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* |ntensification is essential for the future of
Toronto’s inner suburbs

 We must take careful account of the existing
urban forms of places like Scarborough in
planning for intensification

* Toronto, and especially Scarborough, is well
positioned to be a world leader in
transforming its inner suburbs away from
automobile dependence, and towards places
where residents have a genuine choice of
travel modes



Taylor, Burchfield, Kramer, 2014
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AREA IV OPEN DEVELOPMENT
PREFERABLY 160 ACRES ¢

IN ANY CASE \T SHOULD

HOUSE ENOUGH PEQPLE TO
REQUIRE ONE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL ¢ EXACT SHAPE

NOT ESSENTIAL BUT BEST
WHEN ALL SIDES ARE FAIRLY
EQUIDISTANT FROM CENT/EQ/

¥
2. P\‘\\
SHOPPING DISTRICTS IN“ b
PERIPHERY AT TRAFFIC
JUNCTIONS AND
PREFERABLY BUNCHED

OF AREA TO
RECREATION \ "
AND PARK SPACE

B\

A SHOPPING DISTRICT
MIGHT BE SUBSTITUTED
FOR CHURCH SITE '

P
ONLY NEIGHBORHOAD
INSTITUTIONS AT
COMMUNITY CENTER,

INTERIOR. STREETS NOT WIDER.
THAN REQUIRED FOR SPECIFIC
USE AND GIVING EASY

TO CIVIC CENTER,

TRAFFIC -
JUNCTION







TORONTDO
pop 5 094 604 area 188 508 ha

i g @

27.0 pop/ha 4.1 m/pers

ATLANTA
pop 3499840 area5l1 952 ha

@

6.8 pop/ha 8.7 m/pers 95%
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= Metropolitan Toronto Plan, 1966

METROPOLITAN PLAN OF THE METROPOLITAN TORONTO PLANNING AREA
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Exhibit 3.18: Mapping of Auto Trip Delay by Traffic Zone
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Toronto Neighbourhoods with a Persistent Change in Income, 1980 to 2005

Average Individual Income from all sources, 15 Years and Over, Census Tracts

T e P e

City of Toronto
Priority Neighbourhoods (2005)

Highways (2005)
== Sybway (2005)

[ 1 o1d Toronto (1996)

Mo Data

West Central Toronto

CURA Study Area Direction of Change in the Census Tract Average Individual
Income as a percentage of the Toronto CMA Average
5 25 0 5 Kilometers Time Periods: 1980-1990, 1990-1995, 1995-2000, 2000-2005
N Increasing Since 1980 (46 Census Tracts, 9% of the City)
Analysis: R. _!u'lga‘anm. UafT Cities Centre
S e e, 001, 2008 [ | Direction of Change is Not Persistent (341 Census Tracts, 66% of the City)
{c) Centre for Urban and Community Studies, University of Toronto, 2008 i i i
Centre for Utban and Communiy Stucis. Universty of foronto, 2008 Il Decreasing Since 1980 (128 Census Tracts, 25% of the City)
J.D. Hulchanski, PhD, Principal Investigator. Mote: Census Tract 2001 boundaries shown. Census Tracts with no income data for one or more years
For more information, Se=: wiww.gtuo.ca & between 1970 and 2005 are excluded from the analysis_ There were 527 total census tracts in 2001.

www_urbancentre utoronto.ca
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D Scarborough Boundary

| . 1 Rouge Park Boundary

Land Use Category
Single Detached (32.58%)
Townhouse (2.62%)
- Apartment/Condominium (2.99%)
B commercial (4.96%)
- Mixed-Use (Comm-res) (0.14%)
I Employment/industrial (9.93%)
I school (3.40%)
I nstitutional (2.51%)
[0 Parkland (11.45%)

I Parking (0.16%)




80.4%
Relatively
‘frozen’

Scarborough Total Area
fexcluding national park)
= 16,0438 Ha

Land Usa %:
Land Usa Category &raa
percent of the Total Area

[ seartorcagh Boundary

::fj Fouge Park Boussary

Land Use Category
Single Detached {32 58%)
Teramhcumen (3. BI%)

- Agariment Condamenium (2 58%)

B =i 3 40%)

Bl rstrutional (2.51%)

B Facuiand (11.45%)

Cther Dpen Spaos (1.20%)



The other
19.6%
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Thank you



