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Pupil Accommodation Review 
Committee 

PUBLIC MEETING #1,  
Meeting Notes 

TORONTO-DANFORTH 
SECONDARY SCHOOLS 

November 23, 2015  
7:00‐9:00 p.m. 
Danforth CTI  

 
Central 
Membership 

Jennifer Story (Trustee), Mike Gallagher (Superintendent), Manon Gardner (Executive Superintendent), Audrey Amo (Facilitator), 
Andrew Gowdy (Planning), Nechama Hirchberg (Planning), John Tancredi (Teaching and Learning – French/ESL), Greg McKinnon 
(Museum/Archives), John Chasty, ER 14 and TDSB Museum,  Andrée Shore (Recorder)  
 
 
 
 

School 
Administrators 

Principals of the schools involved in this Pupil Accommodation Review 

Committee 
Members 
 
 
 

Danforth CTI 
Jacob Fischer, Student 
Alisa Medcalf, Parent 
Sean Ingram, Parent 
Kim Outlen, Community  
Eastdale 
Gayle Bowen, Parent 
Ruthann Peralta, Student 
Eastern Commerce  
Muhammad Haroon 
Sofian Hashim, Student 
EYCI 
Charleen Watson, Student Sandra 
Ballard, EYCI, Parent 

Greenwood 
Edi Mantondo, Parent 
M.Zia Afshar, Parent 
Zohra Afshar, Student 
Tolin Abuaziza, Student 
Nora Alkafegi, Student 
Monarch Park CI 
Pam Koch, Monarch Park CI,  
Jacqui Strachan, Monarch Park CI, Community 
Yimaj Ishak, Monarch Park CI, Student 
Lisa Manuel, Monarch Park CI, Parent 
Riverdale 
Matilda Kissi, Parent 
Ronda Kellington, Parent 
 

Alternative Schools 
East York Alternative 
Samantha Smith, Community 
Ioana Murray, Parent 
Diane Dawson, Parent 
Subway Alternative 
Kathy Carlin, Parent 
Sally Kerek, Student 
Sarah Lewin, Student 
SOLE Alternative 
Brenda Totman, Parent 
Ian Totman, Parent 
Christopher Totman, Student 
Brianne Tyson, Student 
Lisa Turner, Community Member 
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Item Discussion Attachments/Actions/ 
Results 

Welcome and 
Introductions 
 
Mike Gallagher, 
Family of Schools 
Superintendent 
WR10, Jennifer Story, 
Trustee WR10 
 

Mike welcomed the group to the evening, thanking all for joining us. Jennifer welcomed the public in 
particular and asked all to think creatively about options and to please so speak up about alternative 
ideas. We can share these tonight or later by email (address to be shared, as well as Jennifer Story’s email 
address). She thanked all staff that prepared us for tonight through research, analysis and 
recommendations.  

 
 

Slide Presentation : Toronto-
Danforth Secondary Schools 
Pupil Accommodation Review 
Committee 

PARC Public Meeting – 
November 23, 2015 

Slide 1, 2 

Why are we here?  
Pupil 
Accommodation 
Review 
 
Audrey Amo, 
Facilitator 
 

• Audrey introduced the purpose of the Pupil Accommodation Review process and the role of the 
PARC committee. She outlined the Ministry guidelines and the TDSB policy and procedures that 
drive the process.  She also introduced the TDSB’s Terms of Reference for the work of the PARC 
and the timelines for the Pupil Accommodation Review. Finally, she reviewed the “Guiding 
Principles for Decisions” that were established by the board. 

• Andrew Gowdy explained that the TDSB has created a long term program and accommodation 
strategy supporting the Board’s rolling 10 year plan and is available on the TDSB web site.  

• In response to a question regarding the least or most important guiding principles, Audrey 
noted that all together must be considered and none are more important than others.   

• Audrey reminded us that the PARC Committee is advisory only. The Board has the responsibility 
of making the final decision. The target for this decision is June 2016. 

• In response to a question about the definition and detail of Utilization Rate, Nechama 
Hirchberg noted that: 

• It is calculated as follows: Current Enrolment / capacity = utilization.  
• The Ministry sets the number of students who can be accommodated in various types of 

classrooms (e.g. large classrooms, science labs, Special Education specialized rooms) and uses 
this data to calculate the capacity of a school building. 

• Under Ministry rules the utilization rate calculation does not include some other uses of the 
school such as day care facilities. 
 

Slide 3 - 9 
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Item Discussion Attachments/Actions/ 
Results 

Information about 
Schools in this Pupil 
Accommodation 
Review 
Nechama Hirchberg, 
Educational Planning 
Officer 
 

• Nechama outlined the reasons why these schools were identified for this review, their current 
enrollment status and the enrollment trends and projections both for the TDSB and for the 
schools in this review. 

• One of the concerns discussed was that low enrollment reduces the schools’ ability to offer the 
needed wide range of programs, to the degree it could affect the students’ ability to access all 
courses needed to graduate.  

• She also pointed out that while enrollment does show a small increase it is flat for 5 years to 
come and future trends show student enrollment will not reach the levels of the past.  

Slides 10 - 13 

Key Features of the 
Schools 
 
Mike Gallagher, 
Superintendent 

 

• To understand the Staff Option under discussion, Mike Gallagher first provided a profile of each 
school as most members of the public may know one school well and not the others.  

• A question about availability of a similar table that indicates the required funding for building 
and facility repairs prompted Mike to clarify that we do have this data but our job in the PARC 
process is not to make decisions based on the facility costs per se. Our focus must be on 
meeting the needs of the students in our area while meeting the utilization targets mandated 
by the Ministry. 

Slides 14 - 17 

 • To allow clarity and foster discussion Mike presented definitions and responded with requests 
for clarification as follows: 

Q What is the difference between tenant and user group? Tenants pay rent, user groups 
compensate the Board through other arrangements. TDSB office staff space and other uses 
such as the museum and archives are in the user group category.  
Q. To clarify the phrase ‘remove the commercial boundary’ Mike stated that in the past, in 
the former Toronto Board, some secondary schools had boundaries for technical programs, 
commercial programs and academic programs. When a person asked about the school for a 
home address, they would see a designated technical school, a designated commercial 
school and a designated academic school. That is no longer the practice in the TDSB. Thus we 
need, as part of this review process, to remove these old boundaries that no longer have real 
meaning. We are proposing removing this confusion so that a home school search on the 
web site will be easier to understand. 
In response to another question, it was reiterated that the removal of a commercial or 
technical boundary will not affect the collegiate catchment area. 
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Item Discussion Attachments/Actions/ 
Results 

The Staff Option 

Mike Gallagher 

• Mike Gallagher gave a background to the development of the Staff Option. From Sept to
November of this year staff have been presented with data and through discussion have
identified several options and arrived at one proposed option. This option has been discussed at
the PARC meeting too.

• We are obliged by the Ministry guideline to present a staff option to get the process started.

Slides 18 - 25 

Other Possible 
Options – Your 
Ideas! 

Mike Gallagher, 
Audrey Amo and 
Nechama Hirchberg 

Mike Gallagher, 
Manon Gardner 

There were a number of comments, questions and suggestions from the attendees, including the 
following: 
• Why semester Danforth to accommodate a smaller school like Greenwood? The trend for most

secondary schools to be semestered. 
• Concerns about the special nature of the ESL  program and students at Greenwood.
• The fact that students at Greenwood spend only 1-3 semesters at the school before transitioning to

other secondary schools to continue their studies; thus the rationale to move Greenwood into a
larger school where students could transition into that school if they so desired

• The option to move Greenwood into Monarch Park since many students choose that school after
leaving Greenwood.

• A question about why SEED is not part of this review (an alternative school on a non-school site)
• Our goal is to fit the right program to the right space and to achieve 80-90 per cent utilization in the

process.
• The desire of the French public board for a secondary school of its own in this neighborhood and the

role of the review in this (this issue is beyond the mandate of the PARC; only the Board can make this
decision).

• Consideration of closing Danforth as an option.

There was a major question about the initiative to use school buildings as community hubs. Manon 
Gardner provided this background: 
• The Ministry put out these Community Hub guidelines for review last March. Our next action was to

create associated Policies and processes for the Board’s review and once approved, these would 
focus future activities.  

This PARC was approved on March 9 and as a result it must work under the guidelines that were in place 
then (under the former process) as the new policy and procedures have not yet been approved. The 
community hubs guideline came out at the end of March. 

Nov 23 stickies.doc

http://www.tdsb.on.ca/portals/_default/ARC_helpful_info_docs/Nov.23.15%20Post%20It%20Notes%20.pdf
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Item Discussion Attachments/Actions/ 
Results 

 
 
• Nonetheless, there will still be room for community partners, for instance, even if we move 

Greenwood to Danforth there will still be room left.   
• The background to this PARC is the Margaret Wilson report from 2015. As a result of this report, the 

Ministry gave the TDSB a number of directives, including a requirement to list all schools with 65% 
utilization rate or less. It was our responsibility to report back and make a plan for pupil 

• accommodation. This Pupil Accommodation Review is part of responding to the directive. Our 
objective is 80% - 90% utilization so we do have some flexibility.  

 
 

• Participants were invited to leave their suggestions on notes (see attached) as provided or by 
email.  

• Members of the public may ask to make a deputation which will be scheduled for 
presentation at the third Public Meeting on December 7, 2015. The process is included in the 
slide presentation which will be posted on the web site 
www.tdsb.on.ca/accommodationreviews. 

Slide 27, 28 

Nov 23 yellow 
stickies.pdf

 

Next Steps  Public Meetings: all meetings are from 7:00 to 9:00 p.m. at Danforth CTI: 
• Thursday, November 26, 2015 (same material as November 23rd meeting) 
• Monday, December 7, 2015 (more discussion of possible options and receiving deputations 

meeting) 
• Wednesday, March 9, 2016 (presentation of the PARC’s draft recommendations) 

 

Adjournment The meeting adjourned at 9:00 p.m.  

A02 (2015-11-19 Toronto-Danforth PARC)zs.4150 

 

http://www.tdsb.on.ca/accommodationreviews
http://www.tdsb.on.ca/portals/_default/ARC_helpful_info_docs/Nov.23.15Yellow%20Post%20Its%20combined.pdf



