
From: Councillor_Parker@toronto.ca [mailto:Councillor_Parker@toronto.ca]  

Sent: May-24-12 4:58 PM 
Subject: Community meeting June 11th, 2012 

 

Graham/Brian: 
 

Thank you for your message and attached letter below. 
 
I welcome a community meeting at which the issues relating to this application can be brought forward for 
full and fair consideration. 

 
I suggest that the most productive context for such a meeting would include 

appropriate city staff. I will ask staff to see if they can be made available for the date that you suggest, 
and in any event will certainly undertake to let you know as soon as possible when they can be made 
available for such a meeting. 
 
As much as I look forward to a productive public meeting, I deeply regret the turn that things have clearly 
taken regarding the understanding of the process in which we are engaged and my role in it. I am hoping 
that the three of us can meet briefly with planning and transportation staff before the proposed public 
meeting in order to review the key elements of the application before bringing things before a large group. 
 
I particularly regret that the two of you see this month's design review panel process as a bad thing. I urge 
you to see the design review process as a good thing and to welcome the fact that it was invoked as early 
as possible. There are at least three reasons why I suggest it should be understood in that light: 
 

•         If the project were seriously misconceived from a design standpoint, the early interjection of the 
panel provided our best opportunity to stop it dead and send it back to the drawing board. This is 
exactly what happened with the initial application at 85 Laird, which in that case resulted in a 
fresh application that was scaled back substantially in total retail floor area and total parking 
spaces, in addition to producing a far more desirable design; 

•         The comments and recommendations of the panel can only contribute to an improved result in 
any event; and, most importantly, 

•         The process is entirely voluntary. Meanwhile, the applicant already has the option of taking its 
application to the OMB, and can choose to do so whenever it decides it might be in its interest to 
bypass an irreconcilable deadlock with the community. Having the benefit of comments and 
recommendations from the design review panel can only strengthen our file if we find ourselves 
required to respond to an appeal by the applicant. Not having the panel's comments and 
recommendations in hand would deprive us of that potential benefit. Or, to put it in starker terms, 
delaying the participation of the design review panel would create the risk that the matter does 
not come before the design review panel at all. 
 

Meanwhile, the early involvement of the design review panel does not prejudice the outcome of the other 
steps involved in the application review process. It can have no impact on the two critical and mandatory 
studies on which the exemption provided by the critical Official Plan provision 4.6.3 must turn; being the 
traffic study and the economic impact study. The design review process (which is optional and 
independent) and the tests under the planning review process (which are mandatory and appealable) are 
unrelated to one another – EXCEPT TO THE EXTENT THAT THE COMMUNITY STANDS TO BENEFIT 
FROM THE MORE RESTRICTIVE OUTCOME. 
 
Further, the fact that the matter was considered by the design review panel early in the process does not 
mean that it cannot be brought back for further review at a later stage. I specifically asked the chair of the 
panel if he would welcome a return visit from the applicant once the results of the required studies had 
been brought to bear and he confirmed that he would. 
 
Your letter expresses disappointment that this month's design review panel process did not include 
participation by the community – or by me. That is not the nature of the process. The panel exists for the 
purpose of reviewing the design elements of the proposal from a professional standpoint. While it does 



not ignore matters of community impact, its role is not to assess public opinion or political views in 
response to the proposal. The panel's proceedings are tightly timed, disciplined encounters in which the 
duration of each presentation, question session, and comment session are defined and rigorously 
enforced within a day's agenda which itself is kept to a rigid timetable. The process brings to bear the 
views of acknowledged leaders in the various professional fields represented (architecture/landscape 
architecture/engineering/ etc.). It is not set up to consider the views of others, however helpful such views 
might be. In that sense the panel acts in the nature of a professional juried panel, not a court or a 
legislative committee. Its rulings are not binding, but they have invariably been found to be helpful. 
 
In any event, I look forward to the progress that can come from a thorough and fair discussion of the 
application, including participation by concerned residents who wish to become involved. I will get back to 
you in connection with your specific suggestion of a meeting on 11 June, and my suggestion of a smaller 
preliminary meeting before then, accordingly. 

  

 

Regards, 
 

John Parker 
Councillor, Toronto Ward 26- Don Valley West 

416 392-0215 
www.johnparker.ca 

Stay in touch with Councillor Parker by joining his email list [here] or by visiting  

 


