Moore, Greater Toronto Area 

New Urbanism in the GTA 
· The ‘Greater Toronto Area’ (GTA) is the largest and fastest growing metropolitan region in Canada
· local and provincial agendas have called for new urban reforms to ‘stop sprawl’ and facilitate compact growth
· This climate of a perceived need for systemic changes to how and where residential development and its supporting infrastructure are planned, designed and built
· More recently, experimentation with New Urbanism extended from the suburban context into the city
· New Urbanism
· diverse, walk-able, compact
· vibrant, mixed-used communities
· housing, workplace, shops, entertainment, schools, parks and civic facilities all within easy walking distance 
· increased use of trains and light rail, instead of highways and roads

1. metropolitan region in Canada, Cornell, Markham: 
· from an affordable housing project (1988) to 
· a New Urbanist community with some conventional designs 
2. Montgomery Village, Orangeville: 
· from a New Urbanist approach to 
· a conventional design (resistance to change)
· its failure was due to the fact that the idea was never completely validated in the marketplace nor within the institutional response of the municipality 
3. The Beach, City of Toronto: 
· New Urbanism’s success due to political and community acceptance
· A unique, non-replicable situation 
4. King West Village, City of Toronto: 
· from an industrial area to 
· a trendy urban village
· New Urbanism at its best 
New Urbanism in City and Suburbs 
· Why does New Urbanism work better in brownfield sites than greenfield sites?
1. In the city there is no need to experiment and propose alternative visions
2. It can simply mimic the existing design without need to seek legitimization 
Obstacles to Change 
· Public and private actors’ lack of interest to change hampers New Urbanism attempts
· Existing regulations facilitate maintenance of the status quo
· Constraints imposed by the industry facilitate standardization over innovation 
Conclusion 
1. “New Urbanism” label gets applied differently depending on the context
2. GTA developers and municipalities are still resistant to New Urbanist design
3. New Urbanism in the GTA: the hybridization of New Urbanist features and conventional housing schemes 


Cowen 
Citizenship and Metropolitan Toronto 
· January 1998 – Amalgamation of Metropolitan Toronto’s constituent municipalities into one “Megacity”
· 2001 – The restructuring of public recreation policy: the rise of targeted social policy
· Targeting and the end of universal citizenship 
Restructuring of the welfare state in Canada 
· 1985 – Restructuring at the federal level
· 1995 – Restructuring in Ontario:
1. Workfare
2. Privatization of public assets and services
3. Downsizing of public services
4. Municipal amalgamation 
Restructuring in Ontario 
· Restructuring as a cost-saving measure 
Post-War Recreation Policy 
· Toronto: free recreation for all
· Suburbs: recreation provided by the private sector, the family, user fees
· Consequences in the suburbs: radicalization of recreation and communities 
Post-Amalgamation Recreation Policy 
· User fees applied to all services
· Subsidies to target certain groups (the Welcome Policy): identifying “high needs” residents and neighborhoods
· What is “high needs”?
· Who is “high needs”?
· Where is “high-needs”? 
Implication for Citizenship 
· Can citizenship be selective? How is the selection made? With what consequences?
· Are we citizens or consumers? What is the difference? Why does it matter?


Boudreau, Keil & Young 
Moving around the Toronto Region 
· The Toronto region sees two different but interrelated movements:
1. Goods
· it is a place for production and consumption; centre for warehousing goods for distribution with and outside of the region
2. People
· millions of journeys make daily by individuals travelling from home to work, study, and shop
· The region is strategically situated at the crossroads of rail & roads networks that connect it to:
1. Northern Ontario
2. Quebec
3. Atlantic Canada
4. Western Canada
5. The US & Mexico 
Global City Transportation 
· Urban regions are in competition to attract global capital & are therefore building globalized superstructures (for ex., airports) to accommodate international trade
· Such globalized superstructures are interlinked with localized transportation & transit systems that serve the everyday needs of the resident population
A New Urban Geography 
· New rhythms & scales of production, exchange and consumption have affected urban geography in the Toronto region
· This new geography is centred at Pearson Airport (Canada’s largest airport)
· The area around Pearson is occupied by industrial buildings & crossed by a web of superhighways (for ex., the 407) & major arterial roads
· Highways have replaced rails as the main avenue to ship goods in Canada
· railways is trying to compete by offering rail as an alternative to traffic-clogged highways 
Toronto Pearson International Airport 
· Pearson is Toronto’s major transportation feature
· It provides access to 60 cities in the US
· global connectivity by air transportation 
· fastest freight transportation  mode
· Person is governed by the Greater Toronto Airport Authority (GTAA) under a private not-for-profit model
· This model was adopted with the intention of freeing the decision-making process from the influences of governments as well as shareholders 
GTAA 
· The problem with the GTAA is that it acts as a virtual monopoly
· The GTAA tends to act unilaterally without any coordination in multi-level planning and governance 
Getting Around in the Global City:
Automobiles 
· Extensive road network: highways & arterial streets
· The region is characterized by extensive car production, ownership & use
· The suburbs have been built on the logic of automobile transportation
· Automobile transportation has been at the core of Canadian transportation policy since WWII 
· Consequences of car use: gridlock & air pollution
· Who lobbies for general infrastructure connections?
1. Big automakers and car part makers only lobby for keeping jobs
2. The Canadian Auto Workers is also absent from the debate
3. The Ontario Trucking Association (OTA) is more active and  operates through formulation of transportation policy processes and participation in ad hoc committees & other governmental initiatives 
Getting Around the Global City:
TTC 
· TTC is always in the centre of public attention in Toronto
· The TTC: a giant in a unstable financial position
· The Ridership Growth Strategy (RGS) implemented in 2003: the TTC as a key player in assisting in the ‘smart’ reurbanization of Toronto
· Ridership Growth Strategy is underfunded 
· Transit City (2007-2010): Light rail transits (LRTs), Scarborough RT rapid transit line & Bus rapid transit
· the goal of RSG is to increase system-wide ridership annually
· this plan will attract new riders and support the City's Official Plan vision 
Federal Transportation Policy 
· The federal government has constitutional authority over transportation
· Since the 1990s, it has moved towards deregulation while remaining strategically interventionist
· Its policy is based on a ‘market-based transportation framework’:
1. Privatization of Air Canada (1988-89)
2. Privatization of CNR (1995)
3. Transfer of ownership of major airports to non-profit private agencies (1990s) 
Provincial Transportation Policy 
· Places to Grow: https://www.placestogrow.ca/index.php 
· Metrolinx:
1. Formed in 2006 as the Grater Toronto Transportation Authority
2. Renamed Metrolinx in 2007
3. Merged with GO Transit in 2009
4. Is a governmental agency that manages & integrate road transport and public transportation in the GTA & Hamilton area 
Local Transportation Policy 
· The GTA divide between downtown & suburban areas is also evident in the transportation policies of the local municipalities:
· The City of Toronto promotes public transit, cycling & walking (though there are also advocates of car use)
· Suburbs promote use of automobiles & trucks
Regional Governance & Transportation 
· Regional transportation is uncoordinated & contested
· There is a disconnect between the problems of the region & the political mechanisms to address them
· automobile industry, air and rail service providers, road builders, developers, transportation officials, unelected agencies such as GTAA fight over various models of capital accumulation and rational service provision 
· decisions on transit funding are disjointed 
· Everyone agrees that good public transit is necessary for the social & economic well-being of the region
· Yet, federal & provincial levels of government are hesitant to commit money for long-term projects
· Municipalities are instead only concerned with what goes on within their boundaries, thus blocking cross-jurisdictional solutions at the regional scale 
· The 1998 amalgamation of Toronto was not accompanied by the creation of a regional governance planning unit
· The Greater Toronto Service Board (GTSB) was ineffective because had authority to plan but not to implement
· The GTSB was disbanded in 2001 
· The GTSB was finally replaced in 2006 by the GTTA (later Metrolinx) 
· Problems with Metrolinx and its regional transportation plan:
1. Less than 1% of spending is earmarked for alternative forms of transportation like bicycling & walking
2. The plan covers a period of 25 years though capital funding beyond year 15 is not guaranteed 
Conclusion 
· The GTA needs better transit for social, environmental & economic reasons
· Decisions, to be effective, must concern the entire region
· A collective political actor is needed to address the problems and find long-term regional solutions 

