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NATURE OF THE APPEAL.:

The City of Hamilton (the City) received a request from a journalist under the Municipal Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy (the Act). The request was for access to records relating to fire
prevention activities carried out by the City’s Fire Department (the Fire Department) at a specified address
(the property), including any references to the business located at that address and/or references to two
named individuals. These two individuals are the directors and officers of the business. The requester
wanted documents covering the period January 1, 1997 to the date ofthe request (December 16, 1997).
OnJanuary 15 and March 19, 1998, the City contacted the requester to clarify his request, and sent a letter
to the requester on April 24, 1998 confirming that the request covers the period January 1, 1997 to the date
of the letter, April 24, 1998.

The City identified 3,461 paper records, 88 photographs and two videotapes. The City decided that seven
records were non-responsive, and divided the remaining records into the following 20 categories in
responding to the requester:

1. Monitoring Notes, February 1998 - April 1998
2. Letters, e-mail messages, orders, June 1997 - April 1998

3. Inventory lists, Recommendations, letters, e-mail messages, facsimiles, court
documents, invoices, February 1998 - April 1998
4. Facsimiles, memoranda, telephone messages, bids, proposal documents,

March 1998 - April 1998
5. Weigh Bills, April 1998

6. Tender Documents, bids, facsimiles, memoranda, letters, e-mail messages, March
1998 - April 1998

7. E-mail messages, facsimiles, court documents, November 1997 - January 1998

8. Letters, Agreements, invoices, e-mail messages, quotations, contracts, facsimiles,

November 1997 - April 1998

9. Videotapes, photographs, October 1997 - February 1998

10. Letters, facsimiles, business cards, staff assignments, December 1997 - March
1998

11. Business cards, invoices, calendars, e-mail messages, memoranda,
Recommendations, facsimiles, December 1997 - February 1998

12. Inventory lists, lease agreement, December 1997 - February 1998

13.  Notes, Inspection Reports, Fire Code Information, inventory breakdown, court
documents, facsimile, June 1997 - January 1998

14, Facsimiles, Material Safety Data Sheets, November 1997 - April 1998

15. Court documents, notes, Corporation Profile Reports, February 1997 - Novenber
1997

16. Business card, court documents, Corporation Profile Reports, Fire Code
Information, Registry/Land Titles, e-mail messages, letters, February 1997 -
March 1998

17. Court documents, Fire Marshal Orders, letters, February 1997 - December 1997

18. E-mail messages, October 1997 - April 1998

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]



-2-

19. Letters, facsimiles, notes, memoranda, Corporation Profile Reports,
Recommendations, inventory list, press release, e-mail messages, orders,
inspection reports, notices, court documents, June 1997 - March 1998

20. Notes, summaries, February 1997 - April 24, 1998

After resolution of a fee appeal and a time extension appeal in connection with this request, the City issued
its access decision. The requester was provided with full access to 154 records and partial access to 61
others. The City denied access to the remaining records and parts of records on the basis of one or more
of the following exemption claims:

. section 7(1) - advice or recommendations

. sections 8(1)(a), (b), (c) and (g), and 8(2)(a) and (c) - law enforcement
. sections 10(1)(a) and (c) - third party commercial information

. sections 11(d) and (e) - economic and other interests of the City

. section 12 - solicitor-client privilege

. section 14(1) - invasion of privacy

The City also directed the requester to locations, including land and business registration offices, where
responsive public records could be obtained. The City denied access to the seven records it characterized
as non-responsive.

The requester, now the appellant, appealed the City's decision.

During mediation, the City issued a second decision to the appellant, claiming that 15 records qualified for
exemption under section 15(a) of the Act (information available to the public). However, the appellant
agreed not to pursue access to these 15 records, as well as 162 others that were available at either the
Land Registry Office or the Companies Branch of the Ministry of Consumer and Commercial Relations.
These 177 records and the section 15(a) exemption claim are no longer at issue in this appeal.

As a result, 3,040 paper records remain at issue. Ofthese, 2,979 were withheld in full and the other 61 in
part. These paper records include letters, facsimiles, memoranda, monitoring forms, file notes, corporate
searches, e-mail notes, tender documents, court documents, inventory sheets, and various other related
documents. All 88 photographs and the two videotapes also remain at issue.

The records are described in greater detalil in the index attached as Appendix A to this order. | have
adopted the City’s page numbering system from the index. This system assigns a record number to each
page, even though many of the documents are more than 1 page in length. As a result, a 2-page document
would be referred to, for example, as “Records 412-413”.

Following the completion of mediation, | senta Notice of Inquiry to the City and the appellant outlining the
Issues to be considered during the inquiry. | received written representations fromthe City, but not fromthe
appellant. During the course of this inquiry, the Court of Appeal issued its decision in General Accident
Assurance Co. v. Chrusz (1999), 45 O.R. (3d) 321(Ont. C.A.). This case dealt extensively with the law
of litigation privilege. | sent a Supplementary Notice of Inquiry to the parties, providing them with an
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opportunity to provide representations on the impact of General Accident on the litigation privilege
component of section 12. Again, only the City provided representations in response.

BACKGROUND:

The factual background of this matter is important in understanding the potential application of the various
exemption claims.

On May 30, 1997, the Fire Department conducted a routine inspection of the property. This inspection
revealed that the building contained large quantities of combustible products and that the sprinkler systems
were not working properly.

OnJune 18, 1997, Fire Department personnel issued a Fire Marshal’s Order providing specific instructions
for compliance with some of the deficiencies noted in the inspection. These deficiencies related to the
sprinkler system, exit signage, and the labelling of paint storage drums.

OnJune 25, 1997, Fire Department personnel issued a Notice of Violation pursuant to the Fire Marshals
Act for the owner to correct other deficiencies noted during the inspection. The owner failed to comply
with a number of items in this Notice of Violation, and charges were laid pursuant to the Fire Marshals Act
on August 21, 1997. OnOctober 29, 1997, the owner was found guilty in absentia, resulting in fines to the
company and its president. Due to the outstanding deficiencies at the property, the Fire Department
requested an order from the Fire Safety Commission (the FSC) authorizing the Fire Department to take
corrective action on the property.

On November 14, 1997, the FSC issued an Order authorizing the Fire Department to proceed with the
removal and disposal of the combustible contents if the owner did not satisfy the requirements of the
decision. The FSC’s order set out various time frames for compliance and required that all remedial work
be completed by January 31, 1998. Under the terms ofthe FSC Order, if the owner failed to meet any of
the compliance dates, the Fire Department would be authorized to proceed with the removal and disposal
of the combustible contents of the building.

On December 3, 1997, the owner filed a Notice of Appeal to set aside the FSC decision. On December
9, 1997 Justice Crane of the Ontario Court (General Division) (now called the Superior Court of Justice)
stayed the FSC Order with respect to the removal and disposal of the combustible contents of the building.

On December 6, 1997, the Fire Department, with the approval of the Fire Marshal, closed and assumed
control over the property and placed security services onsite. The owner was allowed supervised access
to the property in order to complete required work. The Fire Marshal’s Order which accompanied the
closure of the site required that the owner remove the combustible contents by December 13, 1997 or
upgrade the building to acceptable levels by January 6, 1998.

OnFebruary 19, 1998, Justice Crane ordered the sale of the building materials, and on March 12, 1998, he
approved the method of disposal, manner of distribution of the proceeds of sale of the combustible goods,
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and directed the City of Hamilton to order that the building’s owner pay the costs ofremoval, storage, and
disposal.

The owner brought a motion in Divisional Court for leave to appeal and for a stay of Justice Crane’s
February 19 and March 12, 1998 orders. The owner also appealed Justice Crane’s March 12, 1998
order to the Ontario Court of Appeal. The Court of Appeal dealt with the matter on December 15, 1999.
On agreement of both parties, it determined that Justice Crane did not have jurisdiction to make the March
12, 1998 order, and confirmed the November 14, 1997 order of the FSC permitting the City to remove
and dispose of combustible material.

On April 14, 1998, two numbered companies and the owner of the property commenced an action against
the City and others, seeking damages on the basis ofan alleged conspiracy to deprive them of their goods
and interference with their commercial activities. This action has not been withdrawn and a trial date hasnot
been scheduled.

On April 30, 1998, a named individual and a named company commenced a separate action against the
City and others, including the owner of the property, seeking damages for interference with delivery of
certain materials they had agreed to purchase from the property owner. This action has also not been
withdrawn and a trial date has not been scheduled.

On July 10, 1998, the Fire Marshal’s order to pay costs was served on the owner of the property. This
order was subsequently appealed to the FSC. This appeal was scheduled to be heard on October 20,
1998, but was adjourned on consent of the parties on October 14, 1998. The FSC confirmed the
adjournment on October 15, 1998 and closed the file. Neither the owner nor the City has reopened the
appeal.

PRELIMINARY MATTERS:
Responsiveness of the Records

The City initially claimed that Records 220, 224, 2242, 2246, 2332, 2634-2635 and 3455-3456 were not
responsive to the request. However, the City changed its position in its representations, and now claims that
only Record 2634 is non-responsive, and that all other records are exempt under various sections of the
Act. 1 will deal with these records in the body of this order.

As far as Record 2634 is concerned, the City states that this record is not responsive because it “is a copy
of facsimile correspondence to the appellant, and as such, was non-responsive to the request, as it should
be in his possession.”

The issue of responsiveness of records was canvassed in detail by former Adjudicator Anita Fineberg in

Order P-880. That order dealt with a redetermination regarding this issue which resulted fromthe decision
of the Divisional Court in Ontario (Attorney General) v. Fineberg (1994), 19 O.R. (3rd) 197.
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In the Fineberg case, the Divisional Court characterized the issue of the responsiveness of a record to a
request as one of relevance. In her discussion of this issue in Order P-880, Adjudicator Fineberg stated:

In my view, the need for an institution to determine which documents are relevant to a
request is a fundamental first step in responding to a request. It is an integral part of any
decision by a head. The record itself sets out the boundaries of relevancy and
circumscribes the records which will ultimately be identified as being responsive to the
request. | am of the view that, in the context of freedom of information legislation,
“relevancy” must mean “responsiveness”. That is, by asking whether information is
“relevant” to a request, one is really asking whether it is “responsive” to a request. While it
is admittedly difficult to provide a precise definition of “relevancy” or “responsiveness”, |
believe that the term describes anything that is reasonably related to the request.

Whether or not a record represents correspondence with a requester and/or is in the requester’s possession
is not determinative of whether a record is responsive to a request. Ifthe record contains information
related to the subject matter of the request, regardless of its relationship to the requester, the record mustbe
considered responsive and the City must make a decision respecting access to that record.

The content of Record 2634 is directly related to the subject matter of the request. Therefore, | find that it
is responsive, and | will order the City to provide the appellant with an access decision regarding this
record.

Personal Information

“Personal information” is defined in section 2(1) of the Act to mean recorded information about an
identifiable individual. Section 14(1) of the Act is a mandatory exemption claim dealing with personal
information. It requires personal information of individuals other than a requester to be withheld, subject to
certain exceptions listed in section 14(1).

The City submits that a number ofrecords contain personal information. The City’s representations on ths
Issue state:

The specific information contained in the various records includes names, addresses and
business and home telephone numbers of the directors of the business operated at [the
property], as well as personal contacts of those directors.

However, the City did not notify any individuals whose personal information may be contained in any of the
records at issue in this appeal. Before proceeding to consider the personal information exemption claimin
this inquiry, | must first notify these individuals and provide them with an opportunity to submit
representations on whether or not the information qualifies as their “personal imformation” and, if so, whether
this information is exempt under section 14(1).

Because section 14(1) is a mandatory exemption, | have reviewed all of the records and determined that
others may also include personal information.
[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]



I will defer my decision on these records, with the exception of those that are legitimately withheld under
one of the other exemption claims, and provide a Supplementary Notice of Inquiry to those individuals
whose personal information may be at issue. The records that fall in this category are identified in Appendix
A with the reference As. 14(1)” under the heading “Decision Deferred”.

Third Party Information

For a record to qualify for exemption under sections 10(1)(a), (b) or (c), the following three-part test must
be established:

1. the record must reveal information that is a trade secret or scientific, technical,
commercial, financial or labour relations information; and

2. the information must have been supplied to the institution in confidence, either
implicitly or explicitly; and

3. the prospect of disclosure of the record must give rise to a reasonable expectation
that one of the harms specified in (a), (b) or (c) of subsection 10(1) will occur.

(Orders 36, P-363, M-29 and M-37)

The City claims that section 10 applies to a number of records containing information supplied by various
third parties. These records all relate to extensive dealings between the City and various third parties
regarding the removal, storage, sale and destruction of the combustible items stored at the property. Some
of the records consist of quotations and proposals submitted to the City, and others reflect discussions and
meetings between City and Fire Department personnel regarding these activities.

However, the City did not notify any third party organizations whose information may be contained in anyof
the records at issue in this appeal. Before proceeding to consider the third party information exemption
claim in this inquiry, 1 must first notify these organizations and provide them with an opportunity to submit
representations on whether or not the information qualifies as their “third party information” and, if so,
whether this information is exempt under section 10(1).

Because section 10 is a mandatory exemption, | have reviewed all of the records and determined that others
may also contain third party information.

I will defer my decision on these records, with the exception of those that are legitimately withheld under
one of the other exemption claims, and provide a Supplementary Notice of Inquiry to those organizations
whose third party information may be at issue. The records that fall in this category are identified with the
reference As. 10(1)” in Appendix A under the heading “Decision Deferred”.

Records Already Disclosed
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Records 1943-1945 and 1934-1937 have already been disclosed to the appellant. Records 2121-2123,
2124-2126, 2149-2151, 2194-2196 and 2872-2874 are duplicates of Records 1943-1945; and Records
2117-2120 and 2135-2138 are duplicates of Records 1934-1937. These duplicate records shouldakobe
disclosed to the appellant, and I will include them among the records ordered disclosed by this Interim
Order.

Records Not Provided
A small number of records subject to exemption claims have not been provided to me by the City. 1 will
include a provision in this Interim Order requiring production of these records in order for me to determine
whether or not exemption claims have been established.
Records Where No Exemption Claimed
The City describes Records 2442 and 2804 as duplicate records, but does not identify the corresponding
records or any specific exemption claims. Record 2442 is the endorsement page ofa court motion record,
and Record 2804 is a Fire Marshal Order. Both of these records are public documents and not subject to
any valid exemption claims.
Records 3455-3456
In its representations, the City claims that Records 3455-3456 are exempt under section 15(a). These
records consist of a Fire Code Commission Decision Summary. Other such summaries (Records 3449-
3454, 3457-3458, 3459 and 3460-3461) were removed from the scope of this appeal during mediation.
Although the appellant may be willing to obtain Records 3455-3456 from other available sources, giventhe
passage of time and complexity of this appeal, | have decided that the most straightforward treatment of
Records 3455-3456 is to order their disclosure.
DISCUSSION:
SOLICITOR-CLIENT PRIVILEGE
Section 12 of the Act states:

A head may refuse to disclose a record that is subject to solicitor-client privilege or that

was prepared by or for counsel employed or retained by an institution for use in giving legal

advice or in contemplation of or for use in litigation.
This section consists of two branches, which provide a head with the discretion to refuse to disclose:

1. a record that is subject to the common law solicitor-client privilege (Branch 1);and
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2. a record which was prepared by or for counsel employed or retained by an
institution for use in giving legal advice or in contemplation of or for use in litigation
(Branch 2).

Although the wording of the two branches is different, the Commissioner’s orders have held that their scope
is essentially the same:

Inessence, then, the second branch of section 19 was intended to avoid any problems that
might otherwise arise in determining, for purposes of solicitor-client privilege, who the
“client” is. It provides an exemption for all materials prepared for the purpose of obtaining
legal advice whether in contemplation of litigation or not, as well as for all documents
prepared in contemplation of or for use in litigation. Inmy view, Branch 2 of section 19 is
not intended to enable government lawyers to assert a privilege which is more expansive or
durable than that which is available at common law to other solicitor-client relationships.

(Order P-1342; upheld on judicial review in Ontario (Attorney General) v. Big Canoe,
[1997] O.J. No. 4495 (Div. Ct.). This case dealt with section 19 of the provincial
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, the equivalent provision to
section 12 of the municipal Act.)

The City claims section 12 applies as one basis for exempting all of the records, with the exception of
Records 183 and 184. The litigation privilege component is claimed for all of these records, and solicitor-
client communications privilege for some records as well. | will deal with litigation privilege first.

LITIGATION PRIVILEGE
Can the Commissioner Rule on Litigation Privilege?

The City’s representations suggest that the Commussioner either lacks jurisdiction to consider the
applicability of litigation privilege or should not do so when litigation is in progress. | will deal with this as a
preliminary issue before turning to the substantive issues in this regard.

The City states that :

... the question of whether privilege attaches to records created or obtained by employees
of the City of Hamilton, which were subsequently provided to both its in-house solicitors
and the City’s outside counsel, can be determmned only in the context of the litigation
process. Again it would be premature and inappropriate for the Informationand Privacy
Commissioner to address the issue of privilege for such documents in the context of the
freedom of information process, without knowledge of the several legal issues in dispute
between the parties, or the purpose for which a particular document, even of an otherwise
public nature, was created or obtained. The City of Hamilton respectfully submits, that it
was not the intention of the Legislature of Ontario, in enacting the Municipal Freedom of
Information and Protection of Privacy Act, to permit members of the public to gain
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access to information which a municipality has gathered to defend its legitimate legal
interests, when that municipality is involved in litigation that could result in significant
liabilities.

I do not agree with this argument. The Act deals with the relationship between discovery and litigation in
section 51(1), which states:

This Act does not impose any limitation on the information otherwise available by

law to a party to litigation.

The Act does not address the opposite proposition, that information relating to litigation may not be
disclosed under the Act, which is the essence of the City’s representations on this point. The “implied
exclusion” or expressio unius rule of statutory interpretation suggests that in these circumstances, it would
be legitimate to infer from the existence and wording of section 51(1) that the legislature did not intend the
Act to have the effect suggested by the City. The principle is explained by Ruth Sullivan, in Driedger on
the Construction of Statutes, 3 ed. (Toronto and Vancouver: Butterworth’s, 1994) at pages 168-9:

Animplied exclusion argument lies whenever there is reason to believe that if the legislature
had meant to include a particular thing within the ambit of its legislation, it would have
referred to that thing expressly. Because of this expectation, the legislature’s failure to
mention the thing becomes grounds for inferring that it was deliberately excluded.

Where a provision specifically mentions one or more items but is silent with respect to other
items that are comparable, it is presumed that the silence is deliberate and reflects an
intention to exclude the items that are not mentioned. The reasoning goes as follows: if the
legislature had intended to include all comparable items, it would have mentioned themalll
or described themall using general terms; it would not have mentioned some of them while
saying nothing of others, for to proceed in this way would be irrational and contrary to
standard drafting practice. One must presume that legislation has been competently
drafted.

In my view, this principle is applicable here, and precludes me from concluding that records are not
accessible under the Act simply because they may relate in some way to litigation.

Commissioner’s Previous Interpretation of Litigation Privilege

The Commissioner’s approach to litigation privilege, prior to the issuance ofthe Ontario Court of Appeal’s
decision in General Accident Assurance Co. v. Chrusz, supra, was summarized in Order P-1551, as
follows:

Litigation privilege, often referred to as the “work product” or “lawyer’s brief” rule,
protects documents which are not direct solicitor-client communications, but which are
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“derivative” of that relationship. This includes communications between the solicitor or the
client and third parties, documents generated internally by the solicitor or the client, or
documents compiled for a lawyer’s brief, where the dominant purpose for which they were
created or obtained is existing or reasonably contemplated litigation. Litigation privilege
applies only if the document was made or obtained with an intention that it be confidentialin
the course of the litigation.

The rationale for litigation privilege is to protect the adversary system of justice by ensuring
a zone of privacy for counsel preparing a case for litigation [Hickman v.

Taylor 329 U.S. 495 at 508-511 (1947); Strass v. Goldsack (1975), 58 D.L.R. (3d)
397 at 424-425 (Alta. C.A.); General Accident Assurance Co. v. Chrusz (1997), 34
O.R. (3d) 354 at 370 (Gen. Div.), leave to appeal granted (1997), 35 O.R. (3d) 727
(Gen. Div.)]. As the Ontario Court (General Division) Divisional Court explained in
Ottawa-Carleton (Regional Municipality) v. Consumers’ Gas Co. (1990), 74 D.L.R.
(4th) 742 at 748:

The adversarial system is based on the assumption that if each side
presents its case in the strongest light the court will be best able to
determine the truth. Counsel must be free to make the fullest investigation
and research without risking disclosure of his opinions, strategies and
conclusions to opposing counsel. The invasion of privacy of counsel’s trial
preparation might well lead to counsel postponing research and other
preparation until the eve of or during the trial, so as to avoid early
disclosure of harmful information. This result would be counter-productive
to the present goal that early and thorough investigation by counsel will
encourage an early settlement of the case. Indeed, if counsel knows he
must turn over to the other side the fruits of his work, he may be tempted
to forego conscientiously investigating his own case in the hope he will
obtain disclosure of the research investigations and thought processes in
the trial brief of opposing counsel.

Under the litigation privilege or work product rule, a distinction has been drawn between
“ordnary” work product (documents gathered from third parties, the document itself or
factual information) and “opinion” work product (counsel’s mental impressions,
conclusions, opinions or legal theories), with the latter enjoying a heightened protection
[R.J. Sharpe, “Claiming Privilege in the Discovery Process”, Law Society of Upper
Canada Special Lectures, 1984 (Richard DeBoo Publishers, 1984), pp. 175-177; In re
Sealed Case, 676 F.2d 793 at 809-810 (U.S.C.A., Dist. Col., 1982); C.A.); Mancao v.
Casino (1977), 17 O.R. (2d) 458 (H.C.)].

Litigation privilege ends with termination of the litigation for which the documents were
prepared or obtained [Boulianne v. Flynn, [1970] 3 O.R. 84 at 90 (Co. Ct.); Meaney v.
Busby (1977), 15 O.R. (2d) 71 (H.C)]. The exception to this rule is where the policy
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reasons underlying the privilege remain, despite the end of the litigation. For example,
privilege may be sustained in related litigation involving the same subject matter in which the
party asserting the privilege has an interest [Carleton Condominium Corp. v. Shenkman
Corp. (1977), 3 C.P.C. 211 (Ont. H.C.)]. Inother words, the law will only give effect to
the privilege while the purpose for its recognition continues to be served. Unlike solicitor-
client communication privilege, the purpose of which is to protect against disclosures which
could have a chilling effect on the solicitor-client relationship, the purpose of litigation
privilege is to protect against disclosures which could have a chilling effect on the lawyer’s
preparation for the particular litigation, or any related litigation arising out of the

same subject matter.
The General Accident Decision and the “Dominant Purpose” Test
Introduction

In General Accident, the majority of the Court of Appeal questioned the “zone of privacy”” approach and
adopted a test which requires that the “dominant purpose” for the creation of a record must have been
reasonably contemplated litigation in order for it to qualify for litigation privilege. General Accident
represents an important development in the law of Ontario regarding this aspect of privilege. For that
reason | sent a Supplementary Notice of Inquiry to parties inviting representations on its impact on this
appeal. As noted previously, only the City submitted representations in response to this notice.

The fact situation in General Accident is important in assessing its overall impact and its application to the
facts of the present appeal. Inthat case, an insurance company had retained an adjuster for the purpose of
investigating a loss resulting from a fire at a motel owned by its insured. The insurance company initially
suspected arson, but eventually paid part of the claim submitted by the motel owner. Subsequently, a
former employee of the motel gave a statement to the insurer’s lawyer, alleging fraud by the owner. The
insurance company then began an action against the insured alleging, among other things, fraud and
misrepresentation. The issue before the Court was whether various records and communications created
during the course of the events following the fire were protected by litigation privilege.

For the purposes of the present appeal, one of the most significant aspects of General Accident is its
conclusion that, whether or not litigation may have been reasonably contemplated initially, this contenmplation
must by necessity have come to an end prior to payment of any portion of the claim. As a result, litigation
privilege could not be claimed for records created before payment of the claim because any reasonable
contemplation of litigation that might have existed at the time they were created must have ended before any
payment was made. Moreover, records created after the payment, but before the former employee gave
his statement, were not created for the dominant purpose of reasonably contemplated litigation, because
there was no litigation reasonably in contemplation during that period. A new basis for contemplated
litigation arose at the time the former employee made his statement, but it is apparent from the Court’s ruling
that this could not revive litigation privilege for any previous time period. Only records which came into
existence after the former employee gave his statement could meet the dominant purpose test.
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By inference, the Court’s decision stands not only for the proposition that “dommant purpose” is the proper
test in applying litigation privilege to documents created in connection with existing or contemplated
litigation, but also, by analogy to the termination of litigation/loss of privilege doctrine, that privilege basedon
the reasonable contemplation of litigation is time-sensitive, and if the contemplation of litigation comes to an
end, even records whose dominant purpose was contemplated litigation will lose their privileged status
unless they remain, or become, privileged in some other way. Given that both the originally contemplated
action and the one subsequently commenced arose out of the same fire and involved essentially the same
parties, the rules regarding termination of privilege might have suggested that the new action revived the
litigation privilege.

However, the Court, without discussing this aspect of the law, reached the opposite conclusion. A
reasonable inference to draw from this is that, in the Court’s view, even a renewed contemplation of
litigation or a new law suit based on grounds similar to those originally contemplated, and involving
essentially the same parties, will not revive litigation privilege in these circumstances.

Development of the Dominant Purpose Test

The majority ofthe Court in General Accident expressed reservations about the “zone of privacy” analyss
that formed the basis of the Commissioner’s previous approach to litigation privilege. Mr. Justice Carthy
(author of the most detailed majority reasons on this point) states, at pages 331-2:

The “zone of privacy” is an attractive description but does not define the outer reaches of
protection or the legitimate intrusion of discovery to assure a trial on all of the relevant facts.
The moderntrend is in the direction of complete discovery and there is no apparent reason
to inhibit that trend so long as counsel is left with sufficient flexibility to adequately serve the
litigation client. In effect, litigation privilege is the area of privacy left to a solicitor after the
current demands of discoverability have been met. There is a tension between themto the
extent that when discovery is widened, the reasonable requirements of counsel to conduct
litigation must be recognized.

Our modern rules certainly have truncated what would previously have been protected
from disclosure. Under r. 31.06(1) information cannot be refused on discovery on the
ground that what is sought is evidence. Under r. 31.06(2) the names and addresses of
witnesses must be disclosed. A judicial ruling in Dionisopoulous v. Provias (1990), 71
O.R. (2d) 547 (H.C.) compelled a party to reveal the substance of the evidence of a
witness, demonstrating that it is not just the Rules of Civil Procedure that may intrude upon
traditional preserves.

Rule 31(06)(3) provides for discovery of the name and address and the findings,
conclusions and opinions of an expert, unless the party undertakes not to call that expert at
trial. This is anexample of the Rules Committee recognizing the right to proceed in privacy
to obtain opinions and to maintain their confidentiality if found to be unfavourable. The
tactical room for the advocate to manoeuvre is preserved while the interests of a fair trial
and early settlement are supported. The actual production ofan expert’s report is required
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under r. 53.03(1). Similar treatment is given to medical reports under rules 33.04 and
33.06.

In a very real sense, litigation privilege is being defined by the rules as they are amended
fromtime to time. Judicial decisions should be consonant with those changes and should be
driven more by the modern realities of the conduct of litigation and perceptions of
discoverability than by historic precedents born in a very different context.

Justice Carthy explains the Court’s decision to adopt the dominant purpose test as follows, at pages 332-3:

One historic precedent that in my view does have modern application but that has been
given a varied reception in Ontario is the House of Lord’s decision in Waugh v. British
Railways Board, [1979] 2 All ER.1169. That case concerned a railway inspector’s
routine accident report. It was prepared in part to further railway safety and in part for
submission to the railway’s solicitor for liability purposes. It was held that while the
document was prepared in part for the purpose of obtaining legal advice in anticipated
litigation, that was not its dominant purpose and thus it must be produced.

After considering authorities that had protected documents from production where one
purpose of preparation was anticipated litigation, Lord Wilberforce concluded at pp. 1173
and 1174:

It is clear that the due administration of justice strongly requires disclosure
and production of this report: it was contemporary; it contained statements
by witnesses on the spot; it would be not merely relevant evidence but
almost certainly the best evidence as to the cause of the accident. Ifone
accepts that this important public interest can be overridden in order that
the defendant may properly prepare his case, how close must the
connection be between the preparation of the document and the
anticipation of litigation? On principle | would think that the purpose of
preparing for litigation ought to be either the sole purpose or at least the
dominant purpose of it...

It appears to me that unless the purpose of submission to the legal adviser
in view of litigation is at least the dominant purpose for which the relevant
document was prepared, the reasons which require privilege to be
extended to it cannot apply. On the other hand to hold that the purpose,
as above, must be the sole purpose, would, apart from difficulties of proof;
in my opinion, be too strict a requirement, and would confine the privilege
too narrowly...

This dominant purpose test has contended in Canada with the substantial purpose test.
Appellate courts in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, British Columbia and Alberta have
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adopted the dominant purpose standard: see Davies v. Harrington (1980), 115 D.L.R.
(3d) 347 (N.S.C.A.); McCaig v. Trentowsky (1983), 148 D.L.R. (3d) 724 (N.B.C.A.);
Voth Bros. Construction (1974) Ltd. v. North Vancouver Board of School Trustees
(1981), 23 C.P.C. 276 (B.C.C.A.) and Nova, An Alberta Corp. v. Guelph Engineering
Co., [1984] 3 W.W.R. 314 (Alta. C.A.).

In Ontario, the predominant view of judges and masters hearing motions is that the
substantial purpose test should be applied. This, of course, provides a broader protection
against discovery than the dominant purpose testand, in my view, runs against the grain of
contemporary trends in discovery. These authorities find their root in a decision of this
court in Blackstone v. The Mutual Life Insurance Company of New York, [1944] O.R.
328 where Robertson C.J.0. said at p. 333:

I agree with the proposition of the defendant’s counsel that it is not
essential to the validity of the claim of privilege that the document for which
privilege is claimed should have been written, prepared or obtained solely
for the purpose of, or in connection with, litigation then pending or
anticipated. It is sufficient if that was the substantial, or one of the
substantial, purposes then in view.

The realissue inthat case was whether the reports in question were prepared in anticipation
of litigation. Gillanders J.A. wrote concurring reasons with no mention of “‘substantial
purpose”, and similarly there was none in the dissenting reasons of Kellock J.A. Evenas
an obiter remark by Robertson C.J.O. it is not presented as a reasoned conclusion based
upon a consideration of the authorities and does not match substantial purpose against
dominant purpose. | do not consider the quoted statement binding on this court and, based
upon policy considerations of encouraging discovery, would join with the other appellate
authorities in adopting the dominant purpose test.

In Solicitor-Client Privilege in Canadian Law by Ronald D. Manes and Michael P. Silver,
(Butterworth’s: Toronto, 1993), pages 93-94, the authors offer some assistance in applying the dominant
purpose test, as follows:

The “dominant purpose” test was enunciated [in Waugh v. British Railways Board,
[1979] 2 AllE.R. 1169] as follows:

A document which was produced or brought into existence either with the
dominant purpose of its author, or of the person or authority under whose
direction, whether particular or general, it was produced or brought into
existence, of using it or its contents in order to obtain legal advice or to
conduct or aid in the conduct of litigation, at the time of its production in
reasonable prospect, should be privileged and excluded from inspection.
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It is crucial to note that the “dominant purpose” can exist in the mind of either the author or
the person ordering the document’s production, but it does not have to be both.

The test really consists of three elements, each of which must be met. First, it must have
been produced with contemplated litigation in mind. Second, the document must have
been produced for the dominant purpose of receiving legal advice or as an aid to the
conduct of litigation - in other words for the dominant purpose of contemplated litigation.
Third, the prospect of litigation must be reasonable - meaning that there is a reasonable
contemplation of litigation.

Thus, there must be more than a vague or general apprehension of litigation.

Applying the direction of the Courts and experts in the area of litigation privilege, in my view, a record must
satisfy each of the following requirements in order to meet the “dominant purpose” test:

1. The record must have been created with existing or contemplated litigation in mind.

2. The record must have been created for the dominant purpose of existing or
contemplated litigation.

3. If litigation had not been commenced when the record was created, there must
have been a reasonable contemplation of litigation at that time, i.e. more than a
vague or general apprehension of litigation.
In applying this test, it is necessary to bear in mind the time sensitive nature of this type of privilege, and the
fact that, even if the dominant purpose for creating a record was contemplated litigation, privilege only lasts
as long as there is reasonably contemplated or actual litigation.

Application of the “dominant purpose” test in the present appeal

The situation at the property has led to a number of legal proceedings. | will analyse each of them
separately in applying the “dominant purpose” test.

Proceedings Which Have Concluded

On August 21, 1997, charges were laid against the property owner for failing to comply with the June 25,
1997 Notice of Violation. On October 29, 1997, the owner was found guilty in absentia and fined. Inmy
view, this litigation was reasonably contemplated by the City only when it became clear that the owner
would not comply with the Notice, which likely occurred shortly before charges were laid. However,
because these proceedings are now terminated and | have not been advised of any ongoing appeal, | find
that, based onthe approach taken in General Accident, there is no reasonable contemplation of litigationin
this regard. Consequently, litigation privilege cannot be claimed for records created in relation to these
charges.
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On November 14, 1997, the FSC ordered the Fire Department to proceed with the removal and disposal
of the combustible contents of the property, if other requirements of the order were not satisfied. On
February 19, 1998, Justice Crane lifted a previous order (dated December 9, 1997) partially staying the
disposal of the goods, and also requiring further court approval for proposed methods of disposal. On
March 12, 1998, Justice Crane made a second order approving the proposed method of disposal and
manner of disposition of proceeds, and directed the City to issue anorder under the Fire Protection and
Prevention Act, 1997 requiring the owner to pay the costs of removal, storage and disposal. These two
orders led to further proceedings instituted by the property owner and one of its principals. Both orders
were the subject of a motion for leave to appeal in Divisional Court and the March 12 order was also
appealed to the Court of Appeal.

The Court of Appeal dealt with this matter on December 15, 1999 (the day after the City submitted its
supplementary representations). The Court made a ruling, based on the agreement of the parties, to the
effect that Justice Crane was without jurisdiction to issue his February 19, 1998 and March 12, 1998
orders. The Court stated (as reported at [1999] O.J. No. 4929):

Both parties agree that Crane J. had no jurisdiction to make any order. The Order ofthe
F.S.C. of November 14, 1997, permitting the City to remove and dispose of combustible
material, stands. There is no outstanding challenge to that order before the Court.

The City did not refer to the pending settlement of these proceedings in its supplementary representations.
However, given the agreement of the parties that Justice Crane lacked jurisdiction to make “any order”, it
appears that the motion to Divisional Court would be moot. Therefore, | find that the proceedings before
the Divisional Court and the Court of Appeal cannot now give rise to a reasonable contemplation of
litigation, and litigation privilege cannot be claimed for records created in connection with them. This finding
also applies to the proceedings before the FSC in respect of the removal and disposal order.

I have determmed that the FSC’s appeal file regarding the Order to Pay Costs has been concluded. As
stated above, that appeal was scheduled to be heard on October 20, 1998. On consent of both the owner
and the City, it was adjourned on October 14, 1998. The FSC confirmed the adjournment on October 15,
1998 and has considered this matter closed since that date. As a result, | find that the proceedings before
the FSC cannot now give rise to a reasonable contemplation of litigation, and litigation privilege cannot be
claimed for records created in connection with the original Order to Pay Costs.

Ongoing Proceedings

A court action was commenced by the property owner and two numbered companies on April 14, 1998
against the City and other parties, seeking damages in the amount of $5,000,000 on the basis of alleged
conspiracy to deprive the plaintiffs of their goods, alleged interference with commercial activities and alleged
violation of the plamtiffs” constitutional rights.

A second action was initiated on April 30, 1998 by a named individual and a numbered company against
the City and other parties, including the property owner, seeking damages in the amount of $700,000 onthe
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basis that the City, in conjunction with the other parties, had interfered with the delivery of certain materials
which the plaintiffs had agreed to purchase from the property owner.

| accept that these proceedings remain ongoing and, if the other components ofthe “dominant purpose” test
are established, could form the basis for a litigation privilege claim.

The City takes the position that these two ongoing proceedings were in contemplation fromthe outset, and
that the termination of the other prior proceedings does not mean that litigation privilege for records linked
to the ongoing proceedings but created in the relation to these prior proceedings has been lost. In its
original representations, the City states:

On the basis of the history of the proceedings set forth abowve, all of the records would
qualify under “branch 2" of section 12, since, in the “initial response phase”, they were
prepared for the use of the in-house counsel employed by the City of Hamilton ... ingiving
legal advice with respect to the serious situation at [the property], and in contemplation of
the subsequent prosecution and the administrative proceedings before the Fire Safety
Commission.

The City recognizes that the “litigation privilege” which a municipality may claim for the
work product obtained or generated by its legal counsel, may be lost when the litigation
comes to an end. In this respect, the City submits that even though the prosecution was
concluded in November of 1997, and the several Orders made by the Hamilton Fire
Department and the Fire Marshal’s Office have now expired, related litigation which has
arisen directly from those earlier legal and administrative proceedings continues to the
present time, in what may be referred to as the “consequential litigation phase” of the City’s
involvement with the situation which was discovered in the building at [the property] inMay
of 1997. As set forth in the Notice of Appeal, and the Statement of Claim filed by [a
numbered company] and [a named individual] and [a named individual] and [a named
company], respectively, the lawfulness and propriety of the actions taken by the Hamilton
Fire Department are fundamental issues in these pending proceedings.

On this same issue, the City’s supplementary representations state:

It is the position of the City of Hamilton that the adoption of the dominant purpose test by
the Ontario Court of Appeal, for determining whether or not litigation privilege can be

invoked in the course of the civil litigation process, has relatively little impact upon the

validity of the City’s claim for exemption ofthe records, in question, in the circumstances of
this appeal. As stated in our initial submissions, dated 31 August 1999, from 30 May 1997
right through to the conclusion of certain prosecutions under the Fire Code in October of
that year, the Hamilton Fire Department contemplated that some form of litigation would

ensue from its investigation of the storage of large quantities of combustible materials in the

warehouse building located at [the property] in the City of Hamilton.

The City later adds that:
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In this appeal, relating to records created in response to the situation at [the property],
litigation was in contemplation throughout the period from 1 January 1997 to 24 August
1998, which is the period for which access to records has been requested.

| do not agree. First, the responsive period for the request is January 1, 1997 to April 24, 1998, not
August 24, 1998. Also, in my view, based on General Accident, | must assess when there was a
reasonable contemplation of litigation and when that reasonable expectation, or any actual ensuing litigation,
came to an end. Generally speaking, litigation privilege does not survive the termination of litigation. In
deciding whether the dominant purpose test has been met, it is necessary to assess the ongoing proceedings
and their subject matter, as well as the date they could reasonably have been

in contemplation, and to examine in detail the relationship between these factors and the records for which
litigation privilege has been claimed. The City has made no attempt to do this in its representations.

Neither the City’s representations nor the records themselves were helpful in determining when the action
initiated against the City on April 14, 1998 (action #1) could have been reasonably contemplated by the
City. Consequently, absence evidence to the contrary, the earliest date | can establish for this purpose is
the date the City received notice of action #1, April 14, 1998.

| find that the action initiated on April 30, 1998 (action #2), was reasonably contemplated by the City as of
April 15, 1998, when the City received correspondence from one of the eventual plaintiffs expressing
dissatisfaction with the way the City handled the removal process.

I will now apply the requirements ofthe “dominant purpose” test to records created in the context of these
two actions, since they are the only two proceedings that could potentially support a claim for litigation
privilege under part 3 of the test.

Applying the test to records created in the context of action #1 and action #2

As far as action #1 is concerned, | find:

. Record 1320 is a letter created by the property owner and addressed to the City. Although this
record may have been created by the property owner for the dominant purpose of litigation, in my
view, any privilege that might attach to it would necessarily belong to the property owner or others
having a common interest. It is not privileged in the hands of the City.

. Records dealing with issues in the action that were created by City or Fire Department personnel
on or after April 14, 1998 were created with this action in mind, thereby meeting part 1 of the test.
I have determined that action #1 was in reasonable contemplation by the City at that time, thereby
satisfying part 3 of the test.

. Not all of the records created by City and Fire Department personnel after April 14, 1998 were
created for the dominant purpose of the contemplated litigation. During April 1998, the Fire
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Department and the City were in the process of completing the sale and disposal ofthe property’s
combustible contents. Based on my review of the records, | find that those records created during
this period that deal with the sale and disposal were created for the dominant purpose of the sale
and disposal of the combustible items, and not for the dominant purpose of the contemplated
litigation. Records falling into this category do not satisfy part 2 of the test.

Regarding action #2, | find:

. Certain records were created by the named individual or numbered company that are the plaintiffs
in action #2. Although these records may have been created by the plaintiffs for the dominant
purpose of litigation, in my view, any privilege that might attach to them would necessarily belong to
the named individual and/or numbered company or others havinga common interest. They are not
privileged in the hands of the City.

. Records created either by City or Fire Department personnel that deal with the sale and disposal of
the combustible items in relation to one of the plaintiffs in this action, after April 15, 1998, were
created with contemplated litigation in mind, thereby meeting part 1 of the test. | have determined
that action #2 was in reasonable contemplation by the City at that time, thereby satisfying part 3 of
the test.

. Not all of the records created by City and Fire Department personnel after April 15, 1998 were
created for the dominant purpose of the contemplated litigation. During April 1998, the Fire
Department and the City were in the process of completing the sale and disposal ofthe property’s
combustible contents. Based on my review of the records, | find that those records created during
this period that deal with the sale and disposal were created for the dominant purpose of the sale
and disposal of the combustible items, and not for the dominant purpose of the contemplated
litigation. Records falling into this category do not satisfy part 2 of the test.

The following lists set out those records which satisfy all three requirements ofthe “dominant purpose” test.
| find that all of these records qualify for litigation privilege and are exempt under section 12 of the Act.

Records relating to action #1

Records 845-846, 851, 1320 and 2232

Records relating to action #2

Record 848-850

| find that all other records for which litigation privilege has been claimed do not meet the dominant purpose
test and therefore do not qualify for exemption under section 12 on that particular basis.
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Non-privileged documents that find their way into the lawyer’s brief for litigation

Prior to the Court of Appeal’s decision in General Accident, the law recognized that litigation privilege
would at times apply to records that could not meet either the “dominant purpose” or “substantial purpose”
test. This aspect of litigation privilege is sometimes referred to as the “work product” rule. It is also
frequently described as having potential application to records “not originally privileged” that find their way
into the litigation brief.

This aspect of litigation privilege is discussed in General Accident, but the members of the panel did not
agree on whether it has continued application, nor on whether the facts before the Court required it to be
considered at all. For this reason it is necessary to analyze this aspect of the decision to determine what
effect, if any, General Accident has had on this aspect of litigation privilege.

In General Accident, Justice Carthy applied the “dominant purpose” test to all documents for which
litigation privilege was claimed, including documents not orignally privileged, but which had “found their
way” into the lawyer’s brief for litigation. These records consisted of a cash float sheet, additional time
sheets from the motel, and a video taken by the former employee. Caselaw in existence prior to General
Accident indicates that where the lawyer does selective copying and applies knowledge and skill to the
selection of records for inclusion in the brief, litigation privilege will apply.

Justice Carthy explains his approach to these records as follows at pages 334-5:

An important element of the dominant purpose test is the requirement that the document in
question be created for the purposes of litigation, actual or contemplated. Does it apply to
a document that simply appears in the course of investigative work? The concept of
creation has been applied by some courts to include copying of public documents and
protection of the copies in the lawyer’s brief. In Hodgkinson v. Simms et al. (1988), 55
D.L.R. (4™) 577 the majority of the British Columbia Court of Appeal applied the dominart
purpose test but then, relying principally on Lyell v. Kennedy (1884), 27 Ch. D. 1 (C.A)),
held that copies of public documents gathered by a solicitor’s office attained the protection
of litigation privilege. In Lyell v. Kennedy the protected copies were of tombstone
inscriptions and Cotton L.J. upheld the privilege, stating at p. 26:

In my opinion it is contrary to the principle on which the Court acts with
regard to protection on the ground of professional privilege that we should
make an order for their production; they were obtained for the purpose of
his defence, and it would be to deprive a solicitor of the means afforded
for enabling him to fully investigate a case for the purpose of instructing
counsel if we required documents, although perhaps publici juris in
themselves, to be produced, because the very fact of the solicitor having
got copies of certain burial certificates and other records, and having made
copies of the inscriptions on certain tombstones, and obtained photographs
of certain houses, might shew what his view was as to the case of his client
as regards the claim made against him.
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The majority reasons in Hodgkinson were written by McEachern C.J.B.C. who, at p.578,
identified the issue as being:

...whether photocopies of documents collected by the plaintiff's solicitor
from third parties and now included in his briefare privileged even though
the original documents were not created for the purpose of litigation.

After a thorough analysis of the authorities, the principal one ofwhichis Lyle v. Kennedy,
the Chief Justice observed at p. 583:

In my view the purpose of the privilege is to ensure that a solicitor may, for
the purpose of preparing himself to advise or conduct proceedings,
proceed with complete confidence that the protected information or
material he gathers from his client and others for this purpose, and what
advice he gives, will not be disclosed to anyone except with the consent of
his client.

And at p. 589:

It is my conclusion that the law has always been, and in my view should
continue to be, that in circumstances such as these, where a lawyer
exercising legal knowledge, skill, judgment and industry has assembled a
collection of relevant copy documents for his brief for the purpose of
advising on or conducting anticipated or pending litigation he is entitled,
indeed required, unless the client consents, to claim privilege for such
collection and to refuse production.

Craig J.A., in dissenting reasons, put aside the older cases as not manifesting the modern
approachto discovery and espoused a rigid circumscribing of litigation privilege. He bluntly
concluded at p. 594:

| fail to comprehend how original documents which are not privileged
(because they are not prepared with the dominant purpose of actual or
anticipated litigation) can become privileged simply because counselmakes
photostatic copies of the documents and puts them in his “brief”. This is
contrary to the intent of the rules and to the modern approach to this
problem. If a document relates to a matter in question, it should be
produced for inspection.

| agree with the tenor of Craig J.A.'s reasons. The majority reasons reflect a traditional
view of the entitliement to privacy ina lawyer's investigative pursuits. It is an instinctive refiex
of any litigation counsel to collect evidence and to pounce at the most propitious moment.
That's the fun in litigation! But the ground rules are changing in favour of early discovery.
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Litigation counsel must adjust to this new environment and | can see no reason to think that
clients may suffer except by losing the surprise effect of the hidden missile.

Returning to the specific topic, if original documents enjoy no privilege, then copying is only
in a technical sense a creation. Moreover, if the copies were in the possession of the client
prior to the prospect of litigation they would not be protected from production. Why should
copies of relevant documents obtained after contemplation of litigation be treated
differently? Suppose counsel for one litigant finds an incriminating filing by the opposite
party in the Security Commission's files. Could there be any justification for its retention
until cross-examination at trial? Further, such copies, if relevant in their content, must be
revealed in oral discovery under r. 31.06(1) which provides that questions must be
answered even though the

information sought is evidence.

The production of such documents in the discovery process does little to impinge upon the
lawyer's freedomto prepare in privacy and weighs heavily in the scales supporting fairness
in the pursuit of truth.

In disagreeing with the majority reasons in Hodgkinson | amat the same time differing from
the reasons and result in Ottawa-Carleton (Regional Municipality) v. Consumers' Gas
Go. (1990), 74 O.R. (2d) where the Ontario Divisional Court held copies of public
documents to be privileged. Montgomery J., the motions judge in that case indicated a
preference for the reasoning of Craig J.A. in Hodgkinson. The Divisional Court preferred
to follow the majority. In the present case the Divisional Court appears to agree with my
view, although without analysis of authorities.

This court does not easily turn aside authorities such as Lyle [sic] v. Kennedy that have
stood as the law for many years. However, consistent with the theme of these reasons,
deference must be given to modern perceptions of discoverability in preference to historic
landmarks that no longer fit the dynamics of the conduct of litigation. The zone of privacy is
thus restricted in aid of the pursuit of early exchange of relevant facts and the fair resolution
of disputes.

He then applies these principles to the float records, the additional time sheets and the video, and concludes
that they to not qualify for litigation privilege because they do not satisfy the dominant purpose test. Justice

Carthy states at page 340:

None of these were created or prepared for the purpose of litigation and so, on the
principles enunciated earlier in these reasons, they cannot qualify for any form of privilege

The other two Court of Appeal Justices in General Accident, Justice Doherty and Justice Rosenberg,
disagree with Justice Carthy’s conclusions on this point. Both ofthem conclude that the items mentioned by
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Justice Carthy in reaching his decision on these records were not actually before the Court in General
Accident.

Justice Doherty discusses the issue as follows at pages 360-361:

In the course of his analysis of the litigation privilege claim, Carthy J.A. holds that copies of
non-privileged documents placed into a lawyer’s brief in the course of preparation for
litigation are never protected by litigation privilege [paras. 33-41]. 1 do not concur inthat
part of his analysis. That issue does not arise directly on this appeal from the holding of
Kurisko J. and the Divisional Court that the copies of the videotape and business records
provided to Mr. Eryou by Mr. Pilotte are not privileged. My colleague has addressed the
question, however, no doubt because ofthe Divisional Court’s observation at p. 796 that:

It is true that a copy of an original document incorporated by a
solicitor into his litigation brief becomes privileged, but that privilege does
not extend to the original.

Carthy J.A., while acknowledging the line of authority which supports the position takenby
the Divisional Court, prefers the view of Craig J.A., indissent in Hodgkinson v. Simms et
al. (1988), 55 D.L.R. (4™) 577 at 594, where Craig J.A. observed:

| fail to comprehend how original documents which are not privileged
(because they are not prepared with the dominant purpose of actual or
anticipated litigation) can become privileged simply because counselmakes
photostatic copies of the documents and puts them in his “brief.”

I do not disagree with the observation of Craig J.A. A non-privileged document should not
become privileged merely because it is copied and placed in the lawyer’s brief. I would
not, however, go so far as to say that copies of non-privileged documents can never
properly be the subject of litigation privilege. In Nickmar Pty. Ltd. v. Preservatrice
Skandia Insurance Ltd. (1985), 3 N.S.W.L.R. 44 at 61-62 (N.S.W.S.C.), Wood J.
opined:

In my view, it is incorrect to state, as a general proposition, that a copy of
an unprivileged document becomes privileged so long as it is obtained bya
party, or its solicitor, for the sole purpose of advice or use in litigation. |
think that the result in any such case depends on the manner in which the
copy or extract is made or obtained. If it involves a selective copying or
results from research or the exercise of skilland knowledge onthe part of
the solicitor, then I consider privilege should apply [Lyell v. Kennedy (No.
3) (1884), 27 Ch. D. 1]. Otherwise, | see no reason, in principle, why
disclosure should be refused of copies of documents which can be
obtained elsewhere, and in respect of which no relationship of confidence,
or legal profession privilege exists.
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The review of the case law provided in Manes and Silver, Solicitor-Client Privilege in
Canadian Law, supra, at 170-73 suggests to me that Wood J.’s analysis is the
appropriate one: see also Commissioner Australian Federal Police v. Propend
Finance Pty. Ltd. (1997), 141 A.L.R. 545 (H.C.). 1 would leave the question of when, if
ever, copies of non-privileged documents can be protected by litigation privilege to a case
where the issue is squarely raised and fully argued.

Rosenberg J.A. treats this issue as follows at page 370:

It follows that I agree with Carthy J.A.’s statement of the litigation privilege and its
application to the facts of this case subject only to one reservation. As to the copies of
non-privileged documents, like Doherty J.A., 1 find the reasons of Wood J. in

Nickmar Pty. Ltd. v. Preservatrice Skandia Insurance Ltd. (1985), 3N.S.W.L.R. 44
(N.S.W.S.C.) persuasive. However, since that issue does not arise in this case, | would
prefer to leave the question open.

It is evident from these comments that Justices Doherty and Rosenberg are in the majority on this issue.
Consequently, in my view, this entire discussion by all three justices is obiter, and the “dominant purpose”
test set out in General Accident does not preclude the potential application of litigation privilege to records
that were not created for the purpose of litigation but have “found their way” into the lawyer’s brief.
Instead, the law as it stood prior to General Accident applies, as set out in Hodgkinson v. Simms, supra,
and Nickmar Pty. Ltd. v. Preservatrice Skandia Insurance Ltd., supra, both of which base their
reasoning on Lyell v. Kennedy, supra. Since Justices Doherty and Rosenberg both quoted the Nickmar
analysis with approval, 1 will adopt its statement of the test, which is as follows:

... the result in any such case depends on the manner in which the copy or extract is made
or obtained. If it involves a selective copying or results from research or the exercise of
skill and knowledge on the part of the solicitor, then I consider privilege should apply.

The types of records to which the Nickmar test can be applied have been described in various ways.
Justice Carthy referred to them in General Accident as “public” documents. Nickmar characterizes them
as “documents which can be obtained elsewhere”, and Hodgkinson calls them “documents collected bythe
... solicitor from third parties and now included in his brief”. Applying the reasoning from these various
sources, | have concluded that the types of records that may qualify for litigation privilege under this testare
those that are publicly available (suchas newspaper clippings and case reports), and others which were not
created with the litigation in mind. On the other hand, records that were created with real or reasonably
contemplated litigation in mind cannot qualify for litigation under the Nickmar test and should be tested
under “dominant purpose”.

In this appeal, the records for which this type of privilege is potentially available consist of inspection
reports, monitoring reports, letters and notes to file that were prepared by Fire Department personnel in the
course of routine administration of fire prevention regulations. None of these types of records were
prepared with litigation in mind.
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The City states that these records, among others, were provided to in-house lawyers and outside counselby
City employees. However, the City’s representations do not indicate whether requests for these particular
records or types of records were made by in-house or outside counsel, or if they were provided by various
City employees in response to a blanket request for all information created around the various issues and
events at the subject property. Having reviewed the records, in my view, the latter situation appears to be
more likely.  Nor does the City address the issue of whether lawyers selectively copied records or
exercised skill and knowledge in deciding which ones to include in the litigation brief. In fact there is no
evidence that the lawyers played any part in determining which documents were photocopied and placed n
their brief.

Consequently, 1 find that the test from Nickmar (and Hodgkinson and Lyell) has not been met in the
circumstances of this appeal, and those records not originally privileged under the “dominant purpose” test,
but which “found their way” into the lawyer’s brief, do not qualify for litigation privilege.

Records to be Disclosed

The following is a list of those records | find do not qualify for exemption under the litigation privilege
component of the section 12 exemption claim, and for which no other exemptions have been claimed by the
City. These records should be disclosed to the appellant, and I will include a provision to that effect in this
order.

Records 1-162, 164, 174,187, 188, 189, 222-223, 230, 240, 244, 272-273, 286, 289, 302, 318, 327,
349, 350, 351, 352, 360, 424, 427, 439, 443, 445-449, 463-466, 467,468,472, 511, 516, 530-532,
533, 539-541, 595, 604, 608, 610, 636-637, 670, 671, 672, 690-691, 692-693, 711, 712-714, 715,
722,729, 734, 7135-736, 769, 770-772, 773-774, 780, 795, 796-797, 820-822, 823-824, 839, 861-
863, 898-921, 922-1186, 1187-1191, 1193-1213, 1214, 1215, 1261-1262, 1265, 1268, 1273-1274,
1275, 1277, 1290-1291, 1292, 1293, 1294, 1295, 1296, 1298, 1299-1301, 1302-1303, 1304-1306,
1312-1313, 1314-1316, 1317-1318, 1321, 1322, 1323, 1327-1330, 1331-1335, 1336-1339, 1340-
1343, 1346-1348, 1349-1351, 1352-1354, 1355-1357, 1360, 1361, 1364-1370, 1372-1374, 1419,
1437, 1440, 1443, 1444, 1447, 1453, 1468, 1478-1484, 1485-1489, 1493-1500, 1509, 1523-1524,
1579, 1583, 1584, 1591-1593, 1594-1595, 1648-1649, 1657, 1658, 1666, 1667, 1668, 1714, 1715,
1718, 1720, 1721-1723, 1725, 1728-1730, 1731-1734, 1735-1736, 1748-1750, 1751, 1754, 1755-
1756, 1757-1759, 1760-1762, 1763-1765, 1766-1773, 1774-1776, 1777-1778, 1779-1781, 1782-
1784, 1786, 1787, 1789, 1790-1792, 1798-1799, 1800-1801, 1802-1808, 1809-1811, 1817-1823,
1839-1844, 1852-1855, 1856-1927, 1928, 1929-1930, 1932, 1933, 1963, 1968, 1969, 1972, 1976,
1983-1986, 1987, 1988-1993, 1994-2003, 2004-2009, 2010-2016, 2017-2021, 2022-2025, 2026-
2030, 2031-2033, 2034-2038, 2039-2041, 2042-2043, 2044-2047, 2048-2051, 2052-2055, 2056-
2060, 2089-2091, 2099, 2157, 2158, 2165-2166, 2181-2183, 2191-2193, 2214, 2220, 2223, 2263,
2281, 2291, 2328, 2443, 2498, 2530, 2531, 2537-2538, 2543-2546, 2571-2573, 2578, 2582, 2583-
2584, 2586, 2615, 2623, 2653-2654, 2668-2673, 2675, 2678, 2695-2699, 2700-2701, 2743-2744,
2770,2771-2773,2780-2781, 2783-2784, 2791, 2796-2798A, 2799, 2802-2803, 2806-2809, 2816-
2826, 2827-2838, 2839, 2840, 2870, 2876, 2878, 2902, 2903, 2904, 2908, 2945-2947, 2951-2961,
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3008, 3049, 3050, 3081-3083, 3105, 3254-3256, 3275, 3325, 3346-3347, 3361, 3370-3371, 3385,
3386, 3390-3391, 3410-3412 and 3413.

SOLICITOR-CLIENT COMMUNICATION PRIVILEGE

In order for a record to be subject to the common law solicitor-client communication privilege, the City
must provide evidence that the record satisfies the following requirements:

1. (@) there is a written or oral communication, and
(b) the communication must be of a confidential nature, and

(c) the communication must be between a client (or his agent) and a legal
advisor, and

d) the communication must be directly related to seeking, formulating or
giving legal advice.

(Order 49, see also Orders M-2 and M-19)

At common law, solicitor-client communication privilege protects direct communications ofa confidential
nature between a solicitor and client, or their agents or employees, made for the purpose of obtaining
professional legal advice. The rationale for this privilege is to ensure that a client may confide in his or her
lawyer on a legal matter without reservation (Order P-1551). Direct communications between a solicitor
and client are not affected by the termination of litigation.

This privilege has been described by the Supreme Court of Canada as follows:

... all information which a person must provide in order to obtain legal advice and which is
given in confidence for that purpose enjoys the privileges attaching to confidentiality. This
confidentiality attaches to all communications made within the framework of the solicitor-
client relationship ... [Descéteaux v. Mierzwinski (1982), 141 D.L.R. (3d) 590 at 618,
cited in Order P-1409]

The privilege has been found to apply to “a continuum of communications” between a solicitor and client:

... the test is whether the communication or document was made confidentially for the
purposes of legal advice. Those purposes have to be construed broadly. Privilege
obviously attaches to a document conveying legal advice from solicitor to client and to a
specific request from the client for such advice. But it does not follow that all other
communications between them lack privilege. In most solicitor and client relationships,
especially where a transaction involves protracted dealings, advice may be required or
appropriate on matters great or small at various stages. There will be a continuum of
communications and meetings between the solicitor and client ... Where information is
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passed by the solicitor or client to the other as part of the continuum aimed at keeping both
informed so that advice may be sought and given as required, privilege will attach. A letter
from the client containing information may end with such words as “please advise me whatl
should do.” But, even if it does not, there will usually be implied in the relationship an
overall expectation that the solicitor will at each stage, whether asked specifically or not,
tender appropriate advice. Moreover, legal advice is not confined to telling the client the
law; it must include advice as to what should prudently and sensibly be done in the relevant
legal context.

(Balabel v. Air India, [1988] 2 W.L.R. 1036 at 1046 (Eng. C.A.), cited in Order
P-1409)

The City’s representations on the application of solicitor-client communication privilege state:

Several of the records which were created during this time frame, (apart from the

issue of the law enforcement exemption under section 8 of the Act, which will be addressed
below) attract the common law solicitor-client privilege under branch 1 of section 12. The
City submits that it is readily apparent, on the face of several of the individual documents
that they are:

@ written communications, or written records of meetings held in response to the
situation at [the property], and

(b) clearly of a confidential nature, given the seriousness of the situation under
investigation, and the sensitivity of laying charges or taking administrative actions,
and

©) the communications were between officers of the Hamilton Fire Department, and
other City Departments, and members of the City of Hamilton Law Department,
namely, [two named individuals], and

(d)  the communications were directly related to seeking, formulating, or giving legal
advice, with respect to the scope of the City’s legal authority to deal with this
situation, and the precise nature of the lawful actions which the City could take in
order to discharge its responsibilities under the Fire Protection and Promotion
Act, 1997.

I have divided the records at issue into 7 categories, based on similarity of subject matter and context.

E-Mails, some with attached documents, exchanged between Fire Departme nt personnel, City

personnel and counsel - Records 169, 173, 176, 207, 208, 225, 227, 336, 337, 348, 356-358, 374,

375, 376, 384, 389, 428, 429, 431, 484, 515, 529, 534-538, 602-603, 838, 1307-1310, 1326, 1362,

1363, 1414, 1424-1429, 1435, 1436, 1439, 1461-1462, 1511, 1589, 2148, 2212, 2213, 2215, 2218,

2219, 2221, 2222, 2224 through 2231, 2236 through 2241, 2244, 2245, 2248 through 2262, 2264
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through 2269, 2271 through 2280, 2282 through 2290, 2292 through 2327, 2329, 2330, 2331, 2332,
2333 through 2365, 2367 through 2370, 2372 through 2382, 2499-2514, 2550, 2680, 3245, 3253,
3324 and 3447

I accept the City’s submissions as they relate to these e-mail records. They clearly constitute written
communications between Fire Department personnel, City personnel and legal counsel, and are confidential
in nature. | am satisfied that there is a solicitor-client relationship between the various personnel and the
lawyers involved, and that the subject matter of the records relates directly to the seeking or the giving of
legal advice regarding legal issues concerning the property.

Therefore, | find that all of these records are exempt from disclosure pursuant to the solicitor-client
communication privilege component of the section 12 exemption.

Meeting minutes or notes/e-mails frommeetings where counsel was present - Records 185, 190,
226, 260, 377-378, 379-383, 385-387, 388, 392-393, 394-395, 396, 422, 1297, 2233, 3419-3421and
3432

Records 185, 190, 226, 260, 377-378, 379-383, 385-387, 388, 392-393, 396, 422 and 1297 consist of
the handwritten notes made by one Fire Department official concerning meetings attended by other Fire
Department/City personnel with City lawyers and/or outside legal counsel. At least one lawyer was present
at each of these meetings. Some of the notes detail what counsel stated or raised at the meeting.

Nova Scotia Pharmaceutical Society v. R. (1988) 225 A.P.R. 70 (N.S.T.D.), dealt with the question of
solicitor-client communication privilege and a meeting attended by counsel. The Court stated (at page 73):

During the hearing | expressed the opinion that of itself the mere presence of the solicitor at
the meeting would not spread an umbrella of privilege over all of the proceedings and |
anticipated that in some instances it would be appropriate to recognize the claimas to some
portions and disallow it as to others. To those previous comments | would add that it is
necessary at the same time to bear in mind the dictum cited by Mr. Justice Lamer in the
Descoteaux case (supra) that privilege ought not to be “frittered away””.

The Court went on to find that minutes of the meeting which referred to “... legal advice and the opinion of
the Society’s solicitor” were privileged. It had previously concluded that the intermixture of topics in the
minutes would “render impracticable any attempt to sift the legal from nonlegal subject matters”.

As far as the notes at issue in this appeal are concerned, | am satisfied that the meetings were held for the
purpose of dealing with issues surrounding the subject property, and that the notes detail confidential
communications between lawyers and their clients, the City and/or the Fire Department personnel. | further
find that these communications were directly related to the giving and receiving of legal advice, and that the
intermixture of topics within the minutes would render any attempt to sift privileged from non-privileged
information “impracticable”, as was the case in Nova Scotia Pharmaceutical. Therefore, | find that these
records qualify for solicitor-client communication privilege and are exempt from disclosure pursuant to
section 12 of the Act.

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]



-29 -

Records 394-395, 2233, 3419-3421 and 3432 are typed notes or e-mails of meetings held to discuss
matters relating to the property. These records were generated by a Fire Department official. From the
content of the records | have determined that the meetings were confidential and that City lawyers were
present. | am satisfied that legal advice was either given or sought at each of the meetings. Records 394-
395 are the minutes of a meeting attended by a City lawyer, and contain the advice provided by the lawyer.
The contents of Record 2233 reflect legal advice provided following a meeting. | find that disclosure of
Records 394-395 and 2233 would reveal the legal advice sought and given. Record 2268 is the minutes of
a meeting held to develop a disposal plan. Although not all of this record contains legal advice, the portions
that do are intertwined with a discussion of the facts of the case ina manner that renders any separation of
privileged from non-privileged material impracticable. Record 3432 consists of legal advice given by a City
lawyer at the meeting. | find that all of these records satisfy the requirements of solicitor-client
communication privilege and are exempt under section 12 of the Act.

Memorandum between Fire Department personnel and counsel - Records 2767-2768

Record 2767 is a memorandum froma Fire Department official to a City solicitor regarding the property. It
details an upcoming legal proceeding and the advice given by the solicitor on how to proceed ona specific
issue. Record 2768 is attached to Record 2767, and reviews issues relating to the property. These
records are confidential written communications between a solicitor and client directly related to the giving
and receiving of legal advice. Therefore, | find that these records qualify for exemption under section 12 of
the Act.

Notes and reports to file by Fire Department personnel regarding discussions with counsel -
Records 178, 179, 180-182, 199, 200-201, 202-203, 204, 214-215, 218-219, 228-229, 235-236, 241,
261-262, 266, 275-276, 277, 281, 287, 296, 334-335, 341, 346, 438, 441, 444, 473, 520-521, 589-
590, 783, 813-814, 815-816, 847, 2066, 2173-2180, 2574-2575, 3414, 3415-3416, 3423-3425,3427-
3430 and 3435

Records 241 and 3423-3425 are handwritten notes by a Fire Department official regarding the December
9, 1997 court date. These notes consist of what happened in court and the judge’s findings. I am not
satisfied that these notes were used in the giving or receiving of legal advice. Moreover, because these
notes only detail observations of what happened in open court, | amnot satisfied that they are confidentialin
nature.

The other records in this group were all written by Fire Department personnel regarding discussions with
legal counsel on ongoing issues relating to the property. 1 find that these documents record confidential legal
advice given by counsel to Fire Department personnel and, therefore, qualify for solicitor-client
communication privilege and are exempt under section 12 of the Act.

Draft documents - Records 432-437 and 1430-1434
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Records 432-437 are various pages in the City’s draft Notice of Motion for the March 12, 1998 court
date, with handwritten notes and questions added in margins by a Fire Department official. Records 1430-
1434 are a copy of a draft contract between the City and a contractor. They contain handwritten notes,
questions and comments by a Fire Department official which were posed to legal counsel. | find that these
records qualify as a confidential written communication between the Fire Department officials and the City’s
Legal Department for the purpose of seeking or giving legal advice.

Accordingly, | find that these records qualify for solicitor-client communication privilege and are exempt
under section 12 of the Act.

Memo-to-file by counsel - Record 474

Record 474 is a typed memo-to-file composed by a City lawyer which details the chronology of court
orders issued between March 17-19, 1998. There are indications on the face of the record that the
chronology was provided to a Fire Department official. 1find that this record qualifies for exemption under
section 12 as a confidential written communication made for the purpose of giving legal advice.

Correspondence between Fire Department personnel and counsel - Records 613-616, 2426-2428,
2439-2441, 2539-2542, 2948-2950, 3039-3044, 3047-3048, 3067-3068, 3127-3133, 3257-3258,
3298-3320 and 3402-3406

Al of these records, with the exception of Records 3298-3320, consist of faxes from a Fire Department
official to City lawyers, enclosing letters from the owner of the property and requesting advice or comment.

I find that these records are confidential written communications sent for the purpose of seeking legal
advice.

Records 3298-3320 were all bundled together as one package. Record 3298 is ane-mail by a City lawyer
to Fire Department personnel commenting on and providing advice on the package of draft letters which
make up Records 3299-3320. | find that these records are written communications fromthe lawyer to the
Fire Department officials sent for the purpose of giving legal advice. As such, they qualify for solicitor -client
communication privilege and are exempt under section 12.

To summarize, all exemption claims made by the City on the basis of the solicitor-client communication
privilege component of section 12 of the Act are upheld, with the exception of Records 241 and 3423-
3425.

LAW ENFORCEMENT

Section 8(2)(a)

Introduction

Section 8(2)(a) states:
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A head may refuse to disclose a record,

that is a report prepared in the course of law enforcement, inspections or
investigations by an agency which has the function of enforcing and
regulating compliance with a law;

In order for a record to qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act, the City must satisfy each
part of the following three-part test:

1. the record must be a report; and

2. the report must have been prepared in the course of law enforcement, inspections
or investigations; and

3. the report must have been prepared by an agency which has the function of
enforcing and regulating compliance with a law.

(Order 200 and Order P-324)

The records for which section 8(2)(a) has been claimed were prepared by various City and Fire
Department officials in connection with the Fire Department’s remedial activities concerning the property.

Requirements of the Test
Part One

The word “report” is not defined in the Act. However, previous orders have found that in order to qualify
as a report, a record must consist of a formal statement or account of the results of the collation and
consideration of information. Generally speaking, results would not include mere observations or recordings
of fact (Order 200).

This interpretation was affirmed by Senior Adjudicator David Goodis in Order MO-1238. In that case,
Senior Adjudicator Goodis rejected arguments to the effect that this interpretation was too narrow. He
stated (at page 8):

.. an overly broad mterpretation of the word “report” could create an absurdity. If
“report” means “a statement made by a person” or “‘something that gives information”, all
information prepared by a law enforcement agency would be exempt, rendering sections
8(1) and 8(2)(b) through (d) superfluous. The Legislature could not have intended that
result. As stated in Public Government for Private People: The Report of the
Commission on Freedom of Information and Individual Privacy 1980, vol. 2 (Toronto:

Queen’s Printer, 1980) (the “Williams Commission”) (at p. 294):
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The need to exempt certain kinds of law enforcement information from
public access is reflected in all of the existing and proposed freedom of
information laws we have examined. This is not surprising; if they are to be
effective, certain kinds of law enforcement activity must be conducted
under conditions of secrecy and confidentiality. Neither is it surprising that
none of these schemes simply exempts all information relating to law
enforcement. The broad rationale of public accountability underlying
freedom of information schemes also requires some degree of openness
with respect to the conduct of law enforcement activity. Indeed, if law
enforcement is construed broadly to include the enforcement of many
regulatory schemes administered by the provincial government, an
exemption of all information pertaining to law enforcement from the general
right to access would severely undermine the fundamental objectives ofa
freedom of information law.

This office’s interpretation of the word “report” in section 8(2)(a) is not only plausible, but
also promotes the purposes ofthe legislation. The Commissioner’s interpretation takes nto
account the public interest in protecting the integrity of law enforcement procedures which
underlies the purpose of the exemption. To the extent

that any harm could reasonably be expected to result from disclosure of law enforcement
records, the various exemptions in sections 8(1) and 8(2)(b) to (d) may apply (for exanmpk,
where disclosure could reasonably be expected to interfere with a law enforcement matter
under section 8(1)(a), or deprive a person of the right to a fair trial under section 8(1)(f)).
In addition, certain law enforcement records which consist of a formal statement or accourt
of the results of the collation and consideration of information qualify for exemption under
section 8(2)(a), regardless of the potential for harm from disclosure [see, for example,
Order MO-1192]. At the same time, this interpretation takes into account the public
interest in openness as articulated by the Williams Commission, since records which do not
meet the specific definition of report, and which do not otherwise qualify for exemption
under the remaining provisions of section 8, cannot be withheld under this exemption.

In Order MO-1238, Senior Adjudicator Goodis made it clear that the title of a document will not
necessarily determine whether or not it is a “report”. For example, he found that section 8(2)(a) did not
apply to a Field Inspection Report or an Inspection Record of a municipal building department, both of
which contained entries made over a period oftime, on the basis that documents of this kind did not satisfy
the first requirement of the section 8(2)(a) exemptiontest. Similarly, in Order M-158, former Adjudicator
Anita Fineberg found that a number of memoranda met the definition of “report”, while a number of others

I will follow the same approach in determining whether the various records at issue in this appeal are
“reports”. In so doing, I will consider the substance and nature ofthe documents, and assess whether they
consist of a “formal statement or account of the results of a collation and consideration of mformation”, as

opposed to a “mere observation or recording of facts”.
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Part Two

The City has not provided representations on the question of whether the Fire Department and, in particulr,
the Chief Fire Prevention Officer and various Fire Inspectors who created records did so “in the course of”
carrying out an inspection function.

Clearly, fire safety-related inspection activities took place at the property, and records were prepared inths
context. In the absence of representations on this issue, my task will be to review the content of each
record and determine whether it is clear on its face, given the context, that it was prepared in the course of
these inspection activities.

Part Three

The City also did not address the issue of whether the Fire Department is “an agency which has the function
of enforcing and regulating compliance with a law.”

When the City began its activities concerning the property, the applicable statutory framework was
provided by the Fire Marshals Act, which was repealed and replaced by the Fire Protection and
Prevention Act, 1997, S.0O. 1997, c. 4 (the FPPA), effective October 29, 1997. A new Fire Code (O.
Reg. 388/97) also came into force on November 21, 1997.

It is clear that the City’s activities regarding the property were conducted in the context of inspections,
which are dealt with in Part VI of the FPPA. These provisions appear to be directed primarily to the Fire
Marshal, however section 19(1) of the FPPA states that the Fire Marshal, an assistant to the Fire Marshal,
or a fire chief is an “inspector” for the purposes of Part VI of the FPPA, thereby expanding the scope of
inspection functions beyond the Fire Marshal’s Office. Section 6(6) ofthe FPPA permits the fire chiefto
delegate his or her responsibilities under section 19 (among other sections) to “a firefighter or class of
firefighters”. “Firefighter” is defined in section 1(1) of the FPPA as “a fire chief and any other person
employed in, or appointed to, a fire department ...”

In my view, Part VI of the FPPA gives a mandate to the Fire Department, or at the very least, to the fire
chief, to “enforce or regulate” compliance with a law, namely the Fire Code. Anexample ofthis mandate is
found in section 21(1) of the FPPA, which states in part that:

An inspector who has carried out an inspection of land or premises under section 19 or 20
may order the owner or occupant of the land or premises to take any measure necessaryto
ensure fire safety on the land and premises and may for that purpose order the owner or
occupant,

(b) to make structural and other repairs or alterations, including
material alterations, to the buildings or structures;

(©) to remove combustible or explosive material or any thing that may
constitute a fire hazard;
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® to do anything respecting fire safety including anything relating to
the containment of a possible fire, means of egress, fire alarms and
detection, fire suppression and the preparation of a fire safety
plan;

()] to remedy any contravention of the fire code.

Part VII of the FPPA deals with “Offences and Enforcement”. It creates a number of offences which are
subject to prosecution under the Provincial Offences Act. Significantly, it also confers direct powers
related to enforcement. In particular, section 32 of the FPPA states:

The Fire Marshal, an assistant to the Fire Marshal or a fire chief may, in addition to any
other rights he or she may have under this Act, apply to a judge of the Ontario Court
(General Division) [Superior Court of Justice] for an order,

@ requiring a person to comply with an inspection order made under
section 21 or with an order made under section 25 or 26 if the
person has failed to comply with the order; or

(b) requiring a person to remedy any contravention of a provision of
the fire code.

In addition, section 35 permits the Fire Marshal, assistant Fire Marshal or fire chief, on his or her own
motion, to issue an order to pay the costs incurred by the province or a municipality in connection with
carrying out the terms of an inspection order of the Fire Marshal.

As noted previously, the FPPA came into force and repealed the Fire Marshals Act, effective October29,
1997. The City’s mitial nspection of the property took place May 30, 1997. A Fire Marshal’s Order anda
Notice of Violation were issued in June 1997. A prosecution of the owner was launched in August 1997,
all before the proclamation of the FPPA. However, section 18 of the Fire Marshals Act contained
provisions similar to those found in section 21 of the FPPA regarding inspections and the power to make
remedial orders for, among other things, breaches ofthe Fire Code. These powers extend to “assistants to
the Fire Marshal”, and by virtue of section 8(1), to the fire chief. Accordingly, my conclusion that the Fire
Department has a mandate to enforce or regulate compliance with a law, namely the Fire Code, under the
FPPA also applies to the prior inspection activities that took place pursuant to the Fire Marshals Act.
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Application of the Test

Records 2751-2755 and 3287-3288

The City submits:

Record 2752 satisfies the requirements for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act in
that it is prepared under the authority of the Chief Fire Prevention Officer outlining the
situation as it relates to security of [the property]. The memorandumreports to the Deputy
Chief of the Hamilton-Wentworth Regional Police Service and officially requests the
attention of that Police Service to the security issue at the premises.

I am not satisfied that Record 2752 constitutes “a report”, as that term is used in section 8(2)(a). This
record is a memorandum from the Chief Fire Prevention Officer to the Chief of the Hamilton-Wentworth
Regional Police requesting additional “drive-bys™ at the property and instructions on procedure to be
followed if the property was not properly secured. In my view, the record merely sets out cursory
information about the property and requests assistance; it does not consist of a formal statement or account
of the results of a collation and consideration of information. | have reached the same conclusion for
Records 2751, 2753-2755 and 3287-3288, which are of a similar nature. Accordingly, Records 2751-
2755 and 3287-3288 do not satisfy the first part of the test and do not qualify for exemption under section
8(2)(a) of the Act.

Letters

Records 2387-2391, 2557-2559, 2929-2941, 2962-2963, 3064, 3284-3286, 3351-3352, 3381-3384
and 3397-3399 consist of letters sent by Fire Department personnel to the Fire Marshal’s Office regarding
activity at the property. They are accurately characterized as “status reports” concerning Fire Department

activities arising out of the closure of the building pursuant to section 21(2)(b) ofthe FPPA, including future
actions to be taken by Fire Department personnel. As such, I find that they are “reports” for the purpose of
section 8(2)(a). I am also satisfied that these records were prepared “in the course of” inspections

undertaken by the Fire Department in discharging their law

enforcement functions, thereby satisfying all three requirements for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2793-2795 consist of a letter from the Chief Fire Prevention Officer to the FSC requesting an
order for corrective actions at the property. This letter contains the Fire Department’s formal statement of
action that needs to be taken on the property based on the consideration of information obtained during
inspection activities undertaken pursuant to the FPPA. As such, I find that it is properly characterized as a
“report” and qualifies for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Record 291 is a letter from the City of Burlington Deputy Fire Chief to the Chief of the Hamilton Fire
Department. This record was not prepared in the course of law enforcement inspection activities undertaken
by the Burlington Fire Department, and therefore does not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a) ofte
Act.
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Records 2419-2421 consist of memoranda froma private company to Fire Department personnel. There
is no information before me to suggest that the private company is an agency that has the function of
enforcing and regulating compliance with a law, nor that this record was prepared “in the course of” law
enforcement, investigations or inspections. Similarly, Records 2745-2746 consist of letters from Ontario
Hydro to a named individual. Again, there is nothing before me to suggest that Ontario Hydro was inthe
course ofany law enforcement investigations or inspections when this letter was prepared, nor that Ontario
Hydro is empowered to enforce or regulate compliance with the Fire Marshals Act or the FPPA.
Therefore | find that Records 2419-2421 and 2745-2746 do not qualify for exemption under section

8(2)(@).

Records 834-837, 2392, 2399-2400, 2444-2445, 2496-2497, 2564-2565, 2605, 2622, 2702-2704,
2705-2708, 2709, 2710, 2711, 2912, 3006-3007, 3214-3215, 3278-3279, 3281-3283, 3295-3297,
3372-3373, 3374-3376, 3377-3378 and 3379-3380 are all letters from various individuals or Fire
Department personnel requesting or providing information, or reviewing facts. None of the information in
these records consists of a formal statement or account of the results of a collation and consideration of
mformation, and therefore these records do not qualify as “reports™, and fail to meet the requirements for
exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act.

Record 1982 consist of a letter which reflects the outcome of certain court proceedings. It cannot
accurately be described as a “formal statement or account of'the results ofthe collation and considerationof
mformation” and fails to qualify as a “report” for that reason. Consequently, Record 1982 does not qualify
for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 3400-3401 are a letter from the Office of the Fire Marshall to the City Fire Chief addressing
administrative issues concerning a Fire Marshal Order. This record is clearly not a report and does not
qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Memoranda

Records 2467, 2488-2490, 2555-2556, 2580-2581, 2585, 2624, 2637-2639 (and duplicate Records
2762-2763), 2640-2641, 2712-2713, 2769, 2785-2788, 2801, 2810, 2871, 2875, 3263, 3280, 3289-
3291 and 3292-3294 all consist of memoranda sent by the Chief Fire Prevention Officer to various other
City or Fire Department personnel, elected officials or an official of the Ministry of the

Environment. None of the information in these records consists of a formal statement or account of the
results of a collation and consideration of information, and therefore these records do not qualify as
“reports”, and fail to meet the requirements for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act.

Records 3344 and 3345 are memoranda sent by a City engineer to the Chief Fire Prevention Officer
outlining the results of a site inspection on the property. They contain formal accounts or the results of the
inspection, including expert opinion on aspects of the ongoing investigation of the property. Asa result, |
find that they are reports prepared in the course of law enforcement investigations or inspections, and both
records qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).
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Facsimiles

Records 865-866 and 1288-1289 consist of faxes sent by Fire Department personnel to an individualanda
private company notifying them that they had been awarded the sale of certain goods. None of the
information in these records consists of a formal statement or account of the results of a collation and
consideration of information, and therefore these records do not qualify as “reports”, and fail to meet the
requirements for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act.

Records 1634-1636, 1637-1639, 1640-1642 and 1643-1646 consist of faxes with attached documents
sent by Fire Department personnel to various companies notifying them of work to be done at the property.
These records contain factual information only, not statements or accounts of the results of a collation or
consideration of information. As such, they are not reports, and these records do not qualify for exemption
under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2662-2663 and 2714-2717 consist of faxes sent by the Fire Department to the Ministry of the
Environment outlining observations made about the property. They too do not qualify for exemption under
section 8(2)(a) for the same reasons as the other facsimiles.

Records 505-506 and 2429-2433 consist of faxes sent from companies to the Fire Department. | have
been provided with nothing to suggest that these companies have the function of enforcing and regulating
compliance with a law, nor that these records were prepared in the course of law enforcement,
investigations or inspections. Therefore, | find that these records do not qualify for exemption under section

8(2)(a).

Records 1977-1980 consist of a fax sent from Fire Department personnel to the Ministry of Consumer and
Commercial Relations requesting information. This record is an administrative document which does not
qualify as a report. Therefore, Records 1977-1980 do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2718-2722 consist of a fax from the FSC to the Fire Department, attaching the FSC’s decision.
The records also contain handwritten margin notes, presumably made by Fire Department personnel. | find
that this document is not a report prepared in the course of law enforcement, investigations or inspections,
and for that reason these records do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2913-2915 consist of a fax sent by the Fire Department to the owner’s lawyer. These
records outline administrative information only, not formal statements or considerations and collations of
information. Therefore, these records do not qualify as a report and are not exempt under section 8(2)(a).

Records 3368-3369 consist of a fax cover sheet containing no substantive information. Clearly, these
records are not a report and do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Notes to File

Records 166, 167, 171, 172, 175, 177, 193, 196, 205-206, 245, 263, 264-265, 267, 268-271, 274,
280, 282, 284, 285, 288, 292, 293-294, 295, 297, 300-301, 310-311, 315, 319, 321, 325, 339-340,
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343,344,347,417-418, 741-745, 766-768, 825-829, 840-841, 1344-1345, 1420-1421B,1441-1442,
1448-1448B, 1450, 1451, 1459-1460, 1492-1492A, 1518-1522, 1575, 1576-1577, 1578,1662-1664,
1665, 1669, 1670-1673, 1674, 1675, 1676, 1688-1691, 1692-1698, 1699-1702, 1703-1709, 1710-
1713, 1716-1717, 1719, 1724, 1741-1744, 1745-1747, 1785, 1788, 1812-1816, 1825, 1827-1828,
1845, 1946, 2520, 2590, 2635, 2942-2944, 3084, 3431, 3433-3434 and 3436-3439 consist of notes to
file created by Fire Department personnel which detail day-to-day occurrences taking place at the property.
Some notes have attached documents. These records contain statements of fact or observations and are
not accurately considered formal statements or accounts of the collation or consideration of the inspection
activities of the Fire Department. For this reason, these records are not “reports” and therefore do not
qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act.

Records 3123-3126 consist of a handwritten note by Fire Department personnel regarding a court
proceeding. This record reviews the arguments ofthe City and the owner’s lawyer and the court’s finding.
| find that this record merely outlines factual observations of what occurred in court, and does not constitute
a report. For that reason, Records 3123-3126 do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Record 3422 is a handwritten note by Fire Department personnel regarding the past history of dealings with
the property. 1 find that this record simply reviews facts regarding these past dealings and contains no
formal account of consideration of these activities and therefore does not qualify as a report and is not
exempt under section 8(2)(a).

E-Mails

Records 423 (and duplicate Record 2270), 2234 and 2235 consist of e-mails between Fire Department
and City personnel. These records review facts and issues in connection with the Fire Department’s
inspection activities, draw conclusions, and identify actions that need to be taken in this regard. Therefore, |
find that these records are “reports’ which were prepared in the course ofthe Fire Department’s inspection
activities under the FPPA, and they qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 220, 1824, 2210, 2211, 2216, 2217, 2224, 2242, 2243, 2246 and 2366 are also e-mails
between City and Fire Department personnel. However, their content consists only of facts, not formal
statements or accounts of the results of a collation and consideration of information. For that reason these
records are not “reports”, and do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Other records

Records 1375-1376 consist of sample completed Fire Marshal’s Orders. Clearly, they do not qualify as
reports, and are also unrelated to any law enforcement investigation involving the property. Therefore, these
records do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 1947-1962 and 2727-2742 consist of an inspection report prepared by the Fire Department in

conjunction with the request to the FSC for an authorization to undertake work pursuant to the FPPA.

Records 2625-2632 and 2679 consist of information prepared by the Fire Department to inform various

City officials about the Fire Department’s inspection activities at the property. I find that these records
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satisfy the definition of “report”, and that they were prepared in the course of inspections undertaken during
the course of law enforcement activities. Therefore, | find that these records are exempt under section
8(2)(a) of the Act.

Records 2633, 2789 and 2790 are summaries prepared by the Fire Department for the FSC regarding
various issues at the property. They discuss ways in which the property does not comply with the Fire
Code and poses a safety and fire hazard to the public. | am satisfied that these summaries consist of a
formal statement or account of the results of a collation and consideration of information, and that they were
prepared in conjunction with the request for authorization to undertake work pursuant to the FPPA.
Therefore, 1 find that these records qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 1970-1971, 2064-2065, 2076-2078, 2080-2082, 2097-2098, 2100-2102, 2127-2129, 2168-
2169, 2184-2185, 2446-2459 and 2515-2519 consist of “informations” completed by Fire Department
personnel in the context of laying charges concerning the property. These documents do not resemble
“reports”, either in form or substance. They are not mtended to “report” to anyone, and are in fact simply
documents required in order to initiate a prosecution. I find that these records do not qualify as “reports”
and they are not properly exempt under section 8(2)(a) of the Act.

Records 1981 and 2079 are Notices of Documentary Evidence and Affidavit of Service. Records 2765-
2766 consist of an Affidavit of Issuance. Record 3276 is a summary of the legal actions that have taken
place inregard to the property. All of these records contain statements of fact, not formal accounts of the
results of a collation and consideration of information, and therefore are not accurately characterized as
“reports” for the purpose of section 8(2)(a). | find that all of these records do not qualify for exemption
under section 8(2)(a).

Record 2579 is a copy of a Fire Marshal Order. It does not contain a formal account of the results of a
collation and consideration of information so does not qualify as a report. 1 find that this record is not
exempt under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2747-2750 and 2761 are notices ofthe FSC hearing. They indicate that a hearing is to be held on
a certain date at a specific time. | find that these records do not qualify as “reports” and do not qualify for
exemption under section 8(2)(a).

Records 2415-2416 comprise a report prepared by a private company and sent to the Fire Department.
There is nothing before me to suggest that this company is “an agency which has the function of enforcing
and regulating compliance with a law” and, therefore, I find that this record does not qualify for exemption
under section 8(2)(a).

Records 1650-1651, 1652, 1653, 1654, 1655 and 1656 are videotapes and photographs of the specified
site. These records clearly do not qualify as “reports”, since they do not contain a formal consideration of
the information contained on the records. Rather, they simply record the physical state of the property and
its contents. Accordingly, | find that these records do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the
Act.
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Record 1677 consists of a page with two business cards photocopied on it. Record 3426 is a phone
message slip for Fire Department personnel. Records 3440-3446 appear to be excerpts from the Fire
Code. Record 3448 appears to be a magazine, news or newsletter article discussing amendments to the
Fire Marhals Act. Clearly these records are not reports and do not qualify for exemption under section

8(2)(a).
To summarize, the only records which qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a) of the Act are:

Records 423, 1947-1962, 2234, 2235, 2270, 2387-2391, 2557-2559, 2625-2632,
2633, 2679, 2727-2742, 2789, 2790, 2793-2795, 2929-2941, 2962-2963, 3064,
3284-3286, 3344, 3345, 3351-3352, 3381-3384 and 3397-3399.

Section 8(2)(c)

The City claims section 8(2)(c) as the basis for exempting Records 210-211, 212-213, 224, 310-311,
315, 321 and 325. These records comprise a handwritten note reflecting discussions between Fire
Department personnel and an engineering firm.

Section 8(2)(c) of the Act states:
A head may refuse to disclose a record,

that is a law enforcement record if the disclosure could reasonably be
expected to expose the author of the record or any person who has been
quoted or paraphrased in the record to civil liability;

| adopt the following interpretation made by Senior Adjudicator David Goodis in Order PO-1747 in
determining whether disclosure of Records 210-213 could reasonably be expected to result in the type of
harm described in section 8(2)(c):

The words “could reasonably be expected to”” appear in the preamble of section 14(1), as
well as in several other exemptions under the Act dealing with a wide variety of anticipated
“harms”. In the case of most of these exemptions, in order to establish that the particular
harm in question “could reasonably be expected” to result from disclosure ofa record, the
party with the burden of proofmust provide “detailed and convincing” evidence to establsh
a “reasonable expectation of probable harm” [see Order P-373, two court decisions on
judicial review of that order in Ontario

(Workers’ Compensation Board) v. Ontario (Assistant Information and Privacy
Commissioner) (1998), 41 O.R. (3d) 464 at 476 (C.A.), reversing (1995), 23 O.R. (3d)
31 at 40 (Div. Ct.), and Ontario (Minister of Labour) v. Big Canoe, [1999] O.J. No.
4560 (C.A.), affirming (June 2, 1998), Toronto Doc. 28/98 (Div. Ct.)].

The City did not provide representations on section 8(2)(c) of the Act.

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]



-41 -

The City’s representations do not provide the type of detailed and convincing evidence necessary to
establish that disclosure of these records could reasonably be expected to expose the Fire Department
personnel who created these records, or the individual paraphrased in them, to civil liability. Nor is this
harmclear on the face ofthese records. Therefore, I find that Records 210-211, 212-213, 224, 310-311,
315, 321 and 325 do not qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(c) of the Act.

Section 8(1)(c)

The City claims section 8(1)(c) as the basis for denying access to Records 1650 through 1656, 3263 and
Record 3280. Records 1650-1651 are videotape recordings of the alleged Fire Code deficiencies at the
property, including the combustible contents of the building. Records 1652 through 1656 are photographs

of the property which also show alleged Fire Code deficiencies and the combustible contents of the buiding.
Records 3263 and 3280 are internal memoranda sent to certain Fire Department staff.

Section 8(1)(c) states that:
A head may refuse to disclose a record if the disclosure could reasonably be expected to,

reveal investigative techniques and procedures currently in use or likely to
be used in law enforcement;

The quality of evidence required to substantiate this exemption claim is the same as that described abovefor
section 8(2)(c).

In order to qualify for exemption, the City must provided detailed and convincing evidence that public
awareness of the particular technique or procedure reflected in the records would hinder or compromise its
effective utilization. Techniques or procedures already generally known to the public would normally notfal
within the scope of this exemption claims. Moreover, where a technique is generally known, it would not be
“revealed” by disclosure of a record which identifies this technique. (Orders P-170, M-761 and P-963)

The City did not make representations on the application of section 8(1)(c) of the Act.

In my view, the use of photography and video recording in the context of law enforcement activity is a
matter of common public knowledge, and |1 am not prepared to accept that disclosure of records that
reflects these activities would reveal any kind of investigative technique or procedure not already widely
known. Therefore | find that section 8(1)(c) does not apply to these records.

Record 3280 is a memorandum from the Chief Fire Prevention Officer to all Fire Department staff. It
describes actions that have been taken at the property, and advises staff of proposed future activities.
Record 3263 is a memorandum from a Fire Department official to the Chief Fire Prevention Officer
describing conversations with residents in the neighbourhood of the property. No techniques or
procedures not commonly known to the public are described in either of these records, and I find that they
do not qualify for exemption under section 8(1)(c) of the Act.

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]



- 42 -

| also find that Record 3263 clearly does not contain information which in any way relates to law
enforcement intelligence gathering activities and is not exempt under section 8(1)(g) of the Act.

ADVICE OR RECOMMENDATIONS

“Advice” for the purposes of section 7(1) of the Act must contain more than mere information. Generally
speaking, advice pertains to the submission of a suggested course of action which will ultimately be
accepted or rejected by its recipient during the deliberative process. ‘“Recommendations” are to be viewed
in the same vein. (Orders 118, P-348, P-363 (upheld on judicial review in Ontario (Human Rights
Commission) v. Ontario (Information and Privacy Commissioner) (March 25, 1994), Toronto Doc.
721/92 (Ont. Div. Ct.), P-883 (upheld on judicial review in Ontario (Minister of Consumer and
Commercial Relations) v. Ontario (Information and Privacy Commissioner) (December 21, 1995),
Toronto Doc. 220/95 (Ont. Div. Ct.), leave to appeal refused [1996] O.J. No. 1838 (C.A.))

Information in records which would reveal the advice or recommendations is also exempt from disclosure
under section 7(1) of the Act.

This exemption purports to protect the free flow of advice and recommendations within the deliberative
process of government decision-making or policy-making (Orders 94, M-847).

In Order PO-1690, former Adjudicator Holly Big Canoe considered whether a draft environmental report
could be considered exempt under section 13(1) (the provincial equivalent to section 7(1)). She stated:

A draft document is not, simply by its nature, advice or recommendations [Order P-434].
In order to qualify for exemption under section 13, the record must recommend a
suggested course of action that will ultimately be accepted or rejected during the
deliberative process of government policy-making and decision-making. Although I am
satisfied that the final version of this report is intended to be used during the deliberative
process, it simply does not contain advice or recommendations, nor does it reveal advice or
recommendations by inference. Accordingly, I find that section 13(1) does not apply.

I will follow the same approach in this appeal.

The City claims that Records 361-370, 397-416, 1192, 1501-1508, 1512-1517, 1846-1851 and 2642-
2644 qualify for exemption under section 7(1). These records are all draft documents, and contain
handwritten notes, corrections, and additions in both the margins and body of the documents.

Records 361-370 are various draft versions of recommendations from the Fire Chief to City Council
relating to storage of combustible items at the property. Records 397-416 and 1501-1508 are draft
requests for a quotation, including suggestions made by a City lawyer to the Chief Fire Prevention Officer.
Record 1192 is a page out of a tender document with a handwritten note in the margin. Records 1512-
1517 are also a draft request for a quotation, and include an e-mail by a City staff member making
comments on the contents of the request. Records 1846-1851 consist of a draft recommendation from the
Fire Chief to City Council, including editing suggestions and an attached e-mail with further comments
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provided by a City lawyer to the Chief Fire Prevention Officer. Records 2642-2644 consist of a draft
Notice of Appeal prepared by the City, with suggested amendments noted onthe records. | find that all of
these records qualify for exemption under section 7(1). They contain suggested courses of action that can
be accepted or rejected by various recipients during the deliberative process under consideration. Inthe
case of the e-mail messages, their disclosure could lead to accurate inferences as to the advice or
recommendation contained in the attached records.

Records 1269-1272 consist of a handwritten note, e-mail and recommendation from the Chief Fire
Prevention Officer to the Fire Chief regarding the removal and disposal of the goods. Record 1276 is a
handwritten note prepared by the Chief Fire Prevention Officer which reflects the advice given by a City
lawyer regarding the sale of goods to a company. Record 1438 is an e-mail exchange which reflects a
recommendation from a City employee to the Chief Fire Prevention Officer regarding funding approval
options. | find that these records contain advice and recommendations and qualify for exemption under
section 7(1) of the Act.

Records 1278-1279 comprise a draft recommendation from the Fire Chiefto City Council regarding a
tender for the disposal of combustible goods. Records 1831 and 1832 consist of a draft recommendation
with an attached e-mail regarding disposal of the goods. The e-mail is fromthe Fire Chiefto City personnel
with comments about the terms and steps to be taken to obtain financing. Record 2547 is a draft
recommendation fromthe City Treasurer to City Council concerning the allocation of funding for disposalof
combustible goods. | find that all of these records contain advice and recommendations, or that their
disclosure would permit others to draw an accurate inference as to the advice and recommendations
provided by City and Fire Department personnel. A such, | find that these records qualify for exemption
under section 7(1) of the Act.

Record 2621 is a memorandum from a Fire Department official to a City Alderman regarding how to deal
with media requests for information; Record 224 is a note to file by Fire Department official regarding a
meeting with an Alderman; and Record 2211 is an e-malil between Fire Department personnel regarding a
meeting with an Alderman. These records does not include any advice or recommendation. They merely
provide the Aldermen with status reports regarding activities at the property, as well as facts and information
concerning the interaction between the City and the media on issues relating to the property. | find that
Records 224, 2211 and 2621 do not qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Records 3362-3367 consist of a draft affidavit prepared by Fire Department personnel for a court action.
The records include extensive handwritten notes commenting on the content of the affidavit, and
recommending changes. | find that these records contain advice and recommendations as those terms are
used in the Act, and they qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Record 2366 is an e-mail from the Chief Fire Prevention Officer to the Fire Chiefregarding a proposal for
the disposal of the goods. The e-mail refers to a meeting and discussion held regarding the proposaland
sets out the recommendation of whether to accept or reject the proposal. | find that this record qualifies for
exemption under section 7(1) as it contains a recommendation to be accepted by the Fire Chief.
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Records 3123-3126 consist of the handwritten notes taken by Fire Department personnel at a court
proceeding. These notes do not record any recommendations or advice given. Rather, they are merely a
recording of observations of what parties stated at the proceeding and the court’s finding. I find that these
records do not qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Records 3287-3288 are a memorandum from a Fire Department official to the Deputy Police Chief,
advising him of activity that has taken place on the property. This memorandum provides information and
outlines facts, but does not contain any advice or recommendations. Therefore, | find that these records do
not qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Records 2064-2065, 2168-2169 and 2446-2459 consist of draft informations compiled to obtain
warrants. The records include handwritten notes commenting on the content of the draft documents, and
recommending changes. | find that these records contain advice and recommendations as those terms are
used in the Act, and they qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Record 1438 is a series of e-mails among various City and Fire Department officials concerning funding
processes at the City. The record contains a recommended course of action by City personnel for obtaining
funding approval that could be accepted or rejected by Fire Department officials. Therefore, I find that it
qualifies for exemption under section 7(1).

Record 594 is a letter from a City lawyer to a company. This letter simply informs the company of a
possible course of action which may be considered by the Fire Department should the company decide to
proceed in a certain manner. | find that the contents of this record do not constitute advice or
recommendations and it does not qualify for exemption under section 7(1).

Records 2718-2722 consist of the FSC’s decision with some handwritten margin notes. The decision itself
is clearly not exempt under section 7(1). The notes simply comment on the decision, but do not offer any
advice or recommendations and also do not satisfy the requirements of the section 7(1) exemption claim.

Records 166, 168, 220, 274, 295, 300-301, 316-317, 319, 1319, 1420-1421B, 1450, 1492-1492A,
2217, 2605, 2624, 2635, 2656, 2810, 3123-3126 and 3289-3291 are various e-mails, notes and
memoranda regarding various issues involving the property. Records 1364-1374 are instructions and court
forms. Records 2208-2209 and 2246 are e-mails among various City and Fire Department officials
concerning media enquiries regarding the property. Records 3281-3283 are a letter from the Fire
Prevention Officer to the owner explaining actions taken at the property. | find that none ofthese records
qualify for exemption under section 7(1) because they do not contain information that relates to a suggested
course of action which will ultimately be accepted or rejected by the recipient during the deliberative
process. These records involve requests for information, state that information was provided, or are draft
documents which do not contain advice or recommendations.

Section 7(2)(a)

Section 7(2)(a) of the Act requires that factual information be disclosed as an exception to the section 7(1)
exemption. In Order 24, former Commissioner Sidney B. Linden stated that:
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... factual material’ does not refer to occasional assertions of fact, but rather contemphtesa
coherent body of facts separate and distinct from the advice and recommendations
contained in the record.

| find that any factual information contained in the records that qualify for exemption under section 7(1) isso
intertwined with the advice and recommendations that it is not possible to disclose the factual material
without also disclosing exempt material (See Order P-920).

To summarize, | find that the following records qualify for exemption under section 7(1):

Records 361-370, 397-416, 1192, 1269-1272, 1276, 1278-1279, 1438, 1501-1508,
1512-1517, 1831, 1832, 1846-1851, 2064-2065, 2168-2169, 2366, 2446-2459, 2547,
2642-2644 and 3362-3367

ECONOMIC INTERESTS

The City claims section 11(e) as one basis for denying access to Records 485-489, 512, 576, 1824, 2371,
2393-2395, 2396-2398, 2422-2423, 2424-2425, 3045-3046, 3123-3126, 3264-3270,3326-3328,
3329-3330, 3348-3350, 3392-3393, 3400-3401 and 3407-3409.

Because | have already found that Records 2387-2391 qualify for exemption under section 8(2)(a), I will
not deal with them here.

For a record to qualify for exemption under section 11(e), each part of the following test must be
established:

1. the record must contain positions, plans, procedures, criteria or instructions; and

2. the positions, plans, procedures, criteria or instructions must be intended to be
applied to negotiations; and

3. the negotiations must be carried on currently, or will be carried on in the future; and
4. the negotiations must be conducted by or on behalf of an institution.

[Order M-92]

The City’s entire submissions on section 11(e) are as follows:
The financial aspect relative to the tendering process ofthe City for a satisfactory building
into which the materials could be moved from [a named address], are stated in record
2387. The fact that the City was not readily successful in locating an alternate site for the

material could adversely affect the eventual contract (price) for such a site.
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The information contained in records 3264 to 3270 report the details of a possible financial
transaction between another party and the subject business. The City claims exemption
under section 11(e) of the Act for these records, for that reason.

The City’s submissions fail to establish the requirements of section 11(e) or any other part ofthe section 11
exemption claim.

In Orders MO-1199-F and MO-1264 Adjudicator Laurel Cropley found:

Previous orders of the Commissioner’s office have defined “plan”as *... a formulated and
especially detailed method by which a thing is to be done; a design or scheme” (Order
P-229).

In my view, the other terms in section 11(e), that is, “positions”, “procedures”, “criteria”
and “instructions”, are similarly referable to pre-determined courses of action or ways of
proceeding.

Having reviewed the records, | find that clearly none of them contain positions, plans, procedures, criteriaor
instructions, as those terms are used in section 11(e), and on that basis alone they do not qualify for
exemption under that section of the Act.

ORDER:

1.

I uphold the City’s decision to deny access to the following records:

169, 173,176,178, 179, 180-182, 185, 190, 199, 200-201, 202-203, 204, 207, 208, 214-215
218-219, 225, 226, 227, 228-229, 235-236, 260, 261-262, 266, 275-276, 277, 281, 287, 296,
334-335, 336, 337, 341, 346, 348, 356-358, 361-370, 374, 375, 376, 377-378, 379-383,384
385-387, 388, 389, 392-393, 394-395, 396, 397-416, 422, 423, 428, 429, 431, 432-437,438
441, 444,473,474, 484,515, 520-521, 529, 534-538, 589-590, 602-603, 613-616, 783,813-
814, 815-816, 838, 845-846, 847, 848-850, 851, 1192, 1269-1272, 1276, 1278-1279, 1297,
1307-1310, 1320, 1326, 1362, 1363, 1414, 1424-1429, 1430-1434, 1435, 1436, 1438, 1439
1461-1462,1501-1508, 1511, 1512-1517, 1589, 1831, 1832, 1846-1851, 1947-1962, 2064-
2065, 2066, 2148, 2168-2169, 2173-2180, 2212, 2213, 2215, 2218, 2219, 2221, 2222, 2224
through 2231, 2232, 2233, 2234, 2235, 2236 through 2241, 2244, 2245, 2248 through 2262,
2264 through 2269, 2270, 2271 through 2280, 2282 through 2290, 2292 through 2327, 2329,
2330, 2331, 2332, 2333 through 2365, 2366, 2367 through 2370, 2372 through 2382, 2387-
2391, 2426-2428, 2439-2441, 2446-2459, 2499-2514, 2539-2542, 2547, 2550, 2557-2559,
2574-2575, 2625-2632, 2633, 2642-2644, 2679, 2680, 2727-2742,2767-2768, 2789, 2790,
2793-2795, 2929-2941, 2948-2950, 2962-2963, 3039-3044, 3047-3048, 3064, 3067-3068,
3127-3133, 3245, 3253, 3257-3258, 3284-3286, 3298-3320, 3324, 3344, 3345, 3351-3352,
3362-3367, 3381-3384, 3397-3399, 3402-3406, 3414, 3415-3416, 3419-3421, 3427-3430,
3432, 3435 and 3447.
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| order the City to disclose the following records to the appellant by October 10, 2000:

Records 1-162, 164, 166, 167, 168, 171, 172, 174, 175, 177, 187, 188, 189, 193, 196, 205-
206, 210-211, 212-213, 220, 222-223, 224, 230, 240, 241, 244, 245, 263, 268-271, 272-273
274, 280, 282, 286, 288, 289, 291, 292, 297, 300-301, 302, 310-311, 315, 318, 319, 321
325, 327, 343, 344, 347, 349, 350, 351, 352, 360, 417-418, 424, 427, 439, 443, 445-449,
463-466,467,468,472,511, 505-506, 516, 530-532, 533, 539-541, 576, 594, 595, 604,608,
610, 636-637, 670, 671, 672,690-691, 692-693, 711, 712-714, 715, 722, 729, 734, 735-736,
769, 770-772,773-774, 780, 795, 796-797, 820-822, 823-824, 834-837, 839, 840-841, 861-
863, 865-866, 898-921, 922-1186, 1187-1191, 1193-1213, 1214, 1215, 1261-1262, 1265,
1268, 1273-1274, 1275, 1277, 1288-1289, 1290-1291, 1292, 1293, 1294, 1295, 1296, 1298
1299-1301, 1302-1303, 1304-1306, 1312-1313, 1314-1316, 1317-1318, 1319, 1321, 1322,
1323, 1327-1330, 1331-1335, 1336-1339, 1340-1343, 1346-1348, 1349-1351, 1352-1354,
1355-1357, 1360, 1361, 1364-1370, 1371, 1372-1374, 1375-1376, 1419, 1420-1421B, 1437
1440, 1441-1442, 1443, 1444, 1447, 1448-1448B, 1450, 1451, 1453, 1459-1460, 1468,
1478-1484, 1485-1489, 1492-1492A, 1493-1500, 1509, 1518-1522, 1523-1524,1575,1576-
1577, 1578, 1579, 1583, 1584, 1591-1593, 1594-1595, 1634-1636, 1637-1639, 1640-1642,
1643-1646, 1648-1649, 1650-1651, 1652, 1653, 1654, 1655, 1656, 1657, 1658, 1662-1664,
1665, 1666, 1667, 1668, 1669, 1670-1673, 1674, 1675, 1676, 1677, 1688-1691, 1699-1702
1710-1713,1714,1715,1716-1717,1718, 1719, 1720, 1721-1723, 1724, 1725, 1728-1730
1731-1734,1735-1736, 1745-1747,1748-1750, 1751, 1754, 1755-1756, 1757-1759, 1760-
1762,1763-1765,1766-1773, 1774-1776,1777-1778, 1779-1781, 1782-1784, 1785, 1786,
1787,1789,1790-1792, 1798-1799, 1800-1801, 1802-1808, 1809-1811, 1812-1816, 1817-
1823, 1824, 1839-1844, 1845, 1852-1855, 1856-1927, 1928, 1929-1930, 1932, 1933, 1946
1963, 1968, 1969, 1970-1971, 1972, 1976, 1977-1980, 1981, 1982, 1983-1986, 1987, 1988-
1993, 1994-2003, 2004-2009, 2010-2016, 2017-2021, 2022-2025, 2026-2030, 2031-2033,
2034-2038, 2039-2041, 2042-2043, 2044-2047, 2048-2051, 2052-2055, 2056-2060, 2076-
2078, 2079, 2080-2082, 2089-2091, 2097-2098, 2099, 2100-2102, 2117-2120, 2121-2123,
2124-2126, 2127-2129, 2135-2138, 2149-2151, 2157, 2158, 2165-2166, 2181-2183, 2184-
2185, 2191-2193, 2194-2196, 2208-2209, 2210, 2211, 2214, 2217, 2220, 2223, 2243, 2246
2263, 2281, 2291, 2328, 2371, 2399-2400, 2415-2416, 2419-2421, 2424-2425, 2442, 2443
2467, 2488-2490, 2496-2497, 2498, 2515-2519, 2520, 2530, 2531, 2537-2538, 2543-2546,
2555-2556, 2564-2565, 2571-2573, 2578, 2579, 2580-2581, 2582, 2583-2584, 2585, 2586,
2590, 2605, 2615, 2621, 2622, 2623, 2624, 2635, 2637-2639, 2640-2641, 2653-2654, 2656
2662-2663, 2668-2673, 2675, 2678, 2695-2699, 2700-2701, 2702-2704, 2705-2708, 2709,
2710, 2711, 2712-2713,2714-2717,2718-2722, 2743-2744, 2745-2746, 2751-2755, 2761
2762-2763, 2765-2766, 2769, 2770, 2771-2773, 2780-2781, 2783-2784, 2785-2788, 2791
2796-2798A, 2799, 2801, 2802-2803, 2804, 2806-2809, 2810, 2816-2826, 2827-2838, 2839,
2840, 2870, 2871, 2872-2874, 2875, 2876, 2878, 2902, 2903, 2904, 2908, 2912, 2942-2944,
2945-2947, 2951-2961, 3006-3007, 3008, 3049, 3050, 3081-3083, 3084, 3105, 3123-3126,
3214-3215, 3254-3256, 3263, 3275, 3276, 3278-3279, 3280, 3281-3283, 3287-3288, 3289-
3291, 3292-3294, 3295-3297, 3325, 3346-3347, 3348-3350, 3361, 3368-3369, 3370-3371,
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3372-3373, 3374-3376, 3377-3378, 3379-3380, 3385, 3386, 3390-3391, 3400-3401, 3410-
3412, 3413 and 3455-3456.

| order the City to make an access decision to the appellant concerning Record 2634 in
accordance with the provisions of sections 19, 21 and 22 of the Act by October 3, 2000.

| order the City to provide me with copies of the following records by October 3, 2000:

456, 457-458, 490-495, 665-666, 746-749, 798, 1358-1359, 1452, 2460-2462, 2664-2666,
3103-3104

I am required under sections 39(3) and 41(13) of the Act to give individuals and organizations
whose interests may be affected by disclosure of the records (affected parties) notice and an
opportunity to make representations. Accordingly, | will defer my decision of the following records
so that | may send a Supplementary Notice of Inquiry to the affected parties:

Individuals

163, 165, 170, 183-184, 186, 191-192, 194, 195, 197-198, 209, 216-217, 221, 231, 232-233,
234, 237-238, 239, 278-279, 283, 284, 285, 290, 295, 298-299, 303-308, 309, 312, 313-314,
316-317, 320, 322, 323-324, 326, 328-329, 330-331, 339-340, 342, 345, 353, 354, 359, 371,
390-391, 459-460, 461-462, 469, 470-471, 475-480, 481-482, 485-489, 507-508, 513-514,
517-518,519, 522,523-524, 525,526, 527, 528, 542, 543-544, 545, 577, 578-579, 580,581,
582, 583-584,591-592, 593, 596-598, 599-601, 605-607, 609, 611-612, 617, 618-619, 620,
621-628, 629, 645-654, 655-664, 667-669, 673-682, 686-687, 688-689, 694-695, 696-698,
699-701, 702-708, 733, 737-740, 752-753, 754-758, 759-765, 766-768, 775-776, 777-779,
781-782, 784, 785-791, 799-800, 801-804, 805-808, 809-811, 812, 825-829, 830-831, 832-
833, 842-844, 1219, 1232, 1241, 1250, 1324-1325, 1344-1345, 1445-1446, 1454-
1455,1464-1465, 1633, 1659-1661, 1678-1680, 1681, 1682-1683, 1684, 1685, 1686-1687,
1692-1698, 1703-1709, 1726-1727,1737-1740, 1741-1744, 1752-1753, 1788, 1793-1795,
1796-1797, 1825, 1826, 1827-1828, 1833-1834, 1938-1942, 2152, 2167, 2170-2172, 2197-
2198, 2216, 2242, 2247, 2383, 2384-2386, 2392, 2401-2405, 2406-2414, 2417-2418, 2422-
2423, 2429-2433, 2434-2438, 2444-2445, 2463-2466, 2468-2487, 2521-2523, 2524-2529,
2532-2534, 2548-2549, 2551, 2552-2554, 2560-2561, 2562-2563, 2566-2570, 2576-2577,
2587-2589, 2591-2604, 2606-2614, 2616-2619, 2636, 2645, 2646-2652, 2655, 2657-2661,
2667,2674,2676-2677,2681-2683, 2684-2688, 2723-2726, 2747-2750, 2756-2760, 2764,
2782, 2800, 2805, 2841-2869, 2877, 2879-2901, 2905-2906, 2907, 2909-2911, 2913-2915,
2924-2928, 3005-3005A, 3009-3016, 3018-3020, 3021-3027, 3028-3030, 3031-3034, 3035-
3036, 3037, 3038, 3045-3046, 3051-3055, 3056-3063, 3065-3066, 3085-3087, 3216-3221,
3222-3224, 3225-3237, 3238-3244, 3259-3262, 3264-3270, 3271-3274, 3321-3323, 3326-
3328, 3329-3330, 3343, 3353, 3392-3393, 3394-3396, 3407-3409, 3417, 3418, 3422, 3423-
3425, 3426, 3431, 3433-3434, 3436-3439, 3440-3446 and 3448

Organizations
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Records 264-265, 267, 293-294, 295, 298-299, 305-308, 309, 312, 323-324, 332-333, 338,
354, 355, 372-373,419-421, 425-426, 430, 440, 442, 475-480, 481-482, 483, 485-489,490-
495, 496-504, 507-508, 509-510, 512, 523-524, 528, 542, 578-579, 581, 585-588, 596-598,
599-601, 618-619, 621-628, 630-635, 638, 639-644, 645-654, 655-664, 667-669, 673-682,
683, 684, 685, 688-689, 696-698, 699-701, 702-708, 709-710, 716, 717-721, 723-724, 725-
728,730-732, 733, 737-740, 741-745, 746-749, 750-751, 766-768, 777-779, 781-782, 784,
785-791, 792-794, 799-800, 801-804, 805-808, 817-819, 825-829, 830-831, 852-860, 864,
867-869, 870-872, 873-885, 886-897, 1216-1218, 1220-1228, 1229-1231, 1233-1237,1238-
1240, 1242-1246, 1247-1249, 1251-1255, 1256-1260, 1263-1264, 1284-1285, 1286-1287,
1311, 1406-1410, 1411-1413, 1415-1418, 1422-1423, 1449, 1454-1455, 1456-1458, 1463,
1464-1465, 1466-1467, 1469-1477, 1490-1491, 1510, 1525, 1526-1532, 1533-1535, 1536-
1538, 1539-1540, 1541-1542, 1543-1564, 1565-1569, 1570-1574, 1580-1581, 1582, 1585,
1586-1588, 1590, 1596-1598, 1599-1601, 1602-1607, 1608-1614, 1615-1616, 1617-1626,
1627,1628,1629-1630, 1631-1632, 1647, 1659-1661, 1931, 2393-2395, 2396-2398, 2422-
2423, 2434-2438, 2964-3004, 3009-3016, 3031-3034, 3051-3055, 3056-3063, 3216-3221
and 3225-3237.

6. | remain seized of this matter.

Original signed by: September 19, 2000
Tom Mitchinson
Assistant Commissioner
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Appendix A to Interim Order MO-1337-1

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . .
o . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1to0 162 Monitoring Notes - February 10/98 - April Feb 10/98 to . .
16/98 April 16/98 .12 Litigation Disclose
163 Handwritten Note - Combustible Info. Unknown .12, 14(1) Litigation s. 14(1)
164 Floor Plan of Subject Address June 12/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
165 E-mall_- between Fire Department personnel; Oct 29/97 112, 82)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Re: Fines
166 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L ]
personnel: Activity Log Oct 30/97 .12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
167 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . .
personnel: Activity Log Oct 31/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
168 E-mail - between Fire Department personnel; Nov 3/97 12, 7(1) Litigation Disclose
Re: Issues Alert
169 E-mail - City Lawyer and Fire Department L
Personnel Re: Fire Code Enforcement Nov 6/7 +12,7(1) Communication s. 12
170 HandwrlFten Note - Building Site Unknown 14,12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Information
171 Handwritten Note - Contractors Activity Nov 10/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
172 Handwritten Note - Activity Log Nov 7/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
173 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire —
Department personnel; Re: Fire Application Nov 6/57 +12,82)(@), 7(1) Communication s. 12
174 E-mail Note - between City and Fire
department personnel; Nov 10/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Contractor Info.
175 Extract of Policy & Procedures Nov 7/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
176 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire L
Department personnel: Re: MSDS Nov 7/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
177 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Nov 7/97 .12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




-2-

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Activity Log
178 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(d), 12, L
personnel Activity Log Nov 10-12/97 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
179 Handwrltt.en N(_)t(.a - Fire Department Nov 13/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) thlgatlon_/ _ s 12
personnel; Activity Log Communication
180-182 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(f), _—
personnel Activity Log Nov 19/97 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
183-184 Handwritten Note - Fire department
personnel: Activity Log Nov 19/97 s. 14(3)(g), 8(2)(a) s. 14(1)
185 Handuwritten Note - Fire Department Nov 20/97 5.12,8(2)@), 7(1) | Communication 5. 12
personnel Activity Log
186 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
personnel; Activity Log Nov 20/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
187 Phone Message - Fire Department personnel Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
188 Handwritten Note - Zoning Information Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
189 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Notice of Actions Unknown 5. 12 Litigation Disclose
190 Handuwritten Note - Fire Department Nov 21/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication 5. 12
personnel Activity Log
191-192 Handwritten Note - Review of Fire Code L
Hearing Decision Nov 21/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation s. 14(1)
193 Handwritten Note - Fire Department e .
L . Nov 21/97 .12, 8(2 L Discl
personnel; Activity Log On Site Mtg. ov21/9 s 8(2)@) itigation Isclose
194 Note between Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 8(2)(a),
Re: Interim Costs Nov 24/97 8(1)(c), 8(1)(b), Litigation s. 14(1)
8(1)(a). 7(1)
195 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
personnel; Activity Log Nov 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
196 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Nov 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Monitoring of Premises
197-198 Handwritten Note - Fire department L
personnel: Activity Log Nov 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
199 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 8(2)(c), —
o Nov 26/97 .12
personnel; Appeal to Divisional Court ov 26/9 8(2)(a) Communication s
200 -201 Handwritten Note - Fire Depfalrtment Nov 27/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Removal & Disposal Issues
202203 Handuwritten Note - Fire Department Nov 27-28/97 | s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication 5. 12
personnel; Activity Log
204 H itten Note - Fire Department s
0 andwri -en .o ¢ |_re epartmen Nov 28/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
personnel; Re: Compliance Issues
205-206 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Oct 30-Dec L .
personnel; Activity Log 197 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
207 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Nov 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice Warrant
2 E-mail Note - City | to Fi
08 mail Note - City avv.yer o Fire 5. 12, 8(2)(0), o
Department personnel; Dec 1/97 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice Draft Letter '
209 Handwritten N(_)t? - Fire Department Dec 1-4/97 s 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
personnel; Activity Log
210-211 Handwrltt_en Note - !:lre Department Dec 1/97 5. 12, 8(2)(©) Litigation Disclose
personnel; Contracting Info.
212-213 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Removal of Combustibles Dec 1/97 s. 12, 8(2)(c) Litigation Disclose
Issues
214-215 Handwritten Note - Re: Security Issues s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(f), —
Dec 2/97 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
216-217 Handwritten Note - Re: Security Issues Dec 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
218-219 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Legal Advice & Security Issues
220 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Dec 2/97 s. 7(1), 8(2)(a), 12 Disclose
Re: Legal Issues Fire Code
221 Handwritten Note - Media Re: Premises Dec 4/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
222-223 Handwritten Note by Fire Department
personnel regarding security at the specified Dec 4/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
address
224 Note to File - Fire Department personnel; .
Re: Status Report Dec 5/97 s. 7(1), 8(2)(c) Disclose
225 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Dec 5/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice City Expenditures
226 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 4/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s 12
personnel Re: Status Report to Aldermen
227 E-mail Note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Dec 5/97 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice Motions
228-229 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Legal Advice Recouping Dec 5/97 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Costs
230 E-mail Note - between Fire Department Dec 5/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; re: Status Report
231 Handwritten Note - Elre department Dec 5/97 s 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
personnel; Re: Security Issues
232-233 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
. Dec 6-7/97 .14(1), 12, 8(2 L .14(1
personnel; Re: Fire Safety Issues ec 6-719 s 14(1) 82)@ itigation s 14(1)
234 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Dec 8-9/97 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)

Re: Removal of Combustibles
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
235-236 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 8/97 s. 12, 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
personnel Activity Log 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a)
237-238 Handwritten Note -.Flre D.epartment Dec 9/97 s 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
personnel; Re: Media Inquiry
239 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
.14 14(1 .
personnel; Re: Orders Posted &Removal of Dec 9/97 32 8((?2)((92) 3 (é)zé) Litigation s.14(1)
Combustibles ' '
240 Handwritten Note by Fire Department L .
personnel Re: Removal of Combustibles Dec 997 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
241 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 9/97 s. 12 Communication Disclose
personnel; Court Matters
242-24. N h&FaxT ittal .
3 gﬁ;‘fa"y ame Search & Fax Transmitta Dec 10/97 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a) Mediated out
244 Handwritten Note - by Fire Department
personnel Re: Legal Advice Removal of Dec 10/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Combustibles
245 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Stay of Removal of Dec 10/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Combustibles
246-259 Company Name Search & Fax Transmittal Dec 10/97 s 12 M ediated out
Sheet
260 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Legal Advice Re: Stay on Dec 10/97 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
disposal of combustibles
261-262 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Legal Advice Re: Removal of Dec 11/97 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Combustibles
263 Handwritten Note - Fire Department N .
personnel: Compliance MOEE Dec 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
264-265 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 12/97 S.12,10(1)(a), Litigation s. 10(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Removal of Combustibles and 10(2)(c), 8(2)(a)
Quotes for Same
266 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Legal Advice Re: Removal of Dec 12/97 S.12,8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Combustibles
267 Handwritten Note - Fire Department S.12, 10(1)(c), L
. Dec 12/97 L n .10(1
personnel; Re: Polyscitech Removal ec 1219 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a) itigatio s 10(1)
268-273 Handwritten and Types Note of Fire 268-271 S.12,
M arshal M eeting Dec 15/97 8(2)(a); 272-273 s. Litigation Disclose
12
274 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Quotes, FPPA options Dec 15/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
275-276 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Proposed Storage Site, Legal Dec 15/97 S.12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Advice and Policies -Waxman Policies
277 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Compliance, Storage Issues, Legal Dec 17/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Advice
278-279 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Contractors, request for Code L
issues, sprinkler system, MOEE, Dec 17/97 s. 14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
Enforcement issues, removal of combustibles
280 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Property Access MOEE Dec 17/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Procedures, Removal of Combustibles
281 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Legal Advice, Removal and Dec 17/97 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Storage, Quotes, Prosecution issues
282 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Removal of Combustibles, Dec 17/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose

Storage,
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
283 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
. .14 , 14(2)(F), e
personnel; Removal and Storage issues, Dec 17/97 32 8((2))((2)) )0 Litigation s.14(1)
M OEE approvals, Legal Issues '
284 Handwritten note - Fire Departm_ent 5. 14(3)(), 12, o
personnel; Removal and Storage issues, Dec 17/97 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
removal re: M OEE Order
285 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Warrant issues, Property Dec 18/97 321;((3;))((2; 14(1), Litigation s. 14(1)
Assessment, MOEE Inspection '
286 !—|andwr|tten Note - Fire Inspector Legal Dec 18/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
issues
287 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
I; Legal Advice, Legal E t .
pe.rsonne ;- dvice, Lega ndc_)rsemen Dec 18/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
re; Judge Phillip, Inventory completion,
Draft Warrants
288 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; removal of barrels issues, M OEE, Dec 19/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
location sites
289 Handwritten note - Fire Department
personnel; Contract issues, awarding Dec 19/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
contract
290 Handwritten note - Fire Department
personnel; review of draft warrant, security Dec 19/97 s. 14(1), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
issues
291 Letter to Fire Chief from Deputy Fire Chief L .
Removal of Flammable materials Dec 19/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
292 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Awarding of tender, conditions, Dec 19-20/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
media request for info
293-294 Handwritten note- Fire Department Dec 22/97 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s. 10(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Alternate sites for storage, 10(2)(c), 8(2)(a)
classification of commodities, Fire Safety
issues, contract issues, removal contents
issues
295-296 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Litication/
personnel; Quote info, pressure testing, Dec 22/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) @ L. 295 -5.10(1), 14(1)
. . Communication 296 - s.12
sprinkler system, Legal Advice on Proposal
297 Handwritten Note - Fire Department N .
personnel; Site alternative for storage Dec 23/97 s 12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
298-299 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Removal issues and storage s. 14(3)(g), 12, L
. . Dec 23/97 L .10(2), s. 14(1
locations, contract issues, media inquiry, ec 2319 8(2)(c) itigation 5 10(2). s. 14(1)
legal Advice
300-301 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 24 and
personnel; Status update to Aldermen, 29/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
Tenders,
302 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Sprinkler System and Powerlight Dec 29/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
repairs, inspection
303-308 Handwritten Notes- Fire Department 308s.12, 7(1);
personnel; Sprinkler system, alternate 305-308 s. 12, 10; S
. . Dec 29/97 L .10(2), s. 14(1
storage, requirements, diagrams, Road ec 29/9 303s. 14(1), 12; 304 itigation 5 10(2). 5. 14(1)
Diagram, panelling group A plastics s. 12
309 Handwritten note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 12, L
personnel; bid issues, alternate locations Dec 29/97 8(2)(c), 8(2)(a) Litigation 5 10(1), 5. 14(1)
310-311 Handwritten Notes- Fire Department 5. 12, 82)(0)
personnel; Bid issues, transport of Dec 30/97 8.(2)(’a) ' Litigation Disclose
hazardous materials and storage issues
312 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
. . .14 , 14(2)(F), .
personnel; Storage sites for combustibles, Jan 2/98 s 14(3)(@), 1420 Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)

media Inquiry, Alderman

12, 8(2)(c)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
313-314 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department Jan 6/98 s. 14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
personnel; Site locations and proposals, Site
security and billing costs
315 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
. o . s. 12, 8(2)(c), o .
personnel; Site security issues, issues on Jan 6/98 Litigation Disclose
- 8(2)(a)
electrical and hydro
316-317 Handwritten Note- Fire Department
personnel; Appeal of Fire Marshal order, I
access to specified address, approval of bid Jan 6/98 512, 8(2)(@). 7(1) Litigation s-14(1)
costs
318 Handwritten note - Fire Department L .
. 7 .12 L Discl
personnel; Life Safety Study, Jan 7/9%8 s itigation Isclose
319 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Bids and site proposals Jan 7/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
320 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Request for appeal follow-ups, Jan 8-9/97 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
security issues
321 Handwritten note- Fire Department 5. 12, 82)(0)
personnel; Warrant, awarding of contract Jan 12/98 L ' Litigation Disclose
issues 82)@
322 Handwritten note - Fire department
personnel; status report, legal issues, Jan 13/98 - 14(3)(1), 14(2)(@). Litigation s. 14(1)
12, 8(2)(a)
warrants
323-324 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Warrant, Delivery of Warrant s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
. 14 L .10(1), s. 14(1
F.S.C. Order, access issues, procedures for Jan 14/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a) itigation s-10(2), s. 14(1)
removal of combustibles
2 H itten Notes - Fire Department .12,8(2 .
325 andwri -en otes - ire Lepartment Jan 15/98 s: 12, 8(2)(c), Litigation Disclose
personnel; Trailers required, security issues 8(2)(a)
326 Note to file - Fire Department personnel; Jan 16/97 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Security issues
327 Count 1 against Named Individual, fail to Nov 20/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
comply w/ order
328-329 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 21, 23, .
personnel; Legal issues, Court orders 26/98 512, 82)(@) Litigation s-14(1)
330-331 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Removal of combustibles, access Jan 20-21/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
issues, inspections, contract issues
332-333 Handwritten Notes- Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. . Jan 27 Litigat .10(1
personnel; Removal issues, contract issues an 21198 10(1)(c) ttigation s 10(1)
334-335 Handwritten note- F|r_e Department 5. 14(3)(b), 12, o
personnel; Legal Advice, disposal of goods Jan 28/98 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
including strategy for action taken '
336 E—.mall note - Fire Depa.rtment personnel to Feb 2/98 5. 12, 8Q)(a) Communication s 12
City lawyer; Legal advice
337 E-mail note - between City personnel, Fire
Department personnel and City lawyer; Feb 2/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Legal advice
338 Handwrltt.en Note§ - Fire De_partmer_lt _ 5. 12, 10(1)(), o
personnel; access issues, trailers, building Feb 2/98 10(1)(0), 8(2)(@) Litigation s.10(1)
permit issues, actions on appeals '
339-340 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; FMO legal advice, HFD Feb 2-4/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
compliance, access issues, file retrievals
341 Handwritten Note- F_lre Department Feb 4/98 s 12 Communication s 12
personnel; Legal advice
342 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
personnel; Notice of motion, removal issues, Feb 3-4/98 s-14(1), 12, 8(2)(3) | Litigation s-14(1)
343 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department Feb 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Legal advice, Removal issues
344 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Removal issues, Plan of action Feb 5/98 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation
Disclose
345 Handwritten Notes - Fire Marshal Order, L
Sale of Goods issues Feb 6/98 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
346 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Sale of Goods, legal issues, Feb 6/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
removal of goods, access to premises issues
347 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department
personnel; Access to premises issues and Feb 9/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
termination of closure
348 E-mail note - Fire Department and City s. 12, 10(1)(a),
personnel and lawyer; Re: inquiry from Feb 11/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
media on storage costs, purchase of goods 7(2)
349 Handwritten Notes - Fire D_epartment Feb 10/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Property access issues
350 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 23, 29, L .
personnel; Court Order issues 30/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1 H i - FireD . .
3 andwritten note_ Ire Department Feb 26/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Court issues
352 Handwritten Note - Fire Department; Unknown s 12 Litigation Disclose
property survey
353 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Legal advice re: property issues, Feb 12/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
FIPPA matters
354 Handwritten note - Fire I;)ep.artment 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
personnel; Access to trailer issues, Court Feb 17/98 Litigation s.10(2), s. 14(2)

issues

10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
355 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. Feb 17 L .10(1
personnel; Sale of good issues eb 17/98 10(2)(c) itigation s 10(1)
356-358 E-mail notes - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer; re: Legal issues and appeal Apr 9/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
status
359 Contact List Unknown s. 14(1), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
360 Final Inventory List of Combustibles Unknown s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removed
361-370 Draft Recommendations - Disposal of March 5-6/98 5.12,7(1) Litigation 5. 7(1)
Contents
371 Draft - Final Inventory List of Combustibles Unknown 5. 14(1), 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Removed
372-373 Handwritten Note - Purchasing Information s. 12, 10(1)(a)(c), L
Feb 19-20/98 Litigation s.10(1
8@, 7(1) * @
374 E-mail note - Fire Department and City
personnel and lawyer; re: Disposal of Feb 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Combustibles
375 E-mail note - Fire Department and City
personnel and lawyer; RE: Disposal & Unknown s. 12,11(e), 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Contract Issues
376 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Legal Advice Re: Feb 23/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Sale of Disposal of Goods
377-378 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Notes of Meeting Re: Legal February 26/98 | s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Advice of Contractors & Sale of Goods
379-383 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Notes of Meeting Re: Legal March 2/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Communication s 12

Advice of Contractors & Sale of Goods &
Disposal of Inventory Procedures for

10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




-13 -

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Record No.

Record Description

Duplicate
Record

Date of
Record

Exemption(s)
Claimed

Type of section 12
claim

Decision
Deferred

Order Disposition

Tendering or Auction

384

E-mail note - from City personnel to Fire
Department and City lawyer; Re: Update of
Disposal

March 5/98

s.12,8(2)(a)

Communication

385-387

Business Cards, Fire Department personnel;
Notes of Meeting Re: Legal Issues
pertaining to Inventory of premises

March 4/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

388

Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Notes of Meeting Re: Court
Issues & Draft F&A Report

March 4/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

389

E-mail note - Fire Department, City
personnel and lawyer; Re: Legal Advice of
Inventory & Sale of Goods

March 5/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

390-391

Letter from City lawyer; Re: Disposal of
Contents

March 5/98

Litigation

5. 14(1)

392-393

Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Inventory & Sale of
Goods/Disposal

Unknown

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

394-395

Note to File - Fire Department personnel;
Re: Legal Issues of Inventory & Sale of
Goods

March 6/98

s. 12, 11(e)

Communication

396

Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Notes of Meeting Re: Sale of
Good Issues/Site Tour

March 9/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

397-416

Draft Proposal Document - Sale of Inventory
Removed from Premises

Unknown

5.12,7(1)

Litigation

s. 7(1)

417-418

Note to File - Fire department personnel;
Re: Cost Estimate Disposal of Trailer
Contents

March 5/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Litigation

Disclose

419-421

Handwritten Note - Fire Department

Unknown

s. 12, 10(1)(a),

Litigation

5. 10(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Cost Estimates 10(1)(c)
422 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Notes of Meeting RE: Trailer March 11/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Cost (Legal Advice)
423 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel March 3/98 :81212((?)((2)) 142)(D. Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
Re: Disposal of Goods '
424 Handwritten Note - F'Te Department March 12/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Court Motions
425-426 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
k Litigat .10(1
personnel; Procedures for Sale of Goods Unknown 10(1)(c) ttigation s 10(1)
427 Final Inventory List of Combustibles Unknown s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removed
428 E-mail note - City .Iawyer to Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(), o
Department and City personnel; Re: March 12/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Pick-up of Goods '
429 E-mail note - City .Iawyer to Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(@), o
Department and City personnel; Re: March 12/98 10(1)(c) Communication s. 12
Purchasing Issues & Trailer Rentals
430 Facsimile Re: Trailer Rate s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
March 13/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s.10(1)
431 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City personnel and lawyers; Proposal March 16/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Document for Sale of Inventory Pricing
432-437 Onta_rlo Court General Division Notice of March 12/98 5. 12, 11(¢), 7(1) Communication s 12
Motion
438 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Legal Advice March 12/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12

Removal/Buying Goods
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition

Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred

439 Handwritten Note - Fire Department March 13/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Sale of Good

440-441 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litication/
personnel; Re: Access to Trailers, Court March 16/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a), @ L. 440 - s.10(1) 441 -s.12

Communication (441)

Issues, Payment Issues 7(2)

442 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a),
personnel; Re: Payment Issues, Sale of March 17/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(c), Litigation s. 10(1)
Good Issues, Storage Site Issues 8(2)(a)

44 Facsimil Fire D I; Re: T .

3 acsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re March 17/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose

Storage Issues

444 H i Note - Fire D .

andwritten Note - Fire Department March 18/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12

personnel; Re: Transfer of Goods Issues

445-449 Facsimiles of Ontario Court General Division March 12/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Order

450-455 Facsimiles of Ontario Court General Division March 12/98 Already disclosed
Order

456 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: March 17/98 s 12 Litigation Not provided
Storage Issues

457-4 Facsimil ity | from Fi . .

57-4%8 acsimile to City lawyer from Fire March 23/98 s. 12 Litigation Not provided
Department personnel

459-460 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Legal/Disposal/lnventory March 19/98 - 14(3)(@), 14(1), Litigation s. 14(1)

12, 8(2)(a)

Issues

461-462 Handwritten Note - Fire Department 5. 12, 82)()
personnel; Re: Legal Advice Access to March 19/98 8.(2) (la) ' Litigation s. 14(1)
Goods/Transfer of Goods & Court Issues

463-466 Facsimile to Law Department: Purchaser March 19/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Access Issues

467 Handwritten Note - Fire Department March 19/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Storage Issues
468 Handwritten Note - Fire Department M arch 20/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Transfer of Goods
469 Handwritten Note - Fire Department .
personnel; Access & Storage Issues March 23/98 s 12 Litigation s-14(1)
470-471 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Legal & Court March 23/98 s 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Issues
472 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Notice of March 20/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Appeal
473 Handwritten Note - Fire D.epar'tment 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
personnel; Re: Legal Advice Disposal & Sale March 24/98 Communication s. 12
10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
of Goods Issues
474 City lawyer’s Memo to File March 24/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
475-480 Letter to City lawyer; Removal/Storage & s. 14(1), 12, L
March 24 L .10(2), s. 14(1
Transfer of Goods arch 24/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) itigation 5 10(1). 5. 14(1)
481-482 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
March 24 Litigat .10(1), s. 14(1
Storage Issues arch 24/98 10(1)(c) itigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
483 Facsimile to City personnel; Disposal of March 24/98 s 12 Litigation 5. 10(1)
Hose
484 E-mail note City lawyer to Fire Department s. 12, 11(e),
personnel; Re: Legal Advice Notice of Order March 24/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
7(1)
485-489 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Legal Issues s. 12, 11(e), .
March 24, L .10(1), s. 14(1
arch 24/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) itigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
490-495 E-mail note City lawyer to City personnel; s. 12, 11(e), L .
Re: Editing Error March 24/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Communication s.10(1) Not provided
496-504 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Storage Issues (includes diagram) Schedule A March 24/98 N ' Litigation s. 10(1)

Terms of Agreement

10(1)(c)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
505-506 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; March 24/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Storage Issues
507-508 Note to File - Fire Department personnel; s. 14(3)(g), 12, L
Disposal/Storage Fire Safety Issues March 24/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(2). 5. 14(1)
509-510 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Storage Issues March 24/98 10(1)(c) Litigation . 10(1)
511 Letter_to City personnel; Re: Inspection of March 24/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
M aterial
512 Confidential Letter to City personnel; Sale s. 12, 11(e), L
of Inventory March 24/98 10(1)(b), 10(1)(a) Litigation .10(1)
513-514 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; March 25/98 s 12 Litigation 14(2)
Storage Issues
515 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Re: Freedom of March 25/98 s. 14(1), 12 Communication s. 12
Information
516 Confidential Letter to City lawyer; Sale of March 25/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Inventory
517-518 Letter & Fax Sheet from Fire Department L
personnel: Site Conditions March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(1)
519 Le_tter from City lawyer; Legal Matters Re: March 25/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation 14(2)
Disposal
520-521 Notes to file - Fire Department personnel; s. 14(3)(g), 14(2),
Legal Matters Re: Disposal March 25/98 12,10(1)(a), Communication s. 12
10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
522 Fa.lc5|mlle to City lawyer; Legal Matters Re: March 25/98 s 12 Litigation . 14(2)
Disposal
523-524 Facsimile to Fire department personnel; RE: s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
March 2 L .10(2), s. 14(1
Storage Issues arch 25/98 10(1)(c) itigation 0(1), s. 14(1)
525 Letter from City lawyer; Legal Matters Re: March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(2)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Disposal
526 Letter to City lawyer; re: Letter of March March 24/98 5. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
24/98
527 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Seizure of March 24/98 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Records
528 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f),
personnel; Re: Storage/Disposal Issues March 26/98 12, 10(10(a), Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
10(1)(c), 8(2)()
529 E-mail Note City lawyer to Fire Department L
personnel Re: Court Order Legal Advice March 26/08 s. 12 Communication s. 12
530-532 Business Card, Trailer Inventory March 26/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
533 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Removal of Skids March 26/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
534-538 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to s. 14(3)(g), 12,
City lawyer; Re: Legal Advice Removal & March 26/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Storage & attached correspondence 8(2)(a)
539-541 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: March 27/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Transfer of Goods
542 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Storage Issues March 28/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
543-544 Facsimile to Law Department Re: Appeal March 29/98 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
4 Facsimil Law D Notice of
545 acsimile to Law Department Notice o March 30/98 s 12 5. 14(1)
Appeal
546-555 Lette_r to City lawyer and accompanying April 1/98 Disclosed Already Disclosed
M otion for Leave to Appeal
556-575 Supplementary Motion Record April 1/98 Disclosed Already Disclosed
576 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Removal & March 30/98 s. 12, 11(e) Litigation Disclose

Disposal Issues
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
577 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Removal & March 30/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
Disposal Issues
578-579 Letter from City lawyer; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Storage Issues March 30/98 10(1)(0), 7(1) Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
580 Letter c.c. to Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Transfer of Goods March 30/98 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
581 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Court Order L
March 12/98 & Freedom of Information March 31/98 s. 12 Litigation s:10(2), s. 14(1)
582 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Court Order X
March 12/98 & Freedom of Information (581) March 31/98 s. 12 s 14(1)
583-584 Facsimile to City lawyer; X
Re: Court Order March 12/98 & Freedom of (581) March 31/98 s. 12 s. 14(1)
Information
585-588 Facsimile to City lawyer; Re: Court Order s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Removal of Goods March 31/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s. 10(1)
589-590 Notes to file - Fire Department personnel; s. 14(1), 12, L
. March 31 .12
Legal Matters Re: Disposal arch 31/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Communication s
591-592 Letter to Fire Department personnel; . L
Invoice fo Removal of Goods April 1/98 s. 12 Litigation - 14(1)
593 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Motion for Leave April 1/98 s 12 Litigation . 14(1)
to Appeal
594 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Court Order . L .
March 12/98 April 1/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation Disclose
595 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; April 1/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removal Issues
596-598 Facsimile from City lawyer; Re: Legal s. 12, 10(1)(c),
Matters - Court Orders, Notice of Appeal & April 298 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
Storage Costs 7(1)
599-601 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 1/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Loading for Affected party 10(1)(c)
602-603 E-mail note from City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Re: Legal Advice April 2/98 ;(11)4 (1), 12,8@)@). Communication s. 12
Court Order Sale/Disposal Issues
604 Letter from City lawyer; Communication . L .
Re: April 1/98 Letter April 1/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
605-607 Letter from City lawyer; Re: . s. 14(3)(9), 142 @), | | .\ .-
April 2 L L14(1
Storage/Costs/Removal of Goods pril 2/8 12 itigation s 14(1)
608 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Appeal April 2/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
609 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Appeal April 2/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
610 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; April 2198 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Removal
611-612 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: . L
April 2 .12 L L14(1
Storage & Safety Issues pril 2/8 s itigation s 14(1)
613-616 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re:
Storage & Safety Issues Faxed to Fire April 7/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Department personnel
617 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . L
Re: Removal April 3/98 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
618-619 Letter to City lawyer; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Removal/Cost/Storage Issues April 398 10(1)(c) Litigation s-10(2), s. 14(1)
620 Letter from City lawyer; . e
Re: Court Order March 12/98 April 3/98 s. 12 Litigation - 14(1)
621-628 Letter to Fire Department personnel Re: s. 14(3)(9), 12,
Reply to April 1/98 Letter April 3/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
8(2)(a)
629 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Court Order X . L
March 12/98 Storage Costs (620) April 3/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
630-635 Invoices, Inventory, Trailer Locations April 6/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s.10(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
10(1)(¢)
636-637 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 3/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removal Issues
638 Invoice . s. 12, 10(1)(a), e
April 3/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s.10(1)
639-644 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Loading of Shipping Containers & Court April 3/98 PN ' Litigation s. 10(1)
10(1)(c)
Order
645-654 Notes of Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 14(1), 14(3)(g),
Unloading of Trailers April 6-9/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
10(1)(c)
655-664 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 14(3)(9), 12, L
Loading of Storage Containers April 3/98 10(1)(a),(b), (c) Litigation 5 10(1). 5. 14(1)
665-666 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; April 3/98 s 12 Litigation Not provided
Re: Removal
667-669 Handwritten Notes - Fire Department s. 14(2)(f), 12,
personnel; Re: Removal/Pay ment/Insurance April 3-4/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
Issues 8(2)(a)
670 Facsimile Re: Loading of Containers April 3/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
671 Facsimile Re: Loading of Containers April 3198 s 12 Litigation Disclose
(Response)
672 Facsmle'to Flre Department personnel; Re: April 3/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Communications
673-682 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 14(3)(g), 12, L
Loading of Containers & attached letters April 398 10(1)(a),(b), (c) Litigation s-10(2), s. 14(1)
683 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. April L .10(1
Storage Location pril 3/98 10(2)(c) itigation s 10(1)
684 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Loading & Payment Issues April 3/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s 10(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
685 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; April 3/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s.10(1)
Re: Loading Issues 10(1)(c)
686-687 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: . L
Limits of Court Order April 3/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
688-689 Letter Loading Issues . s. 14(2(i), 12, L
April 4/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Litigation s. 10(1). s. 14(1)
690-691 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
. . April 4 .12 L Discl
Re: Storage Location & Loading Issues pril 4/98 s itigation Isclose
692-693 Facsimile to Fire pepartment personnel; Re: April 4/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removal of M aterials
694-695 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Disposal of . s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i), L
Goods & Appeal April 5/98 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
696-698 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; RE: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Authorization to Transfer April 5/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s-10(2), s. 14(1)
699-701 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i),
Transfer of Goods, Court Order April 5/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s. 10(1). s. 14(1)
10(1)(¢)
702-708 Facsimile Re: Transfer of Goods . s. 12 S
April 6/98 ' Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1
P 1000, * (s 140
709-710 Invoice . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
April 6/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s.10(2)
711 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 6/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Transfer Approvals
712-714 Facsimile to Fl.re Department personnel; Re: April 6/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Release of Trailers
715 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . S .
personnel; Re: Opening of Disposal Tenders April 6198 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
716 Note to File - Fire Department personnel; April 6/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation 5. 10(1)

Re: Transfer of Goods

10(1)(©)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
717-721 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 6/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation . 10(2)
Transfer of Goods 10(1)(c)
722 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . L .
personnel RE: Yard Inspection April 6/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
723-724 Facsimile to Fire department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Pay ment Issues April 6/98 10(1)(c) Litigation . 10(2)
725-728 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. April L .10(1
Removal of Trailers & Storage Costs pril 6/98 10(2)(c) itigation o)
729 Facsimile to Fire I?epartment personnel; Re: April 6/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Movement of Trailers
730-732 Handwritten Note - Fire Department _ 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
personnel; Re: Transfer of Goods & April 7/98 10(1)(c) Litigation . 10(2)
Payment Issues
733 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Pay ment Issues April 7/98 10(1)(c) Litigation .10(2), s. 14(2)
734 Facsimile Re: Return of Trailers April 7/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
735-736 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; April 7/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Payment Issues
737-740 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Payment Issues April 7/98 10(1)(c) Litigation .10(2), s. 14(2)
741-745 Handwritten Note - Fire Department 5. 12, 10(1)()
personnel; Re: Transfer of Goods/Pay ment April 7/98 1'0 ( 1)’ ©.82) (Ya) Litigation .10(1)
Issues/Safety Concerns '
746-749 Facsimile to City lawyer from Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Department personnel; Re: Court Order & April 7/98 1'0(1)'((:) ' Communication .10(1) Not provided
Payment Issues
750-751 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(a), N
April 7 L .10(1
Transfer of Goods pril 7/98 10(2)(c) itigation o)
752-753 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation . 14(2)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Payment Issues
754-758 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 8/98 s 12 Litigation . 14(1)
Payment Issues/Inventory
759-765 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: . .
Sale of Goods/Court Order April 8/98 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation . 14(2)
766-768 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(2)(1), 12,
personnel; Re: Transfer of Goods April 8/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Litigation .10(2), s. 14(1)
8(2)(a)
769 Letter to City lawyers; Legal Matter April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
770-772 Letter to City lawyer; Re: Court Order April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
773-774 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . . .
Sale of Goods April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
T775-776 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 8/98 s 12 Litigation . 14(1)
Payment Issues
T77-779 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Re: Payment Issues/Authorization for April 8/98 PN ' Litigation .10(2), s. 14(1)
10(1)(c)
Transfer
780 Fac_5|mlle to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 8/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Trailer Inventory/Payment Issues
781-782 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i),
personnel; RE: Payment Issues/Trailer April 8/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation .10(2), s, 14(2)
Inventory/Legal Advice 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
783 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i),
personnel; RE: Payment Issues/Trailer April 8/98 12, 10(1)(a), Communication s. 12
Inventory/Legal Advice 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
784 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i),
personnel; RE: Payment Issues/Trailer April 8/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation .10(2), s. 14(1)
Inventory/Legal Advice 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
785-791 Fire Prevention Bureau Report Sheets April 9/98 s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i), | Litigation .10(1), s. 14(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
12,10(1)(a),
10(1)(c), 8(2)()
792-794 Inventory Removed from Trailers April 9/98 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation 5. 10(1)
10(1)(¢)
795 Trailer Listing Information Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
796-797 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Authorization Trailer Removal April 9/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
798 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Justice Crane . L .
endorsement of Feb 19/98 April 9/98 s. 12 Litigation Not provided
799-800 Letter to City lawyer s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i),
Re: Payment Issues April 9/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
10(1)(¢)
801-804 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Unloading of Trailers/Payment Issues April 9/98 10(1)(c) Litigation s-10(2), s. 14(1)
805-808 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . .
Re: Unloading of Trailers/Payment Issues April 9/98 s. 12 Litigation 5 10(1) s. 14(1)
809-811 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re:
Court Order/Payment Issues/Transfer of April 9/98 s. 14(2)(f), 14(1), 12 | Litigation s. 14(1)
Goods
812 Facsimile cc. To Fire Department personnel; . L
Re: Trailers/Payment Issues April 9/98 s. 12 Litigation s 14(1)
813-814 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Return of Trailers/Legal April 9/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Advice
815-816 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Legal Advice/Unloading of April 9/98 s.12,8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Trailer/Pay ment of Trailers
17-81 H itten Note - Fire D . .12, 10(1)(a), .
817-819 andwritten Note - Fire Department April 9/98 S 0(1)(a) Litigation 5. 10(1)

personnel; Re: Unloading of Trailer/Pay ment

10(1)(©)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Issues
820-822 Fac.5|m|Ie to City lawyer; Re: Storage of April 12/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Trailers
823-824 Fac.3|m|Ie to City lawyer; Re: Storage of April 12/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Trailers
825-829 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(f),
personnel; Re: Unloading of Trailer April 11/98 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
10(1)(c), 8(2)()
830-831 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. . April 1 Litigat .10(2), s. 14(1
personnel; Re: Trailers & Weight of Goods pril 13/98 10(1)(c) ttigation 5 10(2). 5. 14(1)
832-833 Ha'ndv'vrltten Note - Author Unknown Re: Unknown 5. 14(1), 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Shipping Issues
834-837 Posted Note Re: Facsimile of Letter & Letter
from Fire Department personnel; Re: April 14-15/98 | s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Payment of Materials
838 E-.mall note - Fire Depgrtment pfarsonnel to April 15/98 s 12 Communication s 12
City lawyer Re: Location of Trailers
839 E-mail note - Fire department personnel to . L .
City lawyer; Re: Location of Trailers April 15/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
840-841 Note to File - Fire Department personnel; . L ]
Activity Log of Trailers April 15/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
842-844 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel . . L
Re: Compliance of Court Order April 16/98 14(2)(i), 14(2)(f), 12 | Litigation s. 14(1)
845-846 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Payment . s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Issues & Court Order Enforcement April 16/58 10(2)(c), 8(2)(a) Litigation s 12
847 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . s. 12, 10(1)(a), —
personnel; Legal Advice April 23/98 10(1)(0), 7(1) Communication s. 12
848-850 Letter from City lawyer; Re: April 17/98 s. 14(2)(f), 14(2)(i), Litigation s 12

Possession/Removal of M aterials

12, 10(1)(a),
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
851 Letter from City lawyer; . L
Re: Review of Affidavit April 16/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 12
852-860 Continuation of Fire Department personnel 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Notes as Recorded under Record No. April 6-9/98 1'0(1)'((:) ' Litigation .10(1)
645-654
861-863 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Release of Trailers April 16/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
864 Memo From City to Fire Department
personnel April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation .10(1)
Re: Sale & Disposal of Combustibles
865-866 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Notification of Sale April 9/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
867-869 Telephone Message, Facsimile to Fire
Department personnel; April 7/98 s. 12 Litigation .10(2)
Re: Purchasing Bids
870-872 Poster Bid from affected party April 3198 s. 12, 10(1)(c), Litigation .10(1)
10(1)(3)
873-885 Bid from Affected party - Removal of Goods March 27/98 s. 12, 10(1)(c), Litigation .10(1)
10(1)(®)
886-897 Bid from Affected Party - Removal of Goods Unknown s. 12, 10(1)(c), Litigation .10(1)
10(1)(3)
898-921 Proposal Document f(_)r Sale of Inventory April 3198 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removed From Premises
922-1186 Weigh Bills April 15-23/98 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1187-1213 Form of Tender Document - Disposal of 1187-1191
Combustible Goods & Hazardous Waste X April 6/98 11031213 5. 12: Litigation 11_92 -s.7()
(898-921) 11925, 12, 7(1) Disclose - 1187-1191,
o 1193-1213

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




- 28 -

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1214 Addendum to Tender Proposal Document March 30/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1215 Addendum to Tender Proposal Document March 26/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1216-1228 Bid from Affected Party - Dispose of 1216-1218,
Combustible Goods . 1220-1228s. 12, S
April 6/98 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a): Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
1219 s. 14(3)(d), 12
1229-1237 Bid from Affected Party - Dispose of 1229-1231,
Combustible Goods . 1233-1237s. 12 N
April ' L .10(1), s. 14(1
pril 6/98 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a): itigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
1232 s. 14(3)(d), 12
1238-1246 Bid from Affected party - Dispose of 1238-1240,
Combustible Goods . 1242-1246's. 12 L
April ’ L .10(2), s. 14(1
pril 6/98 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a): itigation s.10(2), s. 14(1)
1241 s. 14(3)(d), 12
1247-1255 Bid from Affected party - Dispose of 1247-1249,
Combustible Goods . 1251-1255s. 12 I
April ’ Litigat .10(1), s. 14(1
pril 3/98 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a): itigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
1250 s. 14(3)(d), 12
1256-1260 Summary of Bid Submission -Dispose of . s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Combustible Goods April 6198 10(1)(a) Litigation s 10(1)
1261-1262 Facsimile to City personnel - Quotation April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1263-1264 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: . s. 12, 10(1)(c), .
Trailer Costs April 7/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s. 10(1)
1265 Memo from City Personnel to Fire . L .
. April .12 Litigat Discl
Department personnel; Re: Acceptable Bids pril 6/98 s ttigation Isclose
1266-1267 F& A Recommendation RE: Awarding of April 7/98 s 12 Already disclosed
Proposal
1268 Handwritten Note Tender Information Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1269-1272 Handwritten Note - Fire Department April 7-9/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 7(2)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Disposal of Goods, E-mail
note on Recommendation to Council
1273-1274 Notice of Meeting & F&A Report of April . L .
9198 Item 1.2 #3 April 8-9/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1275 Notice of Meeting Committee of the Whole . L .
April 9/98 April 8/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1276 Handwritten Note: Author Unknown Re: . L
Legal Advice April 9/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 7(1)
1277 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; RE: Council Approval, April 9/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Successful Bidder
1278-1279 Draft F&A Recommendation RE: Sale &
Disposal of Combustible Materials April April 9/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 7(2)
9/98
1280-1283 F&A Recommendation Re: Sale & Disposal . .
Of Combustible Goods & Appendix A April 9/98 s. 12 Already disclosed
1284-1285 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c),
Cost of Storage & Staff Advice, Trailer April 7/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Litigation s. 10(1)
Information 7(2)
1286-1287 Background Info Re: Proposal, Tender s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Document Unknown 10(1)(@), 7(1) Litigation s.10(1)
1288-1289 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Notification of Award of Contract April 9/98 512, 8(2)(@) Litigation Disclose
1290-1291 Facsimile to City personnel; April 14/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Contract
1292 E-mail note between City and Fire . L .
Department personnel; Re: Purchase Order April 14/58 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1293 Letter to City personnel April 14198 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose

Re: Tender
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1294 Letter Re: Removal of Trailers April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1295 Facsimile Cover Page April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1296 Reqms_ltlon Form - Sale of Combustible April 9/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
M aterials
1297 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
. . 14(2)(9), 14(2)(h), .
personnel; Re: Notes of Mtg. April 14/98 iz (2)(9). 14(2)(h) Communication s. 12
Insurance/Destination of M aterials Issues
1298 Posted Note Re: Skids of Jugs Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1299-1301 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel;
Re: Approval & Authorization Trailer April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Access
1302-1303 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel;
Re: Approval & Authorization Trailer April 14.98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Access
1304-1306 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Revised Inventory List April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1307-1310 E-mail note Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer; Re: Inventory & Tender Issues April 15/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Legal Advice
1311 Memo from City to Fire Department X
personnel; Re: Sale & Disposal of April 14/98 s. 12 Litigation s.10(2)
. . (864)
Combustible M aterials
1312-1313 Le?tter from City Lawyer to a company Re: April 16/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Disposal of Goods
1314-1316 Facsimile from F|re-Department personnel; April 16/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Removal of Trailers
1317-1318 Facsimile from Flre_Department personnel; April 17/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Removal of Trailers
1319 Handwritten Note - Fire Department April 17/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation Disclose
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Costs for Sale of Posters
1320 Facsimile to City lawyer Proposed Motion April 17/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 12
1321 Letter from City lawyer; . . .
Re: Communication April 15th Letter April 17/%8 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1322 II;ieIt;Ser from City lawyer; Re: Removal of April 17/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1323 Flle_Note - Fire F)epartment personnel; April 20/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Trailer Information
1324-1325 Dates for Return of Trailers April 19/98 3.214(2)(9), 14(2)(f), Litigation 5. 14(1)
1326 E-mail - City lawyer to Fire Department
personnel; April 20/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Documents
1327-1330 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Dates for Return of Trailers April 20/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1331-1335 Not_e Regarding Outstanding Return of Unknown s 12 Litigation Disclose
Trailer
1336-1339 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L ]
Re: Dates of Return of Trailers April 22/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1340-1343 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Dates of Return of Trailers April 23/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1344-1345 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . .
Re: Trailer Activity April 15/98 s. 14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
1346-1348 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Trailer Activity April 16/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1349-1351 Notes tf) File - _Fl_re Department personnel; April 17/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Trailer Activity
1352-1354 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; April 20/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose

Re: Trailer Activity
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1355-1357 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . L .
. . April 21 .12 L Discl
Re: Trailer Activity pril 21/98 S itigation isclose
1358-1359 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Trailer Activity April 22/98 s. 12 Litigation Not provided
1360 Notes tf) File - _Fl_re Department personnel; April 23/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Trailer Activity
1361 Notes to File - Fire Department personnel; . L .
Re: Trailer Activity April 24/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1362 Email note - City lawyer to Fire Department Dec 16/97 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Warrant
1363 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire .
Department personnel; Re: Warrant Nov 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
1364-1374 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: 1364-1370,
Procedures for Obtaining Warrant Dec 16/97 1372-1374 5. 12; Litigation Disclose
1371s. 12, 7(1);
1375-1376 Sample Fire Marshal’s Order no date s. 12, 8(2)(a) Disclose
1377-1405 Ontario Division Court Re: Information to 1405s. 12, 8(2)(a), .
Obtain Warrant Jan 12/98 7) Already disclosed
1406-1410 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Executed Copy . L
. . April 1 .12 L .101
of Amending Contract for specified address pril 16/98 s itigation s 10(1)
1411-1413 Agreement for Removal & Storage of March 16/98 5.12,7(1) Litigation 5. 10(1)
M aterials
1414 E-mail note from Fire Department personnel
to City lawyer; Re: Legal Advice Re: April 1/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Waxman Contract
1415-1418 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Draft Contract L
to Amend Existing March 26/98 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 10(1)
141 H i Note - Fire D e .
o andwritten Note - Fire Department Feb 13/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose

personnel; Re: Inventory Sheets
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1420-1421B Handwritten Note - Fire department Jan 28 - Feb s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Storage/Payment Issues 10/98
1422-1423 Invoice Re: Loading/Transportation/Storage Jan 21/98 s. 12 Litigation s.10(1)
1424-1429 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel; Feb 10/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Contract
1430-1434 Draft A forR | of i I
30-143 raft Agreement .or emoval of Certain Jan 14/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Hazardous Materials
1435 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire L
y y ) Feb 9/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Department personnel; Re: Payment Issues
1436 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel; Feb 6/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Contract
1437 Letter from a company to Fire Department; L .
Re: Additional Trailers Jan 26/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1438 E-mail note - between Fire Department L
n 21 .12, 7(1 L n 71
personnel; Re: Storage Costs Jan 21/98 s 12,7(1) itigatio s 7Q)
1439 E-mail note - between City lawyer, Fire
Department and City personnel; Re: Jan 20/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Contract
1440 Letter to Fire Department personnel from a L .
company: Re: Additional Trailers Jan 21/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1441-1442 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Jan 20-21/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Safety/Inventory/Security /Pay ment Issues
1443 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 19/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Trailer Info/Security Issues
1444 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
. . nl .12 Litigation Discl
personnel; Re: Trailer Info/Security Issues Jan 16/98 s tigatio sclose
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1445-1446 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 17/98 s. 14(3)(g), 14(2)(f), | Litigation s. 14(1)
personnel; Re: Inspection & news article 14(2)(i), 12
1447 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 13/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Status of Contract
1448-1448B Handwritten Note - Fire Department Unknown 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Contract
1449 Letter to Purchasing Re: Procedure for s. 12. 10(1)(c), L
. L .10(1
Removal/Transport Materials Jan 9/98 10(1)(a) itigation s 10(1)
1450 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Legal Issues Contract Jan 12/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
1451-1452 Handwritten Note - Fire Department .
ersonnel; Re: media Article Status Report Jan 9/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation 1451 - Disclose
P o P T G 1452 - Not provided
to Aldermen
1453 Handwritten Note & Business Card Re: Jan 9/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Proposal for Site
1454-1455 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 14(1), 12, L
7 L .10(1), s. 14(1
Procedure for Removal/Transport Jan 7/9%8 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) itigation 5 10(1). 5. 14(1)
1456-1458 Facsimile to City personnel from Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(0)
Department personnel; Re: Procedure for Jan 7/98 PN ' Litigation s.10(1)
10(1)(a)
Removal/Transport
1459-1460 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Storage Site & Proposal Jan 5-7/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1461-1462 E-mail note - City lawyer and Fire
Department personnel; Re: Legal Advice Re: Jan 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Removal of Materials
1463 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Procedure for Removal/Transport Jan 2198 10(1)(a) Litigation s 10(1)
1464-1465 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 2/98 s. 14(1), 12, Litigation 5. 10(1), s. 14(1)

personnel; Re: Proposal for Storage Site,

10(1)(a), 10(1)(c)
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L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Status Report to Aldermen
1466-1467 Form of Quotation Re: Removal of 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Transportation/Storage of Goods - Affected Dec 15/97 PN ' Litigation s. 10(2)
10(1)(c)
party
1468 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Procedure for Removal/Transport Jan 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1469-1477 E 'R I f .
69 xecuted Contract : Removal & Storage 0 Feb 18/98 s 12 Litigation 5. 10(1)
Goods
1478-1484 Request for Quotation :
Removal/Transport/Storage Combustible Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Goods
1485-1489 Request for Quotation : X
Removal/Transport/Storage Combustible (1478-1484) Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Goods
1490-1491 Request for Quotation : _ 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
Removal/Transport/Storage Combustible Dec 22/97 10(1)(c) Litigation s. 10(1)
Goods - Affected party
1492-1492A Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Site Visit, Bid Info Dec 15/97 s.12,8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
1493-1500 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel and %
City lawyer Dec 12/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
. 1478-1484
RE: Quotation Document (1478-1484)
1501-1508 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel from
City lawyer Dec 12/97 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 7(1)
Re: Request for Quotation
1509 Letter tf) Fire Department; Re: Decline to Dec 15/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
make Bid
1510 Summary of Bids Re:
Removal/Storage/T ransportation Dec 23/97 s. 12, 10(1)(a), Litigation s.10(2)

Combustible Goods

10(1)(c)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1511 E-mail note - City lawyers, Fire Department .
. Dec 12/97 .12, 7(1 .12
and City personnel; Re: Request for Quotes ec 1219 s &) Communication s
1512-1517 E-mail note - between City personnel; Re: I
: Dec 11/907 .12, 7(1 L 71
Draft Request for Quotation ec 11/%0 s @ itigation s 1)
1518-1522 Handwritten note - Fire Department
personnel; Meeting Notes Removal/Storage Dec 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Goods
1523-1524 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Request for Opportunity to Quote Disposal Dec 10/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1525 Letter from City personnel; L
Re: Request for Proposals Feb 26/98 s. 12 Litigation . 10(2)
1526-1532 M from Fire D i S
526-153 emo ro.m |.re epartment and City Jan 16/98 s 12 Litigation .10(1)
personnel; Re: Request for Proposals
1533-1535 Chronological Background Re: Tender Unknown s 12 Litigation .10(1)
Process
1536-1538 Chronological Background Re: Tender X L
Process (1533-1535) Unknown s. 12 Litigation . 10(2)
1539-1540 Facsimile to City personnel; L
Re: Request for Proposal Jan 13/98 s. 12 Litigation .10(1)
1541-1542 Handwritten Note - Fire department s
personnel; Re: Engineering Report Unknown 512, 8(2)(@) Litigation -10)
1543-1564 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. o Dec 24/97 Litigat .10(1
Temporary Storage Site - Confidential ec 2419 10(2)(c) ttigation o)
1565-1569 Form of Quotation Re:
Removal/Transportation/Storage Dec 22/97 iog) (i;) D@ Litigation .10(2)
Combustible Goods - Affected party
1570-1574 Form of Quotation Re: Removal of 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
Transportation/Storage of Goods - Affected Dec 15/97 PN ' Litigation .10(2)

party

10(1)(c)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1575 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 24/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
personnel;
Re: Storage Locations & Tender
1576-1577 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Dec 24/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Review of Proposed Sites
1578 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Review of Proposed Sites
1579 F'ac5|mlle Fo Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 23/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Site Locations
1580-1581 Form of Quotation Re:
. .12, 10(1)(a), .
Removal/Sale/Transportation of Dec 22/97 i o) (c;) D@ Litigation .10(1)
Combustibles - Affected party
1582 Facsimile of Bidders Application L
Affected party Dec 22/97 s. 12 Litigation . 10(2)
1583 Facsimile Re: Insurance Form Dec 22/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1584 Handwritten Note : Fire Department Dec 19/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Tender Process
1585 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. - L .10(1
personnel; Re: Storage Sites Jan 5-6/98 10(2)(c), 8(2)(a) itigation o)
1586-1588 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Jan 6/98 Litigat .10(1
Re: Request for Proposal an 10(1)(c) ftigation @
1589 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire _ 5. 12, 10(1)(), o
Department personnel; Re: Legal Advice Jan 5/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(@) Communication s. 12
Site Locations & Media '
1590 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
personnel; Status Report Jan 5/98 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1591-1593 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Jan 5/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Tender Bid
1594-1595 F.alc5|mlle Fo Fire Department personnel; Re: Jan 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Site Locations
1596-1598 Handwritten Note - Fire department s. 12, 10(1)(a),
personnel; Re: Request for Proposal & Site Dec 31/97 10(2)(c), 8(2)(a), Litigation . 10(2)
Locations 7(2)
1599-1601 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L
. Dec 31/97 .12 L L1001
Request for Proposal & Storage Locations ec 319 s itigation o)
1602-1607 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
. D 7 Litigat L1001
Re: Quote for Remove & Dispose ec 39 10(1)(c) ttigation o)
1608-1614 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Quote for Remove & Dispose Dec 997 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1615-1616 Letter to City personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Quote for Removal Nov 13/97 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1617-1626 Facsimile from Fire department and City s. 12, 10(1)(a), .
Nov 26/97 L .10(1
personnel; Re: Affected party quote ov 26/9 10(1)(c) itigation o)
1627 Facsimile from Fire department and City s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
personnel; Re: Estimate for Cleanup Unknown 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1628 Facsimile to City personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Quote for Installation of Lighting Nov 13/97 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1629-1630 Facsimile to City personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a), L
Re: Quote for Building Repairs Nov 11/97 10(1)(c) Litigation +10(0)
1631-1632 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(a), .
. Nov 13/97 L .10(1
Quote for Sprinkler System ov13/9 10(1)(c) itigation o)
1633 E-mail note - between City and Fire S
Nov 10/97 .14(2), 12 L .14(1
Department personnel; Re: Quotes ov 10/9 s 14(2), itigation &)
1634-1636 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Fire Code ISsues Nov 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1637-1639 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Nov 11/97 s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Fire Code Issues
1640-1642 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Fire Code Issues Nov 11/97 s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1643-1646 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . .
Re: Fire Code Issues Nov 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1647 Handwritten note - Fire Department S
personnel; Re: Repair Costs Unknown s. 12 Litigation s.10(1)
1648-1649 Business Cards Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1650-1651 Spemﬂed Address & Surrounding Locations - Nov 3-4/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), Litigation Disclose
Videotapes 8(1)(c)
1652 Photographs - Goods Feb 4-6/98 . 12, 8(2)(@), Litigation Disclose
8(1)(c)
1653 Photographs - Sprinkler System & 5. 12, 8(2)(a)
Handwritten Notes - Fire Department Feb 2/98 8.( 0 (lc) ' Litigation Disclose
personnel
1654 Photographs - Specified Address & 5. 12, 82)(a)
Handwritten Note - Fire Department Feb 2/98 8.(1)(lc) ' Litigation Disclose
personnel
1655 Photographs - Specified Address & 5. 12, 82)(a)
Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 8/97 8.(1)(10) ' Litigation Disclose
personnel
1656 Photographs - Specified address & Oct 30-Nov s. 12, 8(2)(a), L .
Handwritten Note (author unknown) 3/97 8(1)(c) Litigation Disclose
1657 Business Card & Security Contact Jan 27/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1658 Facsimile - Copy of Note to File Re: Dec 9/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Inventory
1659-1661 Handwritten Note - Fire Department 5. 12, 10(1)(a)
personnel; Re: Access to Building/M SDS & Dec 8/97 N ' Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(2)

Removal Issues

10(1)(c), 8(2)(a)
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L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1662-1664 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 8/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Sprinkler System/Storage
Issues
1665 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Access/Repair Issues Dec 997 s 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1666 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Access to Building Dec 997 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1667 Handwritten Note to Fire Department N .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1668 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Dec 997 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1669 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L ]
personnel: Re: Building Activities Dec 9/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1670-1673 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Access to Building Dec 10-11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1674 Handwritten Note - Fire Prevention Bureau L .
Dec 10/97 .12, 8(2 L Discl
Report Sheet ec 10/9 s. 12, 8(2)(a) itigation isclose
1675 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Building Activities Dec 10/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1676 Handwritten Note - (author unknown) Re: L ]
Building Activities Dec 10/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1677 Business Cards Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Dislcose
1678-1680 Information Sheet Re: Authorized Access & L
. . Dec 10/97 . 14(2), 12, 8(2 L L14(1
Assignments for Staffing ec 1079 s 14(1) 82)@ itigation s 14(1)
1681 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(2)(1), 14(2)(f), L
Dec 11/97 L L14(1
personnel; Re: Court Order Issues ec11/9 12, 8(2)(a) itigation s 14(1)
1682-1683 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(2)(i), 14(2)(f), L
personnel; Re: Building Activities Dec 11/07 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s 14(1)
1684 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 11/97 s. 14(2)(i), 14(2)(f), | Litigation s. 14(1)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Building Activities 12, 8(2)(a)
1685 Handwritten Note - (author unknown) Re: s. 14(2)(i), 14(2)(f), L
Building Activities Dec 11/7 12, 8(2)(3) Litigation s 14(1)
1686-1687 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(2)(i), 14(2)(f), .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Dec 11/97 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s-14(1)
1688-1691 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Building Activities Dec 12/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1692-1698 Handwritten Note - Re: FSO Building s. 14(2)(d), 12, L
Activity Dec 15/97 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
1699-1702 Han_d\_/vrltten Note - Re: FSO Building Dec 16/97 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Activity
1703-1709 Handwritten Note - Re: FSO Building s. 14(2)(9), 14(2)(F), L
Activity Dec 18/97 12, 8(2)(2) Litigation s. 14(1)
1710-1713 Han_d\_/vrltten Note - Re: FSO Building Dec 18/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Activity
1714 Handwritten Note_- (author unknown) Re: Dec 19/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removal of M aterial
1715 Posted Note Dec 19/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1716-1717 Handwritten Note - (author unknown) Re: L .
Building Activities Dec 22/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1718 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Dec 2397 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1719 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 24 &27/97 | s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Access Issues
1720 Handwritten Note_- Elre De;_)a_rtment Jan 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Building Activity
1721-1723 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 7/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose

personnel; Re: Building Activities
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L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1724 Handwritten Note - (author unknown) Re: Jan 12/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Electrical Repairs
1725 Handwritten Note - Iflre Department Jan 8/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Security/Access Issues
1726-1727 Handwritten Note - (author unknown) Re: s. 14(3)(d), 14(2)(@), | , ., ..
Building Activities Jan 14/98 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
1728-1730 Business Card & Handwritten Note - Fire
Department personnel; Jan 15/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Building Activities
1731-1734 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Jan 16/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1735-1736 Har]d\_/vrltten_l\l_o_te - (author unknown) Re: Jan 17/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Building Activities
1737-1740 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
personnel; Re: Building Activities Jan 18/98 s 14(1), 12 Litigation s-14(1)
1741-1744 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(2)(9), 14(2)(F), L
. - . n1 L n . 14(1
personnel; Re: Security & Building Activities Jan 19/98 12, 8(2)(a) itigatio s 14(1)
1745-1747 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Building Activities Jan 20/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1748-1750 Handwritten Note_- Flre Depa_rt_ment Jan 21/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Building Activities
1751 Handwritten Note - author unknown Re: Jan 22/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Removal Issues
1752-1753 Handwritten Note - Fire Department .
personnel; Re: Security Issues & Building Jan 23/98 - 14(3)(d), 14(2)(0), Litigation s. 14(1)
L 14(2)(f), 14(1), 12
Activity
1754 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Access & Removal Jan 23/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1755-1756 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Jan 28/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel; Re: Building Activities
1757-1759 Ha-nd\./vrltten.l\l-o.te - authors unknown Re: Jan 29/98 19 Litigation Disclose
Building Activities
1760-1762 Handwritten Note - Fire Department . .
personnel; Re: Building Activities Jan 30/98 12 Litigation Disclose
1763-1765 Handwritten Note - Fire Department S .
personnel: Re: Building Activity Jan 31/98 .12 Litigation Disclose
1766-1773 Assignments for Staffing Dec 15/97 - Feb 19 Litigation Disclose
8/98
1774-1776 Handwritten Note - author unknown Re: L .
Calculation of Hours Worked Unknown .12 Litigation Disclose
1777-1778 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activity & Security Feb 1/98 12 Litigation Disclose
1779-1781 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activity Feb 2198 12 Litigation Disclose
1782-1784 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activity Feb 3/98 12 Litigation Disclose
1785 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L ]
personnel: Re: Building Activity Feb 4/98 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1786 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Building Activities March 3/98 12 Litigation Disclose
1787 Handwritten Note - Fire Department March 4/98 1 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Inventory
1788 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
. March . 14(1), 12, 8(2 Litigat .14(1
personnel; Re: Security Issues arch 6/98 @ 82)@ ttigation s 14(1)
1789 Business Card & Contact Jan 27/98 .12 Litigation Disclose
1790-1792 Invoices - Security Company Jan 8-Feb19/98 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1793-1795 Invoice - Security Company Feb 14/98 . 14(3)(f), 14(3)(d), | Litigation s. 14(1)
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12
1796-1797 Invoice - Security Company Jan 31/98 i.214(3)(f), 14(3)(d), Litigation 5. 14(1)
1798-1799 Invoice - Security Company Jan 31 & Feb s 12 Litigation Disclose
14/98
1800-1801 Calculation of Hours Worked Jan 27/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1802-1808 Handwritten Note - _Flre Department Feb 6,9 &16/98 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Invoice Payment & Calendars
1809-1811 Calendars Re: Invoice Payment Dec/97-Feb/98 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1812-181 H i Note - auth k Re: . .
8 816 ano_lwrltten ote - author unknown Re Dec 6/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Invoice Pay ment
1817-1823 Invoices - Security Company Dec 12/97-Jan s 12 Litigation Disclose
30/98
1824 E-mail note - between City and Fire
Department personnel; Jan 13/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation Disclose
Re: Payment of Invoices
1825 Meme - Fire Department personnel; Re: Jan 27/98 5. 14(1), 12, 8(2)() | Litigation 5. 14(1)
Security Issues
1826 E-mail note between Fire Department and L
City personnel Re: Security Issues Jan 27198 s 14(3)(d). 12 Litigation s-14(1)
1827-1828 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(d), 12, L
. 2 L L14(1
personnel; Re: Security Issues Jan 23/98 8(2)(a) itigation s 14(1)
1829-1830 F&A Recommendation Re: Enforcement Jan 26/98 s 12 Already disclosed
Action
1831 Handwritten Note - author unknown Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c),
Draft Recommendation of Jan 26/98 Unknown 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Litigation s. 7(2)
()
1832 E-mail note - City to Fire Department Jan 23/98 s. 12, 10(1)(c), Litigation 5. 7(1)

personnel;

10(1)(a), 8(2)(a),
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Cost Issues 7(2)
1833-1834 Handwritten Note - Fire Department X s. 14(3)(d), 14(2)(i), L
personnel; Re: Security Issues (1752-1753) | “31 23198 14Q2)(f), 14(1), 12 | HHERtion s 14(1)
1835-1838 F&A Recommendation Re: Enforcement Dec 11/97 s 12 Already disclosed
Action
1839-1844 Guard Reports Re: Building Activities Dec 6-7/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
1845 Facsn_nlle to Fire Department personnel; Re: Jan 19/98 112, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Security Issues
1846-1851 Draf_t F&A Recommendation Re: Security Jan 19/98 12, 7(1) Litigation 5. 7(1)
Services
1852-1855 Inventory & Location of Goods Unknown .12 Litigation Disclose
1856-1927 Trailer Inventory Jan 14-Feb 6/98 | s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1928 Trailer Location Diagram Unknown .12 Litigation Disclose
1929-1930 Inventory Breakdown Unknown .12 Litigation Disclose
1931 Lease Agreement Dec 14/98 .12 Litigation s. 10(1)
1932 Handwritten Note - !:lre Department Unknown 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Security Issues
1933 Handwritten note re fax Nov 19/97 .12 Disclose
1934-1937 Fire Code Commission Decision Nov 14/97 .12 Already disclosed
1938-1942 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; ;L;l/)é721/97-00t .14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
Re: Fire Marshal Order Issues
1943-1945 Notice of Violation June 25/97 Already disclosed
1946 Handwritten Note - Fire department Sept 15-Oct N .
personnel; Re: Code Violation Issues 11/97 -12,8(2)(3) Litigation Disclose
1947-1962 Inspection Report Re: Request for L
Authorization to do Work Nov 10/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1963 Inventory Breakdown Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1964 Fire Code Information Unknown s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
1965 Fire Code Information Unknown s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
1966-1967 Summons Nov 20/97 Already disclosed
1968 Procedures for Laying Charges Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1969 Post-it Note - Au?hor Unknown Re: Unknown s 12 Litigation Disclose
Hazardous M aterial
1970-1971 Draft Report to Crown Counsel - Fire
Department personnel; Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violation
1972 Request for Deed Nov 20/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
1973 Ontario Court (Provincial Division)
Information to Fire Department personnel; Nov 20/97 Already disclosed
Re: Summons
1974-1975 Ontario Court (Provincial Division)
Information to Fire department personnel; Nov 20/97 Already disclosed
Re: Summons
1976 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel; Re: Fire Marshal Order Dec 297 s 12 Litigation Disclose
1977-1 Letter from Fire Department personnel - L .
o 980 etter fro e Department personne Nov 20/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Court Issues
1981 Draft Report to Crown Counsel - Fire
Department personnel; Jan 22/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violation
1982-1986 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; L ]
Re: Fire Code Commission Decision Nov 18/97 1982 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
1987 Facsimile Transmission Report Re: MSDS Apr 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose

Vinyl
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L . . Order Disposition

Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
1988-1993 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Nov 7/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose

MSDS Vinyl
1994-2003 Facsimile to Fire D_epartment personnel; Re: Nov 13/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose

Hazardous M aterials
2004-2009 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .

MSDS Poly propy lene Nov 12/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2010-2016 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .

MSDS Poly propy lene Nov 12/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2017-2021 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .

MSDS Poly propy lene Nov 12/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2022-2025 Facsimile to Unknown Re: M SDS for

Sodium Acetate Trihydrate &Crystal Nov s. 12 Litigation Disclose

6/97
2026-2030 Facsimile to Unknown Re: Acetone Nov 6/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2031-2033 \F(acsmlle to Unknown Re: M SDS for Eosin Nov 6/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
2034-2038 Facsimile to Unknown Re: M SDS for Nov 6/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose

Hexane
2039-2041 Facsimile to Unknown Re: Guide for Using Nov 6/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose

Halogenated Solvents
2042-2043 M aterial Safety Data Sheet Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2044-2047 Printout M SDS for Isopropy| Alcohol Mar 3/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2048-2051 Printout MSDS Xy lenes Mar 3/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2052-2055 Printout M SDS Acetic Acid, Dilut-it L .

Analytical Concentrate, JT-A0320.MS Mar 3/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
2056-2060 Printout M SDS for Sodium Hydroxide Nov 6/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2061-2063 Ontario C_:ourt (P_rovmual Division) July 29/97 Already disclosed

Information to Fire department personnel;
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Summons
2064-2065 Ontario Court (Provincial Division)
Information of Fire Department personnel; Nov 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation 5. 7(1)
Re: Summons
2066 Handwritten Note - Fire department X Litigation/
personnel; Re: Legal Advice (179) Nov 13/97 512, 8(2)(@). 7(1) Communication s 12
2067-2070 Copy _of Registry Act/Land Registry Act Re: Feb 13/97 s 12 M ediated out
Specified address
2071-2075 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Jul 28/97 s 12 M ediated out
Company
2076-2078 Report to Crown Counsel by Fire
Department personnel; Oct 28/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violation
2079 Notice of Documentary Evidence and Sept. 29/97 5. 12, 8Q)(a) Litigation Disclose

Affidavit of Service

2080-2082 Ontario Court (Provincial Division)
Information to Fire Department personnel; Jul 29/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violations

2083-2085 Ontario Court (Provincial Division)

Summons Re: Sprinkler Jul 29/97 Already disclosed
2086-2088 Ontario Court (Provincial Division) X .

Summons Re: Sprinkler (2083-2085) Jul 29087 Already disclosed
2089-2091 Notice of Violation X L .

(2121-2123) June 18/97 s.12 Litigation Disclose

2092-2096 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Jul 28/97 s 12 Mediated out

company
2097-2098 Report to Crown Counsel by Fire

Department personnel; Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose

Re: Fire Code Violation
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2099 Handwritten Note and Business Card Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2100-2102 Report to Crown Counsel by Fire
Department personnel Unknown s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violation
2103-2107 Registry/Land Titles Act Re: Specified Unknown s 12 M ediated out
address
2108-2116 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 4/98 s 12 M ediated out
Company
2117-2120 Fire Code Commission Decision X
Nov 14/97 Discl
(1933-1937) ov 14/9 isclose
2121-2123 Notice of Violation X .
(1943-1945) Jun 25/97 Disclose
2124-2126 Notice of Violation X .
(1943-1945) Jun 25/97 Disclose
2127-2129 Report to Crown Counsel by Fire X
Department personnel (2100-2102) Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Code Violation
2130-2134 Registry/Land Titles Act Re: Specified Unknown s 12 M ediated out
address
2135-2138 Fire Code Commission Decision X .
(1933-1937) Nov 14/97 Disclose
2139-2147 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 4/98 s 12 M ediated out
company
2148 E-mail note - City lawyers, Fire Department
and City personnel; Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Matters
2149-2151 Notice of Violation X .
(1943-1945) Jun 25/97 Disclose
2152 Provincial Offences Court Record of Oct 29/97 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Disposition
2153-2156 Pr.ovmclla.tl Offences Court Record of Oct 29/97 Already disclosed
Disposition
2157 Procedures for Laying Charges Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2158 Request for Deed X I .
(1972) Jan 30/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2159-2164 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 4/98 s 12 Mediated out
Company
2165-2166 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Request for Corporation Profile Jan 30/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2167 Resignation Letter Mar 3/98 s. 14(3)(d), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
2168-2169 Ontario Court (Provincial Division) <
Information to Fire Department personnel; Nov 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation s. 7(1)
- o (2064-2065)
Re: Fire Code Violations
2170-2172 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Legal Matters Nov 12/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation s. 14(1)
2173-2180 Handwritten Note - Fire D_epartment Nov 25/97 5. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Legal Advice
2181-2183 Certified copy of Initial Return/Notice of Feb 10/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Change Document
2184-2185 R_epor_t to Crown Counsel Re: Fire Code Unknown 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Violation
2186-2190 Registry/Land Titles Act Re: Specified Unknown s 12 Mediated out
address
2191-2193 Certified copy of Initial Return/Notice of X L ]
Change Document (2181-2183) Feb 10/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2194-2196 Notice of Violation X Jun 25/97 Disclose

(1943-1945)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2197-2198 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: Jun 18/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
site inspection and fire code violations
2199-2200 Fire Marshal Order Jul 29/97 Already disclosed
2201-2202 Fire Marshal Order Dec 6/97 Already disclosed
2203 Copy of excerpt of FPPA Unknown Already disclosed
2204-2207 Registry/Land Titles Act Re: Specified Feb 13/97 12 Mediated out
address
2208-2209 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel; L .
RE: Media Dec 4/97 .12, 7(1) Litigation Disclose
2210 E-mail note - City and Fire Department e .
personnel: Re: Media Dec 5/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2211 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel; Re: Media, FOl Matters & Dec 5/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
M OEE Inspection
2212 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel and
City lawyer; Dec 5/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Cost Issues
2213 E-mail note - City lawyer, Fire Department
and City personnel; Dec 5/97 .12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Cost Issues
2214 E-mail note - City Personnel to Fire L .
Department personnel RE: Media Dec 15/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
2215 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; RE: Legal Advice - Dec 16/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Warrant
2216 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel; S
RE: Media, Legal Matters Dec 18/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation s. 14(1)
2217 E-mail note - between Fire Department Jan 28/98 112, 82)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose

personnel; Re: Cost Issues and Site
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L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Selection
2218 E-mail note - Fire Department and City Feb 2/98 s 12 Communication s 12
personnel and lawyers; Re: Removal Issues
2219 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to X
City lawyer Re: Sale of Goods and Sprinkler (336) Feb 2/98 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s. 12
System
2220 E-mail note - between Fire Department and S .
City personnel Re: Affidavit Feb 4/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2221 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Re: Legal advice - Storage Feb 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Issues
2222 E-mail note - between City and fire
department personnel; Feb 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Matters
2223 E-mail note - Fire Department and City N .
personnel; Re: Access Issues and Media Feb 10/58 s 12 Litigation Disclose
2224 E-mail note - Fire department to City Litigation
personnel; Re: Council Motion Mar 12/98 512, 8(2)(a) / Communication s 12
2225 E-mail not.e _ b.etween Fire Department Mar 12/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) | Communication s.12
personnel; Re: Payment Issues
2226 E-mail note - Fire Department to City Mar 12/98 s 12 Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Payment Issues
2227 E-mail note - between Fire Department Mar 12/98 5. 12, 82)(a), 7(1) Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Payment Issues
2228 E-mail note - Fire Department to City X Mar 12/98 s 12 Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Payment Issues (2226)
2229 E-mail note - between Fire Department X s. 14(3)(9), 12,
personnel (2351) Mar 31/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12

Re: Tender for Disposal

8(2)(@)
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L . . Order Disposition
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2230 E-mail note - between Fire Department and Apr 21/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
City personnel;
Re: Storage Issues
2231 E-mail note - between Fire Department and
City personnel; Apr 16/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods & Legal M atters
2232 E-mail note - between Fire Department and
City personnel; Apr 17/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 12
Re: Storage, Legal, Disposal Issues
2233 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel; Re: Sale of Goods, Council Apr. 7/98 s- 14(3)(@), 14(2)(), Communication s. 12
. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1)
Meeting, Pay ment Issues
2234 E-mail note - between Fire Department
. X . 14(2)(9), 14(2)(f), .
personnel; Re: Legal Matters and Disposal Mar 3/98 . 14(2)(@), 14(2)(0) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
(423) 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1)
of Goods
2235 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel; Re: Disposal of Goods and Legal Mar 2/98 s.12,11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
Matters
2236 E-mail note - between Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a),
personnel; Re: Sale of Goods March 2/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
7(1)
2237 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel Feb 27/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Court Appearance
2238 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City personnel and lawyer; Re: Legal Unknown s.12,11(e), 8(2)(a) | Communication s. 12
M atters, Disposal and Storage of Goods
2239 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire L
Department personnel; Re: Tender Bids Feb 25/98 s 12 Communication s 12
2240 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
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Duplicate
Record

Date of
Record

Exemption(s)
Claimed

Type of section 12
claim

Decision
Deferred

Order Disposition

City lawyer
Re: Security, Fire Safety

2241

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Legal Advice

Jan 7/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2242

E-mail note - Fire Department to City
personnel; Re: Media and Law Enforcement
Issues

X
(2216)

Dec 18/97

5. 7(1), 8(2)(a), 12

Litigation

s. 14(1)

2243

E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel;
Re: Legal Matters

Oct 30/97

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Litigation

Disclose

2244

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
RE: Legal Advice - Warrant

Nov 25/97

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2245

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Re: Legal Advice - Appeal

Nov 28/97

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2246

E-mail note - between City and Fire
department personnel; RE: Media

X
(2208-2209)

Dec 2/97

5. 7(1), 8(2)(a), 12

Litigation

Disclose

2247

E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
department personnel; Re: Order to Comply

Dec 11/97

s.12,8(2)(a)

Litigation

s. 14(1)

2248

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Legal Advice Re: Warrant

Dec 16/97

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2249

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Legal Advice Re: Appeal

Jan 7/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2250

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Legal Advice Re: Compliance to Order

Jan 15/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12
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L . . Order Disposition

Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred

2251 E-mail note - between Fire Department Jan 15/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a), | Communication s. 12
personnel 7(2)
Re: Payment Issues

2252 E-mail note - between Fire Department X
personnel (2221) Feb 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice Access

2253 E-mail note - City Lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Feb 6/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
RE: Turnover of Building

2254 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire s. 14(3)(g), 12,
department and City lawyer Feb 20/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods 8(2)(a)

2255 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Feb 24/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Details of Letter to Alleged Buyers

2256 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel Feb 24/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

2257 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel Feb 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Order to Pay Costs

2258 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Feb 25/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Affidavit

2259 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel Feb 25/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

2260 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Feb 26/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12

Re: Correspondence
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L . . Order Disposition
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2261 E-mail note - between Fire Department X Feb 27/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
personnel (2237)
Re: Court Appearance

2262 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Feb 27/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Correspondence

2263 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel Feb 27/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Purchasing Issues

2264 E-.mall note - between City personnel Re: March 2/98 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Communication s 12
Disposal of Waste

2265 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel March 2/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal Options

2266 E-mail note - between Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(a),
personnel March 2/98 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
Re: Storage & Sales Issues 7(1)

2267 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel March 2/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Inventory

2268 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel March 2/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

2269 E-mail note - between City ar-1d Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(0), o
Department personnel and City lawyer; Re: March 3/98 10(1)(2), 8(2)(@) Communication s. 12
Minutes of Meeting '

2270 E-mail note - between Fire Department X 5. 12, 8(2)(), s. o
personnel (423) March 3/98 8(2)(c) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
Re: Disposal of Goods

2271 E-mail note - City and Fire Department March 3/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
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L . . Order Disposition
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personnel and lawyers
Re: Trailer Issues

2272 E-mail note - City and Fire Department
personnel and lawyers March 3/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Trailer Issues

2273 E-mail note - City .to Fire Department March 3/98 s 12 Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Trailer Issues

2274 E-mail note - City and Fire Department 5. 12, 10(1)(0), o
personnel and lawyers March 3/98 10(1)(2), 8(2)(©) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues '

2275 E-mail note - from Fire Department
personnel to City personnel and lawyer; Re: March 4/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Purchasing Issues

2276 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department and lawyer March 4/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues

2277 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire s. 12, 10(1)(c),
Department personnel March 4/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
Re: Safety Study & Court Matters 7(2)

2278 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire s. 12, 10(2)(c),
Department personnel March 4/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues 7(2)

227 E-mail - Ci I to Fi

9 mail note - City personnel to Fire 5. 12, 10(1)(0), o

Department and lawyer March 4/98 10(1)(), 8(2)(@) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues '

2280 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire %
Department and lawyer (384) March 5/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal Issues

2281 E-mail note - Fire Department to Cit . .

mail note - Fire Department to City March 5/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose

personnel; Re: Purchasing Issues
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2282-2283 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire March 5/98 s. 14(3)(g), 14(2)(f), | Communication s. 12
Department and lawyer 12, 10(1)(c),
Re: Minutes of Meeting 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a),

7()

2284 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel and City lawyer; Re: March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Disposal of Goods

2285 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice

2286 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department and lawyer March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

2287 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department and lawyer March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

22 E-mail note - Fire Department to Cit .

88 maitno .e ) |r§ epartment to City March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12

personnel; Re: Disposal of Goods

2289 E-mail note - Fire Department to City
lawyer and personnel; March 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods

2290 E-mail note - Fire Department to City X ——
lawyer and personnel; Re: Onsite Meeting (389) March 5/98 s 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12

2291 E-mail note - between Fire Department and
City personnel March 5/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Recycling

2292 E-mail - Ci Ito Fi A

° mail note - City personnel to Fire March 6/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12

Department personnel; Re: Inventory

2293 E-mail note - between City and Fire March 6/98 s 12 Communication s 12

Department personnel and lawyers Re:
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Disposal of Goods
2294 E-mal! note -City lawyer to Fire Department 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
and City personnel; March 9/98 Communication s. 12
. 10(1)(c)
Re: Purchasing Issues
2295 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 9/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues
2296 E-mai! note - City lawyer to Fire department 5. 12, 10(1)(), o
and City personnel March 9/98 10(1)(0), 8(2)(@) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Information '
2297 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department personnel and City lawyers; Re: March 10/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Purchasing Information
2298 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire s. 14(3)(g), 12,
department personnel March 11/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues 8(2)(a)
2299 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department personnel and City lawyers; Re: March 11/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Inventory
2300 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to 5. 14(3)(g), 12
City lawyer and personnel; Re: Purchasing March 11/98 ' 9. 25 Communication s. 12
lssues 8(2)@), 7(1)
2301 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire s. 14(3)(g), 12,
department personnel March 11/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice Purchasing 8(2)(a), 7(1)
2302 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to s. 14(3)(g), 12,
City lawyer March 11/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues 8(2)(a), 7(1)
2303 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to March 11/98 s. 14(3)(9), 12, Communication s 12

City lawyer and personnel; Re: Purchasing

10(1)(a), 10(1)(0),
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Issues 8(2)(a), 7(1)
2304 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire —
Department personnel: Re: Legal Advice March 12/98 s.12,8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
2305 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 12/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Court Issues
= CE:-lin a:ll\r/]vm:r-anc'i: Irgr?::nag:'n;egthui::Shc:s]?: - X March 12/98 . 12, 10(1)(a), Communication s. 12
y aerance e : (428) 10(1)(0), 82)(@) |
Issues
2307 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department personnel and City lawyer; Re: March 12/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Purchasing Issues
2308 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire X
department personnel; (429) March 12/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues
2309-2310 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer and personnel; Re: Purchasing March 26/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Issues
2311 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 26/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Removal Issues
2312 E-_mail note - Fire Department personnel to 5. 12, 10(1)(a), o
City lawyer March 26/98 10(1)(0), 8(2)(@) Communication s. 12
Re: Removal Issues '
2313 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
. parimentp 5. 14(3)(9), 14Q)(), -
City lawyer March 26/98 142)(0), 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Removal Issues T
2314 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 26/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Freedom of Information
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2315 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X March 26/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Department personnel (529)
Re: Legal Advice - Appeal
2316 E-_mall note - between Fire Department and 5. 12, 10(1)(0), o
City personnel March 27/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues '
2317 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer and personnel; Re: Purchasing March 27/98 s. 12, 11(e) Communication s. 12
Issues
2318 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel March 12/98 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues
2319 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer and personnel; Re: Purchasing March 13/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Communication s. 12
Issues
2320 E-mail note - Fire Department to City
personnel March 13/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Proposal for Sale of Goods
2321 E-mail note - Fire Department to City X
personnel (431) March 16/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Proposal for Sale of Goods
2322 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department and City lawyer March 16/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Proposal for Sale of Goods
2323 E-mail note - Fire Department to City s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a), —
personnel: Re: Sale of Goods March 16/98 7) Communication s. 12
2324 E-mail note - Fire Department to City .
March 1 .12,11 2 .12
personnel: Re: Sale of Goods arch 18/98 s.12,11(e), 8(2)(a) | Communication S
232 E-mail note - bet it I Re: .12, 11(e), 8(2 -
825 mail note - between City personnel Re March 18/98 s: 12, 11(€), 8(2)(@). Communication s. 12
Request for Proposal 7(2)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2326 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire March 20/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Department personnel and other City
lawyers; Re: Legal Advice - Appeal
2327 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City personnel March 23/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Disposal of Goods
2328 E-mail note - City personnel Re: F&A March 24/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Approval
2329 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel and other lawyers; March 24/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Sale & Disposal of Goods
2330 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X s. 12, 10(1)(c),
Department personnel (484) March 24/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice - Notice of Order 7(1)
2331 E-mail note - City lawyer to City personnel; March 24/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Communication s 12
Re: Correspondence
2332 E-mail note - City Iawyer_to City personnel; March 25/98 s. 7(1), 8(2)(a), 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Freedom of Information
2333 E-mail note - City personnel to City lawyer; L.
Re: Site Tour & Request for Proposal March 25/98 s.12,8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s. 12
2334 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
. March 2 .12
Department; Re: Purchasing Issues arch 25/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a) Communication s
2335 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel; Re: Destruction of March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Communication s. 12
Goods
2336 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel and other March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
lawyers;
Re: Disposal of Goods
2337 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to March 25/98 s. 14(1), 12, 7(1) Communication s. 12
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Record No.

Record Description

Duplicate
Record

Date of
Record

Exemption(s)
Claimed

Type of section 12
claim

Decision
Deferred

Order Disposition

City personnel;
Re: Freedom of Information

2338

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel
Re: Freedom of Information

March 25/98

s. 14(3)(g), 12,
8(2)(a), 7(1)

Communication

2339

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel
Re: Disposal of Goods

March 25/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

2340

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Re: Correspondence

March 25/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1)

Communication

2341

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Freedom of Information

March 25/98

s. 14(3)(g), 12,
8(2)(@), 7(1)

Communication

2342

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Re: Disposal of Goods

March 25/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

2343

E-mail note - City Lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel
Re: Purchasing Issues

March 26/98

w

.12, 11(e), 7(1)

Communication

2344

E-mail note - City personnel to City lawyer
and Fire Department
Re: Purchasing Issues

March 26/98

Communication

2345

E-mail note - City personnel to City lawyer,
personnel and Fire Department personnel
Re: Purchasing Issues

March 26/98

w

.12, 11(e), 7(1)

Communication

2346

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department and City personnel and City
lawyer; Re: Purchasing Issues

March 26/98

(%2}

.12, 11(e), 7(1)

Communication

2347

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to

March 26/98

s. 12

Communication
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
City lawyer and City personnel; Re:
Disposal of Goods
2348 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 26/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Communications
2349 E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department personnel and City lawyer; Re: March 26/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Disposal of Goods
2350 E-mail note - City lawyer to City personnel
and other lawyer March 27/98 s. 12, 11(e) Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues
2351 E-mail note - between Fire Department s. 14(3)(g), 12,
personnel March 31/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Security & Purchasing Issues 7(1)
2352 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel and other lawyer; Re: April 1/98 s. 12, 11(e) Communication s. 12
Purchasing Issues
2353 E-mail note - City lawyer to City and Fire
Department personnel and other lawyer; Re: April 1/98 s. 12, 11(e) Communication s. 12
Purchasing Issues
2354-2355 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X
Department personnel April 2/98 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
. (602, 603)
Re: Legal Advice
2356 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel April 2/98 s. 12, 11(e) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice
2357 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire . 5. 12, 10(1)(0), o
Department personnel April 3/98 Communication s. 12
; 10(1)(a), 7(1)
Re: Purchasing Issues
2358 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire April 3/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




- 65 -

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Record No.

Record Description

Duplicate
Record

Date of
Record

Exemption(s)
Claimed

Type of section 12
claim

Decision
Deferred

Order Disposition

Department personnel
Re :Purchasing Issues

2359

E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel
Re: Awarding of Tenders

April 3/98

5.12,7(1)

Communication

2360

E-mail note - City personnel to Fire
Department personnel and lawyer
Re: Awarding of Tenders

April 6/98

Communication

2361

E-mail note - City lawyer to City personnel;
Re: Request for Proposal

April 6/98

Communication

2362

E-mail note - City lawyer to City personnel;
Re: Request for Proposal

April 6/98

Communication

2363

E-mail note - City personnel to lawyer Re:
Request for Proposal

April 6/98

Communication

2364

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Re: Draft Report

April 6/98

Communication

2365

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel
Re: Trailer Storage Fees

April 798

s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1)

Communication

2366

E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel
Re: Purchasing Issues

April 7/98

s. 14(3)(9). 12,
8(2)(a), 7(1)

Litigation

s. 7(1)

2367

E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel
Re: Appeal Issue

April 8/98

5. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

2368

E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department, City personnel and other
lawyer; Re: Purchasing Issues

April 8/98

s. 12, 11(e), 7(1)

Communication

2369

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to

April 8/98

s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a),

Communication
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Record No.

Record Description

Duplicate
Record

Date of
Record

Exemption(s)
Claimed

Type of section 12
claim

Decision
Deferred

Order Disposition

City lawyer, City personnel; Re: Sale of
Goods

(1)

2370

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Legal Advice

(356)

April 9/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

s. 12

2371

E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel
Re: Disposal of Goods

April 14/98

s. 12, 11(e)

Litigation

Disclose

2372

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Purchasing Issues

(838)

April 15/98

Communication

s.12

2373

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Purchasing Issues

April 15/98

Communication

2374

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Correspondence

X
(1307)

April 15/98

5.12,7(1)

Communication

2375

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Legal Advice

April 16/98

s. 12, 8(2)(a)

Communication

2376

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
Fire Department and City personnel; Re:
Storage Location & Legal Advice

April 17/98

Communication

2377

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: Disposal Process

April 17/98

Communication

2378

E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer
Re: File Retrieval

April 17/98

5.12,7(1)

Communication

2379

E-mail note - between Fire Department

April 19/98

Communication
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
personnel
Re: Legal M atters
2380 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X
Department personnel April 20/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
. . (1326)
Re: File Retrieval
2381 E-.mall note - Fire Department personnel to . 5. 14(3)(@), 12, o
City lawyer; April 20/98 82)(), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: File Retrieval '
2382 E-mail note - between Fire Department
personnel and City personnel; Re: Disposal April 21/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Process
2383 Fire Cc_;de_ Comm!s§|on Letter Re: Fire Code Jan 12/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Commission Decision
2384-2386 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Electrical Repairs Jan 12/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
2387-2391 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 11(e), 11(d),
Removal & Disposal of Goods Jan 9/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
8(2)(a)
2392 Fire Cc.)de. Comm!s§|on Letter Re: Fire Code Jan 12/98 5. 12, 8Q)(a) 5. 14(1)
Commission Decision
2393-2395 Fac5|mll_e to Fire department personnel; Re: Jan 6/98 5. 12, 11(¢) Litigation 5. 10(1)
Purchasing Issues
2396-2398 Letter fr_om Fire department personnel; Re: Jan 8/98 5. 12, 11(e) Litigation 5. 10(1)
Purchasing Issues
2399-2400 Facsimile _from Flre_ Department personnel; Jan 7/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Electrical Repairs
2401-2405 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Fire Safety Commission - Life Safety Study Jan 6/98 s 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s 14(1)
2406-2414 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Jan 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Fire Code Violations
2415-2416 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Onsite Activity Jan 5/97 s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2417-2418 M OEE Facsimile to Fire Department .
personnel; Re: Removal & Disposal Jan 2/98 512, 82)(@) Litigation s-14(1)
2419-2421 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Removal of Hazardous Waste Dec 31/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2422-2423 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 11(e), L
Sprinkler System Dec 29/97 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
2424-2425 Fac5|m|Ie_to Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 29/97 5. 12, 11(e) Litigation Disclose
Tender Bid
2426-2428 Facsimile to City lawyer from Fire
s. 12, 11(e), L
Department personnel; Dec 29/97 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c) Communication s. 12
Re: Sprinkler System '
2429-2433 Facsimile to Fire department personnel; Re: s. 14(3)(d), 12, .
Dec 18/97 L . 14(1
Safety Issues ec 18/9 8(2)(a) itigation s 14(1)
2434-2438 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 10(1)(a),
Re: Removal of Combustibles Dec 23/97 10(1)(c), 8(2)(a), Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
)
2439-2441 Facsimile to City lawyer from Fire s. 12, 11(e), 11(d),
Department personnel; Dec 22/97 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Communication s. 12
Re: Payment Issues 8(2)(a)
2442 Ham?wntten Note -author unknown Re: X Dec 19/97 unknown Disclose
M otion to Stay
2443 Letter to Fire Department personnel Re: X L .
Storage of Combustible Goods (291) Dec 19/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2444-2445 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 14(3)(d), 12, N
. Dec 19/97 L . 14(1
Re: Security Issues ec 19/9 8(2)(a) itigation s 14(1)
2446-2459 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Dec 19/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation s. 7(1)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Draft Information to Obtain Warrant
2460-2462 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Removal & Storage of Goods Dec 19/97 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation Not provided
2463-2466 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: X s. 14(3)(d), 12, .
Building Activity & Safety Issues (2429-2433) | DEC 18197 8(2)(a) Litigation s-14(1)
2467 M Fire D l; S .
6 e.,\mo between Fire Department personnel; Dec 18/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Charge
2468-2487 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 18/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Charge
2488-2490 Memo from Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Obtaining Warrant Dec 18/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2491-2495 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Dec 18/97 s 12 M ediated out
Company
2496-2497 Facsimile from Fire D I; .
96-249 a(.:5|m| e_ rom Fire Department personnel; Dec 17/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Security Issues
2498 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 16/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Access Issues
2499-2514 E-mail note - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Dec 16/97 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice - Warrant Process
2515-2519 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Unknown 2515-2517 s. 12, Litication Disclose
personnel; Re: Affidavit 8(2)(a) %
2520 Handwritten Note - author unknown Re: e .
- . Dec 11/97 .12, 8(2 L Discl
Building Repairs ec 11/9 S 8(2)(a) itigation isclose
2521-2523 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
. . . Dec 11/97 .12,8(2 L L14(1
Re: Life Safety Study & Sprinkler Repairs ec11/9 s 8(2)@) itigation s 14(1)
2524-2529 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re -Legal Matters Dec 15/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
2530 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Nov 12/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Sewer Information
2531 Facsmlg to Fire Department; Re: Sewer Nov 13/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Information
2532-2534 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: .
Removal of Goods & Sprinkler Repairs Dec 11/97 s 12 Litigation s-14(1)
2535-2536 Business Names Report Dec 11/97 s. 12 M ediated out
2537-2538 Document Replica - Business Registration Dec 11/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2539-2542 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer; Re: Removal of Goods & Dec 11/97 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Sprinkler Repair
2543-2546 F&A Recommendation Re: Enforcement Dec 11/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Action
2547 Draft F&A Recommendation Re: L
Enforcement Action Dec 9/97 s.12,7(1) Litigation s. 7(1)
2548-2549 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Removal of Goods Dec 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
2550 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Dec 11/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Removal of Goods
2551 E-mail note - Building Department to Fire L
Department personnel Re: Sprinkler System Dec 11/7 512, 8(2)(@) Litigation s 14(1)
2552-2554 Information Sheet from Fire Department
personnel; Dec 10/97 s. 14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
Re: Authorize Access
2555-2556 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Site Closure Dec 10/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2557-2559 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; L
Re: Site Closure Dec 10/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2560-2561 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Dec 10/97 s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
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Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Access Issues
2562-2563 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; s. 14(3)(9). 14(3)(b),
Re: Extension Application Dec 9/97 14(2)(i), 14(2)(P), Litigation s. 14(1)
14(2)(e), 12, 8(2)(a)
2564-2565 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 8/97 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Security Issues
2566-2570 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
D 7 .12,8(2 L L14(1
personnel; Re: Access Issues ec8/9 s 12, 8(2)(a) itigation s 14(1)
2571-2573 Handwritten Note - F_lre Department Dec 8/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Electrical Repairs
2574-2575 Handwritten Note - Flr(_e Department Dec 8/97 s. 14(3)(f), 14(2), Communication s 12
personnel; Re: Purchasing Issues 12,7(1)
2576-2577 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L
personnel; Re: Removal of Goods Dec 8/97 512, 8(2)(a) Litigation s-14(1)
2578-2579 Letter from Fire Department to City N .
personnel: Re: Fire Marshal Order Dec 8/97 2579s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2580-2581 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Site Closure Dec 8/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2582 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 8/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Safety Issues
2583-2584 Press Release - Re: Site Closure Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2585 Memg from Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 8/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Security Issues
2586 Notice of Site Closure & Business Card Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2587-2589 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Law Enforcement Dec 6/97 s. 14(1), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
2590 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Dec 6/97 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose

personnel; Re: Security Requirements
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition

Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2591-2604 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 6/97 2591-2593, 2595, Litigation s. 14(1)

Enforcement Activity 2599-2604 s. 12,

8(2)(a)

2605 Facsimile from M OEE to Fire Department

personnel; Dec 6/97 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose

Re: Site Closure
2606-2614 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: 2606-2613 s. 12, L

Site Closure & Access Issues Dec 6/97 8(2)(a) Litigation s 14(1)
2615 Notice of Closure Dec 6/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2616-2619 Agreement Re: Security X L

(2603-2604) Dec 6/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)

2620 Fire Safety Commissioner Order Nov 14/97 Already disclosed
2621 Memo from Fire Department to City L .

personnel: Re: Status Update Dec 5/97 s.12,7(1) Litigation Disclose
2622 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .

Fire Marshal Order Dec 5/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2623 Inventory List of Stored Items Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2624 Memo from Fire Department personnel to

City personnel; Dec 5/97 s.12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose

Re: Issues Alert
2625-2632 Hamilton Fire Department Issues Alert Dec 4/97 s.12,8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2633 Summary of Environmental Hazards Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2634 FaCS|m|Ie_ from City personnel; Dec 3/97 Not Responsive Decision required

Re: Media
2635 Handwritten notes re: media ]

Author unknown Unknown s. 7(1), 8(2)(a), 12 Disclose
2636 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: Dec 3/97 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)

Time Extension
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2637-2639 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Dec 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Fire Department Activity
2640-2641 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; X L .
Re: Fire Department Activity (2637-2639) Dec 397 s 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2642-2644 Notice of Appeal Dec 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation s. 7(2)
2645 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L
. Dec 2/97 .12 L L14(1
Fire Safety Study ec 29 s ftigation )
2646-2652 Facsimile from City lawyer L
Re: Legal Matter Dec 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation . 14(2)
2653-2654 Fac5|m|I_e from Fire Department to F.S.C. NoV 25/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Notice
2655 Facsimile from Re: Request for Review of Dec 2/97 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Litigation . 14(2)
Order
2 M from Fire D I; Re: S .
656 em_o rom Fire Department personnel, Re Dec 2/97 s.12,7(1) Litigation Disclose
Media
2657-2661 Handwritten Note - Fire Department
personnel; Re: Fire Safety Commission Dec 2/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation . 14(1)
Order
2662-2663 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel L ]
to MOEE Re: Removal of Contents Dec 2/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2664-2666 Facsnlmle to Fire Department personnel’; Re: Dec 2/97 s 12 Litigation Not provided
Security
2667 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
. Dec 1/97 .12, 8(2 L . 14(1
Life Safety Study ec1/9 S 8(2)(a) itigation 1)
2668-2675 Security Logs
(excluding Nov 27/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2674)
2674 Security log containing license plate numbers s.12,s.14(1) . 14(2)
2676-2677 Facsimile Re: Life Safety Study Nov 28/97 s. 12 Litigation .14(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2678 Facsimile Transmission Report Dec 19/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
2679 Hamilton Fire Department Issues Alert X NoOV 26/97 12, 8Q)(a) Litigation 5. 8(2)(a)
(2626)
2680 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X
Department personnel Nov 25/97 .12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
(207)
Re: Warrant
2681-2683 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Nov 25/97 19 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Legal Matters
2684-2688 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: NoOV 25/97 12 Litigation 5. 14(1)
Appeal
2689-2694 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered NOV 24/97 19 M ediated out
Company
2695-2699 Security Logs Nov 21-23/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
2700-2701 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Request for Corporation Profile Nov 21/97 12 Litigation Disclose
2702-2704 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: N .
Removal/Storage/Destruction of Goods Nov 21/97 112, 8(2)() Litigation Disclose
2705-2708 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; X
Re: Removal/Storage/Destruction of Goods (2705-2706 Nov 21/97 12,82)(a) Litigation Disclose
are dup. of
2702-2703)
2709-2711 Letter to Fire department personnel; re: X
Security Issues (2710-2711 1} 1y 15197 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
are dup. of
2709)
2712-2713 FaCS|m|Ie_from Fire Department personnel; Nov 21/97 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Security Issues
2714-2717 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Nov 24/97 112, 82)(3) Litigation Disclose

Re: Inventory
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition

Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2718-2722 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Nov 18/97 .12,8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose

Appeal
2723-2726 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L

Re: Security & Safety Issues Nov 13/97 .12 Litigation s. 14(1)
2727-2742 Inspection Report - Request for X L

Authorization to Do Work (1947-1962) Nov 10/97 -12,8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2743-2744 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: X L .

Sewer Information (2530-2531) Nov 13/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
2745-2746 Letter Re: Electrical Repairs Nov 12/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2747-2750 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L

Request for Authorization to Do Work Nov 12/97 +14(1).12,8(2)() | Litigation s 14(1)
2751-2755 Fac5|m|Ie.from Fire Department personnel; Nov 7/97 12,8Q)(a) Litigation Disclose

Re: Security Issues
2756-2760 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L

Re: Authorization to Do Work Nov 13/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
2761 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .

Request for Authorization to Do Work Nov 10/97 +12,8)@ Litigation Disclose
2762-2763 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; X L ]

Re: Law Enforcement (2637-2639) Nov 7/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2764 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L

Inventory & MSDS Nov 7/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
2765-2766 Affidavit of Issuance Nov 6/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2767-2768 Memo from Fire Department personnel to —

City lawyer: Re: Fire Code Violations Nov 5/97 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Communication s. 12
2769 Memo from Fire Department personnel; Re: L ]

Fire Code Violations Nov 5/97 .12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2770 Request for Certified Copy of Deed Nov 5/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
2771-2773 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to Nov 5/97 .12 Litigation Disclose
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Ministry; Re: Safety Issues
2774-2779 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Nov 4/97 s 12 M ediated out
Company
2780-2781 FaCS|m|Ie.fro.m Fire Department to F.S.C. Nov 4/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Application
2782 g/ilt:mo from Fire Department personnel; Re: NoV 4/97 5. 14(1), 12 Litigation . 14(1)
2783-2784 Facsimile from Fire Depa_rtment p_ersonnel; Nov 3/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Request for Corporation Profile
2785-2788 Fire Department Memos re: Tactical surveys Nov 3/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2789 Summary of Reasons Unknown s.12,8(2)(), 7(1) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2790 Summary of Hazards Unknown s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2791 Inventory List Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2792 Fire Marshal Order Oct 31/97 Already disclosed
2793-2795 Letter from Fire department personnel Re: S
Fire Code Violations Oct 30/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2796-2798A Fire Marshal Corr_1mumque Re: Standards & Oct 23/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Enforcement Options
2799 Letter from Fire Department personnel to L .
Building Department Re: Sprinkler System Sept 24197 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2800 Fire Marshal Order Sept 29/97 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation s. 14(1)
2801 Memo between Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Charges Aug 22/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2802-2803 Letter from Fire Department personnel to
Fire Marshal’s Office Re: Fire Marshal Aug 22/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Order
2804 Fire Marshal Order X Sept. 29/97 Disclose
2805 Purchase Order Aug 1/97 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




-77 -

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2806-2809 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: July 31/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Affidavit
2810 Memo from Fire department personnel; Re: L .
Combustible Goods July 30/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
2811-2815 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered July 23/97 s 12 M ediated out
Company
2816-2826 Request for Copy of Deed and a Contract June 2/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2827-2838 Request for Copy of Deed and a Contract X L .
(2816-2826) July 22/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2839 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Request for Corporation Profile July 22197 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2840 Complaint Report July 16/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2841-2869 Letters from Fire department personnel to 2841-2846,
various individuals June 18/97 2865-2869 s. 12, Litigation s. 14(1)
Re: Fire Code Violations 8(2)(a)
2870 Notice of Documentary Evidence & L .
Affidavit of Service Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2871 Memo between Fire Department personnel; L ]
Re: Notice of Violation June 18/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2872-2874 Notice of Violation X .
(1943-1945) June 25/97 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Disclose
2875 Memo from Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Combustible Goods June 16/97 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2876 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to
Building Department Re: Building June 2/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Occupancy
2877 Hydro Referral June 2/97 s. 14(1), 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
2878 Tax Document Unknown s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
2879-2901 Handwritten Note - Fire Inspector; May 21-Oct s. 14(2)(g), 14(2)(f), | Litigation s. 14(1)
Re: Site Inspection 29/97 14(3)(f), 14(1), 12,
8(2)(a)
2902 Inspection Form May 13/97 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2903 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: April 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Correspondence
2904 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; re: . L .
Life Safety Study April 2/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
2905-2906 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; . L
Re: Life Safety Study April 2/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(1)
2907 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Life Safety Study March 31/98 s. 14(3)(g), 12 Litigation . 14(2)
2908 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: March 31/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Correspondence
2909-2911 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Removal of Goods March 30/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(1)
2912 Letter to Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Life Safety Study March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2913-2915 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: File Retrieval March 25/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(2)
2916-2923 F&A Recommendation Re: Disposal of March 9/98 s 12 Already disclosed
Contents
2924-2928 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel from
City lawyer March 20/98 s. 14(1), 12, 8(2)(a) | Litigation . 14(2)
Re: Notice of Appeal
2929-2941 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel 2934-2939
Re: Disposal of Goods March 19/98 Duplicate records; Litigation 5. 8(2)(a)
2929-2933,

2940-2941s. 12,
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
8(2)(a)
2942-2944 Handwritten Note - Fire Department L .
personnel: Re: Hydro Service March 19/98 s.12,8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
2945-2947 Facsmle from Fire Department personnel; March 18/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: File Retrieval
2948-2950 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer March 18/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: File Retrieval
2951-2961 Facsimile from City lawyer to Fire March 18/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Department personnel; Re: Inventory
2962-2963 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to L
FM Office; Re: Appeal March 18/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
2964-3004 Life Safety Study s. 12, 10(1)(c),
March 25/98 10(1)(b), 10(1)(a), Litigation .10(1)
8(2)(3)
3005-3005A Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: .
. March 12 .12, 8(2)(a), 7(1 L L14(1
Life Safety Study arch 12/98 S 8(2)(a), 7(1) itigation 1)
3006-3007 Fa(.:SImIIe _from Flr_e Department personnel; March 12/98 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Electrical Service
3008 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L ]
Life Safety Study March 12/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
3009-3016 Letter from City lawyer; Re: Removal of s. 12, 11(e),
Goods & Payment Issues March 10/98 10(1)(a), 10(1)(c), Litigation . 10(1), s. 14(2)
8(2)(a)
3017 F&A Recommendation Re: Disposal of March 9/98 s 12 Already disclosed
Contents
3018-3020 Facsimile to City lawyer; Re: Motion March 10/98 s 12 Litigation 14(2)
Record
3021-3027 Facsimile to City lawyer Re: Plastic Goods March 11/98 s. 12 Litigation . 14(1)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
3028-3030 Facsimile to City lawyer March 11/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
Re: Purchasing Issues
3031-3034 Facsimile to City lawyer; Re: Purchasing s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
lssues March 11/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
3035-3036 Facsimile from City lawyer; Re: Disposal of March 5/98 5. 12, 8Q2)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Contents
3037 Letter from City lawyer L
Re: Sale & Disposal of Goods March 4/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
3038 Letter from City lawyer; L
Re: Life Safety Study March 4/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
3039-3044 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: Feb 26/98 5. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Communication s 12
Correspondence
3045-3046 Letter from City lawyer; L
Re: Disposal of Goods Feb 26/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
3047-3048 Facsimile - Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Feb 25/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Communication s. 12
Re: Legal Advice
3049 Facsimile to Fire department personnel; Re: Feb 25/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Inventory
3050 F§c5|mlle_ to Fire department personnel; Re: Feb 25/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
File Retrieval
3051-3055 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Purchasing Issues Feb 18/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
3056-3063 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Inventory Feb 25/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s. 10(1), s. 14(1)
3064 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Court Issues Feb 23/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
3065-3066 Facsimile from City lawyer; Feb 23/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)

Re: Sale & Disposal of Goods
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
3067-3068 Facsimile from City lawyer to Fire Feb 23/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Department personnel;
Re: Court M atters
3069-3074 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 5/98 s 12 Mediated out
company
3075-3080 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 9/98 s 12 M ediated out
company
3081-3083 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; Feb 20/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Inventory
3084 Note to File - Fire Department personnel; re: L .
Removal of Goods Feb 20/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
3085-3087 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Removal of Goods Feb 20/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
3088-3089 Business Names Report Feb 13/98 s. 12 M ediated out
3090-3094 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 13/98 s 12 M ediated out
company
3095-3098 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 13/98 s 12 M ediated out
company
3099-3102 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 13/98 s 12 Mediated out
company
3103-3104 Business Names Report Feb 13/98 s. 12 Litigation Not provided
3105 Return Mail - Canada Post Feb 20/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
3106-3122 Business Names Report Feb 13/98 s. 12 M ediated out
3123-3126 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a), L .
personnel; Re: Appeal/Payment Issues Feb 19/98 7(2) Litigation Disclose
3127-3133 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 12, 10(1)(c),
personnel Feb 18/98 10(1)(a), 8(2)(a), Communication s. 12

Re: Draft Letter for Inventory

700)
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
3134-3173 Ontario Court General Division Motion Feb 2/98 Already disclosed
Record
3174-3213 Ontario Court General Division Motion Feb 17/98 Already disclosed
Record
3214-3215 Letter.to Fire I?epartment personnel; Re: Feb 13/98 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Electrical Service
3216-3221 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
Inventory Feb 12/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
3222-3224 Facsimile to Fire department personnel; Re: X
Inventory (3222 is dup. | Feb 6/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
of 3218)
3225-3237 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; X
Re: Correspondence (3232-3237 is s. 12, 10(1)(c), L
dup. of 3216- Feb 12/98 10(1)(a) Litigation s.10(1), s. 14(1)
3221)
3238-3244 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Inventory & Sale of Goods Feb 18/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
3245 E-mail note - City lawyer to other lawyer
and Fire Department personnel; Re: Legal Feb 16/98 s- 14(3)(@), 142)(), Communication s. 12
. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1)
Advice
3246-3252 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re:
Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 4/98 s. 12 M ediated out
company
3253 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire s. 12, 11(e),
Department personnel Feb 11/98 10(1)(c), 10(1)(a), Communication s. 12
Re: Purchasing Issues 8(2)(a), 7(1)
3254-3256 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Feb 12/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Correspondence
3257-3258 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to Feb 12/98 5. 12 Communication 5. 12

City lawyer

[IPC Interim Order MO-1337/September 19, 2000]




-83-

RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . ..
L . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
Re: Correspondence
3259-3262 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Sale of Goods Feb 11/98 s. 12 Litigation s. 14(1)
3263 Memo between Fire Department personnel; s. 12, 8(2)(a), . .
Re: Removal of Combustible Goods Feb 11/98 8(1)(g), 8(1)(c) Litigation Disclose
3264-3270 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L
Sale of Goods Feb 11/98 s. 12, 11(e) Litigation s. 14(1)
3271-3274 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: X L
Combustible Goods (3228-3229) | FeP 12/98 s. 12 Litigation s 14(1)
3275 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: X L .
Transfer of Goods (3256) Feb 12/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
3276 Summary of Legal Actions Feb 10/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
277-3277A Facsimile f it I; Re: P .
3 3 acsimile from City personnel; Re: Press Feb 10/98 5. 15(a), 12 Mediated out
Release
3278-3279 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Removal of Goods Feb 10/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
3280 Memo from Fire Department personnel; Re: s. 12, 8(2)(a), L .
Removal of Goods Feb 10/98 8(1)(c) Litigation Disclose
3281-3283 Letter from Fire Department personnel; Re: L .
Removal of Goods & Inventory Feb 10/98 s. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
3284-3286 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; L
Feb 1 .12,8(2 L . 8(2
Re: Removal of Goods & Court Matters eb 10/98 s-12,8(2)(@) ttigation s 8@
3287-3288 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L .
Re: Removal of Goods Feb 10/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
3289-3291 Memo fr(_)m I_:lre Department personnel; Re: Feb 10/98 5. 12, 8(2)(@), 7(1) Litigation Disclose
Site Monitoring
3292-3294 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; Feb 10/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose

Re: Removal of Goods
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RECORDS FOR APPEAL MA-990085-1

Duplicate Date of Exemption(s) Type of section 12 Decision . -
s . . Order Disposition
Record No. Record Description Record Record Claimed claim Deferred
3295-3297 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Feb 10/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Security Issues
3298-3320 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire X
Department personnel (3298 is dup. | Feb 6/98 ;'(11)4(1)’ 12,8(2)(a), Communication s. 12
Re: Turnover of Building of 2253)
3321-3323 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Feb 5/98 5. 12, 8Q)(a) Litigation 5. 14(1)
Re: Access Issues
3324 E-mail note - City lawyer to Fire
Department personnel Feb 5/98 s.12,7(1) Communication s. 12
Re: Sale of Goods
3325 Facsimile to City personnel I .
Re: Trailer Rental Costs Feb 5/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
3326-3328 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Sale of Goods Feb 5/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
3329-3330 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; X N
Re: Sale of Goods (3326-3328) Feb 5/98 s.12,11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
3331-3336 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 4/98 s 12 M ediated out
Company
3337-3342 Corporation Profile Report Re: Numbered Feb 5/98 s 12 M ediated out
company
3343 E-mail note - Between Fire Department L
personnel: Re: Court Matters Feb 5/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 14(1)
3344 Memo from Building to Fire Department
personnel; Feb 3/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
Re: Sprinkler System
3345 Facsimile of Memo from Building to Fire <
Department personnel (3344) Feb 3/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)
Re: Sprinkler System
3346-3347 Facsimile to City Lawyer; Feb 3/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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Re: Notice of Motion

3348-3350 Facsimile to Fire Department personnel; Re: Feb 3/98 5. 12, 11(e) Litigation Disclose
Inventory

3351-3352 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; .
Re: Security Issues & Removal of Goods Feb 2198 512, 82)(@) Litigation s 8(2)@

3353 Facsimile from City Lawyer; S
Re: Notice of Motion Feb 2/98 s. 12 Litigation S. 14(1)

3354-3360 FaCS|m|I_e from Clty Lawyer; Feb 2/98 Already disclosed
Re: Notice of Motion

3361 Facsimile Cover Sheet from Building
Department to Fire Department Re: Feb 3/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
Correspondence

3362-3367 Ontario Court General Division Affidavit - Feb 2/98 512, 7(1) Litigation 5. 7(1)
Draft

3368-3369 Fa§5|mlle from Fire Department personnel; Feb 3/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Correspondence

3370-3371 Facsimile from Fire I;)epartme_nt to power Feb 2/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
company Re: Electrical Repairs

3372-3373 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; Jan 30/98 5. 12, 82)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Payment Issues

3374-3376 Facsmlg from Fire Department personnel; Jan 26/98 5. 12, 8Q)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re Security Issues

3377-3378 Fac3|m|Ie.from Fire Department personnel; Jan 28/98 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Security Issues

3379-3380 Fa?SImIIe_from Fire Department personnel; Jan 26/98 5. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation Disclose
Re: Security Issues

3381-3384 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Removal of Goods Jan 26/98 s. 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation s. 8(2)(a)

3385 Memo from City Clerk to Fire Department Jan 29/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
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personnel; Re: Enforcement Action
3386 Memo from City to Elre Department Jan 29/98 s. 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: Security Services
3387 F&A.Recomrpendatlon Re: Financing of Jan 23/98 s 12 Already disclosed
Security Services
3388-3389 F&A Recommendation Re: Security Services Jan 22/98 s. 12 Already disclosed
3390-3391 F&A Recommendation Re: Enforcement Jan 26/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Action
3392-3393 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; .
Re: Removal of Goods Jan 26/98 s.12,11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
3394-3396 Facsimile from Fire department personnel; s. 14(3)(9), 14(2)(i), .
Re: Security Issues Jan 23/98 142)(M), 12, 8(2)(@) | WO s-14(1)
3397-3399 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
1 .12,8(2 L . 8(2
Re: Legal Matters & Removal of Goods Jan 16/98 512, 8(2)(a) itigation s 8(2)@
3400-3401 Letter from Fire M arshal’s Office; Re: Fire . .
Marshal Order Jan 15/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation Disclose
3402-3406 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel to
City lawyer Jan 15/98 s. 12 Communication s. 12
Re: Appeals & Legal Matters
3407-3409 Facsimile from Fire Department personnel; L
Re: Sale of Goods Jan 14/98 s. 12, 11(e), 8(2)(a) | Litigation s. 14(1)
410-3412 Facsimile from Fire D I; e .
3410-3 acsimile from Fire Department personnel; Jan 14/98 s 12 Litigation Disclose
Re: Inventory & Storage
3413 Handwritten Not_e - Fire Department Nov 14/97 s 12 Litigation Disclose
personnel; Re: File Contents
3414 Handwritten Note - author unknown Re: Unknown s. 14(2)(g), 14(2)(f), Communication s 12
Removal & Disposal of Goods 12
3415-3416 Handwritten Note - Fire Department Unknown 5. 14(1), 12, 11(6) Communication s 12

personnel; Re: Warrant
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3417 Rough Notes of Fire Department personnel;
. N .14 , 14(3)(f), e
Re: Legal Matters & Legal Advice for 1 4?\1/3ec 10/97 32 8((2))((2)) @) Litigation . 14(2)
Warrant/Appeal & Sale of Goods ' '
3418 Handwritten note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(f), L
personnel Dec. 10/97 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(1)
3419-3421 Handwritten Notes and e-mail - Flre Dec 10/97 s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Communication s 12
Department personnel; Re: meeting 12, 8(2)(a)
3422 Handwritten Note - Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(f), L
personnel; re: Past history of building No date 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation +14(0)
3423-3425 Handwritten note- Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(F), L
personnel; re: Court Date Dec 997 12, 8(2)(@) Communication 140
3426 Phone message to Fire Department personnel Dec 8/97 s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Litigation .14(2)
12, 8(2)(a)
3427-3430 Handwritten notes k_)y Fire Department Dec 8/97 s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Communication s 12
personnel - re: meetings 12, 8(2)(a)
3431 Handwritten notes by Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(f), L
personnel No date 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(2)
3432 Handwritten notes - Fire Department No date s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Communication s 12
personnel; Re: meeting 12, 8(2)(a)
3433-3434 Handwritten notes by Fire Department s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(f), L
personnel No date 12, 8(2)(2) Litigation . 14(1)
3435 Handwritten note by Fire Department No date s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Communication s 12
personnel 12, 8(2)(a)
3436-3439 Rough Notes of F.S.C. hearing s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(f), L
Nov. 14/97 12, 8(2)(a) Litigation . 14(2)
3440-3446 Requirements regarding indoor storage No date s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), Litigation 1402
12, 8(2)(a)
3447 E-mail from City lawyer to Fire Department Nov. 13/97 s. 14(3)(9), 14(3)(F), Communication s 12
personnel re: Warrant 12, 8(2)(a)
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3448 Acrticle AWhen Actions Speak Louder than May/June 1995 | s. 14(3)(g), 14(3)(f), | Litigation s. 14(1)
Words” 12, 8(2)(a)
3449-3454 Fire Code Commission Decision Summaries Unknown s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
3455-3456 Fire Code Commission Decision Summary May 26/98 s. 15(a) Disclose
3457-3458 Fire Code Commission Decision Summary Feb 13/91 s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
3459 Fire Code Commission Decision Summary July 7/93 s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
3460-3461 Fire Code Commission Decision Summary Aug 10/94 s. 15(a), 12 M ediated out
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	1. I uphold the City’s decision to deny access to the following records:
	2. I order the City to disclose the following records to the appellant by October 10, 2000:
	3. I order the City to make an access decision to the appellant concerning Record 2634 in accordance with the provisions of sections 19, 21 and 22 of the Act by October 3, 2000.
	4. I order the City to provide me with copies of the following records by October 3, 2000:
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