this use of the Subject Lands and OP Amendment are detailed below:

1.

Historical Basis: My first challenge of the proposed changes to amend the “VOP 2010” {(VOP) plan are based on
the intent of the original VOP. There was a distinct and important reason that the VOP specified that the “Low-
Rise Mixed-Use" designation of the Subject Lahds was restricted to 4-storéys and 1.5 times the area of the

lot. Part of this reason is a well-known concept with any urban planner, and that is to keep “like” structures
within a specific area. The notion of an “erratic” or outstanding structure'within a given area;, breaks the visual
flow, and generally puts nearby inhabitants at a disadvantage when comparing the market value of their
properties. The VOP allows residents that wish to reside within a specific part of the city to envisich their home
setting & surrounding areas. If they wished to live inan area near high structures; ['seriously doubt they would
have moved into these subdivisions in the first place. This amendment takes that vision of home setting away
from many folks close to'the proposed Subject Lands

Privacy Concerns: One of the key positive elements of a “suburban” home, like those found in the subdivisions
around the Subject Lands, is the notion of that backyard environment. For many Ward 3 residents {andlam
sure the members of our City Counci! can relate), it is a small ptivate oasis to sit with your family outdoors, and
have ameal, orrelax by a pool. Most of us with suburbam homes, really enjoy our backyards and enjoy that
privacy. This-appreciation for that privacy is usually hoted by fencing, trees or landscaping. The proposed
amendment to the VOP would take that away from-a significant number of residents In areas surrounding the
propased 7-story structure. At 7 storeys, it would be trivial to survey nearly backyard within the 650m polling
area {and well beyond with magnified optical or photographic equipment). Privacy is a very important concern
for residents of any city, and privacy is coming under more legal scrutiny every day. | am deeply concerned
about any decision that affects the privacy of so many people within one decision of the City Council.

Density Concerns and Quality of Life: One has to place themselves inthe shoes of the residents: immediately
across the street from the Subject Lands. Please try to imagine coming out of your front door, and having a 7-
storey structure {a minimum of 70ft/21m) only 50-feet away (approximately). What happened to my Westérn
sky? What happened to my sunsets in my front living room? | am not certain about what members of the

1




Council think about this, but it would certainly be enough for me to move away (and at a potentially
considerable financial loss due to loss in value of the home). Would honoured members of the Council
seriously considering moving into a home that is now unable to appreciate the sunlight for a significant part of
the day?

4. Traffic Concerns: | think it's no secret that traffic within Weston Downs has been an ongoing concern for many
years, There is no doubt in my mind that adding 139 residences at 4101 Rutherford Road would make morning
and evening commutes worse. If there is any doubt in the mind of the councillors, please note that the very
popular “Waze” application for mobile devices (that provides traffic guidance for drivers), now often redirects
traffic south on Velmar Drive and through the subdivision in the mornings {often between 8:30 to 9:30
am). Adding 139 residences at Rutherford Road and Velmar Drive will add more chaos to the already known
problem, exacerbated by the closure of Pine Valley Road at Rutherford Road. Traffic is funneled East through
the Rutherford corridor each morning, on their commute to the 400 highway.

I believe that our council has an obligation to do what Is “best” for the city AND it's residents. As a resident of Ward 3, |
do not see a benefit with the proposed condominium NOR the proposed changes o the Vaughan Official Plan of 2010. |
strongly appose applications under file OP.19.003 and Z.19.008 due to the impacts | have stated above,

Sincerely,
Anthony Scarpino
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Subject: OP.15.003 and Z.19.008 - 4101 Rutherford Road

C
o ) ) L e Communication y
From: John Parete— COUNCIL: Loy i
Senti Tuesday, Septamber 17, 2019 3:46 PM E‘i Rpt. No.oily Item S5
To: Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere @vaughan.ca>
Ce: DevelopmentPlanning@vaughan.ca
Subject: OP,19,002 and Z.19.008 -4101 Rutherford Road

Official Plan Amendment File 0P.19.003
Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.19,008
Velmar Centre Property Limited Applications
4101Rutherford Road

Dear Mr Messere,
I am writing to you notonly as a Weston Downs resident, but as the property 6wner cf.JeImar Drive - right across
the street. As such, I am in the most affected group by this development.

You have already received much correspondence regarding this issue: Traffic, negatively affected community, parking
spaces, parking on the street, shadows, ability to be properly serviced by water/sewers, noise, pollution, drop in
property value - and the list goés on, | may also add the naise, pollution, traffic and commaercial vehicles on the street
during the construction phase given the size and the depth of a 3-level garage. | have not seen one positive thing
mentiened, except for what it does for the developer and perhaps the city with regards to iticreasing revenue,

I'must declare how vehemently opposed | am to this development. | leave home each day at 7:30am to face cars on
Rutherford fined up from Babak all the way to the 400 in order to-get to work. | come homa each night at 5:30pm to
face 2 lanes of ¢ars blocking my driveway {despite the “Do not block driveways” sign directly in front of my house) - with
the cars extending down to Village Green or further. | have already been hit once while éxlting by driveway, and 1 have
been almast hit more than a dozen times - including from cars exiting the plaza. Drivers are frustrated at'the traffic so
they honk at each other and.cut one-another off - and these are usually enes that'do not live in Weston Downs.

S0, adding 139 residences with approx 200+ cars in addition to the plaza traffic can only contributeé to the situation. The
majority of these will-also be leaving for work in the morning and cotning home in the evening. The traffic alone Ras
been a major Weston Downs issue for a decade, and instead of a solution (or at least improvemeant), we have this
application.

So many others have expressed their opposition, | can orily agree and wish to add my voice the opposition. { upderstand
at this paint s only an “application for amendments” however it really seems fike forcing a a square peg in a round hole

- there are far too many amendments that are detrimental.

Since there Is public hearing - the publiccommunity of Weston Downs, and in particular the residents living on Velfar
and Siderno, are imploring yau to be heard.

Sincerely,

Iohn Parete

R <\mar Drive




A
_ Communication
couna: Lok \ B
From: Clerks@vaughan._ca 7 ) Rpt. No A tem 3
Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 10:29 AM
To; Magnifico, Rase
Subject: FW! input for lterti 5 CW meeting 7pm
Attachments: September 17 submission ltem 5 COV public meeting pdf
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Completed

From: Hiten Patel

Sent: Tuesday, September 17, 2019 10:07 AM
To: Clerks@vaughan.ca

Ce: Council@vaughan.ca

Subject: input for ltem 5 CW meeting 7pm.

Hello COV Clerks,

Please find attached and kindly include as communications if not too late for tonight's meeting.

Thank you,
Hiten Patel




September 17, 2019
R ten 5 velvadr Centre ‘Propertgj

Rutherford Rood especially near Hwly 400 needs tntenstfication for
Cltl of Vaughan to veach tts potentiol as a tre city. This inclides
valxeol use such as offices, commerelal and retatl, and apartments so
that Canadions of all tncome Levels and Life stages can afford to eall
vaughan howt espectaily those who eavn their Livelthoods tn vaughan.
Whewn people Live and work Lin the same community datly tratfic will

be reduced.

Parking spaces shouldl be restricted to provide an tncentive for a car-
free lifestyle. Pedestrion pathe, bicycle and transit Lanes are
necessary U Rutherford s to be widened. f it is widened withous

these conslderations tt will ol Y Lwvite additional pr’wate vehicles

(“ndtuced traffic”).

S0 L support Low rise and high vise apartments and condos facting

Riutherford =oad,

Hitew Patel

Thornhill \Woods Drive




Subject: Velinat Ceritet Property-

[UUSOPHN RIS DI

Fram ‘Beh Farrugaa :
Sent: Monday, Septemnber 16,2018 5:41 PM

To: Massetd, Clément <Clefhent. Messere@vaughan cg>

Cc: Marrelli, Carmela <CarmelaMarrelli@vaushan.ca>; ‘maure, paverinl@vaughan.ca’ <maure.paverini@vaughan. Ca>i
'Bob Férrugia'
Subject: Velmareerne

SN I% Ryt No %ltem ‘:‘

Good evening.

Today, | was advised by the staff in the City Clerk’s office that I should email you on this
matter of a zoning change proposal on the property being developed asthe Velmar Center
Property (southwest corner of Velmar and Rutherford). This-would bé iteni huber 5 ofi the
:a_sgé]i].dﬁi forthe public hearing to be held September 17 2019.

As alocal resident living ve ry near by, our household is in oppoesition of the proposed
amendmeht to the current zoning restriction which permits strictly 4 storey low rise
construction. |currently reside atiiFrancesca Court, Va ugha l‘_.l-ocated just west of
the property in guestion.

My coricerns are as follows:

Traffic on Rutherford Road is terrible currently. The congestion causes sighificant delays on
Rutherford Rd easthound. Traffic backs up literally to. Velmar. The project would introduce
{roughly) 60 mare residents, including vehicles vs the zoning allotment. This-would further
clutter ah-extremaly busy Foute. As arésident who has lived in thisarea since 2000, | mtst tell
you that even now, | do everything | can to avoid Rutherford Rd....the traffic and congestioh is
beyond acceptable. Inaddition traffic through the surrounding streets off the main routes
{Weston and Rutherford} would encounter further congestion betause peofle would avoid
the main roads (Weston, Rutherford, [slington).

Secend, having to see and look at the west face of a 7 storey structure from my hoinie is (a)
not pleasant and {b) would have an impact on the value of my home should the time come
when I wantto sell it This again, is not acceptable. | havea real congern that d prospective
buyer for my home would take anpther property over mine dug to the fact they have an
unsightly large structure hovering over theneighbourhood. 4 storeys fs bad enough but 'l
understood that when [ moved into thearea, A 7 storeystructure is completely unacceptable,

1




Third...apartment/condo complexes are much more prone to hecoming rental properties and
that is a real concern for me that we are introducing an element into the immediate area that
is not vested in maintaining a standard of care as would a true homeowner. In 2000, |
committed an additional level of investment to live heere in Vaughan (“The City Above
Toronto”) to avoid the mixed residences which | experienced and saw developing in

Mississauga at the time. This sudden change in zoning policy goes against what attracted me
to the City of Vaughan.

Fourth, | would ask the city to consider the reasons for its very zoning provisions which are in
place, and to respect the fact that these very provisions reflect the culture and values of the

local residents and to know that changes to these zoning restrictions will ultimately alter the
social and environmental “dna” of our great city.

Please consider my concerns as a resident of Vaughan.

Yours truly,




!

e N . _ N Communication
Subject: Regarding Proposed Condo at 4101 Rutherford Rd. counci: {2 f-’ii ,&E }C“

From: G Badwal w
Sent: Saturday; Seplemnpe A ACHINNS

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca; Magnifico, Rose <Rose.Magnifico@vaughan.ca>; Coles, Todd <Tedd.Coles@vaughan,ca>;
DeFrancesca, Rosanna <Rosanna.DeFrancesca@valghan.ca>; Shefman, Alan <Alan.Shefman@vaughan.ca>; Bevilacqua,
Maurizio <Maurizio.Bevilacqua@vaughan.ca>; Ferri, Mario <Mario.Ferri@vaughan.ca>; Jackson, Linda
<linda.Jackson@vaughan.ca>; Rosati, Gino <Gino.Rosati@vaughan.ca>; lafrate, Marilyn <Marilyn.Jafrate@vaughan.ca>;
Carella, Tony <Tony.Carella@vaughan.ca>; Racco, Sandra <Sandra.Racce@vaughan.ca>; Tamburini, Nancy

<Nancy, Tamburini@vaughan.ca>; Ciafardont, Joy <Joy.Ciafardoni@vaughan.ca>

Cc: Messere, Clement <Clement.Messere@vaughan.ca>

Subject: Regarding Proposed Condo at4101 Rutherford Rd.

‘September 28, 2019

Re: Applications OP.19.003 and Z.19.008
To City of Vaughan Councii of the Whole, Vaughan Development Department, and City Clerk.

| am writing to you'in regards to the proposed application for the condo at 4101 Rutherford Road. |
furthermore request that this letter be entered into.council mintites. | currently reside alongside my husband,
two children, and in-laws at|Velmar Dr: which is directly across the proposed site. In my opinion, the first few
homes across the address have the greatest amount of justifiable concerns. We have been residents and
taxpayers of Vaughan for 17 years and specifically moved from Brampton to enjoy this city. | hope that our
‘concerns be noted and taken seriously as this affects us.the most.

The:application is for a “7 storey condominium”, my-first concern is what exactly is meant by 7 storey?
What is the exact height of the building? Anything above what is: already there (the one storey plaza) will
cause an invasion of privacy. Our home specifically is a two storey home, with bedroom windows facing
Velmar, understand that any building directly across with multiple occupants would be able to peer into our
windows., We will no longer be able to pull up our blinds, hence getting no naturat light, This is detrimental to
onhe's mental and physical well-bsing,

Ancther issue with a multiple-storey building would be blockage of natural sunlight during certain parts of the
day. My in-laws work hard and enjoy their garden during the.summer months. They have a “special spot” in
the backyard in which they sit down in the evenings just to enjoy the beautiful sun for the few months out of the
year that they actually can. With the building being built not only will my in-laws not be able 1o enjoy the sunin
the backyard but all of our neighbors beside and behind us as well.

Another major concern has to do with traffic as you have probably heard about from numerous other
residences in the Weston Downs area, Since our home is the corner lot and very first home on Velmar there
are 3 major issues already we are dealing with when it comes to the traffic. First, when trying to exit our
driveway in the morning between the hours of 7:30 am-8:00 am it is very difficult to back out and get into any

1
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of the lanes to get out onto Rutherford, Once we do finally get out we get caught with a red light, hence taking
approximately 5 or more minutes just to get out of our driveway. The proposed condominium states there will
be well over 250 parking spots, that is at least at minimum 200 cars added to that already tight corner.
Second, between the hours of 4:00 pm-7:00 pm is a complete disaster. It is so incredibly hard to turn into any
of the homes on Velmar, our home being the worse as it is the first home off of Rutherford. There is not a day |
do not come home after work and not get honked at or told off just for turning into my home. Furthermore, it is
very and | mean very rare that anyone leaves the front of our driveway clear. | get extreme anxiety turning in
either direction as | worry about getfing hit from the back or side. Once again | point out that the proposed
building would add at least another 200 i not more vehicles adding to the already chaos of traffic. This is a
complete nightmare of an idea for all Weston Downs Residences.

| would like to also convey my concemns about what will happen if this proposal gets passed and
construction begins. This project would take over a year if not more to complete. During this fime heavy
equipment, noise, and overall dust and dirt will affect all areas surrounding the site. Being next to a park safety
of small chiidren Is a huge concern. We are also concerned about how any digging for underground parking,
pipes, water, and sewage will affect our homes and their stability.

Will the builder pay for weekly cleaning of our homes and yards due to the dirt and dust created by this
project? Where will we go to play tennis when the courts are closed down duse to the construction? Where will
residents, especially the elderly go when they want to get their nails, dry cleaning done? Many Weston Down
residents and their families rely on the dentist in the plaza. The local businesses in the current plaza have
created bonds and connections with our community, many residents feel comfortable going to these places.
This is what community is all about and if these businesses have to close down due to this building, it will have
a significant impact within Weston Downs.

I'would like to make it clear that even accepting a proposal like this for our community is detrimental not only
for the major concerns stated above but for many other reasons as well. The applicant is also requesting a
zoning change, which in turn would set a precedent if accepted because this would give the message to other
possible builders that they can just build these types of buildings anywhere. | would like you to please take
these concerns as well as other residents concerns seriously and do the right thing and reject this application.
Furthermore, | would like to take this opportunity to invite you to observe and access first hand personally at
our residence atBlVelmar Dr. | am also open to having a verbal conversation regarding our concems, | can be
reached at

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and considering my family concerns regarding this application.

Sincersly,

Gurdeep Badwal




Subject: Comment Letter - 267 King High Drive - MSTA Proposed Boundary Expansion - Council
Meeting Oct. 2, 2019 - Item 2: CoW Meeting Sept. 16, 2019
Attachments: L- request for inclusion in the MTSA.pdf
K-

- Communication a
counci: Ot 2 | \A

From: Mark McConville CiaD Rpt. No. 21 item oL
Sent: September 25, 2019 10:51 AM

To: Schmidt-Shoukri, Jason <Jason.Schmidt-Shoukri@vaughan.ca>; Coles, Todd <Todd.Coles@vaughan.ca>; Kiru, Bill
<Bill.Kiru@vaughan.ca>; melissa.rossi@vaughan.ca

Cc: Alexandra Pelts <alex@yyztravel.com>; Vicky Zaltsman <vickyz @yyztravel.com>; Rosemarie Humphries
<rhumphries@humphriesplanning.com>

Subject: Comment Letter - 267 King High Drive - MSTA Proposed Boundary Expansion - Council Meeting Oct. 2, 2019 -
[tem 2: CoW Meeting Sept. 16, 2019

Good Morning Jason,

Find attached a comment letter on behalf of ALM Property Management, requesting that the rear property at 267 King
High Drive be included in the Major Transit Station Area (MSTA) Proposed Boundary Expansion for the Dufferin/Centre
Street Secondary Plan Study area. This is with respect to [tem 2 on the Committee of the Whole Meeting of Sept. 16%™.

Todd, please add this as a Communication Item on the October 2, 2019 Council meeting and provide confirmation of
such.

Thanks

Best Regards,

MARK J. McCONVILLE, MCIP, RPP, M.Sc.PI
SENIOR PLANNER

HUMPHRIES PLANNING GROUP INC.

216 Chrislea Road, Suite 103

Vaughan, ON L4L 885

905-264-7678 X 246 Fax (905)264-8073

PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT DURING THE WEEK OF OCTOBER 7™ WE WILL BE RELOCATING TO NEW
OFFICES:

OUR NEW ADDRESS WILL BE:

190 PIPPIN ROAD, SUITE A, VAUGHAN ONTARIO L4K 4X9

PLEASE BE SURE TO UPDATE YOUR CONTACT LIST !!!



HUMPHRIES PLANNING GROUP INC.

FOUNDED IN 2003

September 25, 2019
HPGI File # 15425

City of Vaughan
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive
Vaughan, ON L6A 1T1

Attn:  Mr. Jason Schmidt-Shouki, Deputy City Manager

Re: Request for Inclusion in Draft MTSA Propased Boundary Expansion
Dufferin/Centre Street Secondary Plan Study
Council Meeting October 2, 2019 - CoW Meeting September 16, 2019 — Item 2
267 King High Drive - Part 2, 65R-236142 - ALM Property Management

216 Chrislea Road
Suite 103 :
Vaughan, ON
141835

T 805-264-7678
F: 805-264-6073

On behalf of ALM Property Management, Humphries Planning Group Inc., is
requesting that the rear property at 267 King High Drive {legal description Part 2 65R-
36142) be included in the Major Transit Station Area {MSTA) Proposed Boundary
Expansion for the Dufferin/Centre Street Secondary Plan Study area.

e

—— The rear property at 267 King High Drive {legal description Part 1 65R-36142)

An application for consent {B36-15) was approved by the Committee of Adjustment on
Octaber 1, 2015 and notice of final and Binding issued October 8, 2015, to sever the
rear portion of 267 King High Drive and provide this severed portion as an addition to
the lands immediately to the west at 7851 Dufferin Street, which is legally described as

www, humpiriesplanning. com
i ~ Do Something Good Everyday! ~




Part 1 65R-29189. 7851 Dufferin Street is owned by the same owner under a different
numbered company, namely ALM Property Management. The purpose of the Consent
application was to reserve the land to facilitate the future expansion of the parking lot
at 7851 Dufferin Street, in order to fulfill the need for additional parking on this

property.
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Reference Plan 65R-36142

The rear portion of 267 King High Drive is designated “Low-Rise Residential” by the
City of Vaughan Official Plan 2010 (VOP 2010), which does not permit a parking lot.
The reserve land will remain vacant and comply with the policies of the Official Plan, at
this time. There is a condition to restrict development of the future parking lot
addition that requires a re-designation and rezoning be completed. As such, a
designation change is required, either through the Secondary Plan process, the next
OP Review process or a private OPA application, which permits the intended use.




Through the previously approved application for consent (B36-15), the intention was
that the rear portion of 267 King High Drive be developed in conjunction with 7851
Dufferin Street, which is proposed to be included within the MSTA Proposed Boundary
Expansion for the Dufferin/Centre Street Secondary Plan Study area. As such, it is
appropriate to include the rear portion of 267 King High Drive as well.

T BEVERLEY GIEN BOULEVARD ™

Sevéfeé rree:irk ;
partion of 267 King | ;
High Drive
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roposed Plan Boundary Expansion
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We respectfully request that that the rear portion of 267 King High Drive (highlighted
in yellow on the Figure above) be included in the Dufferin/Centre Street Secondary
Plan Study area, so that the appropriate desighation can be provided on the lands
added to 7851 Dufferin Street, which permits the intended use and so that the lands
can be appropriately developed in conjunction with one another, as was the intention
through the previously approved planning application.




Should you have any questions or require additional information, please contact the
undersigned at (905) 264-7678 ext.246.

Yours truly,
HUMPHRIES PLANNING GROUP INC.
=y o

Mark McConville, MCIP, RPP, M.Sc.PI.
Senior Planner

cc. Todd Coles, City Clerk
Mayor and Members of Council
Mr. Bill Kiru, Director of Policy Planning
Ms. Melissa Rossi, Manager Policy Planning
ALM Property Management
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(,t'u_ Rpt. No.-._l ltem LL
TO: Mayor and Members of Council
FROM: Todd Coles, City Clerk
CcC: Tim Simmonds, Interim City Manager
Wendy Law, Deputy City Manager, Administrative Services & City
Solicitor
DATE: September 30, 2019

SUBJECT: Council Meeting October 2, 2019 - Committee of the Whole (2) Report
No. 27 ltem 6, re: 2020 Schedule of Meetings

PURPOSE

Subsequent to the Committee of the Whole Meeting (2) on September 24, 2019, Office
of the City Clerk has been advised of scheduling conflict in the proposed 2020 Schedule
of Meetings. The City Clerk is proposing the following changes to the 2020 Schedule of
Meetings calendar that was considered at Committee of the Whole (2) meeting for
Council's consideration:

Meetings | Original Date & Time New Proposed Date & Time

CW (2) Wednesday, March 11, 2020 at 1pm | Monday, March 9, 2020 at 9:30am

CW (CS) | Wednesday, March 11, 2020 at 5pm | Monday, March 9, 2020 at 2:00pm

Council Tuesday, March 24, 2020 at 1pm Wednesday, March 11, 2020 at 1pm

Council Monday, October 19, 2020 at 1pm Wednesday, October 21, 2020 at 1 pm

RECOMMENDATION
1. That Council approve the revised 2020 Schedule of Meetings in accordance with
the proposed changes set out in Attachment 1 of this communication.

Respectfully Submitted,

Todd Coles
City Clerk

Attachment 1: Revised 2020 Schedule of Meetings — March and October

City of Vaughan, 2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan ON L6A 171 Tel. 905-832-8585 www.vaughan.ca
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From: Raibir Singh Communication
rom: Jbiring — COUNCIL: {)g;‘“z‘icj
Sent: Tuesday, October 1, 2019 -8:25 AM

——— A " -

To: Clerks@vaughan.ca; Magnifico, Rose; Coles, ﬁ. Rpt. N.O-.Q;b_ ttem 5y
Alan; Bevilacqua, Maurizio; Ferr, Mario; Jacksour, Linug; nusatr wino; wirawe, vamyr;
Carella, Tony; Racco, Sandra; Tamburini, Nancy; Ciafardoni, Joy, Messere, Clement
Subject; Subject: Regarding Propeosed Condo at 4107 Rutherford Rd,

To City of Vaughan Council of the Whole, Vaughan Development Department, and
City Clerk.

I am writing to you in regards to the proposed application for the condo at
4101 Rutherford Road. I furthermore request that this letter be entered into council
minutes. I appose the approval to the Official Plan and Zoning By-Law for the
following reasons:

The proposed built form of this 7-storey building is not compatible with the built form of the
surrounding community of single-family
This apartment is out of character with the neighborhoad. In fact this community was built
as a cohesive community with minimum 60 foot lots and unigue urban design guidelines.
This apartment building will destroy the character of the community that we have loved and
lived In for over three decades,
The densuty of this proposal is too high. Though the current Official Plan permits a density of
no greater than 5 FSI, this applicant is propasing a density of 3.14 FSI.
This proposal will compound the current traffic issues that the Weston Downs cormmunity is
experiencing with traffic Many residents who live te the north and west of Weston Downs cut
through our residential streets in order to circumvent the gridlock on Weston Road during
the morning and evening rush hours,
Weston Road and Rutherford Road already experience traffic issues. The current residents of
Weston Downs have difficulty turning onto Rutherford Road in the morning not to mention
adding an additional 200 or more cars to the problem of turning right or left onto
Rutherford.
This tall and large apartment building will overshadow the tennis court and park which abut
the proposed apartment building.
The tall and large apartment building will cast shadows on the houses that are across the
street from this development.
There are only 3 parking spaces at grade with the remaining 257 parking spaces located in
the 3 underground parking It is clear from this parking situation that this wili no longer
serve as a local convenience plaza for our neighbourhood. The residents of Weston Downs
do not want to run in and out of our local stores By parking underground. The local plaza
stores essentially will be unusable for our Weston Downs Community.
The access in and out of the apartment building complex will not work properly, It is
currently difficult to go in and out of the plaza during the morning and afternoon rush since
there is a line of cars along Velmar which infiltrate Weston Downs in order to bypass the
gridlock on Weston Road and Rutherford Road, It is currently difficuit for our current
residents to leave their properties as they try to enter the gridlock on Velmar caused by
infiltration during these times. How do you expect an additional 200 cars to do this in the
morning and afternoon rush?

1




« This proposal has directed the commercial space towards the Rutherford Road frontage
indicating that they want to encourage a pedestrian friendly environment. This will
accomplish the opposite. Without the commercial space on Velmar, our community of
approximately 5000 residents will no longer have convenient access to our local plaza
establishments.

+ It is too soon after the last VOP 2010 review to make such changes to the official plan. The
City invested a significant amount of time and money into the VOP review and it is not
appropriate for a developer to try to change what has just been approved just to increase
their profits

Furthermore I reside directly across from the proposed site. We are unable to enter and exit

our driveway the way it currently is during peak rush hour times such as 7-9am and 4-

/pm. The entire neighborhood is overwhelmed with traffic which starts on Valeria and Langstaff

and makes its way to Velmar and Rutherford. I invite each and everyone of you to visit this area

at Spm any weekday to witness the mayhem. On top of all this the intersection of Rutherford
and Velmar is already an intersection where countless accidents occur. The biggest one being
the one in February of 2013, where we were evacuated from our house because the car ended
up on our fence and ruptured the natural gas line. This intersection Is used by countless
students daily to catch a school bus or transit bus. I fear for their safety on a daily basis. I can
only imagine what another 2-300 cars of daily traffic will cause to this intersection. I can be
contacted at anytime via email or my cellular number

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter and considering my concerns regarding this
application.

Kind Regards,

Rajbir Singh
A concerned resident of Vaughan - Weston Downs
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Mayor and Members of Cauncil
2141 Major Mackenzie Drive
Vaughan, Ontario

LBA 1IT1

RE:  Council Meeting October 2, 2019
Report #26, ltem #5
Official Plan Amendment File OP.19.003
Zoning By-law Amendment File Z.19.008
Velmar Centte Property Limited Applications
4101 Rutherford Road

Dear Mayor and Members of Council,

On behalf of the Weston Downs Community, a community of 1876 homes, we would like to
express our disappointment at the lack of respect and undo stress that the Velmar Centre
Property Limited Application has caused to the citizens of our community. We oppose the
approval of the Official Plan Amendment OP.19.003 and Zoning By-Law Amendment Z.19.008
submitted by Velmar Centre Propeérty Limited to permit the development of a 7-storey mixed-
use residential apartment building that includes 139 residential units and 615 m? of commercial
space, at 4101 Rutherford Road. We respectfully ask that council reject this application which is
an example of poor planring which will financially benefit a developer at the expense of an
established community.

LACK OF RESPECT FOR THE EXISTING COMMUNITY

The Weston Doewns Community was created, planned and approved over three decades ago. The
community is unigue in character and has specific urban design guidelines. This was the vision of
a world renowned developer and it was-approved and supported by council and staff. The vision
was then sold to the residénts of Weston Dawns, many who are the original purchasers of hames
in thiscommunity, It is now urifair for council and staff to disregard this original vision and change
the character and the uses in the Westoh Downs community, The Vaughan Official Plan 2010
clearly maintains that in Community Areas with established development, new development
must be “designed to respect and reinforce the existing physical character and uses of the
surrounding area.” This proposed 7-storey mixed-use residential apartment does not respect nof
reinforce the existing community and its character.




Stop using the province's More Homes, More Cheice: Ontario’s Housing Supply Action Pian to
support this example of poor and disrespectful planning. The Honorable housing ministeris clear
in his letter dated October 17!, 2019 that It Is the Vaughan Official Plan of 2010, not the Province
that provides direction for new development under the Housing Supply Action Plan. The Vaughan
Official Plan maintains that in Community Areas with established development, rew
development must “be designed to respect and reinforce the existing physical character and uses
of the surrounding area.” Destroying an established area at the expense of poor planning that
contravenes established building goals and guidelines is in violation of our human rights,
community safety and enjoyment, as well as respect for the residents and your constituents who
live in this established community. Steven Clark, Minister of Municipal and Housing Affairs states
the following: http://westondownsra.ca/2019/09/18/support-from-our-mpp-rmust-read-letter/

UNFAIR PROCESS

The Weston Downs Ratepayers Assoclation has been attempting to retrieve a copy of the original
Urban Designh Guidelines and the Weston Downs Master Plan from the City, but have been told
that it no longer exists, This is an unacceptable answer, especially knowing that Weston Downs
was built in several phases and there must be more than one copy of each of these reports in the
City of Vaughan archives. The community has asked for evening meetings since the majority of
the residents work during the day, but our request has been ignored and not even responded to.
Finally, | would like to bring to your attention the issue of transparency; by violating established
rules, regulations, acts and circumventing processes, the City unfairly supports builders over the
taxpayers living in the established Weston Downs Community.

CONTRAVENTION OF THE PLANNING ACT

The Notice of Cfficial Plan Amendment, Rezoning and Site Plan was removed at approximately
11:00am on Wednesday, September 18, 2019, the day following the public hearing. A resident
of Weston Downs witnessed a man remaving the sign. With the removal of the sign, the
perception of the residents is that the application has been withdrawn. We contacted the City of
Vaughan with respect to the missing signs on Tuesday, September 24, 2019, via an email to our
local councilor, Rosanna DeFrancesca, city planner Clement Messere and Mauro Peverini,
Director of Development. To date, the signs have not been replaced and no explanation has been
provided for the removal and contravention of the planning act with respect to the signs.
Originally, the notice on Velmar was placed under tree branches and only made visible upon the
City of Vaughan responding to our complaint. The contraventions with respect to the notice of
the Official Plan Amendment, Rezoning and Site Plan is an example of the fack of transparency
and disrespect to the residents of Weston Downs. As of today, Tuesday, October 1, 2019, we are
reporting that the sign taken down on Septernber 18 @11am { immediately after the Public
Hearing on September 17 @7pm ) was not reinstalled as per city planner request; but was
ighored and is in violation of the planning act:

https://www.vaughan.ca/services/business/development planning applications/Ferms/Notice

%20Sign.pdf




TRAEFIC INFILTRATION

In 2004, the traffic infiltration was 2,200 cars/day and Vaughan Council agreed to and considered
that volume as a major issue. The fact that the traffic has grown to more than 12,000 cars/day
with no action to date and Council choosing to ignore the increased voiumes for 139 short term
rental apartments is in total contravention of the peaceful enjoyment of an established
community. Please take the time to see our current “highway traffic” on local community roads
putting your constituents and our children at risk daily: http://westondownsra.ca/. Weston
Downs is not an arterial road nor a mid-block callector road and definitely should not be treated
as an alternative to regional roads. It is time for Vaughan to stoep the poor planning and instead
set up proper infrastructure and plan for healthy, viable communities. The city planners and
council have consistently reduced our standard of {iving in Vaughan by causing gridlock on our
roads. Instead of enjoying our City, we spend at least an extra two hours on the road within the
city limits of Vaughan due poor traffic circulation and gridlock. Our standard of living and guality
of life in Vaughan is being deteriorated by the congestion that is resulting from poor planning. it
takes 45-minutes to travel distances that should only be a 10-minute drive because the proper
Infrastructure does not exist for the ever increasing densities.

ISSUES THAT NEED TO BE ADDRESSED:

«  Section 8.1.2.2 of the VOP states that new development in Community Areas be designed in
a manner that respects and reinforces the physical character of the established
neighbourhood. The proposed built form of this 7-storey building is not compatibie with the
built form of the surrounding community of single-family homes. This proposal does not
respect the building types, heights or scale of nearby residential properties.

e This apartment is out of character with the neighbourhood. In fact this community was built
as a cohesive community with minimum 60 foot lots and unigue urban design guidelines. This
apartment building will destroy the character of the community that we have loved and lived
in for over three decades. Weston Downs was built with very specific Urban Design Guidelines
which are not being respected by this application.

e The density of this proposal is too high. Though the current Official Plan permits a density of
ho greater than 1.5 FS), this applicant is proposing a density of 3.14 FS1.

s This proposal will compound the current traffic issues that the Weston Downs community is
experiencing with traffic infiltration. Many residents who live to the nerth and west of
Weston Downs cut through our residential streets in order 1o circumvent the gridlock on
Weston Road during the morning and evening rush hours,

» Weston Road and Rutherford Road already experience traffic issues. The current residents
of Weston Downs have difficulty turning onto Rutherford Road in the morning not to mention
adding an additional 200 or more cars to the prohlem of turning right or left onto Rutherford.
The traffic backs up in part due to the cuing for hoth the north bound right hand east turn
from Velmar to Rutherford Road and the northbound left hand west turn from Veimar to

3




Rutherford Road. These movements in the morning peak hours will conflick with traffic
egression and ingression into the new development.

This tall and large apartment building will overshadow the tennis court and park which abut
the proposed apartment building.

The tall and large apartment building will cast shadows on the houses that are across the
street from this development.

The setbacks are all inadequate. Encroachment of balconies onto our park are unacceptable
and will iInhibit the enjoyment of sunshine and the nature.

There are only 3 parking spaces at grade with the remaining 257 parking spaces located in
the 3 underground parking levels. It s clear from this parking situation that this will no longer
serve as a local convenience plaza for our neighbourhood. The residents of Weston Downs
do not want fo run in and out of our local stores by parking underground. The local plaza
stores essentially will be unusable for our Weston Downs Cemmunity.

The access in and out of the apartment building complex will not work properly. Itis currently
difficult to go in and out of the plaza during the morning and afternoon rush since there is a
line of cars along Velmar which infiltrate Weston Downs in order to bypass the gridlock on
Weston Road and Rutherford Road. It 1s currently difficult for our current rasidents to leave
their properties as they try to enter the gridlock on Velmar caused by infiltration during these
times. How do you expect an additional 200 cars to do this in the morning and afternoon
rush?

The Subject Lands are located in a Source Water Protection vulnerable area referredtoas a
Wellhead Protection Area-Q2 {"WHPA-Q2'} and which must be reviewed and approved to the
satisfaction of the TRCA.

This proposal has directed the commercial space towards the Rutherford Road frontage
indicating that they want to encourage a pedestrian friendly environment. This will
accomplish the opposite. Without the commercial space on Velmar, our community of
approximately 5000 residents will no longer have convenient access to our local plaza
establishments.

it is too sooh after the last VOP 2010 review to make such changes to the official plan. Large
parts of the plan were not brought into effect until 2019 and parts of it are still unapproved
and before the LPAT. Until the whole plan is approved, there should be no further
amendments to permit developments such as this one. The City invested a significant amount
of time and money Into the VOP review and it is not appropriate for a developer to try to
change what has just been approved just to increase their profits.

So disappointed that a developer would submit a medium density plan for a site that the VOP
2010 has designated as low rise mixed use...not medium density or medium rise
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Stop using the province’s More Homes, More Choice: Ontario’s Housing Supply Action Plan
to support this example of poor and disrespectful planning. The Honorable housing minister
is ciear in his [efter dated today that it is the Vaughan Official Plan of 2010, not the Province
that provides direction for new development under the Housing Supply Action Plan. The
Vaughan Official Plan maintains that in Community Areas with established development, new
development must “be designed to respact and reinforce the existing physical character and
uses of the surrounding area.”

The City of Vaughan is meeting the mandate of More Homas, Mere Choice: Ontario’s Housing
supply Action Plan, We have increased densities to meet this mandate at the Vaughan
Metropolitan Centre where we have the infrastructure both the subway, Highways 400 and
407 to support the increased densities

Cur standard of living and quality of life in Vaughan is being deteriorated by the congestion
that s resuiting from poor planning. It takes 45-minutes to travel distances that should only
be a 10-minute drive because the infrastructure does not exist. For example, most residents
avoid the turning on Rutherford Road to go Highway 400 or the Go train in the morning
specifically because it will add 15-20 minutes to the morning trip to work, Instead they must
go south in order to go north-east.

There have been comments about the fact that the council would be going against their own
planning staff in order fo turn this application down. Well | would hope so! Stop the poor
planning examples that we see and recognize in this City. Every time you see one of those
traffic mirrors when you enter a plaza or condo parking area, you know it is a rasult of poor
planning. Example: Northwest side of islington and Rutherford Road. Funny that the Weston
Downs Ratepayers had pointed this out to the City at the planning stage though our
comments were ignored. Lock at 86 Woodbridge Avenue Condo where the residents keep
complaining that they either hit the wall or are in fender benders because of the narrow
entrance in and out of the condo. The residents complain about the steepness of the entry
into the underground parking lot, causing some of the elderly residents to instead break
condo rules by parking in the visitor parking spaces. Let’s not keep making poor planning
decision when we have the opportunity to make excelient and superior planning decisions.
We the residents are the ones who are stuck with the aftermath of poor planning.

CONCLUSION

How many more violations are you willing to ignore and accept for developers at the expense of
taxpayers living in an established community. Enough is Enough | Do what is right and what is
fust by not receiving this deficient application, by not accepting to violate community rights and
by not spending more tax dollars to circumvent processes that ultimately break the established
rules and regulations that together we live and govern by in this great City of Vaughan.

In conclusion, we ask that Council turn down this application as presented based on the excessive
density, traffic issues, ingress and egress issues as well as unsuitable built form. This proposal is
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not compatible with the character of the vibrant Weston Downs community. [t will cause
shadows and traffic issues that will serve to reduce the current resident’s enjoyment of their
homes and community. This proposal will take away the convenience of visiting our local stores
both because of parking issues, traffic and the relocation of the stores. Please do the right thing
and support our residents by turning down this proposal.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Yours truly,

Weston Downs Ratepayers Association

Per:

Rose Savage, Co-president, Weston Downs Ratepayers Assoclation

Victor Lacaria, Co-president, Weston Downs Ratepayers Association
Nadia Magarelli, Co-president, Weston Dowris Ratepayers Association




Subject: My view of Velmar Plaza Development.

C_n:;lc;‘.
Cemmunication
COUNCIL: (T o

From: Rob Salerno [N P rpt. No. A ttem £5
Sent: Tuesday, October 01, 2019 12:01 PM

To: Clerks@vaughan,ca

Ce: Council@vaughan.ca; DevelopmentPlanning@vaughan.ca

‘Subject: My view of Velmar Plaza Development.

My name is Rob Salerno, | live at[JfPolo Crescent. 1 have been a resident of Weston downs for the Last 15 years.

1 grew up in the Jane Finch Corridor. .My Farnily was probably the only family that lived in a condominium complex in
that commuriity. My family didn’t have a car and we travelled by bus. My father was a hard working barber who
worked 6 days a week to make ends meet. ‘So| understand Intensification and the need to provide affordable

housing. As | grew up, and funded by way through University, [ took odd jobs. One of them was delivering Pizza. One
of the areas that | delivered too was Weston Downs. It was the commiunity behind the wall. Beautiful Bronze Signs, a
wall that was lit, Large homes. A community, that inspired me to do better than my parents did. So | worked hard, with
the idea that { would someday live in this cammunity,

But, this community is no longer special. The city hagneglected it. They have taken advantage of the fact the rate
payers association was gone and they took steps to reduce the imporfance of the community.

1. Bronze Community Signage was replaced with inferior cheap plastic signs which cannot stand up to the
weather, Currently they are discolored and look cheap.

2, The grand entrances that we had with flower beds and bushes were ripped out and replaced by Grass. The ¢ity
stating that they would not take care of the bushes anymore. Never mentioned it to the community, and going
against the Urban design guide.

3. Boulevard platiters look cheap and are not taken care of.

4. Parks are neglected and have equipment that are a safety Hazard to children playing on them. The ity hag
decided not to inform the community of any plans that it may have in the works to improve the situation.

5. Traffic, traffic, traffic.. Trafficinfiltration has reached a critical poinitin the commiinity. You can no langer
travel between Langstaff and Rutherford through the commiunity, Its bumper to bumper traffic. Thigis béth a
traffic infiltration issue and safety issue as these roads go by schoal and park areas. The city has done nothing
to resolve the traffic isstie and hasallowed It to get out of control.

| am eompletely against the proposed building going up at 4101 Rutherford Road. My house is directly east of the
proposed building. |- will be robbed of my evening sunlight by the direct shade that the bullding wilt cast,

The province has stated that Intensification and development should happen with in the character of the

community. Councll needs to reject this proposal betause it does not meet the character of the established
community, Thisis not just an empty lot. This is a mature neighbourhood that has a certain lgok and feel to it. It does
not require an eyesore on the corner.  Kleinburg has established precedence that shows how building are ini line with
the rest of the community. The downtown core condos are 3 to 4 stories in height. In line with the rest of the

core. The new subdivision at kipling and teston, which is built on empty farm land does not have any high rises in it. In
fact there are many mixed use buildings that exists. All new. All with commiercial on the first floorand two stories
above it for residential. All built on the same footprint that the velmar plaza currently resides on. Onempty




lots. Why?... Because it kleinburg... Because Weston downs has no voice? Because it fits with the rest of the
community.

Let intensification exist in the right areas. This should be in proposed intensification corridors that have been
established around areas that can currently accommodate them. HWY 7, Weston Road, Jane Street, etc.... Rutherford
cannot service any new high rise construction. Velmar and Weston Downs cannot accommodate this type of
intensification. Neither long term and certainly not short term, The disaster that the proposed construction of the
building will cause wili be significant. The only entrance for construction will be along Velmar. Workers will have to
park on the street. Service trucks will have to line up and down the street to wait for their opporiunity to enter the
site. A complete disaster that will render the Velmar - Rutherford entrance unusable. But this will only make the
traffic on ORR and Babak worse. It just moves the bottleneck further down the road while making Velmar a complete
disaster.

TAKE CARE OF THE TRAFFIC BEFORE YOU APPROVE ANYTHINGIIII]

Rob Salerno, Chief Technology Strategist
Direct:
Fax:
Mobile;
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TO: Mayor and Members of Council C(s) Rpt. No QT Item | O
FROM: Todd Coles, City Clerk
CC: Tim Simmonds, Interim City Manager
Wendy Law, Deputy City Manager, Administrative Services & City
Solicitor
DATE: September 30, 2019

SUBJECT: Council Meeting October 2, 2019,
Committee of the Whole (2) Report No. 27 Item 10,
Proclamation Request Islamic Heritage Month

PURPOSE

To provide information about the use of the City’s network of outdoor digital signs to
promote an event. Subsequent to the Committee of the Whole Meeting (2) on
September 24, 2019, staff received preliminary details about a planned Islamic Heritage
Month event.

RECOMMENDATION
The City Clerk recommends:
1. That recommendations 1. and 2. contained in the report of the Deputy City
Manager, Administrative Services and City Solicitor, dated September 24, 2019,
regarding the Proclamation Request Islamic Heritage Month, be approved; and

2. That staff be directed to continue to work with the community group planning an
Islamic Heritage Month event, and subject to staff's satisfaction with the planning
and logistics of the event, Council endorse the event for the purposes of
promoting the event.

BACKGROUND

Islamic Heritage Month Event

Subsequent to the Committee of the Whole Meeting (2) on September 24, 2019, staff
received preliminary details about a planned Islamic Heritage Month event. City staff
continue to work with the community group as they advance their event planning and
logistics.

City of Vaughan, 2141 Major Mackenzie Dr,, Vaughan ON L6A 171 Tel, 905-832-8585 www.vaughan.ca



Use of Electronic Message Boards

The Corporate and Strategic Communications Department uses the “Vaughan
Electronic Signage Network Standards” to provide guidance and procedures relating to
the City’s network of outdoor digital signs. The guidelines include criteria for selecting
the messages that will be displayed on those signs. Messages for “Festivals and
events that have been endorsed by City Council” are permitted.

Should Council endorse the proposed Islamic Heritage Month event, the event can be
promoted through the outdoor digital signs and other communication streams.

Policy Review

The Office of the City Clerk began reviewing the Proclamation Policy (AD-013) and Flag
Raising/Half Masting Policy (AD-014) earlier in 2019, with the intention of bringing
forward revised polices by Q2 2020. A number of gaps and opportunities to strengthen
these policies have been identified. Staff will present for Council’s consideration new
comprehensive policies that will modernize these policies. The review will address all
aspects of these events, including the City’s role in these events, along with support
provided to them.

Respectfully Submitted,

—7 L.

Todd Coles
City Clerk

City of Vaughan, 2141 Major Mackenzie Dr., Vaughan ON L6A 111 Tel. 905-832-8585 www.vaughan.ca
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