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2017 budget overview

FUNDING ARTS 
AND CULTURE
By Leah Wong

To meet its 2017 target of $25 per capita spending in arts and 
culture council will need to, not only waive its 2.6 per cent 
reduction target, but approve an increase of $2.2-million in the 
2017 economic development and culture budget. 
 Economic development and culture manager Michael 
Williams has requested a $61.717-million net operating 
budget for 2017, a 3.8 per cent increase over last year. 
 Th e division’s operating budget allocates funding to its 
four service centres—art services (60 per cent), museum and 
heritage services (18 per cent), business services (14 per cent) 
and entertainment industries services (8 per cent). 
 One of the division’s major initiatives for 2017 is the city’s 
Canada 150 celebrations. At the end of 2017 with the Canada 
150 initiatives completed, $4.284-million in one-time funding 
will be gone and the contracts of 23 temporary staff  ended. 
 About $47-million of the division’s budget is allocated 
to arts services, which provides fi nancial supports to arts 
institutions and artists and produces major cultural events 
and arts programs. Th is budget centre includes an additional 
$3.5-million over 2016, to meet council’s 2013 commitment to 
investment $25 per capita in arts and culture by 2017. If council 
decides to defer this commitment 
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It was another busy year at the OMB for Toronto-based 
appeals. With few developable sites left  in the city’s growth 
areas, developers are pushing forward with more challenging 
proposals such as the intensifi cation of existing apartment 
neighbourhoods, the redevelopment of rental apartments with 
implications for tenant relocation, and the redevelopment of 
existing towers such as the Grand Hotel, to name just a few. 
 While only a few years ago a 60-storey tower proposal 
may have seemed stratospheric, the era of the supertall tower 
has undeniably arrived. In last year’s Toronto law review, the 
82- and 92-storey Mirvish + Gehry towers were the tallest 
buildings brought before the board. Th is year, the multi-tower 
development of 1 Yonge, which will soar as high as 96 storeys, 
literally raised the stakes. A pending settlement, however, was 
not brought to the board in time to be reported in this year’s 
law review.  
 Critics of the board frequently lampoon its alleged pro-
development bias and its failure to take seriously the input of 
city staff  on contested applications. 
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Toronto’s revenue strategy adopted
Council spent most of Monday debating 
its immediate and longer-term revenue 
strategy. By the end of day it adopted a suite 
of revenue tools, some to be implemented 
immediately and some in the future. 
 Council directed the budget committee, as 
part of the 2017 budget process, to introduce 
a 0.5 per cent tax levy to fund infrastructure. 
As part of its longer-term revenue strategy 
council voted in favour of asking the province 
to implement the legislative and regulatory 
reforms necessary for the city to implement a 
hotel and short-term accommodation rental 
tax and to introduce tolls on the Gardiner 
Expressway and Don Valley Parkway. 
 Council also voted to ask the province to 
share the harmonized sales tax with the city 
and other Greater Toronto and Hamilton 
Area municipalities in future budgets. If a 
share of the HST is not granted, council has 
directed staff  to explore the feasibility of a 
regional sales tax for GTHA municipalities, 
with the city’s portion to be directed to a 
city infrastructure fund. 
 A motion by Ward 22 St. Paul’s councillor 
Josh Matlow asking the city manager to 
allocate the funds collected from the new 
revenue tools to infrastructure projects 
based on recognized urban planning 
principles—such as ridership/user 
projections, land-use patterns, most urgent 
need, density and future development 
potential—lost on a vote of 19-23. 

 “I believe we undercut our argument 
that we need new revenue tools when we 
make decisions that are not fact-based but 
politically driven,” Matlow told council. 
“Every time we spend billions of dollars 
in projects that are not genuinely our 
priorities, we are not taken as seriously by 
residents and governments when we are 
asking for funds for the actual priorities.”  
 In support: councillors Maria Augimeri, 
Joe Cressy, Janet Davis, Justin Di Ciano, 
Sarah Doucette, John Filion, Paula 
Fletcher, Mary Fragedakis, Mark Grimes, 
Mike Layton, Chin Lee, Josh Matlow, Pam 
McConell, Joe Michevc, Denzil Minnan-
Wong, Gord Perks, Anthony Perruzza, 
Jaye Robinson and Kristyn Wong-Tam. 
Against: Mayor John Tory and Paul Ainslie, 
Ana Bailão, Jon Burnside, John Campbell, 
Christin Carmichael Greb, Josh Colle, Gary 
Crawford, Vincent Crisanti, Glenn De 
Baeremaeker, Frank Di Giorgio, Michael 
Ford, Michelle Holland, Stephen Holyday, 
Jim Karygiannis, Norm Kelly, Giorgio 
Mammoliti, Mary-Margaret McMahon, 
Frances Nunziata, Cesar Palacio, James 
Pasternak, David Shiner and Michael 
Th ompson. 

Ranked ballots off the table
Toronto will not be getting ranked 
ballots in the foreseeable future. Council 
voted against a motion from Ward 43 
Scarborough East 
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DECEMBER 16-21
Budget Committee, 1:30 p.m., committee 
room 1 

DECEMBER 20
TTC, time and location TBC

DECEMBER 21
Waterfront Toronto Design Review Panel, 
9:00 a.m., 20 Bay Street, Suite 1310

JANUARY 3
Government Management Committee, 
9:30 a.m., committee room 1

JANUARY 4
Economic Development Committee, 
9:30 a.m., committee room 1

JANUARY 5
Budget Committee, 9:30 a.m., committee 
room 1

JANUARY 6
Parks & Environment Committee, 
9:30 a.m., committee room 1

JANUARY 11 
Planning & Growth Management 
Committee, 9:30 a.m., committee room 1

JANUARY 16
Community Development & Recreation 
Committee, 9:30 a.m., committee room 1

JANUARY 17
Etobicoke York Community Council, 
9:30 a.m., council chamber, Etobicoke 
Civic Centre

North York Community Council, 9:30 a.m., 
council chamber, North York Civic Centre

Scarborough Community Council, 9:30 a.m., 
council chamber, Scarborough Civic Centre

Toronto & East York Community Council, 
9:30 a.m., committee room 1
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Th e amount of sewage in Toronto’s harbour is fl uctuating 
far above safe boating and swimming standards due to old 
infrastructure and the city is not warning residents, claims a 
local environmental group.
 “Th ere is raw sewage fl owing into the harbour and there is 
no notifi cation or awareness around water quality concerns,” 
Lake Ontario Waterkeeper founder and vice-president 
Krystyn Tully told NRU.
 In response to the lack of information being shared 
publically, Lake Ontario Waterkeeper conducted water 
sampling tests across Toronto harbour between Bathurst Quay 
and the Keating Channel. Released in a report today, the results 
of 166 samples, taken over the summer, show that two-thirds 
failed to meet basic provincial standards for environmental 
protection and half of those samples failed to meet federal 
standards for safe boating and paddling. Tully says there is 
a correlation between rain events and sewage levels and the 
city’s old infrastructure is the issue. 
 “Th e majority of the failing results that we found were 
collected aft er it rained but it’s not perfect. So it’s not like, if it’s 
dry, you never have to worry... Th e combined sewage system is 
designed to only overfl ow when it rains, but the reality is that 
if you have a connection between peoples’ toilets and the lake, 
you are going to end up with sewage in the lake, perhaps even 
when it’s not raining.”
 Tully points out that the city has an older water infrastructure 
system—combined sewage and stormwater—that seems to 
be the primary contributor of sewage in Toronto’s harbour. 
Stormwater and sewage pipes are connected and when the system 
is overloaded, such as during a rain storm, overfl ow pipes release 
untreated water into the lake to relieve pressure on the system. 
Th e report estimates that overfl ows occur once a week. 
 Water samples were tested for E. coli, the standard bacteria 
that is used as in indicator for the presence of harmful elements in 
water. Aft er being released, E. coli typically dies within 72 hours, 
as do other bacteria, however harmful viruses and contaminants 
can remain, such as hepatitis or mercury. Nevertheless, Tully says 
that fi xing Toronto’s sewage problem is easy.
 “From an environmental point of view, sewage problems 
are actually some of the easiest problems to solve. If you just 

turn off  the tap and stop putting sewage into the lake, within 
a week you don’t have any sewage in the lake... Th ere is a real 
probability of success if we put our minds to it.”
 Th e city has committed $2.8-billion towards its Wet Weather 
Flow Master Plan, which includes increasing the capacity of the 
combined sewage system to reduce untreated water releases. 
However, Tully says the plan lacks important details. 
 “Th ere isn’t a specifi c timeline, there’s not water quality 
targets, they should be doing baseline monitoring now so 
they know if the infrastructure upgrades they are making are 
actually working. We would like to see more transparency and 
accountability around that plan.”
 Toronto Water general manager Lou Di Gironimo told 
NRU in an email that the 
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Harbour water quality

WEEKLY OVERFLOWS 
By Andrew Cohrs
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Lake Ontario Waterkeeper identifi ed nine primary locations where sewage enters 
Toronto Harbour
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Outfl ow from city water infrastructure is seen near the Harbourfront Canoe 
and Kayak Centre

CONTINUED PAGE 4 >

http://www.waterkeeper.ca/blog/2016/12/14/official-toronto-harbour-report-shows-lake-needs-protecting
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Wet Weather Flow Master Plan is a 25-year plan and the 
Don River and Central Waterfront Combine Sewage Outfl ow 
project, which is part of the plan, is set to begin in 2018. 
 “Ultimately the project... will virtually eliminate the release 
of combined sewer overfl ows into the Don River and Central 
Waterfront, as well [reduce] polluted stormwater discharges.”
 Meanwhile, from June until Labour Day the city conducts 
daily testing and provides information to the public about 
water quality at 11 city beaches. However, Tully said the city 
needs to do a better job of providing information to harbour 
users as it does not provide information about potential health 
risks due to combined sewer overfl ows in the harbour. 
 “We are really concerned [with] the Toronto harbour 
because there are hundreds of thousands of people that are 
out on the water, they are boating, they are doing their kayak 
rolls, they are in their little dingy sailboats, they are fully 
submerged... So what you get is people out there without 
knowing that there may have been a sewage spill in the last 
24 to 48 hours.”
 Lake Ontario Waterkeeper plans to continue monitoring 
water quality in the harbour and sharing its fi ndings to inform 
harbour users policymakers.
 “If a lot of people who are in charge of making infrastructure 
and policy decisions had a better understanding of just how 
incredible the harbour is and what it means to the people that 
are out there, then they would be making diff erent choices 
than the ones they are making today.” nru

Tridel is a major real estate developer 
based in Toronto, Canada. It is the 
largest builder of condominiums in the 
Toronto area. Since being founded in 
the 1930s it has built some 80,000 
homes.

We have a DEVELOPMENT 
MANAGER (FULL TIME 
POSITION) available immediately. 

The preferred candidate will have graduated from a Planning 
and/or related program and have a minimum 6 years working in 
the GTA preferably with high-rise condominium experience.

The Development Manager (DM) will report directly to the Senior 
Development Manager and Director of Development Planning.
The DM will be responsible for managing and achieving 
deadlines; day-to-day project related matters; creating and 
maintaining project timelines; and preparing draft project budgets 
in consultation with the Senior Development Manager, Director, 
and Vice President. The DM will work with and coordinate with 
the Development Coordinators and Assistant Development 
Managers work programs to achieve development application 
approval timelines. 

The DM will lead and coordinate with the Assistant Development 
Manager and Development Coordinator in preparing all 
development applications, building permits, meeting minutes, 
coordination with consulting team members on projects, and 
assisting with interdepartmental communication and the 
facilitation of processing development projects to fruition. 

For the full Development Manager Job description please follow 
link to http://assets.tridel.com/media-
download/other/Development%20Manager%20Job%20Des
cription.doc

Please forward your resume referencing Development Manager
Position no later than December 23st, 2016 3pm to 
Development&Planning@Tridel.com 

councillor Paul Ainslie asking for a report on the viability of 
creating a citizens reference panel to explore the pros and cons 
of using ranked ballots in future elections. 
 “In the last term of offi  ce this council approved the concept of 
ranked balloting and we asked the province for the legislation to 
move forward on ranked balloting,” Ainslie told council. “When 
you get a candidate that wins an election through ranked balloting 
[he or she] can only win [by] getting a majority of the cast ballots... 
Th ere have been instances on this city council where candidates 

have won with as little as 18 per cent of the popular vote.” 
 Ainslie’s motion failed on a vote of 17-22. In favour: Mayor 
Tory and councillors Ainslie, Bailão, Colle, Cressy, Davis, 
Doucette, Filion, Fletcher, Layton, Lee, Matlow, McConnell, 
McMahon, Mihevc, Perks and Wong-Tam. Opposed: Augimeri, 
Burnside, Campbell, Carmichael Greb, Crawford, Crisanti, De 
Baeremaeker, Di Ciano, Di Giorgio, Ford, Grimes, Holland, 
Holyday, Karygiannis, Kelly, Mammoliti, Minnan-Wong, 
Nunziata, Palacio, Perruzza, Shiner and Th ompson. nru

COUNCIL ROUND-UP
  CONTINUED FROM PAGE 2

http://assets.tridel.com/mediadownload/other/Development%20Manager%20Job%20Description.doc
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FUNDING ARTS AND CULTURE
  CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

to 2018 it would then require an increase in funding of 
$7.185-million.
 Th e division has reduced the budget for museum and 
heritage Services by 6.2 per cent over 2016, to $14.4-million. 
Th is funds the operation of the 10 city-owned historic 
museums—including Fort York National Historic Site, 
Mackenzie House and Scarborough Museum—and the 100 
city-owned major cultural and heritage sites. Th is reduction 
was achieved by re-aligning functions. 
 Business services is being allocated $11.1-million for 2017, 
which is a 0.5 per cent reduction from 2016. Th is service centre 
supports entrepreneurs, local businesses and various industry 
sectors. Th e budget reduction was achieved by reducing 
funded sponsorships and transfers to industry.

 Entertainment industries services, with a $6.2-million 
budget, coordinates fi lm permits, supports the city’s music 
industry and provides Visitor Information Services. Th is 
refl ects a 0.03 per cent increase over the 2016 budget. 
 Williams is also requesting a $17.64-million capital budget 
for 2017, which is part of the division’s $167.254-million 
10-year capital program. Th is is intended to fund state-
of-good-repair for city-owned heritage buildings, BIA 
streetscape improvements, public art maintenance and 
information technology initiatives. Th e 2017 capital plan 
allocates $7.31-million to mural projects, and streetscape 
and commercial façade improvements in the city’s BIAs, 
$2.19-million to restore and preserve heritage elements at Fort 
York and $0.5-milion for public art at 11 Wellesley. nru

 Committee membership

MUSICAL CHAIRS

Executive Committee
John Tory
Denzil Minnan-Wong, vice-chair
Paul Ainslie 
Ana Bailão 
Jon Burnside
Gary Crawford
Frank Di Giorgio
Mary-Margaret McMahon
Cesar Palacio
James Pasternak
Jaye Robinson
David Shiner
Michael Thompson 

Community Development 
and Recreation Committee 
James Pasternak 
Joe Cressy
Paula Fletcher
Michael Ford
Joe Mihevc
Kristyn Wong-Tam 

Economic Development 
Committee
Michael Thompson
Mary Fragedakis
Mark Grimes
Michelle Holland
Norman Kelly
Ron Moeser

Government Management 
Committee
Paul Ainslie
Josh Colle
Vincent Crisanti
Janet Davis
Pam McConnell

Licensing and Standards 
Committee
Cesar Palacio
Jon Burnside
Glenn De Baeremaeker
Frank Di Giorgio 
Jim Karygiannis
Frances Nunziata

Parks and Environment Committee
Mary-Margaret McMahon 
Maria Augimeri
Shelley Carroll
Sarah Doucette
Mike Layton
Josh Matlow

Planning and Growth 
Management Committee
David Shiner
Ana Bailão
John Campbell
Justin Di Ciano
John Filion
Gord Perks 

Public Works and 
Infrastructure Committee
Jaye Robinson 
Christin Carmichael Greb
Stephen Holyday
Chin Lee
Giorgio Mammoliti
Anthony Perruzza

Affordable Housing Committee 
(chair to be elected by committee)
Ana Bailão, mayor s designate 

Chin Lee
Pam McConnell 
Cesar Palacio 
James Pasternak
Gord Perks

Audit Committee
(chair to be elected by committee)
Christin Carmichael Greb
Michael Ford
Glenn De Baeremaeker
Stephen Holyday
Chin Lee
Josh Matlow

Budget Committee
(chair to be elected by 
executive committee)
Jon Burnside
John Campbell
Shelley Carroll
Justin Di Ciano
Mike Layton
Frances Nunziata

Civic Appointments Committee
Denzil Minnan-Wong, 
mayor’s designate
Jon Burnside

Christin Carmichael Greb
Michael Ford
Norman Kelly
Chin Lee
Joe Mihevc
Cesar Palaco
Justin Di Ciano

Employee and Labour 
Relations Committee
(chair to be elected by executive 
committee)
Gary Crawford
Janet Davis
Frank Di Giorgio
Stephen Holyday
Chin Lee 
Jaye Robinson
 
Toronto Transit Commission
Josh Colle
John Campbell
Vincent Crisanti
Glenn De Baeremaeker
Mary Fragedakis
Joe Mihevc
Denzil Minnan-Wong

*chair is noted in bold

This week council made its mid-term appointments to its 
committees. The following councillors are members until 
the end of the term November 30, 2018. 
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 However, this year the board pulled the plug on two large 
development proposals—one for a six-storey condominium 
development in Lawrence Park South and the other for a 32-storey 
student housing tower on Church Street. Th e former development 
was refused due to its incompatibility with the adjacent low-
rise neighbourhood, while the latter was refused on heritage 
conservation grounds. In both cases, the city’s expert witnesses, as 
well as witnesses called by third-party intervenors, were central 
in the board’s fi ndings, leading to dismissal of the appeals. 
 It is also clear from this year’s law review that gentrifi cation 
has spread beyond the inner city to the farthest corners 
of Toronto, giving rise to a wave of reinvestment in the 
city’s housing stock, manifest in a large number of minor 
variance appeals for home additions and new builds. Despite 
protestations from neighbours regarding overlook and privacy 
impacts of new residential construction, the board has made 
it clear that such conditions are now the reality of Toronto 
living, and not necessarily valid planning grounds on which 
to refuse an application.   
 Th ere has been a bit of movement in NRU’s Toronto 
rankings compared to last year, with a new top law fi rm 
crowned as well as other new players closing in on the top 
spots. In our 19th annual ranking of Toronto’s most prominent 
planning and development fi rms, NRU considered OMB 
decisions spanning from August 2015 to July 2016. For the 
GTA rankings, see the December 14 edition of NRU. 

Solicitors: Ian Andres, Anne Benedetti, David Bronskill, 
Tom Friedland, Joseph Hoff man, Roslyn Houser, Robert 
Howe, Max Laskin, Alan Liebel, Catherine Lyons, Mark 
Noskiewicz and Michael Stewart. 

Goodmans earns the top spot in our Toronto rankings this 
year with approximately 40 board decisions reported in NRU 
Toronto, all but two of which resulted in a settlement or win 
for their client. Second only to Aird & Berlis in last year’s law 
review, Goodmans took the top prize by taking on by far the 
biggest caseload of all fi rms included in our Toronto rankings.     

Goodmans’ major victories this year include settling with the 
city for an eight-storey mixed-use development at 740 Dupont 
Street, settlements for two Bloor West condo developments, a 
settlement for a 29-storey multi-tower mixed-use development 
occupying an entire city block at Front and Sherbourne, a 
win for an eight-storey mixed-use building in Leslieville, a 
settlement for a 10-storey building at Yonge and Strathgowan 
and a settlement for a 10-storey condo in Yorkville.
 Th e fi rm also won or settled all of its minor variance-related 
appeals and was involved in a number of complex, ongoing 
appeals related to the city’s new harmonized zoning by-law, the 
Dupont Street Regeneration Study, the Development Permit 
System, the Queen-River Secondary Plan, Eglinton Connects, 
and the North Downtown Yonge Planning Framework. 

OMB Cases and Decisions—Representing Ryan Lindan Gill in 
his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance 
application for 665 Euclid Ave (Bronskill) (settlement); 
representing Amir Hossein Shafi ee-Monfared in his appeal 
against Toronto COA’s approval of Martha Vincent’s minor 
variance application for 290 Fairlawn Avenue (Hoff man) 
(settlement); representing RioCan Holdings (Sunnybrook) 
in its appeal against Eglinton Connects Study Area OPA 
(Benedetti); representing Manse Developments in an appeal 
for an OPA and plan of subdivision to permit 130 townhouses 
at 280 Manse Road (Bronskill) (settlement); representing 
Zeinab Hosseini and Saeed Masoudian in their appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance applications 
for 370 and 372 Willowdale Avenue (Hoff man) (settlement); 
representing BILD in its appeal against the implementation 
of a Development Permit System (Bronskill, Hoff man); 
representing multiple appellants against the OPA for the North 
Downtown Yonge Planning Framework (Bronskill, Hoff man); 
representing Bhushan and Rekha Taneja in their appeal against 
the Downtown East Planning Study OPA (Andres, Bronskill); 
representing 2425300 Ontario (Queen West Animal Hospital) 
against an appeal to reconstruct a third fl oor at 929-931 
Queen Street West Bronskill) (√); representing 1050 Sheppard 
Avenue West in a settlement for OPA and ZBA to permit a 
14-storey mixed-use building at 1050 Sheppard Avenue West 
(Bronskill) (settlement); representing 7LA TAS LP and Project 
Don Valley Plan in their appeals 

TOP-10 DEVELOPMENT LAW FIRMS
 CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1

1 [2] Goodmans

CONTINUED PAGE 7 >
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TOP-10 DEVELOPMENT LAW FIRMS
 CONTINUED FROM PAGE 6

against Toronto’s Queen-River Secondary Plan (Bronskill); 
representing Romas Budininkas and Jennifer McQueen in 
an appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of variances to build 
a new home (Bronskill) (settlement); representing Queen-
Spadina Residences in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its ZBA application for a residential tower 
at 170 Spadina Avenue (Bronskill); representing RioCan 
Holdings in an appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact OPA 
and ZBA for Dupont Street mixed-use development (Benedetti, 
Noskiewicz) (settlement); representing Tippett Developments 
in appeal against Toronto’s failure make a decision on its 
applications for OPA and ZBA for a mixed-use development 
at 9 Tippett Road (Bronskill) (settlement); representing BILD 
in its appeal against Toronto’s adoption of its DC by-law 
for the Scarborough Subway extension (Hoff man) (Howe); 
representing Keith Pruyn and Kelly Haskins in appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of variances for construction of a new 

home (Bronskill) (√); representing CHC MPAR Holdings in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact a ZBA for a 32-storey 
student residence at 412 Church Street (Bronskill) (x); 
representing George Lazarevski and Robert Sterijevski against 
an appeal by Martin and Tiina Otema against Toronto COA’s 
approval of Lazarevsi/Sterijevski’s minor variance application 
for 13 Pine Ridge Drive (Bronskill) (√); representing Sher 
Corporation in an appeal by 2297494 Ontario and 77 Mutual 
Street Investments against Toronto’s failure to make a decision 
on their ZBA and site plan applications for a residential 
tower at 75, 77 and 83 Mutual Street (Hoff man); representing 
multiple appellants against the Dupont Street Regeneration 
Study OPA (Hoff man, Bronskill, Benedetti); representing 
Rhodes Corporation in its appeal against Toronto COA’s 
refusal of its minor variance application for 169 Strachan 
Avenue (Bronskill) (√); representing NDI (2114 Bloor Street 
West) in its appeal against Toronto’s failure 

All inquiries regarding this property should be directed to 

Sean L. Gosnell, Borden Ladner Gervais LLP  416 367 6120
Mark Conway, N. Barry Lyon Consultants Limited  416 364 4414 x201
Scott Walker, N. Barry Lyon Consultants Limited    416 364 4414 x206

Borden Ladner Gervais LLP has been retained 
as legal counsel by the HCDSB in connection 
with this transaction and will be assisted by 
N. Barry Lyon Consultants Limited as process 
advisors.

Development Opportunity
The Halton Catholic District School 
Board (HCDSB) is inviting developers 
to bid on the purchase of its lands at

OAKVILLE, ONTARIO, CANADA

2337
CORONATION DRIVE
The property consists of about 6.8 acres 

of land with about 460 feet of frontage 

on Coronation Drive.

For additional information
regarding this process, visit www.2337CoronationDrive.com

The HCDSB is seeking a purchaser 
that has the capacity and experience 
with lower density housing projects to 
successfully redevelop this property in 
accordance with the Town’s Official 
Plan policy framework

SUBMISSIONS DUE January 16, 2017

N. Ridge Trail

Corontation Dr.
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TOP-10 DEVELOPMENT LAW FIRMS
 CONTINUED FROM PAGE 7

to enact ZBA and site plan approval for separate developments 
at 2114-2130 Bloor Street West and 2800 Bloor Street West 
(Andres) (settlement); representing Marla Lehberg in her 
appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of her minor variance 
application for 48 Elderwood Drive (Bronskill) (settlement); 
representing 200 Keewatin Developments in its appeal against 
Toronto’s refusal of its OPA and ZBA applications for townhouses 
at 200-214 Keewatin Avenue (Bronskill); representing Parc 
Downsview Park in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact 
ZBA for Block G in Stanley Greene District of Downsview Park 
(Bronskill) (settlement); representing Sentinel (Sherbourne) 
Land in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact ZBA for 
177, 183 and 197 Front Street East, 15-21 Lower Sherbourne 
Street and 20 Th e Esplanade (Bronskill, Andres) (settlement); 
representing Rockport (Queen & Leslie) in its appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its ZBA and site plan 
applications for 1327-1339 Queen Street East (Bronskill) (√); 
representing Qing Ma and Ping Xu in their appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance application 
for 26 Bayberry Crescent (Andres) (√); representing Darlene 
Fenech in her appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of her minor 
variance application for 75 Lytton Boulevard (Bronskill) (√); 
representing Seeb Developments in its appeal against Toronto’s 
failure to enact its ZBA and site plan applications for 2655 and 
2659 Bayview Avenue (Bronskill) (√); representing Empire 
Communities (Yorkville) in its appeal against Toronto’s failure 
to make a decision on its ZBA application for a 40-storey 
mixed-use building at 33-45 Avenue Road and 140-148 
Yorkville Avenue (Bronskill); representing Dash 143 Avenue 
Road in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact its ZBA for 
143 Avenue Road (Bronskill) (settlement); representing Nicole 
Guillot and Alison Le Saux in an appeal by Carolyn Lazare 
against Toronto COA’s refusal of minor variance application 
by Guillot/Le Saux for 46 Valhalla Boulevard (Bronskill) (√); 
representing 257 Adelaide Street West (Allied REIT) in its 
appeal of Toronto’s enactment of the OPA  for lands bounded 
by John/Adelaide/Duncan/Pearl (Benedetti) (x); representing 
1877298 Ontario in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact 
its ZBA application for 3237 Bayview Avenue (Bronskill) (√); 
representing Dr. Naomi Azrieli in her appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of her minor variance application for 200 Heath 
Street West (Andres) (√); representing Conica Glen Homes 

in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on 
its ZBA application for townhouses at 45 Oaklands Avenue 
and 131 Farnham Avenue (Bronskill); representing Robert 
Corey Hawtin in his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of 
his severance and minor variance applications for 8 Parkwood 
Drive (Andres) (√); representing Shygon Development 
Corporation in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a 
decision on its ZBA application for 1181 Queen Street West 
(Bronskill); representing 1655584 Ontario in its appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its ZBA application 
for 2779-2781 Yonge Street and 15-21 Strathgowan Avenue 
(Bronskill) (settlement); representing Bathurst & Glencairn 
Square in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision 
on its ZBA application for a 10-storey mixed-use building at 
491 Glencairn Avenue, 278, 280 and 272 Strathallan Wood 
Road (Hoff man); representing Sentinel (Church) Holdings in 
its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application for a 46-storey tower at 215-229 Church Street 
and 117 Dundas Street East (Hoff man, Bronskill); representing 
multiple appellants against Toronto’s new harmonized zoning 
by-law (Bronskill, Lyons, Houser, Stewart, Benedetti, Liebel, 
Noskiewicz). 

Solicitors: Meaghan Barrett, Eileen Costello, Laura Dean, 
Robert Doumani, Patricia Foran, Tom Halinski, Patrick 
Harrington, Jody Johnson, Kim Kovar, Sidonia Loiacono, 
Leo Longo, John Mascarin, David Neligan, Jane Pepino, 
Andrea Skinner, Christopher Williams and Steven Zakem.

Although unseated from number one by Goodmans, Aird 
& Berlis had a very strong showing at the board this year as 
reported in NRU, wrapping up a number of big appeals. Not only 
did the fi rm secure a large number of development approvals, 
but it also successfully represented a community group to 
kibosh a six-storey residential development in Lawrence Park. 
Other victories include settlements for a 49-storey residential 
building at Bloor and Sherbourne, a 28-storey condo at Church 
and Wellesley; two separate Bridle Path 
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townhouse developments and a settlement for a 31-storey 
offi  ce/residential tower addition at Bay and Gerrard. 

OMB cases and decisions—Representing Siteline 390 
Duff erin Street in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make 
a decision on its OPA and ZBA applications for 41 Alma 
Avenue (Kovar) (settlement); representing Ario Shakebaein in 
an appeal for minor variances to permit larger house at 224 
St. Leonard’s Avenue (Costello) (√); representing CP REIT 
Choice Properties against an appeal to allow a bank with 
a drive-through at 330 Queen’s Plate Drive (Zakem) (√); 
representing Yorkville East Developments in an appeal to 
permit a mixed-use development with 52 and 10 storeys at 387-
403 Bloor Street East and 28 Selby Street (Kovar) (settlement); 
representing Martha Vincent in an appeal by Amir Hossein 
Shafi ee-Monfared against Toronto COA’s approval of 
Vincent’s minor variance application for 290 Fairlawn Avenue 
(Skinner) (settlement); representing appellants appealing the 
OPA concerning Eglinton Connects Study Area (Zakem); 
representing KS 700 Bay Street in an appeal for two site-
specifi c ZBA to permit a residential and offi  ce tower addition 
at a maximum height of 31-storeys at 700 Bay Street and 77 
Gerrard Street West (Costello) (settlement); representing 
Yonge and Lawrence in an appeal for minor variances to 
permit a grocery store at 3080 Yonge Street (Costello) (√); 
representing multiple appellants against the OPA regarding 
the North Downtown Yonge Planning Framework (Kovar, 
Costello, Dean); representing Parneet Kaur Cheema and 
Nicholas Koutsoukis in an appeal for minor variances to 
permit two-storey detached dwelling at 309 Bessborough 
Drive (Halinski) (√); representing Adam and Aaron Franklin 
in an appeal for minor variances to permit a three-storey 
duplex at 870 Manning Avenue (Costello) (√); representing 
VIVA Retirement Communities in its appeal against Toronto’s 
failure to make a decision on its ZBA for a seniors home at 146-
150 Laird Drive (Costello); representing multiple appellants 
against Toronto’s employment areas OPA (Costello, Foran, 
Harrington, Pepino, Longo); representing Manga Hotels 
(Downtown) in its appeal against the Downtown East Planning 
Study (Kovar); representing Aragon (Wellesley) Development 
(Ontario) in an appeal for OPA and ZBA to permit a 28-storey 
mixed-use building at 81 Wellesley Street East (Costello) (√); 

representing Aaron Cheng and David Morkos in an appeal 
against variances to construct a fi ve-storey medical and offi  ce 
building at 1895 Queen Street East (Costello, Skinner) (√); 
representing Zahara Gheshlaghi in appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of variances for severance/consent (Longo) 
(√); representing Urbancorp (Bridlepath) in appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to enact OPA, ZBA, site plan applications 
for townhouses at 2425 and 2427 Bayview Avenue (Costello, 
Barrett) (settlement); representing 2362277 Ontario in appeal 
against Toronto’s failure to enact ZBA, site plan and consent 
to build townhouses at 2 Wilket Road (Kovar) (settlement); 
representing multiple appellants against the OPA concerning 
the Dupont Street Regeneration Study (Zakem, Loiacono); 
representing Bel-East and Bel Ontario in their appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to make a decision on their ZBA and site 
plan applications for a 25-storey tower at 102 Berkeley Street 
(Kovar); representing First Capital Holdings in an appeal by 
Empire Communities (Yorkville) against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its ZBA application for a 40-storey mixed-
use building at 33-45 Avenue Road and 140-148 Yorkville Avenue 
(Neligan); representing Rocky Bellotti in his appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 323 
Sheldrake Boulevard (Loiacono) (√); representing Concord 
Adex Developments in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its ZBA and site plan applications for a 
79- and 68-storey towers at 23 Spadina Avenue (Harrington); 
representing Developing Areas Responsibly in Toronto in an 
appeal by Parkset Developments for a six-storey residential 
building (Skinner) (√); representing Sofi nco Properties in its 
appeal against Toronto COA’s approval of a minor variance 
application by Hano Investments for 35 City View Drive 
(Longo) (√); representing Warren Green in an appeal by Dr. 
Naomi Azrieli for minor variances for her home (Halinski) (x); 
representing Ed Mirvish Enterprises in an appeal by Pinnacle 
International (Adelaide) against Toronto’s failure to make a 
decision on its ZBA application for a residential tower at 283 
Adelaide Street West (Loiacono) (settlement); representing 
Douglas Perry in his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of 
his consent and minor variance applications for 47 Russett 
Avenue (Skinner) (√); representing multiple appellants against 
Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law (Costello, Loiacono, 
Harrington, Foran, Zakem, Pepino, Doumani). CONTINUED PAGE 10 >
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Solicitors: John Alati, Isaiah Banach, Kimberly Beckman, 
Jeff rey Davies, Matthew Di Vona, Kate Fairbrother, Mark 
Flowers, Kyle Gossen, Marisa Keating, Andy Margaritis, 
Meaghan McDermid, Michael Melling, Katarzyna Sliwa 
(now with Dentons), Alexander Suriano (now with City of 
Toronto), Aaron Platt, Susan Rosenthal, Daniel Steinberg, 
and Ann Twigg.

Davies Howe holds onto third place in this year’s rankings 
with over 30 resolved appeals mentioned in NRU over our 
reporting period. Th e fi rm successfully upheld an OPA for a 
block plan for lands bounded by Adelaide Street East, John 
Street, Duncan Street and Pearl Street, which was appealed by 
a neighbouring landowner who argued the plan sterilized the 
development potential of its property. Th e board disagreed, 
dismissing the appeal and upholding the plan, which will 
allow a maximum of three high-rise towers to be developed in 
strategic locations within the block.
 Th e fi rm also won a hearing by dismissing an appeal against 
a Trinity Bellwoods laneway house and achieved settlements 
for a 40-storey condo at John and Richmond, a 12-storey 
building at 3100 Keele Street and a new Liberty Village offi  ce 
development. 

OMB cases and decisions—Representing 1652155 Ontario 
in its appeal against the Toronto COA’s refusal of its minor 
variance application for 321 Silver Star Boulevard (Melling) 
(√); representing Clayton Place Estates and 625893 Ontario in 
their appeal against the Toronto COA’s refusal of their consent 
and minor variance applications for 123-129 Walker Avenue 
(Platt) (settlement); representing Rosedale Developments in 
an appeal for revisions to a previously approved OPA and ZBA 
at 4917-4975 Yonge Street (Alati) (√); representing Andriy 
and Olga Donchenko in an appeal for minor variances settled 
with the city but opposed by neighbours at 154 Hillhurst 
Boulevard (Alati) (√); representing Tekoa in an appeal for 
minor variances to permit a two-storey detached dwelling 
at 110 Frontenac Avenue (Platt) (√); representing Yorkdale 

Shopping Centre Holdings in an appeal for minor variances 
to expand Yorkdale Mall with retail, commercial and parking 
at 3401 Duff erin Street (Flowers) (settlement); representing 
3100 Keele in an appeal for a ZBA to permit a 12-storey 
residential building and three four-storey townhouses at 3100 
Keele Street (Platt) (settlement); representing Manuel Ferraz 
in an appeal for minor variances to construct a two-storey 
home at 119 Playfair Avenue (Suriano) (√); representing 
Raizenne regarding an appeal for a minor variance to permit 
a sports dome at Central Technical School at 693 Bathurst 
Street (Flowers) (settlement); representing Hung-Jen Chuang 
in an appeal to sever the property at 88 Hollywood Avenue 
into two lots and construct a two-storey detached dwelling on 
each lot (Alati, Fairbrother) (√); representing 1900401 Ontario 
in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
OPA and ZBA applications for a 30-storey building at 3105-
3133 Sheppard Avenue East (Flowers); representing multiple 
appellants against Toronto’s employment areas OPA (Flowers, 
McDermid); Representing Filmores Hotel in its appeal 
against OPA 82 (Downtown East Planning Study) (Alati, 
Fairbrother); representing Susan Nicosia in an appeal for 
minor variances to construct two-storey home at 102 Dinnick 
Crescent (Alati, Fairbrother) (settlement); representing Nan 
Li in an appeal for minor variances to construct a two-storey 
home at 52 Unsworth Avenue (Platt) (√); representing Gus 
Kakridonis against an appeal to permit a restaurant at 1100 
Queen Street West (Platt) (√); representing 8841896 Canada 
in an appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact OPA and ZBA 
for 99 Atlantic Avenue and 40 Hanna Avenue (McDermid, 
Melling) (settlement); representing 2071430 Ontario in 
appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of minor variances to 
permit four extra fl oors on proposed condominium (Flowers, 
Suriano) (x); representing Ross Burnett and Nicholas 
Hanning in an appeal by Steven Singer against Toronto 
COA’s approval of variances for a coach house (Di Vona) 
(√); representing Shabnam and Nasim Alishahinourani in 
an appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of variances for new 
home (Alati, Keating) (√); representing Daniels Waterfront 
and Daniels QQE 162 in an appeal by Pinnacle International 
for its property at 1 and 7 Yonge Street (Flowers); representing 
Carrie Yakimovich and Bojan Milandonivic in appeal against 
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Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance application 
for 123 Welland Avenue (Melling, Margaritis) (settlement); 
representing Armindo Joaquim in his appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 
3 Hermit Court (Keating, Alati) (x); representing multiple 
appellants against the Dupont Street Regeneration Study 
OPA (Flowers); representing Julie Pedden, Brian Speedie 
and Fotini Stephen in their appeal against the Toronto COA’s 
approval with modifi cation of Cambone/Carinci’s minor 
variance application for 280 Glengrove Avenue (Melling, 
Keating) (settlement); representing Winson Mak, Yim Shing 
Mak and Shiling Su in two appeals against Toronto COA’s 
refusal of their minor variance applications at 29/31 Kildeer 
Crescent (Alati) (√); representing Yehuda Rotenburg in an 
appeal by Raquel Benlezrah against Toronto COA’s approval 
of Rotenburg’s minor variance application for 72 Clanton Park 
Road (Fairbrother) (√); representing Auro Chemical Canada 
in an appeal by Toronto against the Toronto COA’s approval 
of Auro’s minor variance application for 39 Bertrand Avenue 
(Banach) (√); representing John Payne in his appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of his consent and minor variance 
applications for 65 Langley Avenue (Alati) (√); representing 
Adelaide Street Loft s in an appeal by 257 Adelaide Street West 
of city’s enactment of an OPA for lands bounded by John, 
Adelaide, Duncan, Pearl (Platt, McDermid) (√); representing 
Parkset Developments in its appeal against Toronto’s refusal of 
its OPA and ZBA application for 41 Chatsworth Drive (Flowers, 
Gossen) (x); representing Adelaide Street Loft s in an appeal by 
Pinnacle International (Adelaide) against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its ZBA application for a residential tower 
at 283 Adelaide Street West (Platt) (settlement); representing 
Ghennadii Vendiceanschii in his appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 111 Belsize 
Drive (Alati, Keating) (settlement); representing Kristine 
and Laima Gavrilenko in an appeal by Toronto against the 
Toronto COA’s approval of the Gavrilenkos’ consent and 
minor variance applications for 194 Hounslow Avenue (Alati) 
(x); representing Adi Rakowski in his appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 6 Dunloe 
Road (Platt) (√); representing multiple appellants against 
Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law (Flowers, Banach, 
Melling, Rosenthal, Alati, Platt).

Solicitors: Abraham Costin, John Currie, John Dawson, 
Michael Foderick, Tzen-Yi Goh, Danny Grandilli, Cynthia 
MacDougall, William McCullough, Jamie Orzech, Peter 
Quinn, Phillip Sanford, Gordon Sato, Jonathan See, Godyne 
Sibay, Brendan Smith and Gordon Willcocks.  

McCarthy Tétrault retains the same place it held in last 
year’s rankings, thanks to successfully wrapping up some big 
appeals related to complicated development proposals. Th e 
fi rm achieved settlements for a 37-storey residential tower at 
Yonge and Wellesley, a 37-storey condominium at Church and 
Carlton, and the redevelopment of a Toronto District School 
Board property in Scarborough. 
 McCarthy Tétrault also represented St. Michael’s 
Hospital, which was granted party status in two separate but 
interconnected appeals for condominium towers on the east 
side of Jarvis Street, south of Dundas Street East. Th e hospital 
had intervened in the developers’ appeals to ensure that 
the two proposed tall towers would not create navigational 
challenges for the hospital’s helicopter fl ight path.  

OMB cases and decisions—Representing appellants of 
Eglinton Connects Study Area OPA (Dawson); representing 
the Toronto District School Board in an appeal to sever 
its property retaining the existing Montessori school and 
selling the other lot to be developed for residential purposes 
at 12 Bannockburn Avenue (MacDougall) (√); representing 
multiple appellants against the OPA regarding the North 
Downtown Yonge Planning Framework (MacDougall, Dawson); 
representing multiple appellants against Toronto’s employment 
areas OPA (Dawson); representing Silvercore Properties in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its OPA, 
ZBA and site plan applications for a four-tower development 
at 5799-5915 Yonge Street (Dawson, Foderick); representing 
8349509 Canada, 2117979 Ontario, 916506 Ontario in a settle-
ment regarding the Yonge HCD study area by-law (Foderick) 
(Settlement); representing Wellesley Residences in appeal 
against Toronto’s refusal of its OPA and 
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ZBA applications for a condominium tower at 50 Wellesley Street 
East and 31-35 Dundonald Street (MacDougall) (settlement); 
representing Tribute (Church Street) Developments in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its ZBA 
application for a mixed-use condominium tower at 70 and 72 
Carlton Street (MacDougall) (settlement); representing Toronto 
District School Board in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its plan of subdivision, site plan and consent 
applications for 1555 Midland Avenue and 2740 Lawrence 
Avenue East (MacDougall) (settlement); representing St. 
Michael’s Hospital in an appeal by 2297494 Ontario and 77 
Mutual Street Investments against Toronto’s failure to make 
a decision on their ZBA and site plan applications for a 
residential tower at 75, 77 and 83 Mutual Street (MacDougall, 
Foderick); representing multiple appellants against the OPA 
concerning the Dupont Street Regeneration Study (Dawson, 
Smith); representing St. Michael’s Hospital in an appeal 
by Dundas Residences to permit a tower on its property at 
175-191 Dundas Street East (MacDougall) (settlement); 
representing St. Michael’s Hospital in an appeal by Amexon 
Development Corporation for a tower on its site at 225 Jarvis 
Street (MacDougall) (settlement); representing BILD in its 
appeal against Toronto’s St. Clair Avenue West Study OPA 
(Dawson); representing Th e Residences of Islington Terrace 
in an appeal by Charles McLeod of Toronto’s approval of 
a ZBA application by Residences of Islington for 64 and 70 
Cordova Avenue (Dawson, Smith) (√); representing multiple 
appellants against Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law 
(MacDougall, Dawson, Foderick). 

Solicitor: Amber Stewart. 

Amber Stewart continues her astounding upward march 
through NRU’s law rankings, refl ecting the voluminous caseload 
undertaken by this energetic one-woman show—unlike any of 
her other cohorts in the top-10, Stewart is the only lawyer at her 
fi rm and thus, proportionally, has more OMB appearances than 
any other individual lawyer in our rankings. 

 As we wrote in last year’s law review, Stewart has handled 
a wide spectrum of appeals, large and small, but her niche is 
in minor variance and consent applications. Much of her work 
is centred around residential redevelopment, sometimes with 
fi erce opposition from fuming neighbours. Th is year Stewart 
won or settled all but two of her appeals reported in NRU.   

OMB cases and decisions—Representing John Gregory and 
Lynn Horton in an appeal by Ryan Lindan Gill against the 
Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 
665 Euclid Avenue (Stewart) (settlement); representing Zvi 
Ben-Izhak in an appeal by Rajiv Manucha against the Toronto 
COA’s approval of Ben-Izhak’s minor variance application 
for 89 Forest Hill Road (Stewart) (settlement); representing 
Namita and Ronit Sharma in their appeal against the 
Toronto COA’s refusal of their consent and minor variance 
applications for 6 Stuart Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing 
Bardia Hashemi in a settlement with neighbours for minor 
variances to permit a new dwelling at 34 Joicey Boulevard 
(Stewart) (settlement); representing Jafar Dastmalchian in an 
appeal to construct a three-storey dwelling at 211 Glencairn 
Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing Cosmopolitan Homes in 
an appeal to sever a property at 82 Carmichael Avenue and 
108 Clyde Avenue and construct three detached dwellings 
(Stewart) (√); representing Zabihollah Ahmadian in an appeal 
for minor variances to construct a two-storey dwelling at 278 
Hillcrest Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing Mohammad 
Reza Tasbaz and Farah Khanom Karimi Beikabadi against an 
appeal for minor variances to construct a two-storey home 
at 62 St. Ives Crescent (Stewart) (settlement); representing 
Mehrnaz Mohammadizaniani in an appeal for minor 
variances to permit a two-storey dwelling at 54 Esgore Drive 
(Stewart) (√); representing 855 Oxford Street Investments in 
its appeal against Toronto’s employment areas OPA (Stewart); 
representing multiple clients in an appeal for consent and 
minor variances to construct four residential lots at 347, 
351 and 355 Centennial Road (Stewart) (√); representing 
Alexandra Aranovsky and Alexei Prokoudine in an appeal 
against Toronto COA’s refusal of variances for a new home 
(Stewart) (√); representing 2439187 Ontario in appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal to grant variances for the construction 
of a new home (Stewart) (√); representing 
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Bo Zhang in appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal to grant 
variances for construction of a new home (Stewart) (√); 
representing Paul Belanger and Elisabete Pimentel in an 
appeal by Kayla MacNeil-DeSousa against Toronto COA’s 
approval of Belanger/Pimentel’s minor variance application 
for 8 Kingscourt Drive (Stewart) (√); representing Gissou 
Ghadirian in her appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of 
her minor variance application for 70 Gwendolyn Crescent 
(Stewart) (√); representing Gary Bomza in his appeal against 
the OPA regarding the Dupont Street Regeneration Study 
(Stewart); representing Zi Chao Luo in appeal by Hai Xiang-
Tao against Toronto COA’s approval of Luo’s minor variance 
application for 199 McKee Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing 
IMH 340 Th e East Mall and Starlight Investments in an 
appeal of Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance 
application for 340 and 350 Th e East Mall (Stewart) (√); 
representing Lino Cambone and Tayna Carinci in their appeal 
against the Toronto COA’s approval with modifi cation of 
their minor variance application for 280 Glengrove Avenue 
West (Stewart) (settlement); representing Ledio Korkuti and 
Nevila Luluya in their appeal of the Toronto COA’s refusal 
of their minor variance application for 228 Rumsey Road 
(Stewart) (√); representing Qi Liu in his appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 
179 Snowdon Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing Melanie and 
Michael D’Alessandro in their appeal against Toronto COA’s 
refusal of their minor variance application for 25 Haddon 
Street (Stewart) (√); representing Mir Dezfouli in an appeal 
by Barbara and William Davies against the Toronto COA’s 
approval of Dezfouli’s minor variance applications for 211 
Johnston Avenue (Stewart) (√); representing Parivash Boresh-
Navard in her appeal against Toronto COA’s approval with 
modifi cations of her minor variance application for 19 Otter 
Crescent (Stewart) (settlement); representing Doreen and Terry 
Darling in their appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of their 
consent and minor variance applications for 284 Hounslow 
Avenue (Stewart) (x); representing Homa Jalilzadehgholami 
and Mohsen Saberyghomy in their appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of their minor variance application for 30 Fleming 
Drive (Stewart) (x); representing Isabel Rodrigues and Eduardo 
Soares in their appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of their 
consent and minor variance applications for 84 Portage Avenue 

(Stewart) (√); representing Benjamin and Karen Varadi in their 
appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance 
application for 76 Lowther Avenue (Stewart) (√). 

Solicitors: R. Andrew Biggart, John R. Hart, Bruce C. 
Ketcheson, Effi  e Lidakis and Joshua Silver.

Ritchie Ketcheson Hart & Biggart holds strong at sixth for its 
second year in a row, thanks to successful outcomes in a list of 
minor variance appeals and settlements for a 30-storey condo 
in Humber Bay Shores as well as an appeal of the McCowan 
Precinct Plan for Th e Gerrits Group and Progress Consilium 
Developments. Th e fi rm also remains involved in large number 
of ongoing appeals including the new harmonized zoning by-
law and the Eglinton Connects OPA.  

OMB cases and decisions—Representing Ennio Naccarato in 
his appeal against the Toronto COA’s refusal of his consent 
and minor variance applications for 48 Th irty-Fift h Street 
(Ketcheson) (√); representing Lisa Valent in an appeal by 
Joseph Zeglinski against the Toronto COA’s approval of 
Valent’s minor variance application at 31 Aldgate Avenue 
(Ketcheson) (√); representing Amir Charmchi in his appeal 
against the Toronto COA’s refusal of his consent and minor 
variance applications for 57 Horsham Avenue (Ketcheson) (√); 
representing appellants of the Eglinton Connects Study Area 
OPA (Ketcheson); representing Denis and Valerie Pires in an 
appeal for a home addition at 10 Abbott Avenue (Lidakis) (√); 
representing Lila and Daniel Soberano in an appeal of minor 
variances to construct a two-storey dwelling at 8 York Downs 
Drive (Lidakis) (√); representing Alpha Developments in 
an appeal for consent and minor variances to create two 
residential lots and construct a two-storey detached dwelling 
on each lot at 4684 Dundas Street West (Ketcheson) (√); 
representing Qin Shao in an appeal for consent and minor 
variances to construct three detached homes at 241 and 243 
Willowdale Avenue (Ketcheson) 
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(settlement); representing Jason Drummond in an appeal 
for consent and minor variances to replace a bungalow 
with two semi-detached dwellings at 39 Th irty-Th ird 
Street (Ketcheson) (√); representing Arsalan Poorsina 
in an appeal for minor variances to legalize the existing 
dwelling at 73 Donegall Drive (Ketcheson) (x); representing 
Martin Kruppe and Samantha Shaw in an appeal by Robert 
Armstrong and Diane Laberge of Toronto COA’s approval of 
Kruppe/Shaw’s minor variance application for 38 Wendover 
Drive (Ketcheson) (settlement); representing Jared Green 
in an appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor 
variance application for 50 Belmont Road (Ketcheson) (√); 
representing Th e Gerrits Group and Progress Consilium 
Developments in their appeals of Toronto’s OPA for the 
McCowan Precinct Plan lands within the Scarborough 
Centre Secondary Plan (Ketcheson) (settlement); 
representing Humber Valley Village Residents’ Association 
in an appeal by Elia Corporation regarding redevelopment of 
its property at 289 and 291 Th e Kingsway and 1-7 St. Steven’s 
Court (Ketcheson); representing Tristar Custom Homes in 
its appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of its minor variance 
application for 97 27th Street (Ketcheson) (√); representing 
2397042 Ontario in its appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal 
of its consent and minor variance applications for 520 
Prince Edward Drive North (Biggart) (√); representing ABC 
Residents Association in an appeal by Empire Communities 
(Yorkville) against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application for a 40-storey mixed-use building at 33-
45 Avenue Road and 140-148 Yorkville Avenue (Biggart); 
representing MTCC 795 (Th e Dakota Condominium) in 
an appeal by Dash 143 Avenue Road for a 10-storey condo 
at 143 Avenue Road (Biggart) (settlement); representing 
Etabbey Holdings in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
enact its OPA and ZBA applications for 251 Manitoba Street 
(Ketcheson) (settlement); representing Charles McLeod in 
his appeal against Toronto’s approval of a ZBA application 
by Residences of Islington for 64 and 70 Cordova Avenue 
(Lidakis) (x); representing multiple appellants against 
Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law (Ketcheson). 

Solicitors: Adam Brown and Jessica Smuskowitz.

Sherman Brown moves up two places to seventh this year 
thanks to wrapping up a handful of successful and tricky 
appeals reported in NRU. Th e fi rm represented a developer 
who proposed a tall tower on a tight site at the southeast 
corner of Dundas Street East and Jarvis Street. Complications 
arose when the appeal became entangled with the appeal of 
the adjacent landowner, who also proposed to build a tall 
tower on its property. Both appeals were settled, with the 
towers sited in such a way to as ensure appropriate minimum 
separation distances. 

OMB cases and decisions—Representing Silver Lynx 
Developments in its appeal against the Toronto COA’s refusal 
of its minor variance application for 29-51 Florence Street 
(Brown) (√); representing appellants of Eglinton Connects Study 
Area OPA (Brown, Smuskowitz); representing Lifetime St. Mary 
in its appeal against the OPA regarding the North Downtown 
Yonge Planning Framework (Brown, Smuskowitz); representing 
Lifetime St. Mary Street in a settlement regarding the Yonge 
HCD study area by-law (Smuskowitz); representing multiple 
appellants against Toronto’s employment areas OPA (Brown); 
representing Menkes Residences in its appeal against the 
Downtown East Planning Study OPA (Brown, Smuskowitz); 
representing 1405768 Ontario and Transcontinental 
Fine Cars in their appeals against Toronto’s Queen-River 
Secondary Plan OPA (Smuskowitz); representing Lifetime 
St. Mary Street in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on its ZBA application for a 42-storey tower 
at 10 St. Mary Street (Brown); representing Erskine Park 
Holdings in an appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact a 
ZBA for a 32-storey apartment at 18-30 Erskine Avenue 
(Brown) (settlement); representing Dundas Residences in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact ZBA for 47-storey 
tower at 175-191 Dundas Street East (Brown, Smuskowitz) 
(settlement); representing Dundas Residences in an appeal 
by Amexon Development for a tower 

7 [9] Sherman Brown
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development at 224 Jarvis Street (Brown, Smuskowitz) 
(settlement); representing 35 Mercer Street in its appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its ZBA application 
for two 48-storey towers at 15-35 Mercer Street (Brown); 
representing Harbour Plaza Residences in its appeal against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of its minor variance application for 90 
Harbour Street (Brown) (√); representing multiple appellants 
against Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law (Brown). 

Solicitors: Patrick Devine, Adrian Frank, Samantha Lampert 
and Jason Park.

Devine Park parachutes into eighth place this year as the 
relatively new fi rm establishes its position in Toronto’s 
planning and municipal law community. Devine, Park and 
Frank left  Dentons in 2015 to launch Devine Park. Over the 
duration of our reporting period, the fi rm scored a settlement 
for two 25-storey residential towers in High Park, a win for the 
Adelaide-John-Duncan-Pearl block plan and a settlement for 
a Clairlea subdivision.
 A settlement for a massive 3000-unit multi-tower 
development ranging from 22 to 95 storeys at the foot of 
Yonge Street and Queens Quay is imminent, and several of 
Devine Park’s other big appeals could potentially be resolved 
within our next reporting period, 

OMB cases and decisions—Representing High Park Bayview 
in an appeal for a ZBA to permit two 25-storey apartment 
buildings at 51-77 Quebec Avenue and 40-66 High Park 
Avenue (Park, Frank) (√); representing Bateg and Upper 
Village Investments in their appeal against the Eglinton 
Connects Study Area OPA (Devine, Frank); representing 
multiple appellants against the North Downtown Yonge 
Planning Framework OPA (Devine, Frank); representing 
Duration Investments in its appeal against Toronto’s failure 
to make a decision on its ZBA application for a residential 
tower at 225 Mutual Street, 308 and 310 Jarvis Street (Devine); 
representing multiple appellants against Toronto’s employment 

areas OPA (Devine, Park); representing Duration Investments 
in its appeal against the Downtown East Planning Study OPA 
(Devine); representing multiple clients in an appeal for OPA, 
ZBA and plan of subdivision applications for 314 residential 
units at 743 Warden Avenue (Park, Frank, Lampert); 
representing RML 625 Yonge Street and RML 9 Isabella Street 
in a settlement regarding the Yonge HCD study area by-law 
(Frank); representing 200 St. Clair Holdco in its appeal against 
Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its OPA, ZBA and site 
plan applications for a 15-storey tower at 200 St. Clair Avenue 
West (Park, Frank); representing Pinnacle International in 
its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application to permit multiple towers ranging from 39-
96 storeys at 1 and 7 Yonge Street (Pinnacle International) 
(Devine, Frank); representing Th e Elia Corporation in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application to redevelop a mix of apartment buildings 
at 289 and 291 Th e Kingsway and 1-7 St. Steven’s Court 
(Devine, Frank); representing Onni Developments in its 
appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application for a 32-storey tower at 65 Grand Magazine 
Street (Devine, Lampert); representing Pinnacle International 
(Adelaide St.) in an appeal by 257 Adelaide Street West of 
Toronto’s enactment of the OPA for lands bounded by John/
Adelaide/Duncan/Pearl (Devine, Lampert) (√); representing 
FGP Holdings in its appeal against Toronto COA’s approval 
of its minor variance application for 98 Robert Street (Park, 
Lampert) (√); representing Pinnacle International (Adelaide) 
in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on its 
ZBA application for a residential tower at 283 Adelaide Street 
West (Devine, Lampert) (settlement); representing multiple 
appellants against Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law 
(Devine, Park, Frank). 

Solicitors: Daniel Artenosi, Christie Gibson (now with 
Cassels Brock), Christopher Tanzola, Brad Teichman and 
Kelly Oksenberg.

8 [16] Devine Park
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Coming in at ninth place, Overland continues to move up in 
the Toronto rankings as this relatively new fi rm—established 
in 2013—continues to build its client base. As reported in 
NRU, the fi rm achieved a number of wins and settlements 
at the board this year, but its most interesting decision 
concerned a battle over new development versus heritage 
preservation. Overland represented the owner of 418 Church 
Street, a designated heritage building, who intervened in an 
appeal by a neighbouring landowner that proposed to build 
a 32-storey residential building catering to students. Toronto 
and the owner of 418 Church both opposed the proposed 
development on the grounds that it would fail to conserve the 
heritage attributes of 418—in a lengthy decision, the board 
agreed, and quashed the appeal.  

OMB cases and decisions—Representing appellants of the 
Eglinton Connects Study Area OPA (Artenosi); representing 
Michael Tremakis in an appeal for minor variances to legalize 
home additions at 86 Leroy Avenue (Artenosi) (settlement); 
representing multiple appellants against Toronto’s employment 
areas OPA (Artenosi); representing Mercedes-Benz Canada 
in its appeal against Toronto’s Queen-River Secondary Plan 
OPA (Tanzola); representing Marisa Morriello and Kevin 
Barbosa in a settlement for minor variances to construct a 
detached garage at 123 Cornelius Parkway (Tanzola, Gibson) 
(settlement); representing Mara McKenzie in an appeal by 
Judith Van Delft  against Toronto COA’s approval of variances 
for a Beaches triplex (Tanzola) (√); representing 2344076 
Ontario in an appeal by CHC MPAR against Toronto’s failure 
to enact ZBA for a 32-storey student residence at 412 Church 
Street (Teichman) (√); representing Pier 27 Toronto (North) 
in an appeal by Pinnacle International for its property at 1 
and 7 Yonge Street (Tanzola); representing Jesse Goldstein 
in an appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of minor variance 
application for 57 Roseneath Gardens (Tanzola) (√); 
representing Arzhang Sohrabi in his appeal against Toronto 
COA’s refusal of his minor variance application for 151 Airdrie 
Road (Tanzola, Gibson) (x); representing Green Offi  ce REIT in 
an appeal by Bel-East and Bel Ontario against Toronto’s failure 
to make a decision on their ZBA and site plan applications for a 
25-storey tower at 102 Berkeley Street (Artenosi); representing 
Peter Kohout in his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of his 

minor variance application for 86 Roosevelt Road (Artenosi, 
Oksenberg) (√); representing Kulvinder and Rajesh Babber 
in their appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor 
variance application for 8 Eastview Crescent (Tanzola) (x); 
representing Jame Financial Corporation & Bustos Holdings 
in their appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor 
variance application for 1912-1914 Avenue Road (Tanzola, 
Oksenberg) (settlement); representing Khosrow Chubineh in 
his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of his minor variance 
application for 256 Chaplin Crescent (Artenosi, Oksenberg) 
(settlement); representing 2053785 Ontario in its appeal 
against Toronto’s St. Clair Avenue West Study OPA (Artenosi); 
representing Pier 27 Toronto, Pier 27 Toronto (West) and Pier 
27 (North) Toronto in their appeal against Toronto’s failure to 
make a decision on their site plan application for 7, 15, 25R, 
29 and 39 Queens Quay East (Tanzola); representing multiple 
appellants against Toronto’s new harmonized zoning by-law 
(Artenosi).

Solicitors: Denise Baker, Lia Boritz, John Buhlman, Michael 
Connell, Jeff  Cowan, Julia Croome (now with Ecojustice 
Canada), Bruce Engell, Aisling Flarity, Sean Foran, Barnet 
Kussner, Ian Lord, Michael McQuaid, Jennifer Meader, 
Kim Mullin, Gregory Richards, Sylvain Rouleau, Lynda 
Townsend, Christopher Tzekas.

WeirFoulds drops fi ve places in NRU’s rankings this year due 
to a reduced caseload and fewer decisions reported in NRU 
Toronto. Nonetheless, all but one of its appeals resulted in a 
win or settlement. Th e fi rm’s biggest decision reported in NRU 
concerned a settlement for a major residential redevelopment 
near Yonge and Eglinton that was complicated by the large 
number of existing tenants. WeirFoulds represented the 
developer who, aft er successful board-led mediation, settled 
on a revised development proposal for 27- and 34-storey 
residential towers with 539 units, as well as the retention of 
two existing 14-storey apartment buildings containing 324 
rental units. 

10 [5] WeirFoulds
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OMB cases and decisions—Representing Ian and Linda 
Somerville against an appeal for minor variances by Andriy 
and Olga Donchenko that was settled with the city to permit a 
two-storey dwelling at 154 Hillhurst Boulevard (Meader) (x); 
representing the Catholic Children’s Aid Society of Toronto 
in its appeal against the North Downtown Yonge Planning 
Framework OPA (Baker); representing Hamid Karimi in an 
appeal for minor variances to construct a two-storey dwelling 
at 38 Bocastle Avenue (Croome) (√); representing Antorisa 
Investments in its appeal against the Downtown East Planning 
Study OPA (Baker); representing 475902 Ontario in an appeal 
against Toronto COA’s refusal of variances to alter the existing 
apartment building (Kussner) (√); representing Fardin 
Pourdeilami in appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of minor 
variance application for 26 Fairfi eld Rd (Meader, Rouleau) 
(√); representing Mike Stoyan and Cathy Cray as participants/
neighbours in an appeal by Yakimovich/Milandonivic against 
Toronto COA’s refusal of their minor variance application for 
123 Welland Avenue (Kussner) (settlement); representing 
Muhammad Zaman in an appeal against Toronto COA’s 
refusal of minor variance application for 438 Broadway 
Avenue (Croome) (√); representing Nojan Sattar in an appeal 
by Christopher Kendrick against Toronto COA’s approval of 
Sattar’s minor variance application for 35 Fleming Crescent 
(Meader) (settlement); representing Hollydun Investments 
86 in its appeal against Toronto’s failure to enact its ZBA for 
apartments at 33 Holly Street, 44 Dunfi eld Avenue and 86-
88 Soudan Avenue (Kussner) (settlement); representing Th e 

Brothers of Christian Schools Ontario in an appeal by Conica 
Glen Homes against Toronto’s failure to make a decision on 
its ZBA application for townhouses at 45 Oaklands Avenue 
and 131 Farnham Avenue (McQuaid); representing Alvin 
Young in his appeal against Toronto COA’s refusal of his 
minor variance application for 10 Randall Crescent (Rouleau) 
(√); representing multiple appellants against Toronto’s new 
harmonized zoning by-law (McQuaid, Tzekas, Kussner, Lord, 
Engell). 

The next 10 fi rms…

11. [18] Stikeman Elliott; 12. [12] McMillan; 13. [14] Eric 
K Gillespie Professional Corporation; 14. [N/A] Devry 
Smith Frank; 15. [N/A] Wood Bull; 16. [15] Borden Ladner 
Gervais; 17. [20] Cassels Brock; 18. [N/A] Papazian Heisey 
Myers; 19. [N/A] Fasken Martineau; 20. [8] Dentons. nru

Methodology

The end of year tradition at NRU examines the legal side of planning and 
development in the City of Toronto, primarily focusing on cases that came before 
the Ontario Municipal Board and were reported in the Toronto edition of NRU 
between August 1, 2015 and July 31, 2016.

How the information is collected—NRU tracked each of the law fi rms mentioned 
in the Toronto edition of NRU over a one-year period. Then we determine the fi rms 
most frequently mentioned and sorted through their projects and hearings. Some 
fi rms were involved in a variety of developments across Toronto, while others have 
particular associations to major clients.

Determining the top 10—Balancing the number of clients, the range of projects 
and the diffi culty of cases, as well as unique features about each project or case, 
is NRU’s most diffi cult task. This assessment is based only on items covered in 
the Toronto edition of NRU and does not account for cases we do not know about. 
Hence, there is a degree of subjectivity in our ranking.

The listings—Lawyers that are part of a planning and development law team for 
each of the top-10 ranked fi rms are noted. In cases that involved an OMB decision 
where a clear winner/loser or settlement resulted, the appropriate symbol () or 
(x) or (settlement) follows the case description. If there was no clear win/lose/
settlement or the matter involved a prehearing or was still pending before the OMB 
at the end of July, 2016, no symbol appears. A square bracket after this year’s 
ranking indicates the fi rm’s placement in last year’s NRU listing. 

Email us your interesting board decisions and development applications to ensure 
they are covered in NRU and thus included in the 20th annual rankings to be 
published in December, 2017.

 
Westbank is Canada’s leading real estate developer with a focus on
large, mixed use projects. We are a practice dedicated to city
building and the creation of iconic buildings such as Shangri La
Toronto. 
We have an exciting opening for a motivated team player to join
our growing practice with our Toronto team. The successful
candidate will have the rare opportunity to work on unique
projects with the best consultants, and design groups from all
around the world. We are looking for someone with at least 5 7
years’ experience in real estate development who wants to make
a positive contribution to the built environment in Toronto.

employment@westbankcorp.com westbankcorp.com 

www.westbank.com
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York Mills Chabad settled 

In a December 2 decision, board member Marc Denhez 
allowed appeals, in part, by Khosrow Masoumi, Maryam 
Haddadi Tehranian and Zohrab Kilislian against the City of 
Toronto’s approval of a zoning by-law amendment application 
by Chabad Lubavitch of York Mills. Chabad Lubavitch 
proposes to replace the existing bungalow at 2437 Bayview 
Avenue with a Chabad complex containing a place of worship, 
a hall and a day nursery.
 Prior to the hearing, in August, Chabad Lubavitch brought 
a motion to dismiss appeals fi led by Masoumi, Tehranian, 
Kilislian and seven additional appellants. Th e board declined 
to dismiss Masoumi, Tehranian and Kilislian’s appeals, but 
dismissed the others. 
 When the hearing began, Masoumi, Tehranian, Kilislian 
remained opposed to the proposed Chabad. However, on the 
second day a settlement was reached whereby the size of the 
Chabad was reduced and additional parking was arranged. 
 In particular, the number of proposed underground 
parking spaces was increased from 16 to 26. Chabad Lubavitch 
also advised the board it had secured a licensing agreement 
with neighbouring Canada Film Centre to use its parking lot 
for overfl ow parking. Th e proposed GFA of the Chabad was 
reduced from 1,787 to 1,730 m2.

 

Planner Lindsay Dale-Harris (Bousfi elds), transportation 
planner John Barrington (BA Group) and Rabbi Levi 
Gansberg testifi ed on behalf of Chabad Lubavitch in support 
of the settlement.
 Accepting the uncontroverted evidence 

OMB NEWS

416.365.1110
www.weirfoulds.com

Protect your assets. Gain a strategic advantage. WeirFoulds LLP.

Follow us on:

WeirFoulds LLP congratulates our Partner, Lynda Townsend, 
on her retirement at the end of 2016, after more than 30 years 
of legal practice.

Lyn is one of Ontario’s leading municipal lawyers. In 1991, she 

where she spent over 25 years building her career and the 

planning and development teams in Ontario. 

Lyn has received an array of awards and recognitions throughout 

2017 edition of Best Lawyers® in Canada

In her free time, Lyn has worked in various capacities for 
provincial and federal political parties and volunteered on 
number of charitable and other Boards of Directors. She has 
been an invaluable mentor to young lawyers and a strong 
advocate for the advancement of women in the workplace. 

have been instrumental in creating one of Canada’s strongest 
planning and development teams.  It has been a privilege to 

WeirFoulds is grateful for the many contributions Lyn has 

miss her friendship and infectious energy each day.  But we 
are delighted to say that while this may be farewell, it is not 
goodbye – Lyn will still be available, from time to time, to 
consult when we need her.  

in wishing her all the best for the future.

CONTINUED PAGE 19 >>

Rendering of Chabad Lubavitch’s original proposal for 2437 Bayview Avenue, 
by Richard Wengle Architect
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of the expert witnesses, the board found the revised proposal 
satisfactorily resolves the concerns of the appellants and 
satisfi es all applicable planning criteria. Consequently, the 
board allowed the appeals, in part. 
 Solicitors involved in this decision were Daniel Artenosi 
(Overland) representing Chabad Lubavitch of York Mills, 
Michael McQuaid (WeirFoulds) representing Khosrow 
Masoumi, Maryam Haddadi Tehranian and Zohrab Kilislian, 
and city solicitor Tom Wall representing the City of Toronto. 
[See OMB Case No. PL160450.] 

Carleton Village mid-rise settled 

In a December 1 decision, board member Gerald Swinkin 
allowed an appeal, in part, by the City of Toronto against 
the Toronto committee of adjustment’s approval of a minor 
variance application by 1771 St. Clair West. 1771 sought 
variances to build a six-storey mid-rise development at 1771 
St. Clair Avenue West and 367 and 375 Osler Street.
 Prior to the hearing a settlement was reached between 1771 
and the city that introduced conditions requiring construction 
substantially in accordance with plans submitted to the board, 
and conveyance of land to the city for the purpose of a rear 
public laneway. 
 Planner Ryan Guetter (Weston Consulting) provided 
evidence on behalf of 1771 in support of the settlement. He 
testifi ed the proposed development is consistent with the 

direction of the St. Clair West Avenue Study and is a sensitively 
designed mid-rise building with ground-fl oor retail and 72 
residential units above. 
 Th e board accepted Guetter’s unchallenged evidence and 
allowed the city’s appeal, in part. 
 Solicitors involved in this decision were John Alati (Davies 
Howe) representing 1771 St. Clair West Ltd. and city solicitor 
Cigdem Iltan representing the City of Toronto. [See OMB 
Case No. PL160578.] 

City’s appeal against Willowdale severance dismissed

In a November 23 decision, board member Mary-Anne Sills 
dismissed appeals by the City of Toronto against the Toronto 
committee of adjustment’s approval of consent and minor 
variance applications by Marina Samimi. 
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DEVELOPMENT PLANNER
Permanent full-time position 

 
Acting under the direction of the Development Managers and Senior Management, this 

comprehensive role as Development Planner requires the individual to engage in various planning 
and development tasks. 

 

KEY RESPONSIBILITIES
Assist the Development Managers in the submission and processing of development 
applications, including official plan amendment, zoning by-law amendment, minor variance 
applications and site plan control applications 
Monitor and research municipal planning initiatives and policies for the purposes of informing 
ongoing development projects and potential site acquisitions 
Complete property research with respect to applicable planning framework, city guidelines, 
property assessment data, Ontario Municipal Board decisions, heritage matters, parkland, 
environmental remediation and other municipal requirements, as well as the surrounding 
context 
 

QUALIFICATIONS
Minimum five years of experience in planning and/or development 
University degree from an accredited Urban & Regional Planning Program or related discipline 
Knowledge of provincial policy and municipal zoning by-laws and official plans 
Membership in CIP / OPPI or other land development organization is preferred 

 
Visit www.diamondcorp.ca for more information. 

Please send in all applications by January 5th, 2017, 4pm EST to hkrishnan@diamondcorp.ca.  
Only those applicants selected for an interview will be contacted. 

Rendering of 1771 St. Clair West’s proposal for 1771 St. Clair Avenue West, 
367 & 375 Osler Street, by SMV Architects
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http://www.omb.gov.on.ca/e-decisions/pl160450-Dec-02-2016.pdf
http://www.omb.gov.on.ca/e-decisions/pl160578-Dec-01-2016.pdf
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The Local Appeal Body 

Nominating Panel 

recommended council 

appoint the following 

seven members to the 

Toronto Local Appeal 

Body for four-year terms 

ending December 13, 

2020: Human Resources 

Professionals Association 

of Ontario adjudicator 

Susan Bryson, former 

Residential Rental 

Standards Board chair 

Gillian Burton, The 

Housing Help Centre 

executive director 

Sabnavis Gopikrishna, 

WeirFoulds municipal 

and planning law 

mediator Ian Lord, 

former Bousfi elds partner 

Laurie McPherson, 

lawyer Sophia Ruddock 

and former Ontario 

Municipal Board 

member Ted Yao. 

Lord will serve as chair. 

As of NRU’s deadline 

council had yet to vote 

on the panel’s 

recommendations. 

PEOPLE

Samimi proposes to sever her property at 388 Ellerslie Avenue 
to create two residential lots that will each accommodate a 
new two-storey home. City planning staff  had recommended 
approval of Samimi’s application, with conditions. 
 Planner Franco Romano (Action Planning Consultants) 
provided evidence on behalf of Samimi in opposition to the 
appeal. He testifi ed that several nearby properties have similar 
or even narrower frontages than the lot sizes proposed by 
Samimi. He stated that the proposed lots and building design 
will fi t with the neighbourhood character without creating any 
unacceptable negative impacts. 
 Planner Martin Rendl (Martin Rendl Associates) 
provided evidence on behalf of the city in support of the 
appeal. He testifi ed that reinvestment in the neighbourhood 
has mostly taken the form of additions and new construction, 
rather than through intensifi cation by lot creation. He said 
the proposed severance will give rise to two undersized lots, 
which would be out of character with the roomier lots of the 
neighbourhood. 
 Neighbours Fred Iannucci, Neela Adamski, Nelson 
Santos, Ann Tustin and Christina Sinka attended the hearing 
in support of the city’s appeal. Th ey expressed concerns that 
allowing the severance would create a negative precedent for 
future redevelopment in the neighbourhood, and that the 
proposed homes are too crowded and narrow. 
 Th e board preferred Romano’s evidence and dismissed 
the city’s appeal, authorizing the consent and variances with 
conditions. 

 Solicitors involved in this decision were Ian Andres 
(Goodmans) representing Marina Samimi and city solicitor 
Mark Crawford representing the City of Toronto. [See OMB 
Case No. PL150240.] 

Long Branch severance and variances approved

In a November 22 decision, board member Blair Taylor 
allowed appeals by Emanuel and Jennifer Leca against the 
City of Toronto committee of adjustment’s refusal of their 
consent and minor variance applications. Th e Lecas propose 
to sever their property at 20 Garden Place into two lots, each 
with a new detached home and integral garage. 
 Planner Franco Romano (Action Planning Consultants) 
provided evidence on behalf of the Lecas in support of their 
appeals. At the outset of the hearing, he fi led an amended 
development application resulting from discussions between 
the Lecas and city staff  that eliminated some of the variances 
originally requested, and modifi ed others. 
 Romano testifi ed that 38 per cent of the lots within his 
study area of the neighbourhood have frontages of 7.6 metres 
or less, as proposed by the Lecas. 
 Th e board accepted Romano’s evidence and allowed the 
appeals. 
 Solicitors involved in this decision were Daniel Artenosi 
(Overland) representing Emanuel and Jennifer Leca and city 
solicitor Tom Wall representing the City of Toronto. [See OMB 
Case No. PL160457.] nru
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http://www.omb.gov.on.ca/e-decisions/pl151240-Nov-23-2016.pdf
http://www.omb.gov.on.ca/e-decisions/pl160457-Nov-22-2016.pdf

