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September 18, 2012 

 

 

Mimico 20/20 Planning Team 

c/o Matthew Premru, Planner 

Community Planning, Etobicoke York District 

2 Civic Centre Court, 3rd Floor 

Toronto, Ontario M9C 5A3 

 

 

Dear Matthew: 

 

I am writing to you on behalf of the Mimico Lakeshore Network (MLN) Steering Committee, a coalition 

of ten local community groups and agencies.  We have some immediate concerns about the approach the 

Planning Team is taking to the process of community consultation.   The MLN Steering Committee is 

particularly concerned, at this time, about transparency and the speed at which decisions are now being 

made with respect to the Mimico 20/20 Secondary Plan. 

 

The process seen in recent months, in connection with the forthcoming Secondary Plan for Mimico, has 

both strengths and drawbacks.   

 

On the plus side, it appears that the expressions of opinion recorded at the community meetings and 

communicated to city planners in writing are listened to and studied.  The Planning Team can truly say 

they have been taking the temperature of the community.  On the other hand, only they get to read the 

thermometer.  The communication resulting from the city’s public consultation is all one-way.  The 

feedback from the May 29
th
/June 5

th
 public consultation meetings is inconclusive.   There needs to be an 

opportunity for us to hear what the planners and consultants think about the issues, to review the reports 

that are being done on a variety of specific topics and through open discussion attempt to arrive at a 

consensus on points where there is disagreement between the various parties and interest groups. 

  

Failure to provide such an opportunity will mean that the members of the Planning Team are in a position 

to pick and choose which concerns will be met and which constituents satisfied.  As long as no official 

conclusions have been reached, they will say, quite properly, that their plan is “a work in progress” and it 

would therefore be inappropriate to disclose any details.  But there will come a decisive moment when the 

work in progress becomes the city’s actual plan, whether it is a draft version or the final version.  After 

that there will be more one-way communication, this time from the top down, as the Planning Team 

makes its decisions known.  Only those with inside information will take part in the deliberations that will 

eventually lead to the moment of decision. The process therefore in our view lacks transparency. 

              

What this process fails to provide for is the kind of discussion and debate amongst members of the 

community that could produce consensus, or necessary compromises, at the grass-roots level.  Experts in 

city planning, such as Ken Greenberg, are agreed that this type of discussion and debate is essential if the 

best outcome for all interested parties is to be arrived at.  Such an approach is definitely feasible: the 

Lakeview Legacy Project currently under way in the City of Mississauga is an example worth emulating.   
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A process that is less thorough, less “messy” and less transparent is apt to lead to an end result that 

favours the interests of one party (e.g., developers) over those of other stakeholders. 

  

The group discussions at the community meetings in May and June represented a small step in the right 

direction.  As we see the results of this consultation, we believe that it was an inadequate step because the 

discussion groups had no wider audience and no clout; they merely produced data for the one-way 

bottom-up communication with the Planning Team.   We were all divided into small groups with no 

plenary session at which conclusions and opinions could be shared and debated. 

  

Beyond all doubt we should welcome the Planning Team’s intention to present a draft version of the 

Secondary Plan for public consideration before a final version is put forward.  But the process of 

developing the overall shape of the Secondary Plan will have acquired considerable momentum by the 

time the draft version reaches Etobicoke-York Community Council on November 6
th
, 2012.  Right now is 

the time to generate the maximum possible degree of consensus at the grass-roots level.  Yet we find that 

at this crucial stage of the unfolding secondary plan exercise, we are deprived of any information about 

the direction that the thinking of the Planning Team might be taking especially on important issues such 

as height and roads.   

 

We strongly recommend that the next proposed consultation meeting scheduled to take place at the end of 

September/early October take the form of a Town Hall meeting instead of an Open House.  

 

We look forward to working with you to bridge the gap in consultation that we have identified and assure 

you that as residents and service providers in the Lakeshore, the future of Mimico is extremely important 

to all of us. 

 

 

Regards, 

 

 

 

Harry Oussoren, Chairperson 

Mimico Lakeshore Network 

 

 

cc   Jennifer Keesmaat, City of Toronto Chief Planner 
Councillor Mark Grimes 

 Councilor Peter Milczyn, Chair Planning & Growth 

 


