
YONGE-EGLINTON PROGRAM AREA REVIEW PUBLIC MEETING #1 
Toronto ’District 

(� School Tuesday, October 20, 2015 
7:00 to 9:00 PM 
Hodgson Senior PS, 282 Davisville Avenue 

Boru•d 

INFORMATION/DISCUSSION ACTION/HAN DOU TS/ 

INFORMATION 

1. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS 
Sandra Tondat � Sandra Tondat, Superintendent of Education for Ward 11 schools, 

welcomed everyone to the 151 Public Meeting of the Yonge-Eglinton 
Program Area Review and thanked all for participating in the community 
consultation process. 

� Welcome and introduction of PART members. Thank you to Trustee 
Shelley Laskin for her work. Thank you to those members from outside 
Ward 11 and FOS WR08: Trustee Gerri Gershon, Ward 13 and 
Superintendent Kathleen Garner, ER16 for their participation. And 
recognition of Resource Staff: Daniel Castaldo, Joyce Kwong, Jeff Latta, 
Wendy Roberts, and John Tancredi. 

� Introduction of Interpreters and reminder that childcare is available. 
� Appreciation for the work and support of Principals and School Council 

Representatives from the schools involved in the Yonge-Eglinton Program 
Area Review Process. 

� Purpose of the meeting is to present to the community the PART (Program 
Area Review Team) proposed scenario to address the accommodation 
and program pressures in the Yonge-Eglinton area. This includes 
background information, program & accommodation pressures, over 
capacity in schools , process, status quo, possible solutions, and next 
ste s. 

Handouts 
Audience Feedback Form 



• 	 Information will be provided on transitioning from K-5 school and to a 
Grade 6-8 school. 

• 	 Opportunity for questions and answers 

• 	 Audience Feedback - please complete and return at the end of the 
meetin!'.:i. 

2. BACKGROUND/PROGRAM AREA REVIEW PROCESS 
Dan Castaldo Daniel Castaldo provided a chronology and outlined the process that has resulted 

in the Yonge-Eglinton PART. 

• Long-Term Program and Accommodation Strategy (L TPAS) - TDSB's 
LTPAS, approved by Trustees in May 2014, identified a number of studies 
to be undertaken to resolve current and future accommodation pressures 
in Yonge-Eglinton Area. 

• 	 198 studies were identified in the L TPAS to take place over the next 10 
years (2015-2024). Many schools in the Yonge-Eglinton area projected to 
be over 100% utilization by 2024. 

•• 	 Many schools are small and/or constrained school sites (i.e. Eglinton Jr . 
PS - 1.6 acres with no space for portables and is not structurally designed 
for a vertical addition). 

• 	 Some schools may require accommodation/program solutions for the 
2016/17 school year. 


Yonge-Eglinton Accommodation Studies: 


• 	 Phase 1 - December 2014: creation of new Extended French program at 
Forest Hill Jr. & Sr. PS beginning September 2015. Decision to keep 
Extended French program at Eglinton Jr. PS for students in Eglinton 
catchment area. Prior to Yonge-Eglinton review, measures taken to 
address increasing enrolment at Davisville Jr. PS (relocation of Toronto 
Lands Corporation and relocation of Deaf & Hard of Hearing Program to 
Faywood ABC in 2014). 

• 	 Phase 2 (current) - began in February 2015 to address additional 
accommodation pressures focusing on Davisville Jr. PS/ Spectrum Alt. Sr., 
Eglinton Jr. PS, Maurice Cody Jr. PS, Oriole Park Jr. PS, Forest Hill Jr. & 
Sr. PS, and Hodgson Sr. PS. 

• 	 Phase 3 (expected to commence in Spring 2016) - to address pressures at 
Brown Jr. PS, Cottingham Jr. PS, and Deer Park Jr. & Sr. PS. 
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boards for funding support. Source does not address all capital 
requirements and the funding varies from year to year; there is no 
guarantee as to whether or not capital funds will be made available, nor if 
projects identified by school boards will be supported. 

• 	 2. Disposition of Property- TDSB expected to sell properties to generate 
revenue for new capital projects. Challenging and lengthy process to sell 
sites and often at odds with City of Toronto's goal(s) and/or community 
vision. TDSB must plan for the future and preserve options should new 
schools be required in communities over the longer-term. This is not a 
sustainable approach to capital funding. 

• 	 TDSB does not receive Education Development charges (EDCs). EDCs 
are levies placed on new residential and non-residential development by 
school boards to support the cost of acquiring new land for schools in 
growth areas. Under the current legislation school boards must 

demonstrate that the total enrolment must exceed the available capacity to 

qualify. Current legislation mandates that EDCs only be used for the 

purchase of land to support schools in growth areas, not to support the 

cost of building new schools or renovating/adding existing ones. 


•

• 	 TDSB does not qualify under the current regulation due to the availability 
of space at both panels across the district (presently 50,000 available 
spaces across the district). Any potential closures, although not yet 
determined, would not close the gap between total capacity and total 
enrolment. . 

• 	 Major legislative change is required in order to meet the needs of the 
TDSB and other school board across Ontario. TDSB has been 
advocating to receive EDCs and for increased funding to deal with 
renewal and growth. 
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Population Change Across The District from 2004 to Present 
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3. REVIEW OF STATUS QUO PROJECTIONS AT SCHOOLS 
Joyce Kwong, 
Daniel Castaldo 
Jeff Latta 

• 30 Active residential developments (mainly condominiums). Estimated 
pupil yield of approximately 150 JK-8 students cumulatively. 

• Highly dynamic area with potential for more growth. Modelling based on 
known development applications. There is a need to consider contingency 
plans for unknown future development. 

Davisvil le Jr. PS/ Spectrum Alt. Sr.: 
~ Current util ization rate is 107% 
~ School will need 3 additional rooms by 2020 
~ Prohibitive to repair school - sum of all renewal equal or greater 

than value of Davisville site. 
~ Space crunch - 16 resource-sized classrooms (would require 

portables) 
Eglinton Jr. PS: 

~ Current utilization rate is 104%. School situated on smallest site in 
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Ward 11. 
>­ There is no room for portables and building not structurally designed 

for a vertical addition. 
>­ Efficiencies - ESL located to smaller classroom freeing up a regular 

classroom. 
Maurice Cody Jr. PS: 

>­ Current utilization rate is 99%. Portables cannot be placed on the 
site as the community uses playing field 

>­ Steady growth until 2020 when it stabilizes and the school will 
require 3 additional classes. 

Oriole Park Jr. PS: 
>­ Current utilization rate is 124%. Currently, 2 portables on the site 

with the need for a 3rd. 
Forest Hill Jr. & Sr. PS: 

>­ Current utilization rate is 98% 
>­ New Extended French Program (Grade 4) commenced in 2015. 
>­ Currently short one regular classroom but ESL moved to library. 
>­ Growth up to 2022 - will require 4 to 5 additional classrooms. 

Hodgson Sr. PS: 
>­ Current utilization rate is 84% but seeing a lot of growth - 2022 

(from feeder schools). Will require 3 to 4 additional classrooms. 
Northlea E & MS (Ward 13 & FOS ER16) 

>­ Current utilization rate is 91 %. Slight decline in enrolment. 
>­ Will not require additional rooms but do not want to exceed 100% 

capacity. Seeing a lot of growth - 2022 Uunior growth). Will require 
3 to 4 additional classrooms. 
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Jeff Latta 

September 2016 vs. September 2017 Implementation: 
• Staff report with final recommendations to go Board ofTrustees in February 2016. 

• September 2017 implementation would ensure a proper transition for students and 
staff at all affected schools. 

• TDSB Planning and Facilities staff to work with administrators of all four feeder 
schools - Davisvi'lle Jr. PS/Spectrum Alternative School, Eglinton Jr. PS, Maurice Cody 
Jr. PS, and Oriole Park Jr. PS ­ to ensure students can be accommodate for 2016/17 
school year. 

• There are opportunities to undertake renovations at schools involved in this review 
to maximize space for programming, as required. 

• Need to create capacity and explore creative options. Staff working on a 
draft study that will go to Board in June which will look at spaces in 
developments for satellite sites (i.e. JK ­ 3). This might include childcare 
or school in satellite site. 

• Working with the City of Toronto and development community on the 
potential of a "vertical school". 

• Childcare Sites - in conversations with the City of Toronto, the preference 
is to house childcare in schools but in cases of accommodation and/or 
program pressures, childcares may be relocated to another location in 
order to make space in a school. Sites could be incorporated in new 
residential developments. 

• Question regarding obtaining funds from developers 

• Answer: Section 37 of the Planning Act ­ contributions from a developer to 
offset negative impact on community. Funds cannot be used for 
improvement of school building. Used for negative impact on the 
community (i.e. new building casts a shadow on an existing playground, 
funds can be used to redevelop the playground). Approved through City of 
Toronto. 

• Point of clarification regarding Hodgson Sr. PS - portables at Hodgson 
would be temporary. Plan to build 12 additional classrooms to 
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• 
accommodate Grade 6s (in L TPAS). 
Grade changes to help address accommodation and program pressures 
such as limited space in schools, limited access to gyms, music rooms, 
and increase proQramminQ. 

5. TRANSITIONING TO A GRADE 6-8 SCHOOL: BENEFITS, CHALLENGES, AND PROCESS 
Sandra Tondat 
Introduced Ian Wilson, 
Principal at Hodgson 
Sr. PS. Ian has 
teaching and 
administrative 
experience at a Grade 
6-8 school. 

Ian Wilson, Principal at Hodgson Sr. PS shared information on the 'middle school 
experience' for students, parents, staff and the community. 

• Presentation included topics such as similarities and differences between 
K-6 & 6-8 schools, transitions, increased programming (teachers able to 
specialize in such subject areas as math, art, music & coaching), extra­
curricular activities, leadership opportunities, rotary timetable, increased 
independence, social awareness and emotional growth and development 
of learning skills & organization (longer time to prepare for secondary 
environment). 

• Currently 29 middle schools and 92 K to 5 schools in the TDSB. 
• Students at Hodgson Sr. PS for 3 years: ability to get to know the students 

for a longer period of time building stronger relationship. Guidance 
counsellor works with students which is important for transition to 
secondary school. Counsellor provides age level support for students' 
social & emotional needs and works with parents during transitions. Better 
understanding of the needs of and supports for Special Education needs. 

• Facilities - Science lab, Design & Technology lab, cafeteria, tiered music 
room, skating rink. 

Transition in 2017: a great deal of planning and preparation required for the 
number of Grade 6 students going to Hodgson. 
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Strategies to manage Hodgson Sr. PS' transition from a 7-8 school to a 6-8 school 

• Planning ahead for Staffing 
• Facilities (washrooms, cafeteria, lunch program) 
• Resources (Library, rooms, IT) 

• Hodgson Information night/open house for fam ilies 
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Ju ne f 

Parent l eac l)er lnterviev.1</Stude1 t led 
conferences (November or1d Februo1y) 
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7. QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 
Question: How will the boundary and grade changes affect secondary school 
pathways? Will students still be able to go to the secondary school that they 
currently anticipate attending or will the proposed scenario change this? 
Answer: Secondary (home school) is based on home address. Proposed 
scenario will not affect current secondary school pathways. Also, about 50% of 
students in the system do not attend their home school. There are more program 
options for secondary students such as specialized schools & programs and 
many students attend secondary schools outside their catchment area through 
the Optional Attendance process. If there is space, priority is given to students 
from intermediate feeder schools outside the catchment area in order to keep 
grade cohort together. 

Question: Parent presented research, in particular from the CD Howe Institute 
and British Columbia, regarding school grade configuration and its possible 
relationshi to academic success, erformance on standardized tests, and the 
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emotional and social needs of students. Based on the research the parent had 
read, parent concluded that students are best served in a K to 6 schools. 
Therefore, wants their child to remain in a K-6 school. How will Grade 6 students 
be supported and better served in a 6-8 school? Process is being rushed and 
other solutions need to be found such as reoccupying childcare spaces. 
Answer: Will provide research on grade configurations conducted & compiled by 
TDSB staff which show that grade configuration, in of itself, does not affect 
academic achievement. 
Separate process regarding childcares Child Care Occupancy Review Committee 
(CCORC). Ministry of Education supports child care in schools. TDSB supports 
child care centres in schools (important to the community) . In terms of space, 
options are looked at prior to proceeding to a CCORC or requesting child care 
centres to move to a new location . Decisions involve central TDSB staff. 

Question: North Toronto Cl - Will children residing in the new developments in 
the NTCI area attend the school? 
Answer: While the optional attendance status for North Toronto Cl is 'limited', 
status can be changed to 'closed' should growth continue. This applies to all 
schools - status reviewed every year based on projected enrolment. Secondary 
boundary study throughout the system underway to look at programming and 
increase student choices. 

Question: Will there be childcare (Before and After program) for Grade 6 
students/parents at Hodgson Sr. PS? Important to have access to onsite care. 
Answer: School will look at setting up a program. 

Question: Parent expressed agreement with keeping Grade 6 at Eglinton Jr. PS. 
Would like to see a more substantial plan. Feels that the decision has already 
been made to put forward the PART recommended scenario. Why is 
parent/community involvement different to that of the ARC/PARG process? 
Answer: Staff has been working on possible solutions to address 
accommodation and program pressures in the Yonge-Eglinton area (see slide on 
Yonge-Eglinton Accommodation Studies). The processes are different: ARCs or 
PARCs (Pupil Accommodation Reviews) concern school consolidations or 
closures. In this case we are looking for space to alleviate program and 
accommodation pressures (Program Area Review). Recommendation to rebuild 
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Davisville Jr. PS and move Spectrum Alt. Sr. from Eglinton Jr. PS to Davisville Jr. 

came out of the Davisville-Yonge ARC in 2009. Data has changed over the past 

six years and more student spaces are required. Principals faced with current 

programs being compromised by space issues. As previously stated staff will 

research the various types of school grade configurations and will bring back to 

the PART. . Childcare centres located in schools serve the needs of the school 

community. 


Question: How can we find information on the impact of the boundary changes? 

Answer: Information is posted on the Eglinton-Yonge Program Area Review site. 

This includes maps, walking distances, PART recommended scenario, public 

meeting summary notes, etc. Shelley Laskin will send out the link and share 

information in her Weekly Update. If parents have questions, concerns, or ideas, 

speak with school Principal or School Council representative. This is a way to get 

involved with the process. Principals and School Council representatives will 

share community input at the PART working meetings. 


Question: Capital funding from the Province - what percentage has been 

allocated to the TDSB in the past? 

Answer: Percentage varies from year to year. TDSB has received approval for 

additions at a few school sites in the system. 30 storey level buildings - require 

City approval to build up. TDSB is working with the City. Also there is the issue 

of the maximum number of storeys that will be approved in specific areas 

(Davisville Jr. PS). Unable to build up at Eglinton Jr. PS as building is not 

structurally designed to add floors. 


Question: Can school community/parents raise funds for building improvements, 

addition or new school building? 

Answer: No. Fund raising cannot be used for this purpose (Ministry of Ontario 

Fundraising Guidelines, 2012, TDSB Fundraising Policy, P.021 and TDSB 

Fundraising Guide 2015 - under development). 


Question: Davisville - midtown hub hopefully able to lobby the province for 

money. Need to go to province for funding. Concerned about losing computer 

labs, etc. in order to find space. This is an accommodation crisis and the grade 

changes need to happen ASAP especially at Davisville and Eglinton. Connect 
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with Parent advocacy groups to lobby the province. 

Answer: Needs to happen ASAP but with the delay of the report going to Board 

in February, there is less time for receiving school to prepare for Grade 6 classes. 

We want to ensure that the transition is a smooth one and that students/parents 

have time to prepare for the move to Hodgson for Grade 6. 


Question: How many students would have moved to Hodgson Sr. PS with the 

staggered implementation of grade configuration changes? Delaying comes at a 

cost for Davisville Jr. PS (utilization use - 107%). 

Answer: Approximately 170 students in total if grade change reconfiguration for 

all schools implemented at the same time. 


Question: What is the impact on Davisville Jr. PS if grade 6 students remain at 

the school for an additional year? 

Answer: One class of 27. Three periods for gym class (2 classrooms used for 

gym) . One portable would alleviate program issue. 


Question: Notice that Deaf and Hard of Hearing program was being moved from 

Davisville to Faywood was shared in March 2014 for implementation in 

September 2014. Why can't Davisville and Eglinton students move next year? 

Answer: Need to wait until the report goes through Board. As this will not go to 

Board until February students will not find out that this is their graduating (last) 

year at the school until then. Students going to Hodgson with little preparation 

time is difficult - transition must be done well to ensure success. 

DHH class - was easier to relocate as students, staff, equipment, etc. all moved 

together (27 Students). 


Question: 3 month lag until report goes to Board. Why the delay? Can the 

report be moved forward? 

Answer: We have to work within the Program Area Review process (including 

review by Central Accountability Team, Priorities and Planning Committee and 

finally, Board of Trustees). There was a different process for moving the Deaf and 

Hard of Hearing program from Davisville. 


Question: Received good information tonight but feel more preparation is 

required. It's important to parents on how the scenario and its implications are 
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