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Danforth Garage Master Planning Study 
Meeting Summary: Local Advisory Committee Meeting #1  

Strathmore Boulevard Church of Christ 
346 Strathmore Blvd.  
July 10, 2018 

Meeting Overview  

On July 10th, 2018 CreateTO and the City of Toronto hosted the first Local Advisory Committee 
(LAC) meeting for the Danforth Garage Master Planning Study.  Thirteen representatives of ten 
local community, arts and culture, business and economics organizations attended the meeting. 
The purpose of the meeting was to confirm the Draft Terms of Reference for the LAC, introduce 
the Danforth Garage Master Planning Study, the Project Team, and the Consultant Team; 
provide background information on the Danforth Garage site; and review and seek feedback on 
the Draft Guiding Principles for the development of the site.  

Members of the Project Team (CreateTO, City of Toronto – City Planning and Real Estate 
Services Divisions) and the Consultant Team (DTAH, Swerhun Facilitation) explained the 
purpose of the Study, presented the site analysis and the Draft Guiding Principles, and engaged 
in a facilitated discussion with members of the LAC. Representatives of the Danforth Garage 
site’s anchor tenants (Toronto Transit Commission “TTC”, Toronto Police Service “TPS”, and 
Toronto Public Library “TPL”) were also in attendance to listen and answer questions. 
Councillors McMahon and Davis also attended the meeting. Councillor McMahon provided 
welcoming remarks, noting that she appreciated everyone spending their free time to give back 
to the community. Councillor Davis provided feedback related to the Draft Guiding Principles 
captured in this report. 

Casey Craig, Matthew Wheatley, and Yulia Pak, third party facilitators with Swerhun Facilitation, 
helped facilitate the meeting and prepared this meeting summary, which was shared with 
participants in draft before being finalized. The summary reflects main points of discussion 
shared during the meeting and is not intended to be a verbatim transcript.  

Attachments include: Attachment A: Agenda; Attachment B: Participant List; Attachment C: 
Resource Links; Attachment D: Presentation Slides.  

Discussion Summary 

The summary has been structured to reflect the main areas of discussion, including: 

• Draft LAC Terms of Reference; 

• Site Analysis; 

• Draft Guiding Principles; and 

• Advice for the Upcoming Community Meeting. 
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DRAFT LOCAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE TERMS OF REFERENCE 

Yulia introduced the Draft LAC Terms of Reference as the guiding document for LAC 
participation over the next several months. Key points included: 

• The LAC is an advisory group. The purpose of the LAC is to provide a forum for feedback, 
guidance, and advice at key points in the decision making process for the Danforth Garage 
Master Planning Study.  

• The LAC is a non-political forum. Anyone running for public office or with a formal political 
affiliation cannot be a member of the LAC, but organizations can send another 
representative.  

• The LAC is not a venue to advance personal or individual interests. The purpose is to bring 
views and representation of a larger group to this process, as well as to communicate back 
key discussion outcomes and help promote public events.  

• It is a shared responsibility of everyone in the room to have constructive discussions based 
on respect and acknowledgement of many points of view.  

• Twenty-one organizations representing community, arts and culture, business, and service 
providers were invited to the LAC prior to the first meeting. We received applications from 10 
organizations, all of whom are represented here today. The list of 21 was developed through 
stakeholder mapping by searching public information, referring back to recent planning 
study participants, and councillor recommendations. 

• Four LAC meetings are scheduled over 5 months, each from 6:00pm – 8:00pm. Meetings 
can be held locally or downtown. Because there were no objections to meeting locally, the 
facilitation team will continue to schedule future meetings within venues local to the project 
site.  

Feedback   

Following the review of the Draft Terms of Reference, LAC members provided the following 
feedback. Responses provided by the Project Team, consultants, and anchor tenants are noted 
in italics. 

There should be more diversity in the room. For such an important project there is a lack of 
diversity in the room. Currently, representatives on the LAC do not reflect the diversity of the 
neighbourhood. Representation from persons with disabilities should be reflected in the LAC 
membership. For organizations who have more than two members, consider bringing a second 
member who can bring a diverse perspective.  

Consider including local residents on the LAC to ensure representation from people who 
live close to the site. The advantage of bringing together representatives from local 
organizations is that they represent the voices of many, not just the voice of one. Individuals are 
encouraged to attend public meetings and provide feedback throughout the master planning 
process. Feedback received outside of the LAC is given attention and consideration, as that 
provided by the LAC. Additionally, interested residents may wish to consider forming a small 
organization to apply for membership on the LAC. 

Invite the property owner of Tobias House to bring their perspective to the project. The 
Director of Community Health Services at Tobias House offered to provide the Project Team 
with the Owner’s contact information.  
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SITE ANALYSIS 

Megan Torza (DTAH) delivered a presentation on the site analysis of the site, including history, 
previous related consultations, anchor tenant program requirements, and scale test 
demonstrations (see Attachment C for presentation slides).  

Feedback   

LAC members provided the following comments, questions and advice. Responses from the 
Project Team, consultants, and anchor tenants are noted in italics:  

• Could the scope be extended to include areas across the street and to the side of the 
site that are ripe for development? Use this project as an opportunity to proactively plan 
for the surrounding sites, such as city-owned surface parking lots. We are aware of the 
interesting opportunities and will look at how to possibly improve pedestrian connects to the 
adjacent sites; however, the current scope of work does not provide for an examination of 
development opportunities/uses for these adjacent sites. For example, surface parking is not 
part of the vision for Danforth; however, good mid-block connections and connection to 
transit stations, are recommended in the DAPS report.  

• How is Tobias House being considered in the context of the site? Will there be 
opportunities to enhance, renovate, or make changes to Tobias House through this 
project? We are looking at the ground plane in and around the Danforth-Coxwell 
intersection and how Tobias House, in their current configuration, could contribute to that. 
There are some elements within our control that we could contribute through this project 
which Tobias House could build on if they are able to.  

• Are the three anchor tenants (TTC, TPS, TPL) confirmed? Or, is the TTC considering 
other sites like the Greenwood Yard, for example? Yes, the TPS and the TPL are 
confirmed. The TTC is confirmed for the Traffic Office to remain on the site. This division 
operates the Bloor-Danforth line and begins the service from Coxwell Station. Although still 
in the process of confirmation, TTC is also planning to expand its administrative employment 
function on this site. TTC has an existing lease with Tobias House, meaning a lot of the 
required underground parking is already available.  

• Consider permeable walls in between the anchor tenants’ ‘bread boxes’ to allow 
people to flow between them. Review case studies where police have built new stations 
as community hubs, working with cultural groups to improve relationships.  

• Explore ways to reduce TTC’s and TPS’s parking space requirements. The number of 
people and cars that will be coming and going from this site is concerning. The Danforth-
Coxwell intersection is dangerous. How is safety being considered with so many new 
parking spaces? Also, 200+ parking spaces seems like a lot of parking for an office of 200 
people. We know shift work is not easy, but is there an opportunity for TTC and TPS 
representatives to go back to their people to review their parking requirements and 
encourage the reduction of parking spaces? The TTC has been discussing parking numbers 
internally and with City Planning. If TTC can reduce these numbers, they will. The people 
meant to be served by the parking are those who are actually operating the system so it’s a 
little different. Regarding congestion and traffic, traffic studies will consider the ‘staggered 
start’ realities of shift work for the anchor tenants. Not everyone will be coming and going at 
the same time.  
TPS will be having these conversations too, as part of their modernization of the service. 
TPS will push the envelope where we can, keeping in mind officer safety, risk assessment, 
Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design planning and design guidelines and TPS 
internal policy, rules and regulations. Furthermore, this will not be a police station where an 
alarm rings and 20 cars go charging out of the station. Policing is carried out on the streets 
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throughout the course of the day. 
A representative from Tobias House added that the 130 parking spots currently under 
Tobias House are not used very often, but even so there is a lot of congestion when there is 
a wheel-trans pickup. In the future with increased traffic, this will create hardships for their 
residents, many of whom are in wheelchairs. 

• Will the master planning process consider bike lanes, streetscape, and intersection 
improvements for accessibility and active transportation? We are aware of the different 
nature of the streets that flank the site and the kinds of improvements the City is looking for 
along the streets. We will integrate images of how Danforth/Coxwell might look in the future 
and plan to that as opposed to Danforth/Coxwell of today.  

• It looks like you have 2.19 hectares (235, 730 SF) of site area to work with and only 
176, 400 square feet are needed for the anchor tenants’ program requirements. 
Assuming those programs would be housed on multiple floors, it seems like there is 
a lot of space to work with. This is what the master planning exercise will investigate – 
how the anchor tenant programs will fit on the site, how they might stack and occupy 
multiple floors, how the existing building will be utilized, and what the potential is of any 
additional space available to develop. We have to work with anchor tenants’ programs and 
Heritage Preservation Service’s (HPS) needs to figure out this out. Given that this is a large 
site on a transit line, we have a responsibility to identify the full development density 
potential, assuming the anchor tenants form only a part of that total capacity. Because of the 
potential of this site, the DAPS doesn’t limit max height here. City Planning did not want to 
limit the ability to be creative within a larger site. Good design will be needed to properly 
transition to the neighbourhood.  

• Is HPS interested in keeping the whole building, just the façade, or bringing the 
building back to its original footprint? HPS will first examine building archeology to 
determine what is there and what is important about this place, then we will determine the 
actual features/heritage attributes. The Official Plan has heritage policies around heritage 
conservation which DTAH will take into account. Some of the things HPS is discovering 
show that it’s not just the physical footprint but also the story of the transformation of transit 
along Danforth that is important.  

• During the TPS Site Selection meetings, TPS said they would have their own design 
sub-committee. When will this be convened? The design sub-committee will be formed 
following this master planning process. The Master Plan study will define the “space” for 
each anchor tenant and how they integrate and interface on the larger site.  Following this 
exercise, TPS will have their own participatory process that will engage community on the 
design of the building proper.  

• How likely is the TTC’s need for 66,000 square feet? TTC likes this site because of the 
available underground parking for TTC use. TTC has a timeline to deliver the administrative 
employment uses; therefore, we are in the process of looking at other locations in addition to 
the Danforth Garage property in order to meet those timelines.  

• I’m encouraged and happy to see where we’re at. DECA and Danforth Mosaic BIA were 
keen on seeing employment happening and seems as though that could really happen. We 
see intensification and urbanization as a good thing.  
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DRAFT GUIDING PRINCIPLES  

Daniel Woolfson (City Planning) presented the Draft Guiding Principles for the project, which 
were developed by City Planning in response to feedback received through various community 
consultations in the area (including the Danforth Area Planning Study and the TPS’s 
Consolidated D54/55 Site Selection process). Daniel noted that these draft principles were 
approved by the Council in January 2018, under the condition that they be reviewed by the 
community and refined during the Danforth Garage Master Planning Study consultation 
process. Daniel emphasized that the principles were developed before the site was selected in 
a general way so they may apply to any site. Using feedback from the LAC and the community, 
the intent is to refine the principles, gain further specificity as we advance to the master plan 
concept stage of the process. Feedback   

LAC members were asked to give their feedback regarding the Draft Guiding Principles and 
comment whether there were any additions or revisions they would like to see. The LAC 
members provided the following feedback. Responses provided by the Project Team, 
consultants and anchor tenants are noted in italics.  

• Strive for design excellence and uniqueness. This is an opportunity to create a landmark, 
a beacon, something iconic or even flamboyant, which animates the Danforth with its 
presence. Don’t discourage design excellence by insisting on materials, height, size, etc. 

• Describe what types of employment uses could be on site, including non-profit and 
cultural jobs.  

• Ensure barrier free access so residents can easily use and interact with the space. 

• Ensure economic development as a result of this project benefits the local 
community.   

• Consider Section 37 funds to make improvements to Tobias House. 

• Work towards completing construction as quickly as possible, and mitigate as many 
construction impacts as possible.  

 

The following comments and suggestions related to the Draft Guiding Principles were provided 
by Councillor Davis. Responses by the Project Team, consultants, and anchor tenants are 
noted in italics. 

• Sustainability needs to be given a higher profile in the principles given that this is a very 
environmentally conscious community. We should strive for the highest green development 
standards. 

• The principles need to reflect a vision. Most of our communities are looking for cultural, 
green space, child care and other community services. Are we saying public, not for profits 
services and cultural, green spaces will be on this site? Are we envisioning a Brick Works or 
a hub of civil service? The report to Executive Committee found here and here identifies a 
number of City agencies, boards, committees, and divisions who have expressed interest. 
We haven’t identified a footprint for them as of yet because we need to figure out anchor 
tenants’ needs on site. We will be looking at built form potential of the property, i.e. how 
many buildings, how tall, to maximize a generic notion of built form on the property. Then 
what does this built form lend itself to (e.g. recreation centre, office employment)? Would 
there be significant blowback to a head office site on this site if there were also ground floor 
public uses available? The mix of uses is not defined right now as we are still figuring out 
what is possible.  

• It is not clear from these principles whether we’re open to residential and commercial 
development. Consider being more specific in the principles to set expectations early on 

http://app.toronto.ca/tmmis/viewAgendaItemHistory.do?item=2018.EX36.3
http://app.toronto.ca/tmmis/viewAgendaItemHistory.do?item=2018.EX30.11
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(i.e. not going to see condo development). It is not yet clear what you see as the highest and 
best use. The principles read as though the site will include primarily public and community 
services with some possibility of employment integration. Keep in mind there are 
employment generating uses in the non-profit sectors, as well. The community wants to see 
commercial animation on the street, including Wychwood Barns type of community activity. 
The project’s givens are the program requirements for TTC, TPL, and TPS. We also know 
that Tobias House will remain on site. We need to define the anchor tenant ‘bread boxes’, 
and determine how those puzzle pieces fit on the site. Then we can determine what’s left 
over. As part of CreateTO’s business case analysis, we will look at what the opportunities 
are on this site. The principles will be used to inform the project, and a market/business 
analysis will help us understand what can be supported. 

• It sounds like the approach is to figure out capacity and then to identify what can be 
put on this site, instead of taking what we want and building for it, correct? We need 
to have funded partners at the table to have those conversations. Part of the work is figuring 
out what mix of uses will make for an achievable project here. It might be that Phase 1 
addresses the components with funding and keeps space for new users in the future as 
funding becomes available. In Phase 2, we show a series of options that take on different 
priorities (e.g. retail, small business vs. something else) to see how the site can adjust (what 
is fixed, what is malleable). We want to make sure things that are built don’t preclude what 
might happen in the future.  
 

ADVICE FOR THE UPCOMING COMMUNITY MEETING 

LAC members provided the following comments and advice for the upcoming community 
meeting on July 17, 2018: 

General:  

• The consultation needs to be much broader and not just with those immediately 
adjacent to the site. This building has the potential to impact a lot more people than just 
those in the building and those next to it. It’s the wider community that is more impacted. 
While the surrounding area will not be physically changed by what happens on this site, they 
should have input into what the site becomes. The community consultation is not meant to 
be restrictive in any way. We have hand delivered about 2,000 invitations within the 350 m 
radius (as opposed to the 120 m radius required by the Planning Act), published a notice in 
East York Mirror, and are working with Councillors to promote the event. We are asking you 
as a LAC member representing your organizations, to distribute notices through your 
channels and networks. CreateTO will be posting notices on twitter so you can retweet 
them. We will also email LAC members material you can push through email and social 
media.  

• Expect parking and traffic flow to be hot topics. Ensure someone from traffic services 
will be there to respond to the city’s understanding of how 400 cars will be coming and going 
from this space as well as how it fits with accessibility and active transportation ambitions for 
the site. 

• Be prepared to address community concerns and questions about the TPS women’s 
lockup on the site. There might be concerns about safety with people with criminal 
behaviour being released into the neighbourhood straight from the site. Provide explanation 
how releases are planned at the site. Sometimes people coming to the station leave or get 
picked up by prisoner transportation wagons going to courts. We haven’t heard of issues at 
Division 55 in terms of surrounding areas. TPS, will look into some numbers to share with 
the community.  
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• Let’s not say we can’t do something because we don’t have the money in front of us. 
We may be surprised how we can figure out the funding piece depending on who we 
approach and talk to. The Project Team also needs to manage expectations and this means 
being transparent regarding funding sources and approvals as the master plan study is 
advanced.  

• Consider issuing a public press release for the project to inform everyone about what 
is going on. 

Presentation: 

• The site analysis is very thorough. Most interesting part of the presentation is the site 
scale overlays. 

• Get people excited. Bring a sense of vision and excitement to the presentation. Show the 
community that this site has something to offer them. 

• Cover the context of how we got here (e.g. past meetings regarding the 54/55 site 
selection process). Some people will not have gone through any previous consultation 
process.  

• Consider adding on the Anchor Tenant Building Program slide - “Danforth frontage, 
partial frontage for public components”. Good point. TPS are more interested in being 
visible from the Danforth, not necessary right up to it.  

• Identify which elements are existing and which are expected in the future in the 
program requirements slide.  

• Show a total number of people who will be on the site (as opposed to existing and 
future). Primary interest is in bringing more people to the site.  

• Be more forthcoming about the potential for intensification on the site. For example, 
tilting the anchor tenant program footprints a little to show them as more 3D would be 
illustrative. 

• Provide more explanation for the scaling slides. It is unclear whether the footprints were 
taking into consideration stacking opportunities. For example, does TPL need to be on one 
floor? Could TTC be 6 floors instead of 3 and therefore take up smaller footprint?  

• Consider mentioning that the size of Wychwood Barns is similar to the Danforth 
Garage building even if you’ve decided not to show it because people have this in 
mind already. Although Wychwood Barns is a good precedent for adaptive reuse, the 
surrounding area is open space and the employment generating uses are minimal. We did 
not think it is an appropriate example for activation and employment on the site. 

• Consider adding a question mark over the garage. Slides showing the anchor tenant 
program requirement footprints were helpful. However, it is unclear what goes in the existing 
TTC garage. Respecting that this is a scaling exercise and that the principle of development 
here is adaptive reuse, some of the uses could go in the garage, it’s not a void.  

• Explain your thinking around highest and best use. As it is, the buildings appear to be 
shown at two storeys. With tremendous need for all sorts of things, maximizing land and 
space is really important. 

• Conceptualize the options for the ‘other uses’ so people are brought in to the 
process. Find a way to illustrate or communicate what the additional user space could look 
like in terms of actual square footage, or opportunity.  

• Provide more information about the additional users (“5th component”) as this 
doesn’t feel well represented here. Explain where the funding is coming from? Will the 
City or CreateTO bring money to the table? Explain how that process works.  
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• Explain what will happen after the master planning process.  

• Ensure the presentation narrative speaks to “what is going to be here”. We addressed 
this matter last year in community consultations. We made a decision six months ago to say 
that there will be a community hub. That’s why we agreed to have the police station at the 
Danforth / Coxwell site, because it would kick-start a lot of other things.  

A note added after the meeting by the facilitator and the Project Team: One of the key 
outcomes of community consultation on the site selection for D54/55 police station was a 
mutual desire between the TPS and the consultation participants to see co-location with 
public and community serving organizations. The vision for this site with the three anchor 
tenants is determined through the draft guiding principles and will be refined through the 
LAC and community consultation as part of this process.  

NEXT STEPS 

The Project Team will incorporate the LAC’s comments and advice into the presentation for the 
first community meeting, to be held on Tuesday, July 17 at Hope United Church (2550 Danforth 
Avenue, Main Subway Station). Yulia covered the following comments and next steps:  

• A LAC meeting summary will be shared with participants in draft before it is finalized. Final 
LAC meeting minutes will be publicly posted on the project website.  

• The Community Meeting Notice and tweets will be emailed to LAC members for sharing with 
their networks.  

• The Swerhun team is aiming to finalize the Terms of Reference before the Community 
Meeting and requested that any additional comments on the Draft Terms of Reference be 
shared by Friday, July 13, 2018 to provide enough time to incorporate any potential edits.  

• LAC and community meeting dates have been tentatively scheduled, however they may be 
subject to change. All LAC meetings are to be held roughly one week in advance of the next 
public meeting. There was one request to move the next LAC date by one week. Following 
confirmation with the Project Team, consultants and anchor tenants, the request could not 
be accommodated. The next LAC meeting will be held as planned, on Wednesday, 
September 12. 

Finally, the Project Team asked the LAC to share with the facilitation team organizations that 
should be at the table but are not currently represented, especially any groups that could help 
bring more diversity to the representation of the LAC.  
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Attachment A: Proposed Agenda & Feedback Worksheet 

 

 
 
Danforth Master Planning Study  
Local Advisory Committee Kick-off Meeting  
Strathmore Boulevard Church of Christ 
346 Strathmore Blvd 
July 10, 2018, 6:00 – 8:00pm 
 

Purpose: To kick off the Local Advisory Committee (LAC) by confirming the Terms of 
Reference for the LAC, introducing the Danforth Garage Master Planning Study, the Project 
Team, and the Consultant Team; providing background information on the Danforth Garage 
site; and reviewing the Draft Guiding Principles for the development of the site. 
 

PROPOSED AGENDA 

6:00 pm Welcome  
  Gabriella Sicheri and Ryan Glenn, CreateTO  

6:05  Introductions & Agenda Review 

Yulia Pak, Swerhun Facilitation 

6:15  LAC Mandate & Draft Terms of Reference  
  Yulia Pak, Swerhun Facilitation 

   Facilitated Discussion 
1. Do you have any questions or suggested refinements to the Draft Terms of 

Reference?  

6:30  LAC Member Briefing 

• Danforth Garage Master Planning Study Overview -- Megan Torza, DTAH 

• Draft Guiding Principles Review -- Daniel Woolfson, City of Toronto 
 

   Facilitated Discussion 
1. Is there anything major off-base or missing from the draft guiding principles? 

If so, do you have any suggestions on how to fix it?  

2. Is there anything missing from the site analysis that you would like the Project 
Team to consider? 

3. Do you have any advice for the upcoming public meeting?  

7:45  LAC Meeting Dates and Next Meeting 

8:00 pm Adjourn
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1. Is there anything major off-base or missing from the draft guiding principles? If so, do you 
have any suggestions on how to fix it? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Is there anything missing from the site analysis that you would like the Project Team to 
consider? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Do you have any advice for the upcoming public meeting? 
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Attachment B: Participant List  

 

Local Advisory Committee Members 

Name Organization 

Alison McMurray Danforth East Community Association 

Brian Spratley Danforth East Community Association Visioning 

Billy Dertilis Danforth Mosaic BIA 

Oliver Hierlihy Danforth Mosaic BIA 

Gerry Dunn Danforth Village Community Association 

Shana Hillman East End Arts 

Magnus Clarke East Toronto Neighbourhood Association 

Adrian King East York Foundation 

Charles Braive Friends of Danforth East 

Scott Bradley Greenwood Community Association 

Alana Young Greenwood Community Association 

Sherwin Modeste Tobias House 

Anne Babcock WoodGreen Community Services 

 

Councillors and Representatives 

Name Affiliation  

Peter Woodcock Constituency Assistant, Ward 32 

Janet Davis Councillor, Ward 31 (soon to be Ward 35) 

Mary-Margaret McMahon Councillor, Ward 32 
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Anchor Tenant Representatives 

Name Organization 

Tom Levesque Toronto Police Service – Senior Project Manager, Facilities  

Susan Martin Toronto Public Library, Branch Capital Projects – Divisional Support 
Manager 

Craig Todd-Langille Toronto Public Library – Acting Library Service Manager, S. Walter 
Stewart District 

Michael Stevenson Toronto Transit Commission – Director, Planning & Approvals 

 
Project Team 

Name Organization 

Daniel Woolfson City of Toronto, City Planning Division, Community Planning – 
Senior Planner  

Tamara Anson-Cartwright City of Toronto, City Planning, Heritage Preservation Services – 
Program Manager 

Sarah Corey City of Toronto, Real Estate Services – Project Manager  

Gabriella Sicheri CreateTO – Director, Development 

Ryan Glenn CreateTO – Head, Stakeholder & Client Relationship Management 

Megan Torza DTAH – Partner and Danforth Garage Master Planning Study 
project lead  

 

Facilitation Team 

Name Organization 

Casey Craig Swerhun Facilitation 

Yulia Pak Swerhun Facilitation 

Matthew Wheatley Swerhun Facilitation 
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Other Invited Organizations 

The following organizations have been invited to participate on the LAC but have not submitted 
an application: 

Alternatives Community Mental Health  
Bangladeshi-Canadian Community Services 
Bangladesh Centre and Community Services 
Danforth Village BIA 
Danforth Village Residents Association 
Earl Haig Public School Parents’ Council 
East End Children’s Centre 
East Enders Against Racism 
Ethiopian Association in the Greater Toronto Area 
Friends of Monarch Park 
Friends of Stephenson Park 
KaZa Family Centre 
Masjid ut Taqwa Mosque  
Newcomer Women’s Services Toronto  
Norwood Park Residents’ Association 
Oasis Addiction Recovery Society  
Pathways to Possibilities 
Rhodes Avenue Residents  
The Bazaar Residents’ Association 
The Pocket Community Association 
The Rail Garden  
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Attachment C: Resource Links 

 
The following are links to resources that were shared with the Project Team following the 
meeting:  
 
Links to articles and studies about police stations as community hubs in Chicago, 
Oakland/Alameda County. 

• Polis Station: re-imagining police station as community centre  

• Basketball court installed in Chicago police station parking lot 

• Eden Lives, Alameda County Sherriff's Office in California 

• https://www.artplaceamerica.org/blog/mapping-intersection-creative-placemaking-and-

public-safety 
 

The following link was shared by CreateTO following the meeting: 

Link to a TED Talk which speaks to the importance of architecture in building relationships. The 
reimagining a Chicago police station is referenced in the latter half of the talk.  

• https://www.ted.com/talks/jeanne_gang_buildings_that_blend_nature_and_city 

 
  

http://studiogang.com/project/polis-station
http://studiogang.com/now/neighbors-and-police-officers-open-new-community-basketball-court
https://www.artplaceamerica.org/funded-projects/eden-lives
https://www.artplaceamerica.org/blog/mapping-intersection-creative-placemaking-and-public-safety
https://www.artplaceamerica.org/blog/mapping-intersection-creative-placemaking-and-public-safety
https://www.ted.com/talks/jeanne_gang_buildings_that_blend_nature_and_city
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Attachment D: Presentation Slides 

 
Please find a PDF of the Community Meeting presentation slides on the project website under 
the Local Advisory Committee page – www.danforthgarage.com/lac or by Clicking Here. 

http://www.danforthgarage.com/lac
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5b1808cfa2772c4f85bb58cd/t/5b647246aa4a99b111dc2b9b/1533309528601/Danforth+Garage+Master+Plan+Local+Advisory+Commitee+1+Presentation.pdf
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