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:

1. PROVINCIAL DIRECTION

In June of 1989, the Authority filed with the Minister of the Environment the Tommy
Thompson Park Master Plan and Environmental Assessment document. In a letter dated
November 13, 1991, the Ministry of the Environment - Environmental Assessment Board
returned the Master Plan without completion of the government review.

The Ministry of the Environment indicated that rather than preparing an entirely new
submission, the Authority could refile the 1989 Master Plan document, accompanied by an
addendum outlining the public process, modified master plan, revised capital costs, and
phasing. The Ministry indicated that there were very few problems with the original
submission and that the review of a revised submission would be expedited.

At its Meeting #1/92, February 21, 1992, the Authority adopted the following resolution:
Res. #21

THAT the letter from Derek Doyle, Director - Environmental Assessment
Branch - Ministry of the Environment dated November 13, 1991, be received;

AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to prepare a report for consideration
at the Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board meeting
scheduled for March 6, 1992, on a planning process and recommendations to
enable resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/
Environmental Assessment to the Ministry of the Environment.

At its meeting #2/92 dated March 27, 1992, the Authority adopted the following resolution:

Res. #38

THAT the revised Tommy Thompson Park Concept (March 6, 1992) be
endorsed as a basis to obtain public and agency comment in preparing a
resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental
Assessment in 1992 to the Minister of the Environment;

THAT staff be directed to prepare the necessary documentation for public and

. government review with a special public meeting of the Water and Related
Land Management Advisory Board to be scheduled to enable consideration of
a revised Master Plan by the Authority no later then its meeting of July 24,
1992;

THAT staff prepare documentation relating to the public transportation
question as part of the revised Master Plan preparation.



AND FURTHER THAT the Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of
Natural Resources, the Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto, The City of
Toronto, The Toronto Harbour Commissioners, the Royal Commission on the
Future of the Toronto Waterfront and the Tommy Thompson Park Natural
Areas Advisory Committee be so advised.
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Letter from Derek Doyle,‘]jirecfdr
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Ministry Ministéen
of the de
Eavironment  I'Environnement

Ontario
250 Davisville Avenuas 259, avenua Davisvilla
Toranto, Ontang Tarantg {Omanio)
M4S tH2 M4S 1HZ
440-3480

November 13, 1991

Mr. W.A. McLean

General Manager

Metropolitan Toronko and
Region Conservation Authority

5 Shoreham Drive

Downsview, Onkario

M3IN 154

Dear Mr, McLean:

As you know, the MTRCA submitted the Tommy Thompson
Environmental Assessment during the summer of 1989.
Staff of this Branch circulated the document and
commenced the preparation of the review.

Comments on the EA were received from three agenicies.
The notable exceptions being the City of Toronto and
Metropolitan Toronto. Staff of these agencies informed
staff of the EA Branch that comments would be forthcoming
at such time as talks among themselves and the Toronto
Harbour Commission affecting the Tommy Thompson Park were
completed. Later, staff were informed thar a planning
study involving lands near the park had been commissioned
and that as'the outcome could impact the park, comments
would again be delayed until such time as the report was
completed and a decision reached as to its findings.
During this period, Branch staff were requested by MTRCA
staff to put the review on “held-".
At present, the Branch is moving towards firm delivery
dates for EAs and reduced review periods (six to eight
months). As such, I am not prepared to keep the Tommy
Thempson EA “on hold*, and am returning the EA to you.
- AL such time as the ongoing planning on adjacent lands is
™Y oz p-CG0leted and any necessary modifications te the EA are

- T o L iy - - +
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made, we will be happy to accommodate a new submlSSlon in
a tlmely fashion.

Yours slncerely,

e

\...‘--'-/-,-
Derek Doyle

Director
Environmental Assessment Branch

cc: See attached Distribution List

BB/fp
WP-33,1657C
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D-204 :
WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY ROARD
MEETING #9/91, HELD JANUARY 17, 1992

SECTION I ~ ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSTIDERATION

3. TOMMY THOMPEON PARK MABTER_ PLAN/ENYIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

KEY ISSUE .

To review the Ministry of the Environment - Environmental Assessment Branch
decision to return to the Authority the Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment filed July, 1989.

Resg. #1390 Movaed by: Ron Moran
Seconded by: : Rip Van Kenpen

RESCLVED THAT the letter from Mr. Daraek Doyle, Director, Environmental
Assmssment Branch, Ministry of the Environment, dated November 13, 199%, be
racaivaed; .

AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to prepare a2 report for consideration at
Wataer and Related Land Management Advisory Board Meeting #1/92, scheduled
for March 6, 1992, on & planning procesas and raecommendations to enable
resubmissjion of the Tommy Thompsen Park Maater Plan/Environmantal
Assasasment to the Ministry of the Environment.

CARRIED

BACKGROUND : ' .

By way of letter dated June 27, 1989, the Authority filed with the Minister
of the Environment the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan and Environmental
Assessment document.

The Authority at the same time forwarded the document to the Environmental
Assessment Branch to facilitate the government review process under Section
7 af the Environmental Assessment Act.

On December 16, 1991, the Authority received a letter dated November 13,
1991 from Mr. Derek Doyle, Director, Environmental Assessment Branch,
Ministry of thé Environment, indicating that the Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment was being returned to our agency without
completicon aof the government review. The Ministry indicated, however, that
they would deal with any new submission in a timely fashion.

WORK TO BE DONE '

It is staff’s proposal that a report be prepared for consideration at the
March 6, 1992, meeting of the Water and Related Land Management Advisory
Board outlining the implications of the Ministry’s actions, the status of
adjacent studies and propeosals by other agencies and a planning process
required to facilitates resubmission of the Tommy Thompseon Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment.

authority staff anticipate that the Royal Commissicn on the Future of the
Toronto Waterfront’s final report will be released by the end of January,
1992, and any specific recommendations on Tommy Thompson Park can be
addressed in the report to the Board.

Staff will alse consult with Metropolitan Toronto Planning Department,
Parks and Property Department and City of Toronto Planning Department,
parks and Recreation Department and Toronto Harbour Commissioners staff in
preparing the report.
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Authority Board
Meeting Minutes #1/92

February 21, 1992

Re: Tommy Thompson Park
Master Plan/Environmental Assessment




AUTHCRITY #1/92, FZ3RUARY 21, 1892 A-

(18]

g. TOMMY THOMPSQON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

This itam was racammendad for approval at Water and Related Land Managemant Advizary Board Maat!ng #3/971,
January 17, 1392,

KEZY I1SsSuUE

To review the Ministry of the Eavironment - Enviranmental Assessment Branch decision to return to the Autharity
the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment filed July, 19839,

Res. #21 Moved by: Brian Harrison
Seconded by: . Maja Prentica

RESQLVED THAT the letter fram Mr. Derek Doyle, Director, Environmental Assessment Branch, Ministry of the
Environment, dated Navember 13, 1291, be received;

AND FURTHER THAT staff he directed i@ prepare a report for consideration at Water and Related Land
Management Advisary Baard Meeting #1/92, scheduled for March g, 1992, on .a ‘planning process and
recommendations to enable resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Fian/Eavironmental Assessment
0 the Ministry of the Enviranment. )

CARRIED




Exhibit A.4 ‘Water and Related Land Management
Advisory Board .
Meeting Minutes #1/92
March 6, 1992
Re: Tommy Thompson Park
Master ‘Plan/Environmental Assessment




2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

»

KEY ISSUE
To presant a revised cancagt plan for Tammy Thompson Park ta facilitate public and agency review in

preparation of a revised master plan for resubmission in 1862 ta tne Minister of the Ervironment far approval
under the Environmental Assessment Act.

Ra=. #3 Maved by: - Kip Van Kempen
Seconded by: Frank Scarpitti .

THE BOARD RECOMMENDS TO THE AUTHORITY THAT tha ravised Tommy Thampson Park Cancant
iMarch 6, 1292] be endorsed 8s a basis to cbtain public and agency comment in preparing a resubmission of
the Tommy Thompson Park Mastar Plan/Environmental Assassmant in 1392 to the Minister of the

Environment;
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (CONTD.)

THAT staff be directaed to propara the necessary documentation for public and government zaview with a
special public meeting of the Water and Ralated Land Management Advisory Board to ba schadulad to anabla
congideration of a revisad Master Plan by tha Authaority no later than its meaating of July 24, 1992;

AND FURTHER THAT the Ministry of the Environment. the Ministry of Natural Resources, the Municipality of
Matropolitan Toronto, the City of Toronto, tha Taronto Harbour Commissioners, the Royal Commission on tha
Futurs of the Toronts Watarfront and the Tommy Thompson Park Natural Areas Advisory Commitiae be so
advised. .

AMENDMENT Moved by: ‘ Lois Hancey

Ros. #4 Seconded by: Kip Van Kempen

THAT staff prapars documentation relating to the public transportation question as part of the ravised Master
Plan preparation.

THEAMENDMENT WAS ............... Pt et a ettt e e e .

...... - CARRIED
THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS ..... et a e e e «+... CARRIED
.BACKGROUND

At its Meeting #1/92, the Authority adoptad the following resoiution:

"THAT the letter from Mr. Derak Dovyle, Director - Environmental Assessment Branch -
Ministry of the Environment dated Navember 13, 1891, be received:

"AND FURTHER THAT statf be directed to prepare a report for consideration at the Water and
Related Land Management Advisaory Board meeting scheduled for March 56,1992, 0na
planning process and recommendations to enable resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park
Master Plan/Enviranmenta! Assessment to the Ministry of the Environment,*

Staff, in preparing this report, held discussions with the Environmental Assessment Branch, the Metropolitan
Toronto Planning Department, the Metropoalitan Toronto Parks and Property Department, the Metropolitan
Toronto Works Department, the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, the City of Toronto Planning Department,
the City of Toranto Parks and Recreation Department, the City of Toronto Environmental Protection Office and
the Royal Commission on the Future of the Torantq Waterfront.

The following rapresents a listing of the key issues with the Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment submitted July 1989:

L] Private vehicle access to the endikement and public parking for 100 vehicles.

. Lakefilling to.create land base for Outer Harbour Sailing Federation Clubs.

. Community -sa".iling club lﬁcation on Taemmy Thompson Park versus other preferred logations in Outer
Harbour. :

L Location of Interpretive Centre.

L Land based facilities and vehicle access to Aguatic Park Sailing Club.

L Capital costs - $4,850,000 (1987 dallars).
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SECTION | - ITTEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLANIENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (CONTD.)

The Ministry of the Environment indicated that rather than preparing an entirely new submission, the Authaority
. could refile the Master Plan, accampanied by an addendum outlining the public process, modified master plan,
revised capital costs, and phasing. The Ministry indicated that there. were very few problems with the original
submission and that the review of a revised submission would be expedited.

.

RATIONALE . .
Staff have prepared a revised concapt which in general terms addresses all the issues outlined above.

The revised concept incorporates the following:

. Elimination of private vehicle access and the public parking {100 spaces) from the interpretive centre
location {endikement).

. Removal of any proposed lakefilling to accommodate the Outer Harbaur Sailing Federation and
additional parkland at the base of the park. :

® Recognition of the commitment by the City of Toranta in its assumption of the North Shore Park
{Taronto Harbour Commissianers Park) of the Quter Harbour to accommodate all the community
sailing clubs which presently are located on the Neorth Shore.

. Relocation of the propased visitors centre to the park entrance at the base of the Spit.

. Addition of a small environmental education/shelter/washrgom facility at the endikement which wauld
be accessed by bus to facilitate the. environmental programs of the school boards. '

. The Aguatic Park Sailing Club would remain in Embayment C with 100 swing moorings and limited on-
shore facilities (e.g. clubhouse and storage building). Parking and winter boat storage could be
provided on the Outer Harbour Marina arm subject to the approval of the Toronts Harbour
Commissioners, with club member’s access to the Aquatic Park Sailing Club via their own water
shuttle or possible van service.

L The revised concept incorporates capital cost reductions in the magnitude of $2,500,000 in 1987
doilars. A further $500,000 raduction to provide municipal services to the environmental
education/sheiter/washrooms at the endikement could be realized if aiternative site servicing options
are acceptable to the City of Toronto and The Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto,

" The revised plan also maximizes the use of the existing paved road for maintenance vehicles
and cyclists while avoiding duplication of park facilities. This existing paved road couid farm
the Tommy Thompson Park compenent of the “Lakeside Trail™ being coardinated by The
Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto.

The revised Concept Plan could receive favourable comment from the City of Toronto since it has a higher
degree of conformity” with the policy directions in the Central Waterfront Plan currently before the Ontario

Municipal Board as follows:

"GA.37 it is the policy of Council to support propasals for the Quter Harbour Headland which
are in accordance with Section BA.36 and which:

{a) ensure that roads and intensive activities in the gpen SQace area do not

adversely affect the character of the Environmental Resource Area:

{b) pravide recreation opportunities for a wide variety of users;
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SECTION 1 - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

2, TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT {CONTD.)
(o)} - permit public access, notwithstanding construction and fill activities;
(d) use parking in peak periods located in adjacent areas of the Port_Industria!
District;
(e} pravide bicycle and pedestrian paths from Unwin Avenue to the tip of the
QOuter Harbour Headland
{f) prohibit private recreational automobile traffic within the Environmental

Resource Area: and

{gl ° promote the reguiation of private automodbile traffic from entering the Quter
Harbour Headland, and encourage the use of non-moterized transportation
and the use of acceptable public transit.”

On December 3 and 5, 1990, City of Toronto Council endorsed an agreement with the Toronto Harbour
Caommissioners to lease approximately 200 acres along the north share of the Quter Harbour for parks and
open space purposes. The City of Toronto Parks and Recreation Department is currently initiating the
preparation of a concept/master plan for this area as required by the lease,

The revised cancept plan reflects the following commitment by the City of Toronto Council at its meeting
March 25/26, 1991, to accommodate all the community clubs in the Outer Harbour:

"Council adopted the Clause without amendment and, in so doing, took the foilowing action:

(1) Amended the body of the report (February 22, 1991} from the Commissioner of Parks and
Recreation, as indicated in his further repart of March 6, 1891,

(2} Deemed that the specifications contained in Section 4.0 of the report (February 22, 1991)
from the Commissioner of Parks and Recreation form the basis for legal arrangements for the
Community boating Clubs to continue their right to use their existing facilities on the North
Shore in the interim until such time as a Comprehensive Plan Agreement as set out in tha
City/Toronto Harbour Commission lease is developed {as approved by City Council on
December 3rd and Sth, 1990). ‘

{3) Reaffirmed its intent to include provision for long term arrangements for windsurfing, rowing
and community boating ¢lubs, in the preparation of 3 Preliminary Concept Plan and a
Comprehensive Plan Agreement as expressed in the draft lease between the City and the
THC for the lands to be known as THC’s Waterfront Park and in the future planning of
additional Quter Harbour Parklands including those lands that may be acquired by the City
pursuant to Recommendation No. 62 of the "Watershed™ repart by the Royal Commission on
the Future of the Toronto Waterfront (adopted by City Council on November 12th and 13th,
198QL .

{4) Agreed to caonsider arrangements for short term public moarings in planning for these lands
and adjacent lands in the Quter harbour area.

{5) Invited the Community Boating Clubs to naminate representatives to participate with the City
of Toronto, other agencies and interested parties towards the formation of the Preliminary
Concept Plan for the THC’s Waterfrant Park, and to advise the Commissioner of Parks and
Recreation of such representatives.
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT {CONTD.}

(6} Requested the Toronto Harbour Commissianers to facilitate the necessary complementary
agreements with the community clubs for effecting the water operations of the community
boating clubs.

{7} Granted autherity to the appropriate City officials to take the necessary steps to give effect
thereta.” ’

From the Metropo_litan Teronta perspective, the revised cdncept reflects the following Metropalitan initiatives
as outlined in the December 1991 document - "Metropolitan Waterfront Plan - Planning Directions for the
Metropalitan Waterfrant: An Qverview": -

*5.2 Metropolitan Initiatives

Initiatives by the regional government will result in the implementation of a significant number
of the Metropolitan Waterfront Plan’s policies. For example, a strategy to enhance the
access and the environmental integrity of Corporate Lands through new management
practices will be initiated. Other strategies will increasa public access, meet recreational
needs and protect matural areas {including habitats) through land acquisition, improve
waterfront areas through regeneration pilot projects, and provide cantinuous, connected
access t the waterfront with the completion of the Lakeside Trail.”

The Royal Commission on the Future of the Toronto Waterfront in its "Interim Report - Summer 1989" sat out
the following recommendations for Tommy Thompson Park:

“Therefare, the Royal Commissian recommends that the Leslie Straet Spit be recognized and
protected as an urban wilderness park, In this context, "urban wilderness™ ‘is defined as an extensive
area where natural processes dominate ang where public access, without vehicles, provides low-key,
low-cost, unarganized recreation and contacts with wildlife.

" The development of recreational facilities in the Outer Harbour Area should be frozen, pending
a comprehensive analysis of the distribution and intensity of land - and water-based
recreational uses.

Sailors and windsurfers, for wham the Outer Harbour is an lrreplaceable resource, should be given a
permanent hame on the north shore and/or the new marina.

Interpretive facilities and parking should be accommodated at the neck of the Spit. there should be no
private vehicular access to the Lesiie Street Spit, with the exception of access ta the Aquatic Park
Sailing Club, as under the existing arrangements,

Cppartunities to improve public transit access, such as use of a trackless train, shouid be explored, so
that the Spit carr be enjoyed by older pecpie, the disabled, families with young children and other _
members of the public.”

The attached "revised concept” has been reviewed with the Royal Commission on the Future of the Toronto
Waterfront staff. The concept appears to be consistent with the recommendations in the tnterim Report -
Summer 1989 and the principles and directions of the Commission. [t's finai report is expected by late March

1932.

it is therefore recommended that the Authority endorse the concept (March 8, 1992) as a basis == sutain
public and agency comment in preparing far the resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park isster
Plan/Environmental Assessment by September, 1992,
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (CONTD.)

DETAILS OF WORK TO BE DONE

-

FINANCIAL DETAILS

The total estimated casts to prepare a revised master plan, circulate ta all affected parties and print sufficient
copies of the Addendum is estimated at $15,000. This project is included within tha 1992 - 1994 Lake
Ontario Waterfrant Regeneration Project and funds are available subject to approval of the Ministry of Naturai
Resources and budget approval of tha Authority.

- .
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2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

This item was racommended for approval at Watar and Related Land Management Advisory Board Maating
#1/92, held March 6, 1932.

KEY ISSUE :

To present 3 revised concept plan for Tommy Thompson Park ta facilitate public and agency review in
preparation of a revised master plan for resubmission in 1392 te the Minister of the Envnronment far approval
under the Enwronmental Assessment Act,

Res. #38 Moved by: Kip ¥an Kempen
Seconded by: Paul Raina

THAT the revised Tommy Thompson Park Concept {March 6, 1992) be endorsed as a hasis to obtain pubiic
and agency comment in preparing a resubmission of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental
Assessment in 1292 to the Minister of the Environment;

THAT staff be directed to prepare the necessary documentation far public and government review with a
special public meeting of the Water ang Related Land Management Advisory Board ta be scheduled to enabie
consideration of a revised Master Plan by tha Authority na later than its meeting of July 24, 1992;

THAT the Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of Natural Resqurces, The Municipality of Metropaclitan
Toranto, the City of Toronte, the Toronto Harbour Cammissioners, the Royal Commission on the Future of the
Taronto Waterfrant and the Tommy Thompson Park Natural Areas Advisory Committee be so advised;

- AND FURTHER THAT staff prepare documentation relating to the public transpartation gquestion as part of the
revised Master Plan preparation. .

ON A RECORDED VOTE YEA ) NAY

Maria Augnmerl Brian Harrison
Lorna Bissel! Eldred King
Victoria Carley : Richard O’Brien
Mike Calle _ Deborah Sward
William Granger .

Lois Griffin

tois Hancey
Lorna Jackson
Joanna Kidd
Gerri Lynn Q"Connor
Danna Patterson
Maja Prentice
Paul Raina
Kip Van Kempen

- _ ‘ Richard Whitehead

THE MOTION WAS .t v et et ettt te et e et e et et i te e e CARRIED

N
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SECTION i - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES

KEY ISSUE
Consideration of cost recavery for the transportation service and analysis of user/entrance fees at Tommy
Thomoson Park.

"Res. #2 . Moved by: o Kip Van Kempen
Saconded by: l.ois Hancay

THE BOARD RECOMMENDS TO THE AUTHORITY THAT staff ba directed to impfernant a no charga van
sarvica consisting of a single van operating from April 25th to October 12th, 1992 at Tommy Thompsan Park:

THAT the Authority accept the $1,500 offered by the Aquatic Park Sailing Club to offset the aperating cost of
tha transportation servics;

THAT the Authority subsidize the remaining operating costs associated with the prnvisibn of thiz garvice;

THAT staff avaluate the ridership, park user lavels and cperating costs at tha complation of 1992, in
preparation of the 1993 Intarim Users ‘Proqram:

THAT there ba no antrancs fae implementad at Tommy Thomgpson Park;

AND FURTHER THAT the Municipality of Matropolitan Toronta, and the Interim Usars of Temmy Thompson
Park ba so advised.

CARRIED

BACKGROUND

Tommy Thompson Park is a natural waterfront area that is uniquely different from any other park in the metro
area. At the present time a large partion of the site is in the continuing phases of construction, and aithough
the site is open for limited access on weekends, there are few public amenities or visitor services on site. The
park is being managed on an interim basis by the Authority until the Master Plan has been approved. The
future long-term management of the site may be turned over to Metro Parks and Property as per the 1872
Waterfront Agreement between the Authority and Metro Toronto.

Compared ta other regional parks, Tommy Thompson Park lacks the services and facilities that are provided in
all Conservation Areas that have an entrance fee, and the degree and ease of public access available at parks
operated by local municipalities. In some respects, this site is simitar 10 the Toronto Islands because of its
remote location and access limitations. In order to facilitate use of the site by the public, the Toronto Harbour
Commissioners, and subsequently the Authority have provided a transportation service on-site during the
summer months. :

The average annual park attendance is approximately 40,000 visitors per year, of which, 80% are cyclists .
The remaining 40% of the visitors consist of pedestrians, boaters and joggers. In 1991, a total of 5,707
-visitors used the transportation service. This represents approximately 15% of the 1991 attendance which
was 37,952 visitors.

At their mesting #9/91, on January 10, 1892, the Authority, in consideration of the staff report on the need
and costs associated with the provision of a transportation service at Tommy Thompson Park, adopted the
following resolutions:
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SECTION 1. ITEMS FQR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES (CONTD.)

Res. #280

"THAT the issue of transportation service at Tommy Thampson Park be referred back to staff for
cansideration of 'the proposed amendments made by Cauncillor Howard Moscoe and other issues
raised by members of the Authority.” :

Res. #281
"THAT staff give further consideration to user/fentrance fees.”

The various issues raised at the meeting included the continuation of a transportation service, upgrades to the
signage and entrance at Tommy Thompson Park, and consideration of the Aquatic Park Sailing Club’s offer to
contribute $1,500 toward the provision of a transportation service.

Staff has recently mer with the Toronto Transit Commission, Metro Parks and Property, and the Aguatic Park
Sailing Club with respect to these issues, and have prepared the following report outlining ttie feasibility and
cost implications of several user pay (cost recovery) options at the park.

Entrance Fees:

A park entrance fee could be implemented to attempt to recover a portion of the annual operating casts
associated with this site. A user pay system similar to other conservation areas would create revenue,
however, additionai financial considerations would be invoived.

At the present time, the Authority’s Conservation Areas operate to a 30% cost recovery on average. The
philosophy of this partial cost recovery has been that the public are contributing towards the services that are
provided. Based on this formuia, the Authority coutd implement an entrance fee to attempt to recover 30% aof
Tommy Thompson Parks operating costs which would equal approximately $28,500 in 1982.

Due to the existing layout of the park and requirements under the Authority’s Security of Funds Policy, a
number of capital expenditures will be required before an entrance fee can be implementad. These would
include the provision of a gatehouse and other equipment such as a cash register, floor safe and additional
signage. The total cost for the initial set-up of this equipment is estimated at approximately $10,000.00.

Annual operating costs for the site would increase by approximately $22,000.00 per year tQ cover the
additional staffing and administration that would be required to collect the entrance fee. These costs would
include additional staff time, mileage, training and maintenance.

This option is the least desirable as far as the public is concerned and it is expected that usership of the site
would decrease significantly if an entrance fee was implemented. AT the present time, approximately 60% of
the park users are cyclists, and since cycling is an activity that is not unique to Tommy Thompson Park, these
visitors are likely to-discontinue their use of the site. i

It has been the experience of the Conservation Area staff that the public is more willing to pay for the use of a
service than to pay admission to a park for walking or cycling. In this respect, staff anticipate that the
implementation of an entrance fee may cause park visitors to demand the types of facilities that are available
at other pay-per-visit areas; i.e., drinking water, washrooms, benches, picnic areas, ete. The financial
implications of providing these types of services are largely prohibitive and implementation cannot be
undertaken until the Master Plan receives Environmental Assessment approval.

At the present time, thers are no parks within Metro Toronts that require an entrance fee for public use, and it
has been the policy of Metro Parks and Praperty to provide free public access 1o their parks including parking
and transportation services,
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SECTION | . ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES {CONTD.)
—
I ENTRANCE FEE
PRESENT PARK OPERATING COST - . $70,000
{not including transportation)
TRANSPORTATION SERVICE §25,000
{bus/van combination as in 1991}
ADDITIONAL ADMINISTRATION COSTS $20,000
CAPITAL EXPENDITURES {1 992) ’ $10,000
REVENUE $28,5Q0
NET COST TO MTRCA (1992) 496,500
%f
Liser Pay Bus Servige

This option would involve the provision of a user pay bus service that would operate for 6§ manths from April
25th to Thanksgiving. The provision of a § month service would facilitate access to the site during the season
‘of highest use and will provide access to the Aquatic Park Sailing Club members during the sailing season.
This service would operate on an hourly basis from Queen and Jones Avenue to Tommy Thompson Park with
passengers paying regular TTC fares.

The cost of this service wouild be appraximately $30,000 for the 1992 season. Cost recovery would be in the
order of $11,500 based on the present TTC fare and 1991 ridership figures. However, the TTC has identified
an expected decrease in ridership of at least 30%, which would substantially reduce any cost recovery.

The primary advantage of this aption is that all aspects of the user fee are administered by the Toronto Transit
Commission, including fare collection, insurance, and security.

User Pay Van Service:

This option wauld invalve the pravision of a user pay van service that wouid operate from April 25 to
Thanksgiving. This service could be provided with ane or two vans operating an a half hour schedule within
Tommy Thompson Park and connecting to the existing TTC Jones Line at Commissioners Street. The Toronto
Transit Commission has indicated that this connection to their existing service would be permissable, however,
under Section 110(2} of the Municipality of Metro Toronto Act, the Autherity could not charge for a
transportation service "outside® Tommy Thompson Park.

Twao Van User Pay Ogtion: :

The cost of providing two passenger vehicles {one van and one suburban) for the 1992 season is
approximately $21,000 including vehicle rental, staff wages, fuel and insurance. Cast recovery through
charging would be in the order of approximately $4,000 at $1.00 per ride based on 1991 figures and the
anticipated 30% reduction in ridership. The fare of $1.00 per ride was selected because it was a reasonable
fee for this type of service, and the existing $1.00 cains would be easy to coilect and administer. ’

Additional operating expenses, in the order of approximately $1,500, would be incurred to collect and
administer a user fee for the van service. This expense would primarily cover the additional staff time invoilved
with handling the revenue.
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SECTION 1 - ITEMS FOR AUTHOQRITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES (CONTD.)

Ore Van User Pay Option:

. Totai costs ta the Authority would be reduced considerably if a single van was operated in 1992. The
estimated cost of providing a single van wouid be approximately $14,500 including vehigle rental, staff
wages, fuel and insurance. Additienal administration costs would remain at $1,500, and the projected
revenue would be approximately $4,000 at $1.00 per ride as outlined above. The use of one ‘van would be
sufficient to maintain the previous years leve! of service due to the ¢xpected decrease in ridership. In addition,
the frequency of the service could be increased to 15 minutes depending on demand.

Costs could be reduced further if the vehicle is utilized for other Resource Management pragrams during
weekdays and administered under the Authority’s existing vehicle chargeback system.

Qne Van No Charge Option:

This option would invoive the provision of a free van service consisting of a single van. The total operating
cost to the Authority would be $83,000, if the Authority accepts the $1,500 offered by the Aquatic Park
Sailing Club and subsidizes the balance of the operating costs for the single van option. Therefore there is
only $1,000 dollars diffarence between subsidizing the program and aperating a user pay servica.

ONE VAN TWO VAN ONE VAN’
{user fee) . {user fes} (no charge)
PRESENT PARK OPERATING COST $70,000 $70,000 $70,000
(not including transportation)
VAN OPERATING COSTS $14,500 $21,000 $14,500
ADDITIONAL ADMINISTRATION COSTS $1,500 $1,500 N/A
PROJECTED REVENUE {$1.00Q/ride) $4,000 $4,000 $1,500*
TOTAL COST TO MTRCA $82,000** $88,500*+ $83,000+~
. $1,500 frgm Aquatic Park Sailing Club to offset costs
e Cost may be further reduced by using vans for other programs

RATIONALE

Staff is recommending that a no charge van service be implemented at Tommy Thompson Park as part of the
1892 Interim User Pragram, consisting of a single van operating from April 25th through Thanksgiving. This
service is the preferred aption for the following reasons:

{1} The use of a single van will allow the Authority to maintain a level of service at Tommy
Thompsan Park while reducing the total operating costs. Cost recovery of $1,500 would be
available from the Aquatic Park Sailing Club. Therefore the total park gperating, costs
including the transpartation service would be: $70,000 + $14,500 - $1,500 = §83,000.
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Correspondence Received for

Water and Related Land Management
Advisory Board Meeting #1/92

Re: Tommy Thompson Park
User/Entrance Fees

John R. Carley, dated February 20, 1992
C. Visser Cinder, dated January 16, 1992
Hugh Currie, dated February 11, 1992
Simon Gawn, dated January 27, 1992
Sandra Hawkins, dated January 31, 1992
Verna J. Higgins, dated March 5, 1992
Boris Mather, dated January 22, 1992
Boris Mather, dated January 22, 1992
Roy Smith, dated January 18, 1992




Friends of the Spit
PQ Box 467 Station ]
Torontoe, Ontario M4] 422

20 February 1992

Mr. William McLean, General Manager

Metropolitan Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority

3 Shoreham Drive

Daownsview, Ontario

M3IN 154

Re: Tommy Thompson Park :
Proposed Admission Fees and User Fees

Bear Mr. McLean:

Through various discussions with your staff members, I have
indicated Friends’ of the Spit opposition to admission charges to
Tommy Thompson Park, and our opposition to user fees for the
transportation at the park.

This letter is to formally register our objections with you. We
would ask that we be kept informed of all meetings where these
items will be discussed, so that we might make representation. We
also note that should you wish any input in the formulation of your
staff reports on these items, we would be pleased to be of
assistance. :

The admission charge issue is one which should be tossed ocut
immediately. No park on Toronto’s waterfront charges admission:
the admission fees hurt those who would benefit most from having
a large Publie Urban Wilderness on the waterfront. The principle
of "user pay" being bandied about by some of the MTRCA board
members is insidious. Parks are public amenities +that are
available tc all citizens, and are paid for through taxation.
Perhaps your board members, if they drive along 401, should be

@sked if they intend to drop a loonie every hundred yards on the

"user-pay" principle??




With regard to transportation fees, Friends of the Spit opposes any
charges for the transit vehicles. However, the initiative shown
by your staff in selecting a less costly mode of transportation is
a good idea; surely, there must be other ways in which a service
could be retained for the handicapped, the elderly, and the very
young, which does not cost a fortune.

Like others, we realize that dollars are tight in this economy ,
but assessing a transit fee would effectively kill the service.
We strongly feel that , given the expertlse of your staff, a way
will be found to keep the service running and efficient, although
perhaps not in its present form. This is the 1n1t1at1ve which we
would expect from the MIRCA.

Again, I reiterate our willingness to meet and discuss these issues
with you. I also ask, again, that you Keep us fully informed as
to the progress of these issues and to the times for their publlc
debate.

Yours sincerely,

FRIENDS OF THE SPIT
peaxr:

Robert Carley, Co-chair
«1330 (home)

4831-6889 (bu51ness)

:bib
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11 February 1992 ' Mr. H. Currie
‘ President

29 Helena Ave.

Toronte, Ontario

MbG 2H3

Mr. William McLean

Metropeclitan Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority

5 Shoreham Drive

- Downsview, Ontario

M3N 1S4

Re: Tommy Thompson Park
Proposed Admission Fees and User Fees

Dear Mr. McLean,

At our Club’s February 10th, 1992, meeting, the menmbers unanimously
voted to inform you, the Metropolitan Toronte and Region
Conservation Authority, that our members are opposed to any and all
user fees and admission fees for visitors to the Spit (Tommy
Thompson Park).

Menbers of our club are certainly some of the Spit’s nost frequent
users; as such, a large body of ornithological information has been
obtained through our members’ observations at the Spit.

The imposition of user fees and admission fees would greatly affect
our members. Moreover, the impdsition of these fees would harm all
those who use the Spit for passive recreation. The Spit is an
amazing resource, easily accessible for those Torontenians who do
not have access to cottages and other wvacation retreats. To
charge these people admission would be low indeed.




2

Please keep us informed as to the status of this proposal, so that
we might appoint a representatlve to attend meetings, to protest,
and to try to change the opinions of those on the Board who favour

this kind of punitive backward measure.

Yours sincerely,

TORONTC ORNITHOLCGICAL CLUB

per: (%:
}
G:(L‘ Lot in

L
b

Hugh Currie




22 Wroxeter Ave.
Toronte, Ont,
Mdk 148

Januzry 27, 1992

As a Treguent vIisS1tar I¢ the Leslie Strset Spit I nave
come ty greatly appreciate it’s importance as a haven for
a wide variety of plants and animals. It would be a terrible
shame 1T access to this unique arez was restricted by
imposing an unprecedented and unjustified user fee:

Far manrny residents of Toronto the spit offers a

welcome respite from the “"concrete jungle". For birders,
such as mysesif, the spit is by fTar and away tne best place
Lo observe interesting birds in Torcrto. If there was an

admission charge or some other form of user fee I would
have to think twice abcut visiting the spit.

Yeurs sincereily,

- ; gimen Gawn

c.C., Frigpds OFf the Spit.

RECEIVED

JAN 89 1992

CM.T.R.C.A
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January 31, 1982 REChagED
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31 Glenroy Avenue T
Etobicoke, Ontario
M8Y 2L9 MR B

- -
- ]

Mr., W. McLean

Chief Administrative Officer

Metropolitan Toronto & Region Conservatlon Authority
5 Shoreham Drive

Downsview, Ontario

M3N 134

Dear Mr. McLean:

It is with great regret and disappointment that T have recently
learned of the proposal made by the Board of the M.T.R.C.A. to
charge user fees for entry to the Leslie Street Spit. Thls ares_
is now used by a wide spectrum of Metro’s citizenry. User fees
would only serve to make the Spit more a preserve of the rich who
maintain moorage facilities there.

The Spit is a unique wildlife habitat in the middle -of the concrete
and glass of the city. It is home to countless species of birds and
small mammals. It is a living classroom and should be accessible to
all who believe in the preservation of nature., Compared with other
parks in Metro, it receives a minimum of grooming. In fact, it
needs none at all, except perhaps road maintenance. All of our
parks do not have to be manicured copies of residential lawns.

Leave some wilder spaces as a contrast to the ordered boredom of

the city core.

It would be an absolute travesty to charge an admission fee to this
area., If boaters want marinas, they should pay for them from
private funds, rather than expecting tax payer subsidies.

Yours truly,

t:uﬂiﬁ_ék,,\-ébéuaﬂAh__/

Sandra Hawkins



Lt
UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO  » CEPARTMENT CFBOTANY « 25 WILLCOCKS ST. TORCNTO, CANADA MSS382 « FAX (416)‘8?8

3102TA2RTE

March 5, 1992 March 14, 19

TQ: Chairman and members,
Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board
Metro Toronto and Region Conservation Authority

FROM: Verna J. Higgins
Botany Conservation Group

RE: Agenda Items March 6, 1§97 meeting

1) Interim program Tommy Thompson ParX:Transportation/user fees.
We commend the staff on their detailed analysis of the options and
consider the final recommedation a good solution. We de urge that
the van service include the connection with the existing Jones Bus
and that this conection be well advertised, ‘

2) Revised Concept Plan :

Although we have not had time to study all of the details, we are
delighted with the major changes to the master rPlan. We look
forward to the opportunity for further comment at a public meeting
in the near future. T regret that 'I can not . attend the current
meeting to congra*ulate the staff on this revision,

Printed ¢n 100% Recycled Pager @
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‘ Central office: Box 1067, Station Q. Toronto, Ontaric M4T 2F
Phone: (416) 698-6131

January 22, 1992
Mr. Bill Granger,

Metopolitan Toronto and Region
Conservation Authority,

5 Shoreham Drive,
DOWNSVIEW, Cntario

M3N 154 .

Dear Mr. Granger,

Congramlations on your re-appointment to the Board of the Authority, this time as a Provincial
nomines and congraruladons, 0o, on your election as Chairman. Our organization was pleased to
hear of these developments,

However, we were displeased to hear of the action taken by the Board at its January 10 meeting
regarding the study of admission charges and user fees at Tommy Thompson Park (the Leslie .
Street Spit). I bring to your artention the following resolution passed on January 21, 1952, by our
Board of Directors: . . :
WHEREAS at its January 10, 1992 meeting, the Board of the Metropolitan Toronto and
C ] Region Conservation Authority voted to instruct its staff 1o investigate user fees for
admittance to Tommy Thompson Park (the Lestie Street Spit), and _
WHER&‘.QS for fifteen years the public has been admined freely 1o this park on week-ends
and holidays, and : ‘ :
WHEREAS this unique urban wilderness has proved popular with citizens who come thers
to walk, bicycle, fish and study nature, and :
WHEREAS nser fees would make this the only park in all of Metropolitan Teronto where
admission fees are levied, therefore
BE IT RESOLVED THAT GCitizens for a Lakeshore Greenway urge the Authority to drop
all plans to charge admission to this public amenity.

It is our position that the waterfront should be freely accessible.

Sincerely,
S
Boris Mather, : .
President. &4 :; ;.2‘:-_", -
cc. W. McLean Jay o '
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Codes idministrative OZficer,
TR,

S Shorsham Drive,

DEVSVIL:, Ontaro

L3I ash

Dear

Te lclean,

— bala T

ol user fees cnd admission fzes for citizens who wHish o anjoy
Tomz" “horpson Park (the Leslie Street Spit). I understand that
rour Board on Jarmery 10 directed the staff o investizate
user fees for ihis Park. I believe that Lhis public amenity
shculéd be free te the nublicas it has teen for fifteen years,

anc indeed the entire waterfront ocuzhi to be fresly accessible.

I om writing to you %o orotest azainst the nroposed iT—osition

I 1live nesr the Spit and visit every —onth of the year, on fook

[ L7 4

in the winter, 2nd on foot and bicrcle the rest of the rear, I

Mhiewr Vi

enjoy it as it is. It needs no development, no buildings and
acove all, no cars,

Sincersly,
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506-15 Baif Blvd
Richmond Hill, oOnt.
LaC 35N7 ]

Mr., W. McLean

Chief Administrative Officer
MTRCA

5 Shoreham brive,

‘Downsview, Ont.

M3N 1S4 18 January 1992

Dear Sir,
Leslie Street Spit

I recentiy heard via Friends of the Spit that at their
meeting on 10 January 1992 the MTRCA Board called for investigation

of user fees for the Spit.

Let me say right away that I find the whole idea appalling
and absolutely unacceptable. Let me make the following points.

1. This is not a developed park like ‘a Conservation Area or
something. Therefore there is no justification for user fees. -

2. The usage level is toc low to make colled¢ting fees a viable
option. The costs of collection would probably exceed any revenue
generataed. This alone indicates how off-the-wall and ill-considered
this idea is.

3. The principle involved. I feel that we, the taxpayers, are
already paying through the nose. I hate being nickel and dimed on
top of that. If the money is not there then goverment agencies must
cut services. User fees are not the answer. They are an irritant,
largely uneconomic to collect and individious because they have
most impact on the poorest sectors of the population. I would like
to see the staff report come out very strongly against user fees.

4. Charges for the present very limited transit system would be
self-defeating. There is no way they c¢ould raise a worthwhile
amount, and any revenues would be more than eaten up by the
administrative costs involved. Usage would drop if fees were
charged. . If money has to be saved then cut the transit altogether,
rather than charging for it. Alternatively, you could offer the
transit concession to the highest bidder. That way MTRCA gets a
one-time - fee, and washes its hands of it. The contractor should
have complete freedom to run the service any way they wish, with
any type ‘of vehicle, any frequency and charge what they like.
That would be the only true test of economic viability. I would
conﬁngn%ly predict that the only days they might make any money
bejthose when an extremely rare bird showed upl.

-~



To give you some background, I am a keen birder and member of
the Toronto Ornithological Club. I am not a frequent visitor to the
Spit, and looking back through my notes I see that I went there
only 3 times in 1991. If fees were charged I can tell you right
now that I would not go there at all, unless a real rarity turned
up or I was entertaining a foreign visitor and felt obliged to show
them the area.

By the way, the Spit is attractive to birders and naturalistg
because of the way it is, Although there are a few things that
could be done "to improve habitat and conditions for birders,
basically the Spit does not need ‘management’, ‘development’ or any
other sort of intervention. It is best left alone, especially in
the current economic conditions.

Yours faithfully,

-
. ,/
f' a2 Tt ';’

Roy Smith : '

C€C. John Carley, Friends of the Spit




Exhibit A.8 Authority Board
Meeting Minutes #2/92
March 27, 1992
Re: Tommy Thompson Park
User/Entrance Fees




1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES

This item was recommended far approval at Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board Masting
#1/92, held March 6, 1392

KEY ISSUE .
Consideration of cost recovery for the transpoeriation service and analysis of userfentrance fees at Tommy

Thompsen Park.

Res. ¥36 Maoved by: Lais Griffin
Secanded by: Joanna Kidd

THAT staff be directed to impiement a no charge van service consisting of a single van cperating from April
25th to Octaber 12th, 1922, at Tommy Thompson Park:

THAT the Autharity acgeot the $I,EOO' affered by the Aquatic Park Sailing Club 2o offsat the operating cost of
the transpactation sarvice:

THAT the Autharity subsidiza the remaining operating costs associated with the pravision of this service:

THAT staff evaluate the ridership, park user levels and operating casts at the comoletion of 1982, in
preonaraticn of the 12223 lnterim Usars Pregram;




A-18 * AUTHORITY MEETING #2/92. MARCH 27, 1982

. 1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK - USER/ENTRANCE FEES (CONTD.}

THAT there be na entrance fee implemented at Tommy Thompson Park;

AND FURTHER THAT The Municipality of Metropalitan Toronto, and the Interim Users of Tommy Thompsan

Park be so advised.

AMENDMENT
Res. #37

Movéd by:
Seconded by:

Brian Harrisan
Debaran Sword

THAT the amaount of $1,500 be deleted and staff negotiate the annual lease with the Aguatic Park Sailing
Club, taking inta consideration enhanced transportation services now being provided.

ON_A RECORDED VOTE

THE AMENDMENT WAS

THE MAIN MOTION
ON A RECORDED VOTE

THE MAIN MOTION WAS

YEA

Mika Calle
Brian Harrison
Eldred King
Richard O’Brien
Deborah Sward

...............................................

YEA

Maria Augimeri
Laorna Bissell
Victoria Carley
William Granger
Lois Griffin

Lois Hancey
Larna Jackson
Joanna Kidd

Gerri Lynn Q'Connor

Donna Partterson
Maja Prentice
Paul Raina

Kip Van Kempen

Richard wWhitehead

.................................................

NAY

Maria Augimeri
Lorna Bissell
Victoria Carley
William Granger
Lais Griffin

Lofs Hancey

Larna Jackson
Joanna Kidd

Gerri Lynn Q’Cannar
Donna Patterson
Maja Prentice

Paul Raina

Kip Van Kaempen
Richard Whitehead

NOT CARRIED

NAY

Mike Calle -
Brian Harrison
Eldred King
Richard O‘Brien
Deborah Sword

CARRIED




Exhibit A.9

Notice for Public Meeting
May 27, 1992 ‘
(Over 600 distributed and sent to .

interested public on Authority’s mailing
list)



PUBLIC MEETING
TOMMY THOMPSON PARK

REVISED MASTER PLAN 1992 o

. ! . w
In July of 1989, The Metropolitan Toronto and Region Conservation Authority submitted the “Tommy Thompson
Park Master Plan®, to the Ministry of the Environment for approval under the Environmental Assessment Act. Due
to time delay and some changing circumstances, the Master Plan was returned to the MTRCA, in November 1991
for resubmission to the Minister of the Environment. At its meeting #2/92 on March 27, 1992, the Authority
adopted a revised concept for public consultation. This resolution, in part, is as follows; ,

Res#38 ~ . oo Do

THAT the revised 'fornmy Thdmpson Park Cdncept (March 6, 1992) be endorsed ‘
-8s a basis to obtain public and agency comment in preparing a resubmission
~of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment in 1992 t0 -~ ;.

the Minister of the Environment;

THAT staff be directed to prepare the necessary documentation for public and
government review with a special public meeting of the Water and Related
Land Management Advisory Board to be scheduled to enable consideration of a
revised Master Plan by the Authority no later than its meeting of July 24, 1992;

THE METROPOLITAN TORONTO AND REGION CONSERVATION AUTHORITY, as part of the public
. consultation process, has arranged a public meeting of the Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board
‘DATE: . Wednesday, May 27, 1992
TIME: ~ 7:30 p.m. _
PLACE: ~ HART HOUSE THEATRE -
-+ - Hart House Circle o

(between Queen’s Park Crescent and o
St. George _St.,'just south of Hoskin Ave,) ©

THE BOARD REQUESTS YOUR PARTICIPATION AND COMMENTS

Copies of the Authority I\;!inutes of March 27, 1992, and Board report on the Revised Concept Plan are available
upon request. A Revised Master Plan Summary to be considered at the public meeting, will be avaijlable from the
Authority Office, as of May 20, 1992. This information will also be distributed .at the public meeting.

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS, PLEASE CALL:

Larry Field, M.C.LP.
Manager, Waterfront Planning . e

Telephone No: 661-6600, Ext. 243
(\ the metropolitan toronto and region conservation authority_

Working Together for Tomorrow's Greenspacs




Exhibit A.10  Notice of Public Meeting
Tommy Thompson Park
Revised Master Plan - May, 1992 . '

The Toronto Star
May 20, 1992




PUBLIC MEETING '
TOMMY THOMPSON PARK
REVISED MASTER PLAN 1992

In July of 1939, The Metropolitan Taronto md Region Conservation Authority submitted the *Tommy Thompson

Parkk Master Plan®, to the Ministry of the Ea for app | under the Enviroamental Axsessment Act. Dua

10 time delay and some chenging circumstances, the Masier Plan was returnod to the MTRCA, in November 1991

far hmistion 10 the Minister of the Environment. At its meeting #2792 on March 27, 1992, lhe Aulhonly
lapted a rovised for pubhc ion. This resolution, in pan, is 13 follaws:

Rer £33

THAT the revisel Tommy Thompsan  Park Cunupl {March 5, 1992) be endorzed |
s a bani 10 abuain public and agency comment in preparing & resubmission

of the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental Aszessiment in 1992 10
the Minisier of the Environment:

THAT suafl be directed (o prepare the nacesrary dacumenution for public and
government review wilh 1 special public meeting of the Water and Refuted

Land Manapement Advigory Board to be scheduled (o enable ideration of 2
revised Master Plan by the Authority no later than its trczting of July 24, 1992;

THE MEI'ROPOLITAN TORONTO AND REGION CONSERVATION AUTHORITY, a1 part of the public

has god 2 public ing of the Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board
far:
DATE: Wednesday, May 27, 1992
TIME: 7:30 p.m.

PLACE: HART HOUSE THEATRE

Hart House Circle

{between Queen’s Park Crescent and
SL. George St., just south of Hoskin Ave.)

THE BOARD REQUESTS YOUR PARTICIPATION AND COMMENTS

Copies of the Authority Minutes of March 27, 1992, and Board report on the Revised Concept Plan are available
upon request. A Revised Master Flan Summary to be considered st the public meeting, will be available from the
Authonity Office, 1 of May 20, 1992, This information will al¢o be distributed at the public meeting.

IF YOU ITAVE ANY QUESTIONS, PLEASE CALL:

0970513

Larry Field, M.C.LP,
Munager, Walerlrant Planning

Telephone No: 661-6600, Ext. 243
(\ the metropolitan toronto and region conservation authorty

Working Togather tar Tomerrow's Greenspace

Public Meeting Noticé as it appeared in

The Toronto Star May 20, 1992
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Tommy Thompson Park Public Meeting
May 27, 1992

Speakers List

John Carley, Friends of the Spit

Roy Merrens

Ken Bryden

Barry deZwaan

Jean Macdonald, Toronto Field Naturalists
Henry Graupner, Citizens for a Lakeshore Greenway
Brenda Hogg, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Wilma Harniman

Steven Price

Boris Mather, Citizens for a Lakeshore Greenway
Peg Lush

Darcy Chadwick, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Ralph Brown, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Karen Clark, Friends of the Spit

Ray Blower, Sierra Club of Eastern Canada
Marion Bryden, Friends of the Spit

Vemna Higgins, Botany Conservation Group
George Fairfield, Toronto Ornithological Club
Ann Hansen

Joe Oggy, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

Jake Smythe, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Larry Whatmore, Outer Harbour Sailing Federation
Gord Lehman, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

Alf Jenkins, Ontario Sailing Association
Donna Stewart, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Lee Gold, Friends of the Spit

Jacqueline Courval, Friends of the Spit

Janice Blackburn, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Roger Jubinville, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Olga Jensen, Friends of the Spit

Alexander Wilson

David Cormack, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Allison Barlow, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Glenne Coady, Torento Ornithological Club
Mitchell Rothman, Aquatic Park Sailing Club




Exhibit A.12

Water and Related Land Management

Advisory Board

Meeting Minutes #4/92

May 27, 1992 .
Re: Tommy Thompson Park

Master Plan/Environmental Assessment




(\ Working Together for Tomorrow's Greenspace

”the metropoalitan toronto and region conservation authority

minutes e

MAY 27, 1892 WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY BOARD #4/92

The Water and Related Land Management Advisary Board met at Hart House Theatre, University of Toronta,
on Wednesday May 27, 1992, The Chair called the meeting to order at 7:35 p.m.

PRESENT Chair Lois Griffin
Members Lorna Bissell
Victoria Carley
Lois Hancey
Maja Prentice
Pau! Raina
Bev Salmon
- Frank Scarpitti
Joyce Trimmer

Chair of the Autharity William Granger ,
ABSENT i Member lla Bossons
Joanna Kidd
Kip Van Kempen
MINUTES
Res. #40 Moved by Frank Scarpitti

Seconded by: Paul Raina

THAT the Minutes of Meeting #3/92 be approved.
CARRIED

The Board had before it a staff report recommending a revised May, 1992, Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment,

Larry Field, Manager, Waterfront, gave a staff presentation.

DELEGATIONS

The following delegations spoke to the issue of Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmenta!
Assessment, dated May, 1992,

John Carley, Friends of the Spit

Roy Merrens

W. Ken Bryden {presentation read by M. Bryden)
Barry de Zwaan - :

Jean Macdonald, Toronto Field Naturalists

mpwh -



. D-6B WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY BOARD #4/92, MAY 27,1992

DELEGATIONS  {contd.)

6 Henry Graupner, Citizens for a Lakeshore Greeenway
7. Brenda Hogg, Aguatic Park Sailing Club

8. Wilma Harniman

2 - Steven Price

10. Boris Mather, Citizens for a Lakeshore Greenway
11. Peg Lush

12, Darcy Chadwick, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

13. Ralph Brown, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

14, Karen Clark, Friends of the Spit

i5. Ray Blower, Sierra Club, Eastern Canada Chapter
16. Marion Bryden, Friends of the Spit

i17. Verna Higgins, Botany Conservation Group

18. George Fairfield, Toronto Ornithogical Club

19. Ann Hansen

20. Joe Oggy, Agquatic Park Sailing Club

21, Jake Smythe, Aguatic Park Sailing Club

22, Larry Whatmore, QOuter Harbour Sailing Federation
23. Gord Lehman, Aguatic Park Sailing Club -

24, Alf Jenking, Ontario Sailing Federation

25. Donna Stewart, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

28. Lee Gold, Friends of the Spit

27. Jacqueling Courval, Friends of the Spit

28. Janice Blackburn, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

23, Roger Jublinville, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

30. Olga Jensen, Friends of the Spit

31. Alexander Wilson

32. David Cormack, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

33. Allison Barlow, Aquatic Park Sailing Club

34, Glenne Coady, Toronto Ornithogical Club

35, Mitchell Rothman, Aquatic Park Sailing Club
CORRESPONDENCE

Same of the delegations provided copies of their comments and, as well, corrgspandence was received by the
Autharity. |

Caraline Underwood, dated May 26, 1992

Ruth Arntz, Friends of the Spit, dated May 25, 1992

Curtis Fahey, dated May 24, 1992

Thomas F.C. Cole, datad May 12, 1992

Donald E. Payne, M.D., dated May 20, 18982

Mary Baillie, dated May 16, 1992

Beity Madge, dated May 25, 1992

Margaret Chambers, dated May 23, 1892

Jane E. Graham, dated May 24, 1992

10 Dr. R.E. Munn, Institute for Environmental Studies, dated May 26, 1882

11. Simon Shields, received May 25, 1982

12. David MacMillian, Fieldstone Private Capital Group Ltd., dated May 28, 1982
13. Anne Macdonald, dated May 21, 18982

14, William Wilson, dated May 22, 1992

185. Dorothy Winkler, May 25, 1992

18. J.G. de Zwazan, submission

17. Verna J. Higgins, Botany Conservation Group, submissicn

.

DON OO WN
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CORRESPONDENCE  {cantd.)

18. Ralph Brown, Aquatic Park Sailing Club, submission

19, Alf Jenking, Ontario Sailing Association, submission

20. Marion Bryden, farmer MPP for Beaches-Wuoadtine, submission

21. W.K. Bryden, submission

22, Jean Macdonald, Toronto Field Naturalists, submission

23. Wilma Harniman, subrission

24, Gord Lehman, submission

25. Larry Whatmore, Commadore, Outer Harbour Sailing Federatian, submission

25. Anne Hansen, submission

27. Jake Smythe, submission

28. Ray Blowver, Sierra Club of Eastern Canada, submission

Res. #41 Moved by: Bev Salmon
Saconded by: 7 Lois Hancay

THAT tha corrgspandenca and written submissiuns, as wall as the iatter raceived from Stave Ellis, City
Councillor, dated May 21, 1992, ra: Sweat Lodges on the Laslie Street.Spit, be recaived and refarred to staff
for a report back to Watar and Related Land Management Advisory Board Maeting #5/92, June 19, 1982,

CARRIED

o

SECTION ! - ITEMS FOR_ AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

- May, 1992
KEY ISSUE

To recommend a revised Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan faor approval 1o Authority Meeting #6/92, to be
held July 24, 1992, and abtain direction to resubmit the Revised Master Plan to the Minister of tha
Environment for approval under the Environmental Assessment Act.

Res. #42 ‘ Moved by:. Frank Scarpitti
Saconded by: Paul Raina

THE BOARD RECOMMENDS TO THE AUTHORITY THAT the Tommy Thompson Park Revised Master Plan
dated May, 1922, be approved;

THAT staff be directed to prepare an addendum including documentation of the public comments on tha
Revised Master Plan-{May, 1992) and submit it along with the Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment document [July, 1989) to the Minister of tha Environment for approval under
tha Environmental Assessment Act; .

THAT the Revised Master Plan {May, 1992) be forwarded to The Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto for
approval in accordance with the provisions of the 1972 Waterfront Agreement.

THAT the Ravised Master Plan (May, 1992) ba forwarded to the Ministry of Natural Resources;
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHQORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT iCONTD.)
- May, 1982

THAT the Autharity continua to utiliza committess such as tha Natural Areas Advisory Committee, a physicai
planning committee with the Aquatic Park Sailing Club and Metropalitan Toronto Parks and Property
Departmant, and a working committes with cycling experts to address the specific cyclists needs, in advisory
‘capacities during the detailed design and implementation stages of the Revised Master Plan;

AND FURTHER THAT tha Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of Nawural Resourcas, The Municipaiity of
Metropolitan Toronto, the City of Toronto, the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, tha Royal Commission on the
Futura of tha Toronto Waterfront, the Tommy Thompson Park Natural Areas Advisory Committea, the Aquatic
Park Saiiing Club and the Quter Harbour Sailing Federation be so advised.

-

CARRIED

BACKGROUND
At Meeting #2/92, the Authority adopted the foliowing resolution:

"Res, #38

THAT the revised Tommy Thompson Park Concept (March 6, 1392) be endorsed as a basis
to obtain public and agency comment in preparing a resubmission of the Tommy Thompson
Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment in 1322 to the Minister of the Environment;

THAT staff be directed to prepare the necessary documentation for public and government
review with a special public meeting of the Water and Related Land Management Advisory
Board to be scheduled to enable consideration of a revised Master Plan by the Authority no
later than its meeting of July 24, 1992;

THAT the Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of Natural Resourceas, the Municipality of
Metropolitan Toronto, the City of Toronto, the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, the Royal
Commission on the Future of the Toronto Waterfront and the Tommy Thompson Park Natural
Areas Advisory Committee be so advised;

AND FURTHER THAT staff prepare documentation refating to the public transportation
question as part of the revised Master Plan preparation.”

The revised Tommy Thompson Park Concept, as endorsed by the Authority, incorporated the following
changes:

e

] Elimination of private vehicle access and the public parking {100 spaces) from the interpretive centre
loeation {endikemeant).

. Removal of any proposed lakefilling to accommc’date the Outer Harbour Sailing Federation and
additional parkland at the base of the park.

L Recognition of the commitment by the City of Torontd in its assumption of the North Shore Park |
{Toronto Harbour Commissioners Park) of the Quter Harbour to accommodate _a[l the community
sailing clubs which presently are located on the North Shore of the Outer Harbour.

. Relocation of the proposed visitors centre to the park entrance at the base of the spit.

L ]

Addition aof a small environmental education/shelter/washroom facility at the endikement which would
be accessed by bus to facilitate the environmental programs of the school boards.
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SECTION 1 - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1.

TOMMY THCMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT [CONTD.)
- May, 1992

The Agquatic Park Sailing Club would remain in Embayment C with 100 swing moorings and limited on-
shore facilities {e.g. clubhouse and storage buildingl. Parking and winter boat storage could be
provided on the Quter Harbour Marina arm subject to the approval of the Toronta Harbour
Commissioners, with ¢lub member’'s access to the Aquatic Park Sailing Ciub via their own water
shuttie or possible van service.

The revised concept incorporateés capital ¢cost reductions in the magnitude of $2,500,000 in 1987
dollars. A further $500,000 reduction to provide municipal services to the environmental
education/shelter/fwashrooms at the endikement could be realized if alternative site servicing options
are acceptable to-the City of Toronto and Metropolitan Toronto.

The revised concept aiso maximizes the use of the existing paved road for maintenance
vehicles and cyclists while aveiding duplication of park facilities. This existing paved road
could form the Tommy Thompson Park component of the "Waterfront Trail™ being
coordinated by Metropolitan Toranto.

RATIONALE _

The Authority staff presents for public comment and the Board’s approval a Revised Tommy Thompson Park
Master Plan - May, 1982 (see attached Tommy Thompson Park Plan - Revised May, 1992 summary
document]. '

The Revised Master Plan provides the following components, phasing and ¢osting.

Compagnents

The Revised Master Plan maintains the direction as originally approved, January, 1988, which utilizes
a natural succession or ecological approach augmented by minimal intervention and management to
achieve a unigue urban wilderness park; .

- preservation of such significant species as the Caspian Tern, Common Tern and Black-
crowned Night Heron;

- protection of envirgnmentally significant areas amenities;
- creation of significant marsh/wetlands habitat; and

- some surface/site preparation on the outer headland to allow natural succession
(willow/aspen/cottonwood] to occur.

A park visitors centre at the base will be the focus of the public and envircnmental education program
for the site’s ecology, natural succession, history and coastal processes. This centre is supported by
a small environmental education/shelter/washroom at the endikement.

In excess of 12 km of a separate major/minor pedestrian path sysiem and a 7 km separate bicycle
pathway as an exiension 10 the Metropolitan Waterfront Trall with future linkage to the existing
Martin Goeodaman Trail is proposed. The separate bicycle pathway will utilize the existing park service
road.

The Revised Plan incorporates private vehicular access to the Park Visitors Centre at the base with the
provision of 200 public parking spaces in this location.
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (CONTD.)
- May, 1932 : .
- As a general principle, no private vehicles will be permitted to access the site beyend the Park Visitors

Centre at the base.

The Plan does provide for schoal bus access to the environmental education/shelter/washrooms
structure at the endikement to facilitate the environmental programs of the school boards.

The Plan also provides for the Aquatic Park Sailing Club utilizing their own van service far primary
access to their site during the sailing season - late April to mid October. The club would maintain
their existing arrangements for restricted private vehicle access until implementation of the Master
Plan and assumption by Metropalitan Toranto Parks and Property Department,

L] The retention of the Aquatic Park Sailing Club in their existing location with 100 swing maoorings, an
approximate 1 ha lard base area and restricted access provision which is outlined above.

L] The Plan includes extension of municipat services: sanitary, water, electricity, telephone to the Park
Visitars Centre and environmental education/shelter/washrooms.

. Public access to the site would be enhanced by the provision of a park transportation service similar
1o that pravided by the Authority as part of the 1992 interim Users Program and operating in future
on the existing park service road between the public parking area and the lighthouse. Provision of
such a service is subject to a detailed review (considering such matters as the user demand, operating
criteria and financial feasibility) and approval of the operating agengy - Metropolitan Toronto Parks and -
Property Department.

Phasing . .

Phase | - 1992.1996

Environmental Assessment Approval of Master Plan

pedestrian trail and bicycle path {Part of Metropolitan Waterfront Trail)
public parking lot (Park Visitors Centre}

marsh c¢reation - Cell 1

site services - sewer, water, electrical, telephone to Park Visitor Centre area
minimum service washrooms ({2}

. Phasa il - 1997-2001

] Park Visitors Centre
] major/minor pedestrian system in natural srea
[ ]

initiation of soilfsite preparation for dry meadow, wet meadow and cottonwoad/aspen, willow
communities -

- site services: sewer, water, electrical, telephone to envirgnmental education/shalter/washroom facility
environmental education/shelter washroom facility

Phase Iit - 2002-2008

. marsh creation - Cell 2, Embayment A, B, C, and lacustrine marsh area
L soil/site preparation for remainder of outer headland lakefill area
L buffer area/site restoration - Unwin Avenue to endikement
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SECTION | - ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

1. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT [CONTD.)

- May, 1882
. service maintenance building
. completion of pedestrian systems and lookouts
. island development in Cells 3
L patential park transportation subject to appraval of the operating agent

Capital Costs

. Natural Area Restoration . $1,000,000
. Site Services (sanitary, water, electricity, telephone} ' 80QC,000
. Site Facilities (Visitors Centre, environmental

education/shelter/washrooms, parking, service building) . 950,000
. Pedestrian System | _ : ' 325,000
. Landscaping and Site Restoration . A 260,000
. Park Transportation {operational costs subject to

approval of Metropelitan Toronto) —

Total Revised Master Plan Costs {1292 Dollars). ' $3,335,000

DETAILS OF WORK TO BE DONE :

Staff will prepare an Addendurm to include the Authority approved Revised Master Plan, documentation of the
public process and comments, the revised capital costs, phasing, minutes. of the Water and Related Land
Management Advisory Board and Authority. Subject to direction of the Authority, staff would refile the
Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment document and the Addendum to the Minister
of the Environment for approval under the Environmental Assessment Act.

Upoan refiling, Authority staff would activate the Natural Areas Advisory Committee, establish a waorking group

to review the needs of cyclists and establish a working group with the Aquatic Park Sailing Club to address
the detailed design and implementation considerations of the Master Plan.

TERMINATION

The meeting terminated at 10:45 p.m., May 27, 1992.

Lois Griffin J.C. Mather
Chair Director, Water Resource Division

/bb




Exhibit A.13  Letters Received for Public Meeting

May 27, 1992

Ruth Arntz, dated May 25, 1992

Mary Bailie, dated May 16, 1992
Margaret Chambers, dated May 23, 1992
Thomas Cole, dated May 12, 1992
Curtis Fahey, dated May 24, 1992

Jane Graham, dated May 24, 1992

Anne Macdonald, dated May 21, 1992
David MacMillan, dated May 26, 1992
Betty Madge, dated May 25, 1992

Dr. R.E. Munn, dated May 26, 1992
Donald Payne, dated May 20, 1992
Simon Shields, received May 25, 1992
Caroline Underwood, dated May 26, 1992
William Wilson, dated May 22, 1992
Dorothy Winkler, dated May 25, 1992




liay. 25/92.

The Metropolitan Toronto %3 Regs
Conservation Authority, "£§§:§?3Ef§:
5 Shoreham Dr. .*ti?

Downsview,Ontario. MAY -
M3N 134 R v
Dear Sirs: KL

As a member of the’ 're%ds’“’hﬁh .
Spit since its beginning I am very pléRsed
%o see the new Plan 1991/92. '

" However, as much as I like sailing

boats I understand that the Agquatic Park
Sailing Club will remain on the Spit
which will mean that the members will
want car access to and from the spit at
any time.

This will greatly éisturb the tran-
guility of the Spit and its wildiife and
inconvenience hikers and cyclists.

A concerned cltizen.

Yours sincerely,

H ? .
(Ruth Arntz{i%f//

R.Arntz
gz swanwick AvVe.,
Toronto,0ntario.
MU4E 127
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162 Pape Avenue
Toronto, Ontario
M4M 2V3

24 May 1992

MTRCA

5 Shoreham Drive
Downsview, Ontario
M3N 154

. Deazr Members,

The Revised Concept Plan for the Leslie Street Spit has
several good features. The interpretive centre is well placed,
and the stopping of all automobile traffic is positive. I would
urge you, however, to remove the Aquatic Park Sailing Club from
the spit. Its presence is the thin edge of a wedge that will lead
to future demands for private automobile traffic. Let'!'s settle
the matter now. There should be no private club facilities on the

spit.
Thank vou.
Yours truly, /; é/
] /]
= . . . (g /[
= Curtis Fahey
Smﬂ “"".'!q gh“"'

vay 97 1892

¢ 47T R CA.



162 Pape Avenue
Toronto, Ontario
M4M 2VS8

24 May 1992

A ,?,:§y§3~
MTRCA BAY 25 isgp

% Shoreham Drive )
Downsview, Ontario B

M3N 184 o ""ﬂ"‘ij.A.‘

Dear Members,

I was pleased to read of the positive aspects of the Revised
Concept Plan for the Leslie Street Spit. I like the idea of the
interpretive centre being at the base of the spit and all
auntomobile traffice¢ being stopped at the base. I would urge you,
however, to remove the Aguatic Park Sailing Club from the spit.
Their presence is the thin edge of a wedge that may eventually
lead to automobile traffic. Let's get the matter settled new. No
Private club facilities on the spit.

Thank you for Your attention.
Yours truly,

‘a,m,g,@wé;yv

Jane E. Graham

l‘\ " '| F;' ! II.




1335 Bayview Ave., Apt. 12 Upper
Toronto M4G 3A4
May 21, 1992

. MTRCA

5 Shoreham Drive
Downsview, M3N 184 -

Dear Sirs:

I understand that you are having a meeting next week concerning the Master
Plan for the Leslie Street Spit.

I have not received a copy of the Plan, but have discussed some of its
contents. 1 am pleased that the Interpretive Centre has been moved to the
base of the park. 1 also feel that a path is required for pedestrians as
well as one for cyclists - it is dangerous to have them both on one road,
untless it 1is separated somehow.

I a2lso feel that the boating club should be moved to the north shore of
the "mainland' and not allowed to have their own private club on the
headland. All the other shoreline parks in the city are crowded with
boats and cars, and I feel now 1s the only time to have one spot that is
unique. I object to some privileged individuals having private access to
'public! lands, when I am not allowed there. I do not want the Spit to
end up like Bluffer's Park, Ashbridge's Bay, Humber Bay with B8-foot link
fences and guard dogs patrolling their own private spots to keep me away.
I notice now that there is another yacht c¢lub on the old Psychiatric
Hospital property in West Toronto (Etobicoke) whose members have private

. access with their cars to the area where I am not supposed to be. Will
that headland scon be filled with cars and private clubs?

Many, many people use the spit for quiet enjoyment when they are allowed

out there. They all enjoy unobtrusive pastimes such as walking, sitting,
looking at the flowers, and just enjoying the solitude and quiet that is

not available at any other park in the metro area. It is almost the only
area where one can sit quietly and view the lake.

Please keep the Spit free from cars and private areas that are accessible
to only a few. The thousands of people that now use the Spit (who do not
have private access) appreciate it for what it is - a quiet clean cool
area where they can easily escape from the noise and pollution of the city
and do not contribute to pollution and noise themselves. It is haven for
those of us who-do not have summer cottages, nor boats, and who spend our
summers in theeity. We all deserve such a spot and Toronto would be a
better city becguse of it. :

Yours truly,

S 1992 Anne Macdonald

.y,
1

® T.RC.A



May 26, 1992

FIELDSTONE

7 : 43 Dues Anne's Cote, London SWIH 9AP. Tel: 071-233-3190
PRIVATE CAPTTAL GROUP LTD. | QL. L AT i 7. Teb 072333190

Larry Field
MTIRCA

Dear Larry

remember I appeared several times before the MRTCAand yourself!

I worked with the Friends ofthe Spit to seek an urban wildernéss forthe Spit. Asyoumight ™ * -+ -

AlthoughTam ﬁowi temporarily Iiviﬁ‘g in Londen England, I have been able to visic the Spic

while on trips back to Toronto. In addition, I am able to recommend to my English friends: -

’ ' .

while travelling in Cznada to visit the lovely natural environment and unique urban
wilderness offered by the Spit. Surprisingly most Europeansare often a linle bitdisappointed
with their visits to Canada as they expectto see wilderness ar the door step of Canada’s major -
cides. They love the cities and with the exception of Vancouver, would like 10 experience
‘more of Canada’s vaste spaces and unblemished counmyside withour having to wavel several

@ou2

‘ I was co-chairman of Lﬁc Friéndé of the-S;iit for 2 years in mid 1980s. During that period L '

hundred kilometers. The Spit provides such an experience, and I have firsthand ~

confirmation of this. - ‘ -

T have briefly reviewed the Revised Concept Plan for the Spit'é;nd'I am delighted that the :

MTRCA has decided to seek a low cost solution fot the Spit undertaking only those works
Tequired to maximise user convenience while preserving its world class uniqueness. In

pardcular, I commend the-planned Installation of 2.park visitors cantre.at the foot of the
~ Spirand the prowision of segregated bicyle and footpaths. 1do however have a faw comments

which I would like tomake which I strongly believe will enhance and maintain the integrary
MIRCA's well thoughtoutplan. ~~ . -~ . .oow o - el

My comments are as follows:

* The AP.S.A. should be moved from its "temporary home”, tq the north shore _néw .

that this option i$ available and is being encouraged by the City of Torcnto or to the
THC marina. The cost, and the exclustvity of the clib on the Spit when alternative
sites are available in & secure marina sovironmentare all umacceptable in 2 park being
developed at the public’s expense, = : . -

* There should be no private vehicle aceoss which is as you have suggestad n your |
plan. Agair, this issue is related =0 the AP.SA. being accomodared oa the site. |
understand that this exelusive cluk is still demanding vehicle access. Private vehicle
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1 am very excited by vour plans an
done.

Yours sincerely,

David MacMillan

[ q 'W'“ 5

d coﬁumaud the hard work that you and your staff have

@o0d
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MAY-26—-1992 13:21 FROM INST FCF ENUVIFOH. STUDIES TO 6516893 F.o1

[ -

FAX NO: 9783884 EnvsTUD@VM.UTGs.UToRoNTo.cr . @ & T T 0¥ ¢

Institute for Environmental Studies

Institut pow UEtude de PEnvircnnement

26 May 1992

FAX to The Metropolitan Toronto and Region (Conservation Authority
Attention: Mr. L. Field

Re: Revised Concept, Plan for the Leslie Street Spit

As a long-term conservationist and teacher at the University of Toronto, I wish to voice my
disapproval of that part your Revised Concept Plan for the Leslie Street Spit that would continue to
permit vehicular access to members of the Aquatic Park Sailing Club, I very much approve of sailing
a5 a form of recreation, but why not provide docking facilities clsewhere along the Toronto
waterfront? '

The Leslie Street spit is a unique ecological zone, and in my view it should be offered as a
candidate for the UNESCO Biosphere Reserve network. This would really put Toronto on the world
map. I cannot think of any other city that has sech ax opportunity,

Yours sincerely,

£ E Mo

(Dr. R. E. Munn)

l'il " *Hﬂf’.‘ '

VW INTETS sl Mfirva e sray wamem
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DONALD E. PAYNE, M.p., F.R.C.P.IC)

PEYCHIATRY
600 SHERBOURNE STREET, SUITE 511
TORONTC, ONTARIO MAX 1WA
TEL. AN FAX B&1-45678

SENT BY FAX -~ 661~6398
20 May 1992

Mr. Larry Field

Metropolitan Toronto and
Region Concayvation Authority
5% Shoreham Drive

Downsview, Ontario M3IN 154

Dear Mr. Field,

Re: MTRCA's Plan for the Leslie Streets Spit

I am writing to you to express my apprciation for having heen

.able to utilized the urban wilderness environment af the Leslie
Streets Spit since it was open to the public many years ago. T

have been able to observed other peoples' enjoyment of this

wilderness area. I have been impresed by the positive attitude of

reople using the area, and in al] my trips to the Spit have never

witnessed anything which would approach violent behavior, I feel

that it is very important +tg praserve as much as possible this
unique wilderness area of our city.

I an concern that the ' new MTRCA plan for the Spit allovs a
private sailing club to remain on this Jpit, thus providing thenm
with access to the Spit which is denied to other members of the
public and providing space for a club which is aut of keeping with
the concept of the Spit as a publis urban wilderness area.

I appreciate the changes which have been made in your plans
for the use of the Spit and would urged that your work towards the
eatire Spit remaining on public wurban wildevness area and that a

sailing elub net be allowed a site on 4.

W

Yours truly,

vg,wzz/ [

[

Donald B. Pavne/ M.D,.
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14 Collingsbrook Blvd.,
Scarborough, Ont., MIW 1.6,
May 22, 1992.

MTRCA,
% Shoreham DPr.,
Downsview, Ont., M3N 1F4.

Dear Sirs,

As a long term resident of Toronto, I can remember when it
was a short walk or bicycle ride to a "natural" area. It was at
that time, not too long ago, that Lawrence Avenue was a gravel
road east from the present site of Edwards Gardens. Just past
Bon Mills were some open fields and a beautiful woodlot. In
Spring, the woodlot was full of wild flowers and migrating birds.
We used to walk alecng the banks of the Don River and watch
swallows swooping over the water to catch insects. The serenity
and fresh alr were intoxicating.

Needless to say this idyllic scene disappeared and there is
a housing subdivision where the woodlot used to be and the valley
contains a six lane highway, with attendant exhaust fumes, and an
open sSewer.

When I saw your plans for the Leslie Street Spit, I was
somewhat dismayed at all the “improvements" you are proposing.
Not only does your proposal appear to be expensive, it is
completely unnecessary. I believe that you have a unigue
opportunity to provide a world famous natural area for the
enjoyment and education of Toronto residents and visitors. The
only requirement is that you do nothing and let nature take its
course. An outstanding advantage of the "do nothing case'" is the

cost.

Yours fruly,

*%_ 671418kiplbmﬁ. Ck;éliﬁ;;ff\,. -.

William Wilson.
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Exhibit A.14  Submissions Received at the May 27,
1992 Public Meeting

® Sierra Club of Eastern Canada
' Ray Blower
- May 27, 1992

] Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Ralph Brown .
- May 27, 1992

L W.K. Bryden
- May 27, 1992

e Marion Bryden
- May 27, 1992

®  Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Darcy Chadwick
- May 27, 1992

[ Friends of the Spit

Jacqueline Courval
- April 30, 1992

° Barry deZwaan
- May 27, 1992

e Anne Hansen
- May 27, 1992

e Wilma Harniman
- May 27, 1992

° Botany Conservation Group
Verna Higgins
- May 27, 1992
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Ontario Sailing  Association
Alf Jenkins
- May 27, 1992

Aquatic Park Sailing Club
Gord Lehman
- May 27, 1992

Peg Lush
- May 27, 1992

Toronto Field Naturalists
Jean MacDonald '
- May 27, 1992

Jake Smythe
- May 27, 1992

Outer Harbour Sailing Federation

Larry Whatmore
- May 27, 1992




Sierra Club of Eastern Canada _
517 College Street, Suite 303, Toronto, Ontario M6G 4A2 (416} 960-9606

DEPUTATION

TO: Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board of the Metropolitan
Toronta and Region Conservation Authority

RE: Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan, May 1992
DATE: May 27, 1992

PRESENTED BY: Ray Blower

The Sierra Club of Eastern Canada appreciates the opportunity to present our
comments to the Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board concerning
the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan dated May 1992,

Having reviewed the Master Plan, the Sierra Club would like to extend our
congratulations for a plan that has made significant progress towards making
Tommy Thompson Park an excellent example of a public, urban wilderness park.

The following features of this plan we gladly support: the placing of the
Interpretive Centre and all public parking at the base of the Spit; the use
of natural succession and minimal intervention and management; and the
elimination of lakefilling to accommodate sailing clubs.

Though we are here to applaud the positive aspects of the Master Plan, we must
also voice a small number of concerns.

Our first concern is public access by boat to environmentally sensitive areas.

As the natural areas of the Park evolve the number of environmentally sensitive
areas will increase. With the proximity of marinas to the Park, the potential

of access by water.in anything from a cance to sail or motor boats exists., In

the interest of pfatecting the existing and future environmentally sengitive
areas we would likg to see the intent to restrict public access by water de-
tailed and stated in the plan. The use of closed seasons for vulnerable locations
could reduce the intrusions of humans into environmentally sensitive areas.

The Sierra Club is not opposed to sailing clubs or sailing. However, we must
oppose the inclusion of the sailing facilities in the park plan. Tommy Thompson
Park has significant size and the remarkable combination of isclation from the
city and accessibility to the people of the region. This makes it incomparable

as an opportunity to restore some desperately needed wilderness to Lake Ontarie's
north shore. On the other hand, there are other opportunities for locating of
sailing.facilities that would perform as well without compromising this unique
opportunity for a public, urban wildernss.

continued on page 2.......



As far =25 the location of the educational facility is concerned we have these
thoughts. The relocation of this facility with the Interpretive Centre at the
base of the Spit would result in savings of public funds and increased effect-—
iveness of the neck of the Spit as a buffer zone. A school bus idling as a
ready refuge in combination with a minimum service washroom could replace the
Education Centre at its location on the Plan, This would provide the same
necesgities and would certainly be more cost effective.

The Eastern Canada chapter is a relatively young addition to the Sierra Club
organization. Our Club has a long history of fighting to proteect wilderness —
1992 is the Sierra Club's centennial year. '

Hopefully we are all becoming more aware of the reasons for and importance of
setting aside wilderness areas.

Tommy Thompson Park has displayed that it can be a wilderness area. Firstly,
people will fight long and hard to protect it. It has significant wildlife
habitat and will continue to improve in this capacity. It will provide natural
processes that will help to clean the air, water, and soil around and within
it. And, perhaps most importantly, it will serve as an area of spiritual/
educational retreat to many of the millions of urbanites who live next to it.

The population of Canada and the rest of the world is becoming increasingly
isolated in towns and cities. As more of us live in urban settings our grasp of
the natural realities of life become dangerously weak. We must always be aware
of our dependance on healthy natural systems and processes. To best serve this
critical function Tommy Thompson Park should be the best possible example of
public wilderness that we can allow.

"
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PREAMBLE :

The members of Aquatic Park Sailing Club have observed that the Club is unique on the Toronto
waterfront, perhaps in all of Lake Ontario, and the members wish to preserve the special character
of the Club which make it so.

After reflection, the members have concluded that this uniqueness is dependent upon, and the special
character has resulted, from the physical location of the Club. Typically, other boating facilities are
urban in nature and artificial in structure. Aquatic Park is situated in an isolated, almost rural setting
and a decidedly natural environment. The Club and its members have been deeply effected by this.

Therefore; the members promulgate the following Principles, which are based on our past behaviour,
which will be used to guide the future activities of the Club and thereby preserve the urique and
special character of the Club. :

PRINCIPLES OF AQUATIC PARK SAILING CLUB

Keep it Clean and Quiet - ensure that the water, land and air of Tommy Thompson Park
are used in an environmentally benign manner and prohibit any
use which would impair their beneficial use by other citizens of
the region,

Keep it Green and Natural - retain the wild, nature state of the grounds and discourage
development of a structured, artificial landscape; and
- encourage the regeneration of locally occurring vegetation and
habitats temporarily effected by our activities,

Keep it Accessible and Open - retain the open, unfenced grounds and prohibit any facilities
. which would inhibit access to the waterfront by other users; and
- work to ensure reasonable access to the Chub, to make the Club
and waterfront accessible to all segments of society and to ensure
the safety of members. '

Keep it Attractive - ensure the facilities of the Club are appropriate for the location
and setting, harmonize with the environment, remain low-key
scope and natural in form.

ottt

Keep it Affordable and Public - continue the self-sufficient, self-help approach of the Club as
a means to retain its affordability; and
- retain the open membership criteria of the club and probibit any
recommendation requirements.

Keep it Small and Low-Key - reaffirm that the Club will remain a sailboat Club which
prohibits powerboats. As well, reaffirm that the Club will remain
small and limit its facilities to swinging moorings for 100 semior
members and their sailboats,




SU3MIISION

To: The Metropolitan Toronto and Reglon Conservation
Authority, and the Jater and Related Land Managsment
Advisory Board

From: 4. K. Bryden, 50 Javerley Rd., Toronto M4L 371
Res Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan (Revised 1992)

The revised plan is a substantial improvement over the
1988 llaster Plan. This demonstrates the benefit of extensive
consultation and review. It takes longer but the product is
better.

dith regard to the revised plan, I have one objection
and three reservations.

Objection
The Aquatic Park Sailing Club, though a worthy organ-
ization, has no legitimate place in what is desecribed in
Regeneration (final report of the Crombie Commission) az an
"urban wilderness."

The attempt in the revised plan to strike a compromise
simply will not work. It is inevitable that Club members
will agitate persistently to rid themselves of the annoyance
of a complex access procedure, off-site storage and limitation
of their site to 1 ha. There will be never-ending battles
between Club members trying to rid themselves of these restrict-
ions and the many users who want to retain the whole of the
Spit as an urban wilderness.

It is significant that the Crombie Commission, in Regen-
eration, abandoned the obligue suggestion in its Interim
Report that it might be acceptable for the Aquatic Park Sailing
Club to remain in its present location, and opted instead for
"passive recreation® exclusively. (See Regeneration, P. 408;
Quoted in part at the bottom of p. 17 of the pevised plan)

Now is the time to bite the bullet and find a new site
for the Club, probably on the Outer Harbour Marina arm, where
it is innagy case proposed that boat storage should be provided.

Reservation #1

I am concerned about the amount of humgn intervention
envisaged in the revised plan for the future development of
the Spit.

Obviously, paths and lookouts that will keep users off
sensitive areas are needed. There may also be a case in some
instances for soil improvement, but Such intervention should
be severaly limited.

As 1s stated in Regeneration, the remarkable natural .
development of the AplT to date has been the result of "benign

neglect." Let's continue to let nature take its course. "Benign

%

cont.



neglect” should continue to be the watchword.
Reservation #2

AS a corollary.of the foragoing, I see no nsed for an
elaborate interpretation centre. Jashrooms at the entrance
and educational boards at both the entrance and along the
way are all that is needed. An elaborate centre with staff
would involve both initial and ongoing expenses that would
not be justified by the return.

And a structure at the endikement would simply be an
intrusion.

Reservation #3

The Harbour Commission's marina at the base of the Spit
is a foreign element which militates against the development
of the 3pit as an "urban wilderness" {(and also interferes
with the activities of the sailing clubs on the north shore).

Admittedly, this is not under MTRCA jurisdiction, but
the Authority should join with others in resisting the com-
pulsive drive of the Higour Commission. to expand the marina
bit by bit until its objeckive of a mind-boggling 1,200

berths is achieved.

Vay 27, 1992

i Sl
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Marion Bryden

416-690-9592 50 Waverley Road

Toronte, Ontario
M4L 3T1

PUBLIC MEETING 27 May, 1992 -

To: THE METROPOLITAN TORONTO AND REGIOliI' CONSERVATION AUTHORITY
THE WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY BOARD

From: MARION BRYDEN, former MPP for Beaches-Woodbine
Re: REVISED MASTER PLAN FOR TOMMY THOMPSON PARK 1992

I have been involved in the planning process for the Tommy Thompson Park and the Leslie Street
Spit during my fifteen years as the MPP for Beaches-Woodbine. Many of my former constituents and

I strongly support the preservation of the Spit as a unique public urban wilderness for the Toronto
region.

I agree with the conclusion of the Honourable David Crombie, Chair of the Royal Commission on

the Future of the Toronto Waterfront. On p. 408 of his final report "Regeneration” released May 14,
1992 he states:

The Leslie Street Spit is the only accessible area on the Toronto waterfront large and
wild enough to be described as an urban wilderness. It supports an astonishing
variety of plants and animals, including a number of rarities: it has been colonized
by nearly 300 species of vascular plants, and attracts 266 species of migrating,
wintering, and breeding birds. In order to protect the integrity of the spit as a
habitat for wildlife, it should be kept car-free and reserved only for uses such as
passive recreation that are compatible with its urban wilderness character.

The MTRCA's revised Master Plan for Tommy Thompson Park, May 1992 is a considerable
improvement on the January 27, 1988 Master Plan, For example, it relocates the proposed visitors
centre to the park entrance at the base of the Spit and reduces parking to 200 cars in small lots. Private
auto wraffic is stopped at the base. Secondly it proposes more marshlands and widely diversified

natural development. Thirdly it cuts the estimated cost by $3 million (in 1987 dollars) - an important
feature in a time of recession.

However there are Znumber of serious shortcomings in the revised plan.
€)) o} 1 i jion quatic Park Sailing Club on Embayment C with 100
swing moorings and limited on shore facilities. This opens the door to requests by other boat

clubs for space on the Spit. The needs of all the community boat clubs on the north shore and the
one on the Spit, as well as the needs of other potential users of the Outer Harbour are currently
being studied by a working group of all interested parties, including the MTRCA. A Preliminary
Concept Plan for the THC's Waterfront Park is being prepared.

(2) It should be made clear in the revised Master Plan that boating clubs and their facilities are an

intrusion in an urban wilderness and they adversely affect the natural developments occurring on
the whole spit, as well as the enjoyment of the users. :

-1




Marion Bryden

416-690-9592 50 Waverley Road
Toronto, Ontario
MdL 3T1
(3) The re'nsed plan fails to deal with a number of \i whi
e.g., the xind of public transportation system to be provided to service hikers, bikers,
the dxsabled and seniors. .
() The co s . ! . e -
m havc not yct bccn dctcrrmned nor havc plans bccn madc for the futurc scparanon of
pedestrian and bicycle traffic.

(5) Another key decision to be made includes possible funding from the Metropolitan Separate School
Board and the Toronto Board of Education for the gpecial facilities proposed for visiting school

pupils in the endikement area.

(6) The i | omrmission is an unknown which is not under

the control of the MTRCA at present. This may change if the recommendations in the Crombie
Commission's first Interim Report - Summer 1989 are carried out. They cail for the mandate of

the THC to be limited solely to port operation and the island airport. They have been endorsed by
Toronto City Councﬂ

PUBLIC INPUT

. In the light of the above shortcomings in the Revised Master Plan 1992, I submit that the public
consultation process is much too short. How can we approve the revised Plan before all the
unresolved issues are dealt with.

We need a further public meeting to receive progress reports on these issues and to discuss them'
before the MTRCA's proposal is re-submitted to the Environmental Assessment process.

What we don't need is "midsummer planning” and meetings when many people are not available.
The July 24, 19592 deadline is completely unacceptable.

Iurge that the next public meeting on the proposal be held sometime in September or October,
1992, after progress reports are available for study. Further, it must be an evening meeting ata
convenient central location.

HI 0 '“l""; I‘l

Marion Bryden
Former MPP for Beaches-Woodbine
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AQUATIC PARK SAILING CLURB

BOX 8§15 STATION “G*, TORONTO, ONTARIO MiNt IES

March 20,1992 .

Name
Address
Addrees
Addrass
Adddress

RE. The m&ggmj}'m“'n Toronto and Region Conservation Authority /
Tommy Thompson Park ' _

Dear blank blank: |

Adquatic Park Sam;zg Club {"APSC") was recently pravided with a copy of
tie Revized Concept Plan for Tomeay Thompson Prarle (the "Park ") prepared
by Staff of the Water Resource Division, MTRCA.

The purpose of this letter is to RXPress our serious concerns with
respect to certain elements of the Revised Coneept Plan and the process by
which il was formulated.

. L. Aguatie Park %ai ‘j’;na Club.

AP SC. waséstablished in 1975 and was the first organized group to
make use of the Park. We actively encourage the use of the Park by ‘
averyone and continue {o be the only organization that helps the Authority
sutsidize the Park’s operating cests through rental payments. Wea lave also '
Droposed that we'pay a direct sutsidy to the Authorlty to support the
Vau/Shuttle service which is avautable to all Park users

- Wedrea siall; fow-cost, salf -help community club with minimal
faciiitles (o kydro, water, or telephone) and our niembers are comumitted to
maintaining the'Park's unique nalure,

4 copy of tﬁe:'p'rinﬂples By which our club operates is enclesed.

2. Previous Aperoval of Plan "D*

As a member of the Metropotitan Toronts and Region Conservation
Authorily (the "Autherity”), you will recall that twe years nge, the Autherity




approved and endersed a comprahensive plan or the futire uce and _

development of the Park. That plan, cafled Plan™D", was the result of savaral
years of public hearings, deputations by alt interast groups, and considerable
oifort and research by Staff of the Authority.

Flan D" provided for an interprative /visitors centre sited at the only
location which would te accessible to all potential Park users - at the end of
We 2-kilometer spine read and near the beginning of the Park proper. The
centrs would have been accessible by foot, public transportation, ¢r
automobile during those periods when public transportation was not
available (it is currently available only from 9 am to 6 pm on weekands,
‘May to Qctober). The environmentally sensitive area beyond the centre
would have remained car free. .

It is our view that Plan "D" represented a reasonable compromise for all
potential users of the Park. Although it was not perfect for any one user
group, PlanD” by it's naturs, encouraged the use of the Park by the broadest
Cross section of residents of Metropolitan Toronto. :

On March 2 ?;,.1’;92 you will be asked to consider a Revised -Concept Plan,
3 plan which we believe will turn the Park into the select domain of a few
Tocal special intege‘s_t groups.

1. Revised Cencept Plan.

Qur members have two concerns with the Revised Concept Plan,

a) Denial 6f vehicte ascess to AP SC.:

The Plan recommends that AP SC. no longer have vehicls access to our
sailing ciub. This is despite the recommendation of the Interim Report of the
Reyal Commission o the Future of: lhe Toronto Waterfront which, although
endorsing the profubition of public vehicle access, specifically stated that
AFS5Ls access should be maintained as under it's current arrangements.

‘We believe that such access is vital to the maintenance of 2 regular
presénce in this isofated Park. The raembers of the Authority may nok be
aware of the role of our ¢lub and its members In thie matter. Thers have
been numerous occasions when AP.S.C. members have provided
transportation to fatigued hikers and injured Park users - ranging frem an
individual suffering from diabetic shioek to stranded windsuriers suffering
irom hypothermia. -



Members of AP.5.C. maintain a presencs in the Park during “off" hours
as they travel to and from our club. We belleve this presence has hejped to
keeep the Park relatively crime fre¢. We are concerned that restricted access
will encourage criminal activity, vandalism, and assault.

2§ an option 1o automobile access for APSC, the Revised Concept, Plan
suggests we reach our clyb via water tagi from the Outer Harbour. A review
of the Costs for such a vessel {including insurance, docking at a public
marina, and providing a qualified skipper) would be prohibitive. You should
be aware that thess costs spread over a smatl community sailing club would
mean the certain.demise of our club

b) Interpretive ¢entre; .

The Revised Concept Plan recoramends Placement of an Interpretive/
Visitors centre at the base of the Park near the Park entrance. The view
{rom this area reveals a less-than-scenic panorama of chimneys, chain tink
lencing, and gravel heaps. A secontd| environmental /education facility would
e situated 2 Kilometers into the Park at the endikement where the spine
road ends and the Park actually begins. This facility would be accessible onty
by feot or by pubii¢ transpertation (when available) - ne autornobiles would
be allowed beyond the Park entrance area,

You will hear arguments that an expanded public transportation
schedule will scive this problem of restricted access That solution, however,
raises some questions; : - '

I} Who will finance thig expanded transportation schedule?
) Wil it opérate 24 hours a day, seven days a week?
1) 11 it does not, who will transport injured or fatigued Park users
during times when there is no publis transportation?

4. The Creati } ¢ Revised Concept Plas.

The members of AP.SLC. are deeply concernad about the process which
has led to the Rewised Concept Plan, During the fermation of Plan “I", public
input was encouraged, <o that evervone concerned nad their say, This time
around, AP S.C. was given no opporinaity to provide input to Staff of the
autherity, We are concerned that the fair and equitable process used
PIEvIOusly has fallen prey to a pelitical expediency which is determined to
“fast track” the Revised Coneept Plan,




#e beliove that Plan “D" represented an equitable solution to the futurs
davelopment of the Park. If special interest groups, such as the Friends of
the Spit, wish now to make changes to Plan "D*, the onus should be on Hhem
to detnonstrate that their vision of the Fark 5 the right one for ai] Park

users. Juch a demonstration shonic fake place in a publie forum where other

Fark uzers can respond.

[ thiie process is to be at alf meaningful, we ask that You examine the
sredentials of all groups (including 4 P.SC.) wha have a visiont of how the
Park should be utilizéd. A P.SC. is reprasented by a democratically slected
AZRCULIYS <:ommitxée' whose views ¢an be underslood to fithfully represent
the membership. We ask If this is equally true of other gioups?

Lastly, we oncourage gou ke visil this unique Park and ask a randomly
chosen cross section of Park users where they would like an interprative
centra. Ask them now they fes! about having car access Lo il? We think you
may be surprised by theé answers you receive. :

Yours very truly .

Darcy Chadwick
Vice Commeodors
Aquatie Park Sailing Club




- F-ﬂwga../——i
- ® » fa P . g.
¥riends of the Spit DO

2 1, Box 467, Station ]
T .ronto, Ontario M4] 422

e .\:%

X V1A FACSIMILE

April 30, 1992

- Mr. W.G. MaclLean
General Manager -
MTRCA _
5 Shoreham Drive
Downsview, Ontario

Fie MBQ_QﬁLd_I\A.e.QtLD_Q_M - [
Company, Tom y bgmgson Pa{h

Dear Mr. Mackean:

The request by the above-na_med group raises three major concerns:

1. lannin rocess

. The MTRCA’s new concept plan for TTP has not yet been through the public process;
which includes discussion of permitied uses. Neither the previous nor the present
concepts include the staging of plays among these pemitted uses.

It we 'd be setti'g an untimely precedent, from a planning point_of view, to allow a use
that ha_ not been discusssd through the public process.

2. Admission sharg§_§

The audience-is charged admission to this event — while money may not actually be
collected at TTP3and even if Caravan Stage Company is “not for profit’, the play, is
nevertheless restricted to people who have purchased tickets. Friends of the Spit has
always vigourausly opposed admission charges of any kind and for any purpose.

Last month, the MTRCA Board voted against a motion to charge admission to TTP. It

would be a sevare breach of this reconfirmed MTRCA policy to aliow an event for which
admission is being charged.

wf2



. Page 2

Access to TTP in the week during the 2arly evening (daylight hours) in summer is one of
the requests we hear most often, both from our membaership and from the general public.
Many people have mentioned that they would enjoy the possibility of going to TTP after
work on hot summers days. In fact, we have been told The Bruce Trail Association
(Toronto Chapter) that TTP would be a preferred site for their (free of charge) evening
“City Walks” they hold reguiarly through the summer,

Allowing one particular (paying) segment of the population to go to TTP on weekday
summer evenings would be discriminatory. Friends of the Spit has always vigourcusly

advocated and defended an “open to al” policy.

We feel that this event creates a number of precedents and opens the way to discriminatory
practices that are contrary to MTRCA and Friends of the Spit policies regarding free access
and enjoyment of TTP.

Accordingly, we are respectfully asking the MTRCA Board not to allow the request from ihe
Caravan Stage Company.

. Sincerely,

Jacqueline Courval
Co-chairperson

. [
Iqu '”"l,




TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN.

Submission to the M.C.R.C.A. by Barrv J.G.de Zwaan.

Thank you Mr. Chairman, and Good Evening.

I want to say at the outset that I am mucﬁ encouraged by the
revised master plan for the Spit. I think that it much enhances the
chances that the Spit can be preserved as an Urban Wilderness, and
I would like particularly to commend the invaluable
contributions made to the revised plan by the Royal Commission on
the Future of the Toronto Waterfront.

I want to address three issues tonight:

Firstly, vehicle access to the Spit

Secondly, the position of the Aquatic Park Sailing Club, and
Thirdly, the location of the proposed Environmental education
shelter/washroom .What a mouthful, by the way. In the interests of
brevity, may I refer to it as the Education shelter?

Pirst, the issue of vehicle access on the spit.

There seems to be a strange contradiction in the revised plan.
Section 4.6 opens with "Private fehicle access to the park will be
prohibited" But one can’t take that at face value. In the same
section mentioq_is made of an APSC shuttle van, school bus access
to the Educéif%n shelter, and private vehicle access for special
interest grouﬁzz And in the meantime, says the same section, the
APSC retains its private access arrangements, which, I find, are
very extensive! In effect, the APSC has access at all times except
on weekends and holidays when the Spit is open to the rest of us!

I urge the authority to do away with any exceptions to the




2.
prohibition of private vehicles beyond the car park area.
My second issue is the presence of the APSC on the Spit. Along with
many others, I believe that the Club should re-locate on the North
Shore, because if it stays on_the Spit it will exert constant
pressure for vehicle access, and the battle and hassle will be
never-ending. If, despite the wishes of mdst of the Spit "fans",
the Club is allowed to stay, then I urgé that it be allowed to do
so only if it agrees to make a solemn pledge, binding in law, not
to lobby for'vehicle access, and not to use any vehicles on the
Spit, except in an emergency. I know this sounds melodramatic, Mr.
Chairman, but I can think of no other way toc enforce the "no
vehicle" rule without constant and continuous contention.
1 come now to my last point, which is the location of the Education
shelter, and the effect of its position on the buffer zone which is
SO necessary if there is to be a true wilderness.At present the
buffer zone is seen as being between Unwin Avenue and the Visitors’
centre. But with 200+ cars using this space, nét to mention school
buses and other vehicles, this is no buffer:zone!. The real buffer
zone should be seen as being between the park gates and the
endikement, but this will not be effective either if the Educatiop

Shelter is ioéé;ed at the endikement, where it will attract school
buses and hoafgs of noisy schoolkids. I‘ve nothing against noisy
kids - I was one once myself, - but they sure can affect the calm
and tranquility, especially when transported in large numbers in
school buses, which are themselves not the best friends

the environment has.
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I ask, therefore,that serious consideration be given to locating
the Education Shelter adjacent to the Visitors-’ Centre.This will
create an excellent buffer zohe between the Park gates and the
endikement, and will also save money; it will be cheaper to
incorporate the shelter with the Centre, than to build it

separately. And, best of all, it will reduce further the vehicles

which need to go beyond the Park gates.

To sum up:

Strictly enforce the prohibition of vehicles on the Spit, except
for emergencies and, of course,a regular bus or van service for
those who would rather ride than walk or cycle.

Re-locate the APSC, if possible. But if they stay, make it on
condition that they accept in perpetuity that they must do without
vehicle access.

Re-locate the Environmental Education Shelter adjacent to the
"Visitors’ Centre, to maihtain an effective buffer zone and further
reduce the need for vehicles on the Spit.

Thank you.

1
6t
"y

bt




PO Box 433, Stn E, Toronto M6H 4E3

May 27th 1992

Lois Griffin, Chair

Metropolitan Toronto & Region Conservation Authority
B Shoreham Drive ‘
Downsview, Ontario

M3N 154

FAX: (416) 661-6898

Dear Lois Griffin:

RE: CAR-FREE LESLIE STREET SPIT

Thank vou, MTRCA, for shelving the 1988 plan for the Leslie Street Spit!

*The new plan, which would stop all automobile traffic at the base of the Spit,
has my hearty support.

Parks are supposed to be a refuge from noisy, palluted city life. Ironically, there
are few places in the Greater Toronto Area where one can get away from the

. car-dominated parks. The presence of cars in parks violates everybody’s right to
clean air, peace and quiet. Everything about the car is antithetical to a nature
park -- from its noise, to its air and water pollution.

Urban designers have over-accommodated the car, giving it maximum right of way
and maximum space. One-third of the average city’s space is devoted to the car.

It is time to liberate ourselves from cars. They consume our time, our public
places, and our health.

American wilderness defender, Edward Abbey, once wrote (referring to U.S.
national parks), that, "We have agreed not to drive our automobiles into
cathedrals, concert halls, art museums, legislative assemblies, private bedrooms
and the other sanétums of our culture; we should treat our national parks with the
same deference.™™

The Spit isn’t a national park, but it is a "holy place”. Car access, with its
accompanying space requirements and danger, would put all other park users at a
mability disadvantage. The Spit must be accessible to all people-firreimdng

ae-elubel - not their cars. /C_U‘_L_ T d14 4h i !

o oo

Yours truly
o Qe _MHense
—&nne Hansern =

Anne Hansen
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DEPARTMENT OF BOTANY  «

botgny

UNF‘«'EHSI’I.'v OF TORONTCO

25 WILLCOCKS ST, TORONTO, CANADA M533682 + FAX (416) 970985

May 27, 1992
TO: MTRCA BOARD

FROM: VERNA J. HIGGINS, BOTANY CONSERVATION GROUP

RE: TOMMY THOMPSON PARK MASTER PLAN

Let me first congratulate the staff of MTRCA for the courage and initiative to revise their
1988 Master Plan to resemble very closely the modet that many of us requested at that time. We
thought in 1988 that we were very progressive in our expectations of the future for the Toronto
waterfront; however, in the intervening years, the Royal Commission on the Future of the
Toronto Waterfront headed by David Crombie has changed everyone’s perspective of the
waterfront. Things we never dreamed of now seem possible. Meanwhile, the Toronto
environment has changed for the worse- there are more people, more cars and more pollution-
the Spit is more and more a haven for many of us who live in the Greater Toronto Area.

It is apparent that the main issue facing us tonight is not whether the Revised Plan is
superior to the original plan, there is no doubt about that. The real question is, should it still
include the Aquatic Sailing Club - a question which we have spent a lot of time considering. As
it presently exists, the club has little effect- granted their stewardship leaves something to be
desired- monitoring of visiting boats to the club is suspect when two such boats remain all
winter; perhaps the vehicle which drove through the adjacent wet meadow containing the bog
twayblade did not belong to the club; even the ever expanding parking lot/garbage area can be
tolerated. No, these are all small petty things.

It was when I thought about the Spit user of the future that I realised the importance of
what seems such a trite issue now. Fifteen years from now as the Spit finally nears completion,
will the new users of the site understand or forgive us for leaving a piece of the park in private
use? Will they understand why at a time when there was space at the North Shore Park or the
THC marina for that club that we agreed to continue this compromise in our only urban
wilderness park? (Would our fox;'fathers, who established Banff National Park stiil opt to retain
a townsite that coudd still continue to expand 100 years later?) Thus, I can not in good
conscience agree to this part of the plan. I really wish I could.

P

1 Fraied o0 007 Sec 2 ea Cacer @
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ONTARID SAILING ASSOCIATION

MEMBERS OF THE WATER RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT BOARD OF THE MTRCA

On March 6th of this year it was my privilege to appear before -this
Board of MTRCA and present on behalf of the Ontario Sailing
Association, their views on the proposed revised master plan relating
to the future direction of Tommy Thompson- Park.

Those views and suggestions given at that time have not changed but
it is hoped that the views and direction of this Board will be
modified to make Tommy Thompson Park the vibrant and active park its
name sake would have wanted. A people place.

The OSA has 3 directions to this Board at this time. First, the OSA
has been supportive of the Interpretative Centre being an integral
part of the natural environment of the park. It makes only good sense
to immerse our young people and adults in the centre which has. a

ambience fitting the natural environment surrounding its location. To

move the centre to a future commercial light industrial area near
Unwin Avenue would be a great mistake which would be continually
regretted by this and future Boards of the-MTRCA throughout the years.
By all means revert to the previous intent of having the
Interpretative Centre as part of the natural environment of Tommy
Thompson Park.

Secondly the new plan addresses the restrictive and indeed prohibitive
nature of car access to the general public at large who are expected
to use Tommy Thompson Park. The City Council stated under Section SA
37(B) that its tentral waterfront plan was to “provxde recreational
opportunities 'Eor a wide wvariety of users". These prohibitive
measures serve absolutely no purpose for the general public but rather
restrict access to a very small eiite group of users. Car access or
vehicular access, as it relates to Aquatic Park Sailing Club, is
essential to its ongoing operations. This issue has been outlined in
the document where it was made very clear that Aquatic Park Sailing
Club should continue to have the same access as under the existing

arrangements. For the proper functioning of Aquatic Park Sailing Club




ONTARIO SAILING ASSOCIATION

their members must indeed have full access to their facilities during .
the hours the club is in operation. The notion of having a full
operation van service operating between the Outer Harbour Marina
Headland and the Agquatic Park Sailing Club embayment is as ludicrous
as the notion that vehicular access should be limited to Tommy
Thompson Park f£or the people of this municipality. The great expense
to the members of Aquatic Park Sailing Club of such a van operation
and its practicalities are completely out of the question, This is
a club with very ‘modest fees appealing to the ordinary sailor.
Furthermore, there is no understanding between the club and the
Toronto Harbour Commission or any other agency as to any facilities
Or services being operated in this area. Visualize if you ¢an, that
if this were the only access short of walking 3 km to the site, that
this operation would have to continue up to 12 to 18 hours per day,
3 to 6 months of the year, with an operator and all the expenses of
maintenance and costs involved, notwithstanding any liability aspect

to the Toronto Harbour Commission, the Aquatic Park Sailing Club, and
the MTRCA.

The notion that regulated vehicular traffic to the Agquatic Park
-8ailing club or indeed to the Interpretative Centre would destroy the
ambience of the environment is a red herring. Literally scores of
trucks each day travel through this rPassage to dump their loads of
lakefills to form the park with no damage to the environment. How can
10 to 20 cars moving once a day, 2 or 3 kms to the site, have any
measurable impact on our environment?

On the othezéfhand,' without proper access there would be many
ramifications:E The safe passage to and from the club is essential.
People may well have to walk back and forth to Unwin Avenue in the
face of imminent weather dangers which would raise many safety
concerns. The exclusion of the disabled, the elderly, the very young
and families from being conveyed safely to the site, is not only
unfair but highly discriminatory and unacceptable to this association
and to the Aquatic Park Sailing Club. Reasonably it is .

incomprehensible that a normal club operation or any emergency

2



ONTARIO SAILING ASSOCIATION

situation which may happen on the headland would take place without
any vehicular accessibility. Another point to be noted is that any
club or recreational operation must have accessibility to its
facility. Aquatic Park Sailing Club is no less an exception and it
is inconceivable that this Board would expect members and guests of
members to carry equipment 2 or 3 kms aiong the road to the site.
Could you visualize being a member of say a lawn bowling or tennis
club and having to leave your car at the corner of Eglington and Yonge.
and walk down to St Clair, carrylng with you all your equipment Just
to get to your club, even though a transportatlon corridor is there
but by fiat you cannot use it? This is what you would be expecting
of the members of the Aquatiec Park Sailing Club. ‘

Ladies and gentlemen of the Board, the access to this 51te and indeed

-any operations taking place at Tommy Thompson Park must 1nclude

reasonable car access, not of a restrictive nature but rather of an
enhanced nature from what is described in this new plan. This,
despite any recommendations which may have ensued from the Royal
Commission on the waterfront or any other body.

Thirdly, on another subject, the presumption that the recreational
needs of the Outer Harbour Sailing Federation will no longer be
required on Tommy Thompson Park is premature and not inkeeping with
the multi purpose use of the park and to the global approach which all

.agencies are taking at this time to the Outer Harbour waters and shore

usage. There is no absolute guarantee at this time that these clubs
can be accommodated on the Outer Harbour Marina Headland or indeed on
the North Sh&ée Park. This is presently in the study phase of
planning and tﬁ%re is no guaranteed position established at this time.
Therefore any elimination of lakefilling to accommodate the Outer
Harbour Sailing Federation clubs and the boardsailing programs 1is
premature and does not provide any option to these clubs for the
future.

Madam Chairman and Board Members, I must now appeal to your sense of
reason and understanding. This entire issue of land use of Tommy

3
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Thompson Park for these many years have been one of hostility of .
groups and their opinions one against another. It is now time to set
these differences to one side and proceed ahead in a harmonious
attitude. God knows we have had enough of greed and hostility in our
society over the past few weeks and it is time to put it aside and
this Board can go a long way in achieving that end by taking a
reasonable and charitable approach on this whole issue and introducing
a commodity that is so little used today, namely charity to everyone.
I am sure that our friends in the Naturalist Community of the
discussion could only  agree wholeheartedly to that approach.
Remember, sailing can only be done at the waters edge.

Finally, this is a public meeting tonight called by the MTRCA to
gather comments, assessment of the plans and input from the users of
the park. It is hoped and expected that the comments énd recommended
suggestions will be taken in the spirit by which they have been
requested by the MTRCA Board, ' .

In conclusion I would suggest to this Board that they not compromise

their earlier position which was approved unanimously by the MTRCA
Board. This association suggests that this report must be returned
by this Board for reappraisal and that consultation be put in place
with the users affected by the proposals in the new plans. 1Indeed,
Ladies and Gentlemen, let me assure you that the Aquatic Park Sailing
Club will have the full support of all metro area sailing clubs, the
Canadian Yachting Association, the Outer Harbour Sailing Federation,
and Ontario Sailing association in their endeavour to create the kind
of club whichégﬁeir members visualize for the coming years. Thank you
for your attenﬁion and interest in this delegation. '

Respectfully submitted
Alf Jenkins

Executive Director
Ontario Sailing Association May 27, 1992 .
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TORONTO FIELD NATURALISTS‘

. 20 COLLEGE ST., UNIT 4, TORONTO, ONTARIO M5G 1X2
. TELEPHONE: (416) 968-6255 .

Flease rePly to: 88 Parklea Drive
Tast York, Ontario
MiG 278

May 27, 1992

Chair and Members .
Water and Belated Land Management Advisory Board
The Metrorolitan Toronto and Region Comservation Authorlty

We are very Pleased with the revised Tommy ThomDaon Park Master Plan — in
- Particular the separation of bieyeles and Podestrians, the accommodation of
the Community Sailingz Clubs on the North Shore, the Dlan of secondary trails
for passive enjoyment end esrecially the location of the Visitora' Centre and
Parklng at the base of the Park. A modast transPortation system as definsd on
Pages 27 and 28 is nacessary. Some changes are still needed to Preserve tha
Park as an urban wilderness for peaceful relaxation, - :

The Visitors! Centre will include a classroom. An environmental eduncation
centre i8 also Planned on the endikement. We have the following thoughts.on

. this:

- Comsideration should be given to using the classsroom at the Visitors! Centre
for the environmental Irograms.

~ If thig is not feasidls the costs of adding a room toc the Visltors' Centre
for the environmental education centre should be explored. It would Probably
cosy less than a complete building. This room should have a sound barrier
between itand the visitors' section. Classes visiting Black Creak Tisitors!
Centre manage to drown out ths meetings of the various MTRCA boards attempting
to conduct business on the othar gide of the wall.

- Cost of the education centre is estimated at $150,000 (P.55)% rlus sunicival
services - verhape $500,000 (P.19), If the education centre were attached to
the Visitors' Gentre the service costs, at least, would be greatly rednced.

A simple dﬁéf%er in case of bad weatner, and minimum servize washrooms would
be required at thé eandikament. '

We note that school boards may fund the education cemsrs. It should be
Temembered that for most taxTayers, over 50% of municival taxes goes to education,
It is not, thersfore, a gift from the school boards, it is roblic tax money that
will Pay for this,

Buses should 2ot be parked at the endikemant, Not only will several buses

X Page reference, Revised Master Flan



be visually undesirsble, parked buses ‘negate the car-free commitment of the .
Tevised concept. It also requires construction snd maintensnce of a Terking lot.

The public trznaPortation system could be used to transTPort classes to the

endikement, edpecially if a trzin (P.17) is used.

Private vehicle access for special interest groubs (P,.28) should be limited
or discouraged. If one group 1s Permitted access it becomes difficult to refuse

permission to others, and it 18 Dossible that cars and activities of mimbers of
groups mizht become intrusive,

The Aquatic Park Sailing Club should be accommodated off the Park,

- Pollcy regarding Perking and Private vehicles ie stated by the MTRCA (Mimtes
March 6, P.D-8), end the Royal Commisslion (quoted P.17) and yet the APSC is
alloved car access and privileges thset no other citizen bas {P.29)., aLf Jenkins,
in a submigeion at the March € WRIM Board Meeting, stated that the APSC must have
full vehicular access. They will have a Yarking lot, A rcad will be maintained
into their property (P.28). Inmsmuch as there are 80 many oprortunities for
salling, non-szailors are only looking for an equal opvortunity to enjoy the Park
in their way, to have it a8 an undeveloped urbsn wilderness. Many esilors resent
this aPPeal to fairness and equality and suggest non-sailors wish to deprive them
of thelr rights, without acknowledging that non-sailing citizens have rights too,

- With permanent tenure there will be Freasure for more elaborate on-shore
facllitiés, Already the club site has been Privatized with buildings and = bosat
storage area enclosed with a chain link fenes anid barbed wire,

Munieiral services would be extended to the endikement to accommodate the
Troposed education feeility., This would cost the taxpayer $770,000 (P,54), It

will be relatively inexpenseive for the APSC to acquire these tax-prald services
simply by Payling to have them extended into their gite,

We have some concern about the landscaping plans for the endikement areas
(P.27-49). Although on page 20 the Phrases “patural processes" apnd “mipimal
intervention" have been used, the Flans result in a men-made area with man-chosen
forms and pPlantings - more like a botanicsl garden than an urban wilderness,
Nature needs some encouregement but care should be taken that the area is not
-over-deslgned and that adequate and acceptable sTace is left for natural regener-
ation, as has haPlened and is haprening in the Park,

Notbing bas been sald about Irotecting or oreating more habitat for the
specific birds alzeady using the waters and islands in the FPark and on the
endikement - the wintering ducits, the terns, the herons, the migrating birds,
and the wintering land birds such as the Spowy Qwlas or the summer residents such
as Savannah SDerrows or Song Srarrows,

We do commend the MTECA for its charge of direction and will look forward
to future involvement in the implementation of the plan.

. P ¢ ‘
| : w
-\/ZdekerJ 12544«4L44L¢“?L“°424£2a
// Jearn Macdonald
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Tommy Thompson Park Meeting-May 27, 1992

Good evening.
My name is Jake Smythe..For many years | have had a particular
attachment to this section cof the waterfront.

As a kid from Broadview and Queen, many a summer day was spent
walking down the back alleys past the Tuming Basin and past the old
side wheelers, the Toronto and the Chippewa, to swim at the beaches
that now form the Outer Harbour.

In the early 70's with my interest in birds, | discovered the Leslie Street
Spit. | have continued to walk and bicycle there and in the past, have
even led bird groups for the Toronto Field Naturalists.

It was during these walks that my interest in sailing was sparked and for
the past 15 years | have been an active dingy sailor with Mooredale
Sailing Club.

Four years ago, perhaps because | noticed | was getting older or

perhaps because | took a little longer to get back into dingy, after being

biown over, | decided to get a slightly bigger boat. Naturally the only

sailing club for me was APSC where | could continue my fond association

with the Spit and its maxpponunitlei?r enjoyment. = an/L; Mu
| attended thosy%(mhiic meetings in the 80's where we argued the future

use of the Spit¥My own beliefs at that time (and | was not then a member

of APSC ) was that we should be able to accommodate a variety of

interest while still providing for nature and the wildlife that had also

discovered th& Spit.

| am pleaseiwith the recommendation to include APSC in the future plan
of the Spit/Park.

But there is a concem.

It's great to have a sailing club in the Park, but realistically we have to
have a practical access to the club.



- . page 2

| continue to enjoy walking on the spit. As a matter of fact, | walked back .
from the Sailing Club on Saturday. However, the walk to and from the

- current parking lot is a very long walk when carrying lunches and boat

supplies and impossible if you addwjr‘r;%‘lz\g%gctg érgr;c?g?rt toddlers and

young children. | am concerned thag\ we will lose many older members

and younger members with childrer’g‘and this may make it impractical to

carry on as a small self help community club.

| would also like to add three brief points for ydur consideration.

First

Jane Jacobs in her writings about the city and the safety of
neighborhoods, stressed the importance of the eye on the street...people
who were around the neighborhood a good part of the day and knew
what was normal and what was not. | suggest that having Aguatic Park
Sailing Club on the Spit provides that same kind of presence and safety
to users of the park.

Second @
‘Toronto prides itself on being able to accommodate a variety of people

with different backgrounds and different interests. Our parks are a

wonderful example of this—many people doing many things. Surely

there is room for sailors as well as others on this wonderful Spit, but they

must have reasonable access. :

- Finally, | suggest that, the Leslie Street Spit has changed greatly since
the early 70's. With the addition of the Outer Harbour Marina projecting
from the base and with the plans for light industry/building on this base,
the nattgﬁlv;aaréa ‘nglly/bbevgjgg gguch further out at the proposed site for

an M

the new wrterpretative Centre. It make much more sense to place the
parking very close to this site for use by the public.

| visited Ontdtio's internationally known Point Pelee two weeks ago and

this is exactlg? what they have done. The parking is near the visitors'

centre and then you walk to the tip of the Point. | recommend that model

as a feasible solution to the access problem for APSC as well as for the .
many older people, the families and the disabled who will not be able to

handle the design now being contemplated.
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OUTER HARBOUR SAILING FEDERATION OHSF

7] o LMoL Al =~ Tade ST ATIM] (W T TR
L o P ST e S A s s

9 Crescent Pl, Apt. 615
Toronto, Ontario
M4C 5L8

May 27, 1392

Lois Griffin, Chair and Members _
Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board
Metropolitan Toronto and Region Conservation Authority
5 Shoreham Drive

Downsview, Ontario

"M3N 184

Dear Ms. Griffin:

Re: Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan

Thank you for the ocpportunity to comment this evening on the revised proposals
for the Tommy Thompson Park Master Plan.

The Outer Harbour Sailing Federation represents all 9 sailing and boardsailing
clubs in the Outer Harbour, including Aquatic Park Sailing Club, The other 8
clubs are located on the north shore, All of our clubs are non-profit and self-
help in nature with minimal facilities and well-sujted to environmentally sensitive
park environments.

Our community wishes to comment on two aspects of the revised plan: the fuiure
of Aquatic Park Sailing Club and the impact on the north shore clubs.

The Future of Agquatic Park Ssiling Club

We are pleased to see that the contemplated revisions to the Master Plan provide
for long term tenure for Aquatic Park Sailing Club (APSC) in Embayment C. This
club has been one of the Park’s most active user groups for many years and
loocks forward to continuing to be a vibrant part of the Park for many years to
come,

What is needed; naw is the means to ensure that the Board’s good intentions to
preserve APSC in_its current setting can be put into practice. Specifically, we
are talking about the issue of access.

Reasonable access to the club is critical to ite survival. In our view, the present
policy of car access only when the Park is closed and the club’s financial
contribution toward public transit service during Park hours (which is free of
charge to all other users) is a reasonable compromise of interests -- ensuring
that one of the Park’s most active user groups may continue to use the Park
responsibly, while respecting its envircnmental integrity and the nesd to share
the Park with cther- users.
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Financial constraints and low utilization have pPut the continued operation of the
transit service in jeopardy. At the same time, the Authority has been reiuctant
to introduce user fees for fear of even lower ridership. Making it as difficult
as possible for members of Aguatic Park Sailing Club to use the facilities for
which they pay rent and taxes can only exacerbate this problem by encouraging
even lower Park usage and the possibie loss of revenue from the only user
group presently making a financial contribution toward the operation of the Park.

Therefore, we would encourage the Board to retain its present policy of vehicle
access in off-hours only with public transit during Park hours.

Tenure for the North Shore Sailing Clubs

The revisions to Plan D recommend that lakefilling to accommodate the north
shore clubs of the Outer Harbour Sailing Federation be eliminated from the
Master Plan and that there be a “recognition of the commitment by the City of
Toronto ... to accommodate all the community sailing clubs presently located on
the north shore".

The City of Taronto has just embarked on a public planning process to determine
the long term future of the north shore park. Long term tenure for the north
shore clubs is contemplated as part of this exercise and we are appreciative of
the goodwill shown by City Council and by the staff of the Parks and Recreation
and Planning Departments in this regard. However, at this early stage in the
process, the only concrete result toward this end is a license agreement from
City Parks of an interim nature. Longer term arrangements must await the
conclusion of a public process. Even our license agreement spells out quits
clearly that longer term arrangements will not necessarily be provided cn the
north shore. Understandably, many members of the north shore clubs are
reluctant to endorse a removal of our previously authorized accommodation on
Tommy Thompson Park without a firm endorsement from the City for long term
tenure on the north share,

Therefore, we would urge the Roard to state that any recommendation to remove
accommodation for the north shore ciubs be made conditional upon a firm
commitment by the City to provide long term tenure on the north shore. We
would ask the Authority to review this matter directly with City Parks prior to
consideration of the revised Plan by the full Authority in September.

- The Need for a Comprehensive Planning Process

Finally, we wish te emphasize the importance of a comprehensive or integrated
approach for the long term planning of the Outer Harbour. The OHSF has long
advccated that icng term planning for this area is best gervad by a
comprzhensive, rather than piecemeal, planning process involving the Authcrity,
the Torento Harbour Commission, the City of Toronto, and all interested parties.

We would urge your staff to continue to work closely with their cocunterparts at
the City and THC as well as all interestad parties, so as to ansurs an intagrated
approach.
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Thank you for the opportunity tc present our views on this important issue for
the long term viability of cur community.

Sincerely

/ )

Larry whatmore
Commodore

ce: Herb Pirk
Commissioner of Parks and Recreation
City of Toronic

Robert Millward
Commissioner of Planning and Development
City of Toronto

Quy Jones
President
Toronto Harbour Commission

Ralph Brown
Commodore, Aguatic Park Sailing Club

Alf Jenkins ‘
Executive Director, Ontario Sailing Association
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Exhibit A.15 Water and Related Land Management
Advisory Board
Meeting Minutes #5/92
June 19, 1992 .
Re: Tommy Thompson Park
Master Plan/Environmental Assessment
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WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY BOARD #5/92, JUNE 19, 1992 D76

SECTION | - ITEMS FOR_AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

a. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
- May, 1982

Vern Harper and Cliff Samers, Executive Directar, Abariginal Legal Services of Toronto, appeared hefare tﬁe
Board to address this issue.

KEY ISSUE
To repart an the correspandence and written submissions received an the Tommy Thompsan Park
Revised Master Plan/Environmental Assessment, May, 1992,

Ras. #48 Movaed by: : Paul Raina
Secanded by: . Kip Van Kempen

THE BOARD RECOMMENDS TO THE AUTHORITY THAT the raﬁort on the corraspandence and written
submissions for the Tommy Thempson Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment May, 1392, be received;

THAT a Working Committes be estsblished composed of reprasentatives of the Aboriginal community,
Maetropolitan Toronto. the City of Toronto, the Royal Commission on the Future of the Toronto Waterfront and
The Matropolitan Toronto and Region Canservation Authority to explore opportunities for providing "Sweat
Lodges™ within Metropoiitan Toronto; )

AND FURTHER THAT this Report be coasidered in conjunction with the May 27, 1392, Board
recommendations on the Tommy Thompson Park Revised Master Plan/Environmental Assessment - May, 1992
at Authority Meeting #6/92, on July 24, 1932, '

CARRIED
BACKGROUND

At its Meeting #4/92 held on May 27, 1992, the Water and Related Land Management Advisory Board
adopted the following resolution:

Res. #41

"THAT the correspondence and written submissions, as well as the letter received from
Steve Ellis, City Councillor dated May 21, 1992, re: Sweat Lodges on the Leslie Street Spit,
be received and referred to staff for a report back to the Water and Related Land
Management Advisory Board Meeting #5/92, June 19, 1992."

The Authority has received 32 letters as of June 10, 1992, inciuding 12 written submissions presented at the
public meeting. The comments reflect, as the Board heard at the Public Meeting, general support for the
Revised Master Plan, The letters also reflect the comments presented to the Board by some of the deputants
namely the assurance of no private vehicle access into the park, that Aquatic Park Sailing Club shouid be
relocated to the narthshore or Quter Harbour Marina and the location of the Visitor Centre will be at the base
of the park. =

foh

In a letter from Councillor Steve Eins, 3 new idea to consider aﬂowingA "the aboriginal peoples of Metropolitan
Toronto to maintain several Sweat Lodges as part of Tommy Thompson Park™ was presented.

Authority staff have met with Councillor Steve Ellis; Cliff Somers, Executive Directar, Aboriginal Legal Services
of Taronta; Jonathon Riordan, Coordinator of Community Council Project, Abariginal Legal Services of
Toronto; Mike Smith, Native Cealition of Civic Employees; and Janice Dembo, Coordinator, Mayor's
Committes on Community and Race Relations. :

"Sweat Lodges” are part aof the aboriginal peopies religious and spiritual customs in which a purification




D-77 : WATER AND RELATED LAND MANAGEMENT ADVISORY BOARD #5/92, JUNE 19, 1992

SECTION |- ITEMS FOR AUTHORITY CONSIDERATION

3. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT (CONTD.)
- May, 1292 -

ceremany for the mind, body, soul, and emotions is held. The "Sweat Lodge™ functions as the centre af the
culture and of the aboriginal people. A delegation of the aberiginal people will be available ta provide

additional information on the impartance of "Sweat Lodges” to the native community within Metropolitan
Toaranto. o

RATIONALE

The concept of "Sweat Lodges™ merits gonsideration for Tommy Thompsan Park and perhaps other parklands
within Metropolitan Toronto. It is considered that this matter does not require specific pravisions in the Master
Plan. A specific proposal could be deait with through the Interim Use Program, in consultation with the
aboriginal community and other user groups. In the longer term, after the master pian is approved, 3 specific
propasal could be deait with as a park use permit application. ‘

As part of the consideration of the needs of the Native camrmunity in the Metropalitan Area, other lgcations

under the jurisdiction of the Authority or Metropalitan Toronto should also be explored with the aboriginal
community. -

Since the letters reiterated comments put before the Board at the public meeting and praovided no additional
information or suggestions, staff recommend that they be received and cansidered in conjunction with the May
. 27,1992, Board recommendation to the Authority.

No further modifications to the Revised Master Plan ére recommended.

DETAILS OF WORK TO BE DONE

This report should be considered in conjunction with the Board’s recommendation on the Tommy Thampson

Park Revised Master Plan/Environmental Assessment, May, 1982, at Authority Meeting #5/92, of July 24,
1992,

It is also proposed that a working committee of representatives of the Aboriginal Community, the City of
Toranto, Metropolitan Toronto, the Royal Commission on the Futura of the Toronto Waterfront and The

Metropalitan Toronto and Region Conservation Authority be established to explare opportunities for providing -
"Sweat Lodges” within Metropolitan Toronto.

LHII N ‘lﬂ‘! ! !I,
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Authority Board

Meeting Minutes #6/92

July 24, 1992

Re: Tommy Thompson Park

Master Plan/Environmental Assessment




A-81 | AUTHORITY MEETING #6/92, JULY 24, 1992

2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT .
- May, 1832 :

This item was recommended for approval at Water and Ralated Land Management Advisory Board Maeeting
#4/92, held May 27, 1992.

Larry Field, Manager, Waterfront Planning, gave the staff presentation to the Authority on the Revig

ed Tommy
Thompson Park Master Plan/Environmental Assessment.

Five delegations had requested to address the Autharity on this item. Henry Graupner withdrew his request
prior to the meeting and Wilma Harniman was delayed, however, her presentation will be circulated to
Authority Members far information. i

The following delegations were heard by the Authority:

Darcy Chadwick, Vice Commodore of the Agquatic Park Sailing Club
John Carley, Co-chair of Friends of the Spit
Alf Jenkins, Executive Director of the Ontario Sailing Federation

KEY ISSUE
To recommend a revised Tommy Thompson Park Master Flan for approval to Authority Meeating #6/92, 10 be

held July 24, 1992, and obtain direction to resubmit the Revised Master Plan to the Minister of the
Environment for approval under the Environmental Assessment Act.

Res, #106 - Moved by: " Paul Raina
Seconded by: Howard Moscoe

THAT the Tommy Thompson Park Revised Master Plan dated May, 1992, be approved;

THAT staff be directed to prepare an addendum including documentation of the public comments gn the
Revised Master Plan (May, 1992} and submit it along with the Tommy Thompsan Park Master
Plan/Environiiental Assessment document (July, 1889} to the Minister of the Environment far appraval under
the Environmental Assessment Act; ’

THAT the Revised Master Plan {May, 1992) be forwarded ta The Municipality of Metropolitan Toronto for
approval in accardance with the provisions of the 1972 Waterfront Agreement.

THAT the Revised Master Plan (May, 19892} be forwarded to the Ministry of Natural Resources:

THAT the Authority continue to utilize committees such as the Natural Areas Advisory Committee, a physical
planning committee with the Aguatic Park Sailing Club and Metropolitan Toronto Parks and Praperty
Department, and a working committee with cycling experts to address the specific cyclists needs, in advisory
capacities during the detailed design and implementation stages of the Revised Master Plan;

AND FURTHER THAT the Ministry of the Environment, the Ministry of Natural Resources, The Municipality of
Metropaiitan Toronto, the City of Toronta, the Toronto Harbour Commissioners, the Royal Commission on the
Future of the Toronto-Waterfront, the Tommy Thompson Park Natural Areas Advisory Committee, the Anqguatic
Park Sailing Club and the Outer Harbour Sailing Federation be so advised. '

AMENDMENT #1 Moved hy: Howard Moscoe
-Res. #107 Seconded by: Lorna Bissell

THAT the Master Plan for Tommy Thompsan Park include a3 bub!ic transit companent to ensure access o the
spit. .
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2. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT
- May, 19382 -

AMENDMENT #2 Moved by: ' Peter Oyler

Res. #108 Seconded by: la Bnssons

THAT the waords public transit component in amendment #1 be deleted, and replaced by park transportation
servica.

AMENDMENT #2, WAS ... ...... R CARRIED
AMENDMENT #1, AS AMENDED, WAS . ...... e e CARRIED
THE MAIN MOTION, AS AMENDED, WAS .\t verurnnnaaeroncnnnennns veiresnn....CARRIED
3. TOMMY THOMPSON PARK REVISED MASTER PLAN/ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

- May, 19382

This item was recommended for approval at Water and Related Land Managarﬁant Advisory Board Measting
#5/92, held Juna 13, 1992,

KEY ISSUE
To report on the correspondence and written submissions received an the Tommy Thompson Park
Revised Master Plan/Environmental Assessment, May, 1992,

Ras. #109 Moved by: Paul Raina
. Seconded by: Debarah Sword

THAT the report on the cerrespondence and written submissions for the Tommy Thompson Park Master
Plan/Environmental Assessment May, 1992, be received;

THAT a Working Committee be established composéd of representatives of the Aboriginal community,
Metropolitan Toronta, the City of Toronto, the Rayal Commission on the Future of the Toronte Waterfront and
The Metropolitan Toronto and Region Canservation Authority to explore opportunities for providing "Sweat
Lodges™ within Metropaiitan Taronto;

AND FURTHER TH&}:this Report be considered in conjunction with the May 27, 1892, Board
recommendations onthe Tommy Thompson Park Revised Master Plan/Environmental Assessment - May, 1882
at Authority Meeting-#6/92, on July 24, 1992,

CARRIED




