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Independent Auditor’s Report

To the Directors of the
Toronto Port Authority

We have audited the accompanying consolidated financial statements of the Toronto Port Authority,
which comprise the consolidated statements of financial position as at December 31, 2013, December 3 1,
2012 and as at January 1, 2012, and the consolidated statements of operations and comprehensive income,
consolidated statements of changes in equity and consolidated statements of cash flows for the years
ended December 31, 2013 and December 31, 2012, and a summary of significant accounting policies and
other explanatory information.

Management’s Responsibility for the Consolidated Financial Statements

Management is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of these consolidated financial
statements in accordance with International Financial Reporting Standards, and for such internal control
as management determines is necessary to enable the preparation of consolidated financial statements that
are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

Auditor’s Responsibility

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on these consolidated financial statements based on our audits.
We conducted our audits in accordance with Canadian generally accepted auditing standards. Those
standards require that we comply with ethical requirements and plan and perform the audit to obtain
reasonable assurance about whether the consolidated financial statements are free from material
misstatement.

An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts and disclosures in
the consolidated financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the auditor’s judgment,
including the assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the consolidated financial statements,
whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor considers internal control
relevant to the entity’s preparation and fair presentation of the consolidated financial statements in order
to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing
an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s internal control. An audit also includes evaluating the
appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of accounting estimates made by
management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the consolidated financial statements.

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained in our audits is sufficient and appropriate to provide
a basis for our audit opinion.



Opinion

In our opinion, the consolidated financial statements present fairly, in all material respects, the financial
position of the Toronto Port Authority as at December 31, 2013, December 31, 2012 and as at J anuary 1,
2012, and its financial performance and its cash flows for the years ended December 31, 2013 and
December 31, 2012 in accordance with International Financial Reporting Standards.

(it 117

Chartered Professional Accountants, Chartered Accountants
Licensed Public Accountants
June 24, 2014
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Toronto Port Authority

Consolidated statements of operations and comprehensive income
years ended December 31, 2013 and 2012

(In thousands of dollars)

2013 2012
(Note 8)
$ $
Operating revenue
Port, Outer Harbour Marina, Airport, property
and other revenue (Note 18) 32,293 31,711
Airport improvement fees, net - for Airport
capital expenditures (Note 11) 18,000 17,867
50,293 49,578
Operating expenses
Woages, salaries and employee benefits 11,244 10,051
Repairs and maintenance 3,982 3,463
Professional and consulting fees 2,364 1,877
Amortization of capital assets 2,148 1,839
Other operating and administrative expenses 11,928 10,250
Charge on gross revenue - Port, Outer Harbour Marina, Airport,
property and other revenue (Note 2) 1,331 1,296
Charge on gross revenue - Airport improvement fees (Note 2) 1,080 1,072
34,077 29,848
Income from operations and Airport improvement fees, net
before the following 16,216 19,730
Payments in respect of land disposition - 1,812
Payments in lieu of taxes (Note 10) (2,866) (2,137)
Gain on interest rate swap (Note 9) 315 207
Net income for the year 13,665 19,612
Changes due to fair value of interest rates swaps due to hedge accounting
gain on interest rate swap - Effective portion (Note 9) 138 10
Unrealized (loss) on available for sale financial assets (151) (105)
Unamortized gain (loss) and past service costs (Note 8) 11,533 (2,142)
Comprehensive income for the year 25,185 17,375

The accompanying notes to the consolidated financial statements are an integral part of this financial
statement.
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Toronto Port Authority

Consolidated statements of changes in equity
years ended December 31, 2013 and 2012

(In thousands of dollars)

Net Accumulated
assets other
over comprehensive Total
liabilities loss equity
$ $ $
Balance, January 1, 2012 53,445 (588) 52,857
Net income 19,612 - 19,612
Unamortized (loss) and past service costs (Note 8) - (2,142) (2,142)
Amortization of accumulated (loss) on derivative
interest rate swap - 91 91
Gain on interest rate swap - Effective portion - 10 10
Unrealized loss on available for sale assets - (105) (105)
Balance, December 31, 2012 73,057 (2,734) 70,323
Net income 13,665 - 13,665
Unamortized gain and past service costs (Note 8) - 11,533 11,5633
Amortization of accumulated (loss) on derivative
interest rate swap - 91 91

Gain on interest rate swap - Effective portion - 138 138
Unrealized loss on available for sale assets - (151) (151)
Balance, December 31, 2013 86,722 8,877 95,599

The accompanying notes to the consolidated financial statements are an integral part of this financial

statement.
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Toronto Port Authority

Consolidated statements of financial position
as at December 31, 2013 and 2012, and January 1, 2012

(In thousands of dollars)

December 31, December 31, January 1,

2013 2012 2012
(Note 8)
$ $ $
Assets
Current assets
Cash and cash equivalents 13,548 10,581 15,765
Short-term investments (Note 5) 3,000 15,208 5,250
Cash and cash equivalents - AIF restricted (Note 11) 13,867 1,006 3,665
Short-term investments - AIF restricted (Notes 5 and 11) - 11,583 10,889
Accounts receivable (net) (Note 3) 6,317 6,239 6,062
Inventories 12 17 34
Prepaid expenses 480 508 499
37,224 45142 42,164
Non-current assets
Long-term investments (Notes 4 and 5) 561 963 1,318
Capital assets (Notes 7) 139,452 104,850 59,737
140,013 105,813 61,055
177,237 150,955 103,219
Liabilities
Current liabilities
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 9,727 11,153 10,328
Fair value of the interest rate swap (Notes 5) 1,175 1,719 2,027
Current portion of bank loans (Notes 9) 663 675 937
Payment in lieu of taxes payable (Notes 10) 2,866 4,347 2,210
Unearned revenue 1,460 1,277 1,084
15,891 19,171 16,586
Non-current liabilities
Bank loans (Note 9) 10,460 11,085 15,667
Tunnel concession liability (Note 16) 49,895 29,050 =
Deferred city capital payments - 5,364 4,972
Employees benefit liabilities (Note 8) 5,392 15,962 13,137
= 65,747 61,461 33,776
: / 81,638 80,632 50,362
Equity 95,599 70,323 52,857
7 177,237 150,955 103,219

Approved By the Board

Director

i
Director

The accompanying notes to the consolidated financial statements are an integral part of this financial
statement.
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Toronto Port Authority
Consolidated statements of cash flows
years ended December 31, 2013 and 2012

(In thousands of dollars)

2013 2012
$ $
Operating activities
Net income for the year 13,665 19,612
Adjustments for non-cash items
Amortization of capital assets 2,148 1,839
Employee future benefit expense 963 683
Interest expense 535 663
Bank interest paid (535) (663)
AlF restricted cash (12,861) 2,659
Gain on derivative designated as cash flow hedge
interest rate swap (315) (207)
3,600 24,586
Net change in non-cash working capital balances related to operations (2,769) 2,986
8§31 27,572
Investing activities
Disposal of long-term investments 251 250
Disposal/(acquisition) of short-term investments (net) 23,791 (10,652)
Acquisition of capital assets (net of Capital Funding of $5,364 2012- $1,308) (42,114) (48,260)
(18,072) (58,662)
Financing activities
Tunnel Concession liability 20,845 29,050
Bank loan principal payments (Note 9) (637) (4,844)
City funded capital payments (Note 7) - 1,700
20,208 25,906
Increase (decrease) in cash position 2,967 (5,184)
Cash and cash equivalents, beginning of year 10,581 15,765
Total cash and cash equivalents, end of year 13,548 10,581
Cash and cash equivalents consists of
Cash 1,514 1,184
Cash equivalents 12,034 9,397
13,548 10,581

The accompanying notes to the consolidated financial statements are an integral part of this financial

statement.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

1. General information and Canada Marine Act status

The Toronto Port Authority (“Port Authority”) is an entity operating pursuant to Letters Patent issued by
the Federal Minister of Transport. The Port Authority is a corporation without any share capital. Its head
office is located at 60 Harbour Street, Toronto Ontario.

Effective June 8, 1999, the Port Authority was incorporated under the Canada Marine Act. Formerly, the
Port Authority was constituted as the Toronto Harbour Commissioners ("Commissioners”) and operated
under The Toronto Harbour Commissioners Act of 1911.

The Port Authority has several businesses, including:

»  Port Operations which include land and facilities providing docking, handling, distribution and
storage services for cargo and container shipping and related services for cruise ship passengers.
This operation supported by the Works Department provides harbour maintenance and aids to
navigation, as well as exercising regulatory authority over the harbour by-laws. The Toronto Port
Authority has jurisdiction over the navigational waters from Victoria Park Avenue to Humber River.

e  The Outer Harbour Marina, a full service marina located near the foot of Leslie Street.

* Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport (“BBTCA”) operations, which include ferry service, ferry terminals,
runways and tenanted properties to support scheduled commercial passenger flight service, charter
services and flight schools.

s Property Administration which includes management of lands under its control,

The financial statements were authorized for issue by the Board of Directors on June 24, 2014.
2. Significant accounting policies

Statement of compliance

The financial statements have been prepared in accordance with International Financial Reporting
Standards (“IFRS”) issued by the International Accounting Standards Board (“IASB”). The principal
accounting policies applied in the preparation of these financial statements are set out below. These
policies have been consistently applied to all years presented.

Basis of consolidation

These financial statements contain the results of the Port Authority for the years ended December 31,
2013 and 2012. On March 8, 2012, the Port Authority incorporated a new entity 2315155 Ontario Inc. to
lease a portion of the Canada Malting silos adjacent to the Pedestrian Tunnel project. The Port Authority
owns 100% of 2315155 Ontario Inc. and its results are included in these financial statements.

Basis of presentation
The financial statements are presented in Canadian dollars, rounded to the nearest thousand.

The financial statements have been prepared on the historical cost basis (except for financial
instruments measured at fair value). Historical cost is generally based on the fair value of the
consideration given in exchange for assets.

Cash and cash equivalents

Cash and cash equivalents include cash on hand, balances with the bank and short-term investments
which are readily convertible to cash and have an original term to maturity of 90 days or less.

Financial instruments

Financial assets and financial liabilities are recognized when the Port Authority becomes a party to the
contractual provisions of the instrument. Financial assets and financial liabilities are initially measured at
fair value. Transaction costs directly attributable to the acquisition of financial assets or financial
liabilities at fair value through profit or loss are recognized immediately in profit or loss.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)

Financial instruments (continued)

The Port Authority’s financial assets and financial liabilities are classified and measured as follows:

Asset/liability Category Measurement
Cash and cash equivalents Loans and receivables Amortized cost
Short-term investments Available for sale Fair value
Accounts receivable Loans and receivables Amortized cost
Long-term investments Available for sale Fair value
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities Other financial liabilities Amortized cost
Fair value of interest rate swap Held for trading FVPTL
Payment in lieu of taxes payable Other financial liabilities Amortized cost
Bank loans Other financial liabilities Amortized cost
Tunnel consession liability Other financial liabilities Amortized cost

Financial assets

Financial assets are classified into the following specified categories: financial assets ‘at fair value
through profit or loss’ (FVTPL), ‘available-for-sale’ (AFS) financial assets and ‘loans and receivables’.
The classification depends on the nature and purpose of the financial assets and is determined at the
time of initial recognition. All regular way purchases or sales of financial assets are recognized and
derecognized on a trade date basis. Regular way purchases or sales are purchases or sales of financial
assets that require delivery of assets within the time frame established by regulation or convention in the
marketplace.

Effective interest method

The effective interest method is a method of calculating the amortized cost of a debt instrument and of
allocating interest income over the relevant period. The effective interest rate is the rate that exactly
discounts estimated future cash receipts (including all fees paid or received that form an integral part of
the effective interest rate, transaction costs and other premiums or discounts) through the expected life
of the debt instrument, or, where appropriate, a shorter period, to the net carrying amount on initial
recognition.

Income is recognized on an effective interest basis for debt instruments other than those financial assets
classified as at FVTPL.

Financial assets at FVTPL

Financial assets are classified as at FVTPL when the financial asset is either held for trading or it is
designated as at FVTPL.

A financial asset is classified as held for trading if:

It has been acquired principally for the purpose of selling it in the near term; or

On initial recognition it is part of a portfolio of identified financial instruments that the Port Authority
manages together and has a recent actual pattern of short-term profit-taking; or

It is a derivative that is not designated and effective as a hedging instrument.

It forms part of a contract containing one or more embedded derivatives, and IAS 39 Financial
Instruments: Recognition and Measurement permits the entire combined contract (asset or liability)
to be designated as at FVTPL.

Financial assets at FVTPL are stated at fair value, with any gains or losses arising on remeasurement
recognized in profit or loss. The net gain or loss recognized in profit or loss incorporates interest earned
on the financial asset.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2, Significant accounting policies (continued)
Financial instruments (continued)

Available-for-sale financial assets (AFS financial assets)

AFS financial assets are non-derivatives that are either designated as AFS or are not classified as
(a) loans and receivables, (b) held-to-maturity investments or (c) financial assets at fair value through
profit or loss.

AFS financial assets are stated at fair value at the end of each reporting period with changes in the fair
value recognized in other comprehensive income.

Loans and receivables

Loans and receivables are non-derivative financial assets with fixed or determinable payments that are
not quoted in an active market. Loans and receivables are measured at amortized cost using the
effective interest method, less any impairment.

Interest income is recognized by applying the effective interest rate, except for short-term receivables
when the recognition of interest would be immaterial.

Impairment of financial assets

Financial assets, other than those at FVTPL, are assessed for indicators of impairment at the end of
each reporting period.

Financial assets classified as AFS are assessed for impairment when a significant or prolonged decline
in the fair value of the security below its cost is considered to be objective evidence of impairment.
When an AFS financial asset is considered to be impaired, cumulative gains or losses previously
recognized in other comprehensive income are reclassified to profit or loss in the period.

Financial assets classified as loans and receivables are considered to be impaired when there is
objective evidence that, as a result of one or more events that occurred after the initial recognition of the
financial asset, the estimated future cash flows of the investment have been affected.

For all other financial assets, objective evidence of impairment could include:

« Significant financial difficulty of the issuer or counterparty; or

¢ Breach of contract, such as a default or delinquency in interest or principal payments; or

e It becoming probable that the borrower will enter bankruptcy or financial re-organization: or

e The disappearance of an active market for that financial asset because of financial difficulties.

For certain categories of financial assets, such as trade receivables, assets that are assessed not to be
impaired individually are, in addition, assessed for impairment on a collective basis. Objective evidence
of impairment for a portfolio of receivables could include the Port Authority’s past experience of
collecting payments, an increase in the number of delayed payments in the portfolio past the average
credit period, as well as observable changes in national or local economic conditions that correlate with
default on receivables.

The carrying amount of the financial asset is reduced by the impairment loss directly for all financial
assets with the exception of trade receivables, where the carrying amount is reduced through the use of
an allowance account. When a trade receivable is considered uncollectible, it is written off against the
allowance account. Subsequent recoveries of amounts previously written off are credited against the
allowance account. Changes in the carrying amount of the allowance account are recognized in profit or
loss.

For financial assets carried at amortized cost, the amount of the impairment loss recognized is the
difference between the asset's carrying amount and the present value of estimated future cash flows,
discounted at the financial asset's original effective interest rate.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Financial instruments (continued)

Impairment of financial assets (continued)

When an AFS financial asset is considered to be impaired, cumulative gains or losses previously
recognized in other comprehensive income are reclassified to profit or loss in the period.

For financial assets measured at amortized cost, if, in a subsequent period, the amount of the
impairment loss decreases and the decrease can be related objectively to an event occurring after the
impairment was recognized, the previously recognized impairment loss is reversed through profit or loss
to the extent that the carrying amount of the investment at the date the impairment is reversed does not
exceed what the amortized cost would have been had the impairment not been recognized.

Derecognition of financial assets

The Port Authority derecognizes a financial asset only when the contractual rights to the cash flows from
the asset expire, or when it transfers the financial asset and substantially all the risks and rewards of
ownership of the asset to another entity. If the Port Authority neither transfers nor retains substantially all
the risks and rewards of ownership and continues to control the transferred asset, the Port Authority
recognizes its retained interest in the asset and an associated liability for amounts it may have to pay. If
the Port Authority retains substantially all the risks and rewards of ownership of a transferred financial
asset, the Port Authority continues to recognize the financial asset and also recognizes a collateralized
borrowing for the proceeds received. On de-recognition of a financial asset in its entirety, the difference
between the asset’s carrying amount and the sum of the consideration received and receivable and the
cumulative gain or loss that had been recognized in other comprehensive income and accumulated in
equity is recognized in profit or loss.

Other financial liabilities

Other Financial Liabilities including borrowings are initially measured at fair value net of transaction
costs. Other financial liabilities (including borrowings and trade and other payables) are subsequently
measured at amortized cost using the effective interest method.

The effective interest method is a method of calculating the amortized cost of a financial liability and of
allocating interest expense over the relevant period. The effective interest rate is the rate that exactly
discounts estimated future cash payments (including all fees paid or received that form an integral part
of the effective interest rate, transaction costs and other premiums or discounts) through the expected
life of the financial liability, or (where appropriate) a shorter period, to the net carrying amount on initial
recognition.

Derecognition of financial liabilities

The Port Authority derecognizes financial liabilities when, and only when, the Port Authority’s obligations
are discharged, cancelled or they expire. The difference between the carrying amount of the financial
liability derecognized and the consideration paid and payable is recognized in profit or loss.

Derivative financial instruments including hedge accounting

The Port Authority had entered into derivative financial instruments to manage its exposure to interest
rate swaps.

Derivatives are initially recognized at fair value at the date the derivative contracts are entered into and
are subsequently remeasured to their fair value at the end of each reporting period. The resulting gain or
loss is recognized in profit or loss immediately unless the derivative is designated and effective as a
hedging instrument, in which event the timing of the recognition in profit or loss depends on the nature of
the hedge relationship.

Transaction costs are expensed as incurred.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Financial instruments (continued)

Derivative financial instruments including hedge accounting (continued)

The Port Authority has designated its interest rate swap as a cash flow hedge. At the inception of the
hedge relationship, the Port Authority documented the relationship between the hedging instrument and
the hedged item, along with its risk management objectives and its strategy for undertaking various
hedge transactions. Furthermore, at the inception of the hedge and on an ongoing basis, the Port
Authority documents whether the hedging instrument is highly effective in offsetting changes in fair
values or cash flows of the hedged item attributable to the hedged risk.

The effective portion of changes in the fair value of derivatives that are designated and qualify as cash
flow hedges is recognized in other comprehensive income. The gain or loss relating to the ineffective
portion is recognised immediately in profit or loss. Amounts previously recognised in other
comprehensive income and accumulated in equity are reclassified to profit or loss in the periods when
the hedged item is recognised in profit or loss, in the same line of the statement of operations and
comprehensive income as the recognised hedged item.

Hedge accounting is discontinued when the Port Authority revokes the hedging relationship, when the
hedging instrument expires or is sold, terminated, or exercised, or when it no longer qualifies for hedge
accounting. Any gain or loss recognized in other comprehensive income and accumulated in equity at
that time remains in equity and is recognized when the forecast transaction is ultimately recognised in
profit or loss. When a forecast transaction is no longer expected to occur, the gain or loss accumulated
in equity is recognized immediately in profit or loss.

Inventories

Inventories are valued at the lower of cost and net realizable value. Cost includes all direct expenditures
and other appropriate costs incurred in bringing the inventory to its present location and condition.

Capital assets

Lands held at December 31, 1974 are valued at appraised values as determined in 1967 except for
lands which were under long-term leases or otherwise encumbered at that time. Land acquired since
1974 is recorded at cost.

All other capital assets are recorded at cost less amortization and any impairment losses with a contra
asset representing applicable government funding.

Historical cost of property, plant and equipment includes expenditures that are directly attributable to the
acquisition or construction of the items, including borrowing costs relating to the acquisition or
construction.

Subsequent costs are included in the asset's carrying amount or recognized as a separate asset, as
appropriate, only when it is probable that future economic benefits associated with the item will flow to
the Port Authority and the cost of the item can be measured reasonably. Borrowing costs directly
attributable to the acquisition, construction or production of a qualifying asset are capitalized during the
period of time that it is necessary to complete and prepare the asset for its intended use. The carrying
amounts of replaced capital assets are derecognized as incurred. All repairs and maintenance are
charged to earnings during the period in which they are incurred.

Amortization of buildings, structures, plant and equipment is provided on the straight-line basis over the
estimated useful lives of the assets.

No amortization is provided on land and capital work-in-progress.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Financial instruments (continued)

Impairment of capital assets

Capital assets which have long lives and are non-financial in nature are reviewed for impairment when
events or changes in circumstances indicate that the carrying amount may not be recoverable. If such
an indication exists, the recoverable amount of the asset is estimated in order to determine the extent of
the impairment loss, if any. The recoverable amount is the higher of fair value less costs to sell and
value-in-use. For the purposes of assessing impairment, assets are grouped at the lowest levels for
which there are largely independent cash inflows, or cash generating units (“CGU’s"). Where the asset
does not generate cash flows that are independent from other assets, the Port Authority estimates the
recoverable amount of the CGU to which the asset belongs. When the recoverable amount of an asset
(or CGU) is estimated to be less than its carrying amount, the carrying amount is reduced to the
recoverable amount and an impairment loss is recognized. Impairment losses are recognized as an
expense immediately in profit or loss. An impairment charge is reversed if the assets’ (or CGUs)
recoverable amount exceeds its carrying amount.

Government capital funding

Capital payments, received from various governments and their agencies, whose primary condition is
that the Port Authority should purchase, construct or otherwise acquire non-current assets are
recognized as capital funding in the statement of financial position and transferred to profit or loss on a
systematic and rational basis over the useful lives of the related assets.

Leases

A lease is an agreement whereby the Port Authority (the lessor) conveys to the tenant (the lessee) in
return for a payment or series of payments for the right to use an asset generally land and buildings for
an agreed period of time. Leases in which a significant portion of the risks and rewards of ownership is
retained by the Port Authority are classified as operating leases. Operating lease rentals are recognized
on a straight line basis over the period of the lease. Leases are classified as finance leases if the terms
of the lease transfer substantially all the risks and rewards of ownership to the lessee. As at

December 31, 2013, the Port Authority did not have any finance lease agreements.

Employee future benefits

The Port Authority maintains a defined benefit (best five consecutive years’ earnings average, up to
December 31, 1999) pension plan for the benefit of most employees. The Port Authority also offers other
non-pension post-employment benefits to most employees, including a death benefit, early retirement
benefits and self-funded workers’ compensation benefits. Obligations under the employee benefit plans
are accrued as the employees render the service necessary to earn the pension and other employee
future benefits.
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Employee future benefits (continued)

The Port Authority has adopted the following policies for its defined benefit pension plans and other
retirement benefits:

(i) The cost of pensions and other retirement benefits earned by employees is actuarially determined
using the projected unit credit method prorated on service and management’s best estimate of
expected plan investment performance, salary escalation, and retirement ages of employees.

(if) The fair value of plan assets is used as the basis of calculating the expected return on plan assets.

(i) The discount rate used to value the defined benefit obligation is based on high quality corporate
bonds in the same currency in which the benefits are expected to be paid and with terms to maturity
that, on average, match the terms of the defined benefit obligations.

(iv) Actuarial gains and losses due to changes in defined benefit plan assets and obligations are
recognized immediately in accumulated other comprehensive income (loss). When a restructuring of
a benefit plan gives rise to both curtailment and settlement of obligations, the curtailment is
accounted for prior to or in conjunction with the settlement.

(v) When the calculation results in a net benefit asset, the recognized asset is limited to the total of any
unrecognized past service costs and the present value of economic benefits available in the form of
future refunds from the plan or reductions in future contributions to the plan (the “asset ceiling”). In
order to calculate the present value of economic benefits, consideration is given to minimum funding
requirements that apply to the plan. Where it is anticipated that the Company will not be able to
recover the value of the net defined benefit asset, after considering minimum funding requirements
for future services, the net defined benefit asset is reduced to the amount of the asset ceiling. The
impact of the asset ceiling is recognized in comprehensive income (loss).

Revenue recognition

Revenue from a contract to provide services is recognized by reference to the stage of completion of the
contract. The Port Authority’s policy for recognition of revenue from operating leases is described above
in Note 2 for Leases.

Revenue from vessels, cargo and passengers using the port are recognized when services are
substantially rendered. Landing fees and Airport Operating fees are recognized as the airport facilities
are utilized. Airport improvement fees are recognized upon the enplanement of passengers. Seasonal
berthing fees and storage fees earned at the Outer Harbour Marina are recognized on a straight-line
basis over the term of the agreement and any unearned portion is reflected as unearned revenue.

Gross revenue charge

In order to maintain its Letters Patent in good standing, the Port Authority is required to pay annually to
the Transport Canada a Charge on Gross Revenue which is calculated as follows:

Gross revenue Charge

up to $10,000
on the next $10,000
on the next $40,000
on the next $10,000
over $70,000

N B DPAEN
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Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2,

Significant accounting policies (continued)
Accounting standards adopted in the current year

The following accounting standards adopted in the current year and having an impact on the
consolidated financial statements are as follows:

e |AS 19 (2011) - “Employee Benefits”

During the year ended December 31, 2013, the Port Authority adopted the revised IAS 19 Employee
Benefits on a retrospective basis with restatement. The revised standard requires that the
calculation of expected return on assets and interest cost be replaced with a net interest charge
calculated based on the discount rate as at the beginning of the year multiplied by the net position of
the plan. The revised standard also requires that administrative fees of the plan be expensed by the
Port Authority as incurred rather than included in the expected return. The impact of the adoption of
revised IAS 19 is further explained in Note 8 and the required additional disclosures are included in
Note 8. The standard also has other amendments clarifying the timing of recognition of termination
benefits, the adoption of which had no impact on the Port Authority.

e IFRS 12, "Disclosure of Interests in Other Entities”

During the year ended December 31, 2013, the Port Authority adopted IFRS 12 Disclosure of
Interests in Other Entities. IFRS 12 contains disclosure requirements for companies that have
interests in subsidiaries, joint arrangements, associates, and unconsolidated structured entities.
Additional disclosures required as a result of the adoption of IFRS 12 are included in Note 16.

The following standards were adopted in the current year and did not have an impact on the
Consolidated Financial Statements.

¢ IFRS 7, “Financial Instruments: Disclosure” (amendment);
s [FRS 10, “Consclidated Financial Statements”;

« IFRS 11, "Joint Arrangements”; and,

s IFRS 13, "Fair Value Measurement” (new).

Future accounting standards

Accounting standards effective January 1, 2014

IFRIC 21 - Levies

IFRIC 21 - Levies was issued in May 2013 and is an interpretation of IAS 37 - Provisions, Contingent
Liabilities and Contingent Assets. The interpretation clarifies the obligating event that gives rise to a
liability to pay a levy. IFRIC 21 is effective for periods beginning on or after January 1, 2014. The
Company is currently evaluating the impact of this interpretation on its consolidated financial statements.

IAS 39 - Financial instruments: recognition and measurement

IAS 39, “Financial instruments: recognition and measurement” (IAS 39) was amended by the IASB in
June 2013. The amendments clarify that novation of a hedging derivative to a clearing counterparty as a
consequence of laws or regulations or the introduction of laws or regulations does not terminate hedge
accounting. The amendments to IAS 39 are effective for annual periods beginning on or after January 1,
2014. The adoption of this standard is not expected to have a significant impact on the Company’s
consolidated financial statements.
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Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Future accounting standards (continued)

Accounting standards effective January 1, 2014 (continued)

IAS 36 - Impairment of assets

IAS 36, “Impairment of assets” (IAS 36) was amended by the IASB in May 2013. The amendments
require the disclosure of the recoverable amount of impaired assets when an impairment loss has been
recognised or reversed during the period and additional disclosures about the measurement of the
recoverable amount of impaired assets when the recoverable amount is based on fair value less costs of
disposal, including the discount rate when a present value technique is used to measure the recoverable
amount. The amendments to IAS 36 are effective for annual periods beginning on or after January 1,
2014. The adoption of this standard is not expected to have a significant impact on the Company's
consolidated financial statements.

IAS 32 - Financial instruments: presentation

IAS 32, “Financial instruments: presentation” (IAS 32) was amended by the IASB in December 2011.
The amendment clarifies that an entity has a legally enforceable right to offset financial assets and
financial liabilities if that right is not contingent on a future event and it is enforceable both in the normal
course of business and in the event of default, insolvency or bankruptcy of the entity and all
counterparties. The amendments to IAS 32 are effective for annual periods beginning on or after
January 1, 2014. The adoption of this standard is not expected to have a significant impact on the
Company’s consolidated financial statements.

IFRS 12 - Disclosure of interests in other entities

IFRS 12, “Disclosure of interests in other entities” (IFRS 12) was amended by the IASB in October 2012.
The amendments add disclosure requirements for investment entities as defined in IFRS 10,
“Consolidated financial statements”. The amendments to IFRS 12 are effective for annual periods
beginning on or after January 1, 2014. The adoption of this standard is not expected to have a
significant impact on the Company's consolidated financial statements.

IFRS 10 - Consolidated financial statements

IFRS 10, “Consolidated financial statements” (IFRS 10) was amended by the IASB in October 2012. The
amendments introduce an exception for investment entities to the principle that all subsidiaries are
consolidated. The amendments define an investment entity and require an investment entity to measure
subsidiaries at fair value through profit or loss in accordance with IFRS 9, “Financial instruments” or

IAS 39, "Financial instruments: recognition and measurement”. The amendments to IFRS 10 are
effective for annual periods beginning on or after January 1, 2014. The adoption of this standard is not
expected to have a significant impact on the Company’s consolidated financial statements.

Accounting standards effective after December 31, 2014

IFRS 9 - Financial instruments

IFRS 9, “Financial instruments” (IFRS 9) was issued by the IASB in November 2009 and will replace IAS
39, "Financial instruments: recognition and measurement” (IAS 39). IFRS 9 replaces the multiple rules in
IAS 39 with a single approach to determine whether a financial asset is measured at amortized cost or
fair value and a new mixed measurement model for debt instruments having only two categories:
amortized cost and fair value. The approach in IFRS 9 is based on how an entity manages its financial
instruments in the context of its business model and the contractual cash flow characteristics of the
financial assets. This standard also requires a single impairment method to be used, replacing the
multiple impairment methods in IAS 39.
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2, Significant accounting policies (continued)
Future accounting standards (continued)

Accounting standards effective after December 31, 2014 (continued)

IFRS 9 - Financial instruments (continued)

In December 2011, the IASB issued amendments to IFRS 9 that also provide relief from the requirement
to restate comparative financial statements for the effect of applying IFRS 9 which was originally limited
to companies that chose to apply IFRS 9 prior to 2012. Alternatively, additional transition disclosures will
be required to help investors understand the effect that the initial application of IFRS 9 has on the
classification and measurement of financial instruments. In November 2013, the IASB issued
amendments to IFRS 9 deferring the mandatory effective date, which has not yet been finalized:;
however early adoption is permitted. The Company is currently evaluating the impact of this standard
and amendments on its consolidated financial statements.

Use of estimates and key areas of judgment

The preparation of financial statements in accordance with IFRS requires management to make
estimates and assumptions that affect the reported amount of assets and liabilities and disclosure of
contingent assets and liabilities at the date of the financial statements and the reported amount of
revenues and expenses during the reported period. Actual results could differ from these estimates.
Accounts requiring significant estimates and assumptions include fair value of interest rate swap,
accounts receivable, useful lives of capital assets, employee future benefits, payment in lieu of taxes
payable and legal provisions.

The estimates and underlying assumptions are reviewed on an ongoing basis. Revisions to accounting
estimates are recognized in the period in which the estimate is revised if the revision affects only that
period or in the period of the revision and future periods if the revision affects both current and future
periods.

Fair value of interest rate SWAP and hedge accounting

As described in Note 5, the Port Authority uses valuation techniques that include inputs that are based
on observable market data to estimate the fair value of its interest rate SWAP. Note 5 provides
information about the key assumptions used in the determination of the fair value of the interest rate
swap.

The Port Authority believes that the chosen valuation techniques and assumptions used are appropriate
in determining the fair value of financial instruments.

The Port Authority also applied judgement in electing to apply hedge accounting on the changes in the
fair value of the derivative. The alternative under IFRS would be to recognize all unrealized changes in
the fair value of the swap in net income.

Useful lives of capital assets

The Port Authority reviews the estimated useful lives of capital assets at the end of each reporting
period. There has been no change in the useful lives estimates for the current year. Below are the
estimated useful lives of the capital assets;

Land No amortization
Buildings and structures Straight-line over 5-40 years
Plant and equipment Straight-line over 3-25 years
Deferred site preparation expenditures Straight-line over 5-40 years
Capital work-in-progress No amortization

Page 16



Toronto Port Authority
December 31, 2013 and 2012

Notes to the consolidated financial statements
(In thousands of dollars)

2. Significant accounting policies (continued)
Accounts receivable

The carrying amount of accounts receivable is reduced by a valuation allowance which is calculated on
both a specific identification of accounts known to be delinquent and provision for aged accounts
receivable. Management reviews the adequacy of these provisions at each reporting date. In the years
ended December 31, 2013 and 2012 there have been no adjustments to the methodology or
provisioning rate used by management.

Future employee benefits

Please see details in Note 8.
Payment in lieu of taxes

Please see the details in Note 10.
Legal provisions

Provisions are recognized when the Port Authority has a present obligation (legal or constructive) as a
result of a past event, it is probable that the Port Authority will be required to settle the obligation, and a
reasonable estimate can be made of the amount of the obligation.

The amount recognized as a provision is the best estimate of the consideration required to settle the
present obligation at the end of the reporting period, taking into account the risks and uncertainties
surrounding the obligation.

Please see details in Note 12.
Tunnel concession liability

The accounting treatment for the tunnel project including the related asset under construction and
concession liability was a key area of judgement. Port Authority reviewed the substance of the Project
Agreement and concluded that the present value of the tunnel’s construction costs and related liability
should be recognized on a percentage of completion basis. See details in Note 16.

3. Accounts receivable

December 31, December 31, January 1,
2013 2012 2012
$ $ $

Trade accounts receivable, net of allowance for
doubtful accounts 6,305 6,227 5,113
Airport capital assistance program receivable - - 871
Current portion of mortgage receivable - - 66
Deposits 12 12 12
6,317 6,239 6,062
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Notes to the consolidated financial statements
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4,

Long-term investments

December 31, December 31, January 1,

2013 2012 2012

$ $ $

Long-term bond investments 561 963 1,318

Long term bond investments consist of Canadian commercial bank, Provincial and Federal government
bonds with maturity dates ranging between fiscal years ending 2013 and 2014 and interest rates around
3.50%.

Financial instruments: fair value and risk management
Fair value

The fair values of short term investments are based on the quoted market prices (includes guaranteed
investment certificates and bankers acceptances). The fair values of long term investments are based
on the quoted market prices of bonds and redeemable notes. The fair value of the interest rate swap is
calculated using a discounted cash flow analysis using the applicable yield curve and credit spread over
the remaining life of the derivative.

The fair value of short-term and long-term investments is determined directly from published price
quotations in an active market whenever available.

The carrying value of cash and cash equivalents, accounts receivable, City settlement payments
receivable, accounts payable and accrued liabilities and payment in lieu of taxes payable, and tunnel
concession liability approximate their fair values due to the relatively short term maturity. The carrying
value of mortgages receivable and bank loans approximate fair value due to the terms and conditions of
the borrowing arrangements compared to current market conditions for similar items.

Fair value hierarchy

The Port Authority applies a three-tier hierarchy to classify the determination of fair value measurements
for disclosure purposes. Inputs refer broadly to the data and assumptions that market participants would
use in pricing the investment. Observable inputs are inputs that are based on market data from
independent sources. Unobservable inputs are inputs that reflect the Port Authority’s own assumptions
about the assumptions market participants would use in pricing an investment based on the best
information available in the circumstances. The three-tier hierarchy of inputs is as follows:

Level 1 - quoted prices in active markets for identical investments

Level 2 - inputs other than quoted prices included in Level 1 that are observable for the investment,
either directly (i.e. as prices) or indirectly (i.e. derived from prices)

Level 3 - inputs for the investment that are not based on observable market data (unobservable inputs)

The following is a summary of the fair value and classification levels as at December 31, 2013:

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Total
$ $ $ $
Financial assets

Short-term investments - 3,000 - 3,000
Long-term investments - 561 - 561
- 3,561 - 3,561

Financial liabilities
Interest rate swap - 1,175 - 1,175
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5. Financial instruments: fair value and risk management (continued)
Fair value hierarchy (continued)

The following was a summary of the fair value classification levels as at December 31, 2012:

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Total
3 $ ) $
Financial assets

Short-term investments - 26,791 - 26,791
Long-term investments - 963 - 963
- 27,754 - 27,754

Financial liabilities
Interest rate swap - 1,719 - 1,719

The following was a summary of the fair value classification levels as at January 1, 2012:

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Total
$ $ $ $
Financial assets

Short-term investments - 16,139 - 16,139
Long-term investments - 1,318 - 1,318
- 17,457 - 17.457

Financial liabilities
Interest rate swap - 2,027 - 2,027

There were no transfers of investments between Level 1 and Level 2 during 2013 and 2012.
Financial risk management

In the normal course of business, the Port Authority is exposed to a variety of financial risks: price risk,
interest rate risk, liquidity risk and credit risk. The Port Authority’s primary risk management objective is
to preserve capital. Risk management strategies, as discussed below, are designed and implemented fo
ensure the Port Authority’s risks and related exposures are consistent with its objectives and risk
tolerances.

Market risk

Market risk is managed by the Port Authority’s investment policy which requires a diversified portfolio of
allowable investments pursuant to Section 32 of the Canada Marine Act. The Port Authority does not
have any financial instruments which are subject to significant market risk.

Credit risk

The Port Authority's principal financial assets are cash and cash equivalents, short-term investments,
accounts receivable and long-term investments, which are subject to credit risk. The carrying amounts of
financial assets on the statement of financial position, represents the Port Authority’'s maximum credit
exposure at the date of the statement of financial position.

The Port Authority’s credit risk is primarily attributable to its accounts receivables. The amounts
disclosed in the statement of financial position of accounts receivable are net of allowance for doubtful
accounts, estimated by the management of the Port Authority based on previous experience and its
assessment of the current economic environment. In order to reduce its risk, management has adopted
credit policies that include regular review of credit limits.
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5. Financial instruments: fair value and risk management (continued)

Financial risk management (continued)
Credit risk (continued)

The credit risk on cash and cash equivalents and short term investments is limited because the
counterparties are chartered banks with high credit-ratings assigned by national credit-rating agencies.
The credit risk of long-term investments is mitigated because the instruments held are Canadian

provincial government bonds only.

The aging of accounts receivable was:

December 31, December 31, January 1,
2013 2012 2012
$ $ $
Trade
Current 5,876 5,727 4634
Aged between 31-90 days 385 341 256
Aged greater than 90 days 445 508 475
6,716 6,576 5,365
Others 12 12 949
6,728 6,588 6,314
Allowance for doubtful accounts (411) (349) (252)
6,317 6,239 6,062
Reconciliation of allowance for doubtful accounts
December 31, December 31, January 1,
2013 2012 2012
$ $ $
Balance, beginning of year 349 252 240
Increase during the year 102 104 50
Bad debts written off during the year (40) (7) (38)
Balance, end of year 411 349 252

Liquidity risk

The Port Authority’s objective is to have sufficient liquidity to meet its liabilities when due. The Port

Authority monitors its cash balances and cash flows generated from operations to meet its requirements.
The Port Authority has the following financial liabilities as at December 31, 2013. The total undiscounted
cash repayments required to settle these liabilities are set out below:

Carrying 2016 and

value 2014 2015  thereafter

3 $ $ $

Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 9,727 9,727 - =
Payments in lieu of taxes 2,866 2,866 - g
Bank variable interest rate loans 2,562 188 188 2,186
Bank fixed interest rate loan 8,561 475 499 7,587
Tunnel concession liability 49 895 13,647 7,163 120,701
73,611 26,903 7,850 130,474
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5. Financial instruments: fair value and risk management (continued)
Financial risk management (continued)
Cash fiow risk

The Investment Policy includes a targeted upper limit of 20% of cash reserves in the investment
products of any one particular financial institution, with a hard cap limit of 25%, regardless of the type of
investment. Investment income is not a primary source of revenue for the Port Authority.

Interest rate risk

The Port Authority’s financial liabilities are exposed to fluctuations in interest rates with respect to the
variable portion of long term debt and its credit facility. The Port Authority is exposed to the following
interest rate risks at December 31, 2013:

$

Variable portion of long-term debt 2,562

Interest rate risk describes the Port Authority’s exposure to changes in the general level of interest rates.
Interest rate risk arises when the Port Authority invests in fixed income and pooled funds which contain
interest bearing investments and when it incurs financial liabilities at variable interest rates. Interest rate
changes directly impact the fair value of fixed income securities and the fair value of the pooled funds.
Interest rate changes will also have an indirect impact on the remaining investments held by the Port
Authority. An analysis of maturity dates for the fixed income securities is set out below.

Interest
rate December 31, December 31, January 1,
Maturity range 2013 2012 2012
$ $ $
2012 5.00 - - 383
2013 5.18 - 414 790
2014 3.50 561 549 528
561 963 1,318

The following table details the Port Authority’s sensitivity analysis to an increase of interest rates by
0.5% on net earnings and comprehensive income. The sensitivity includes floating rate financial
liabilities and adjusts their effect at year end for a 0.5% increase in interest rates. A decrease of 0.5%
would result in an equal and opposite effect on net earnings and comprehensive income.

Effect on net
earnings and
comprehensive
income

$

Variable portion of long-term debt (6)
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5. Financial instruments: fair value and risk management (continued)
Financial risk management (continued)
Interest rate risk (continued)

Under interest rate swap contracts, the Port Authority agrees to exchange the difference between fixed
and floating rate interest amounts calculated on agreed notional principal amounts. Such contracts
enable the Port Authority to mitigate the risk of changing interest rates on the fair value of issued fixed
rate debt and the cash flow exposures on the issued variable rate debt. The fair value of interest rate
swaps at the end of the reporting period is determined by discounting the future cash flows using the
curves at the end of the reporting period and the credit risk inherent in the contract.

The interest rate swaps settle on a monthly basis. The Port Authority settles the difference between the
fixed and floating interest rate on a net basis.

Currency risk

At year-end, there were no amounts denominated in foreign currency carried on the statement of
financial position.

6. Capital disclosures

The Port Authority’s objective when managing capital is to ensure sufficient liquidity to support its
financial obligations and execute the operational and strategic plans to continue to provide benefits for
its stakeholders and to remain financially self-sufficient. The Port Authority continually assesses its
capital structure and makes adjustments to it with reference to changes in economic conditions and risk
characteristics associated with its underlying assets. According to its Letters Patent, the Port Authority’s
aggregate borrowing cannot exceed $52,100. In addition, there is $140,000 that is specifically identified
for the Pedestrian Tunnel. The Port Authority cannot borrow money as an agent of Her Majesty.
Currently the Port Authority largely relies on cash flows from operations to fund its capital investment
program. The Port Authority’s capital is comprised of bank indebtedness, deferred city capital payments
and equity, net of cash and cash equivalents.

December 31, December 31, January 1,

2013 2012 2012

$ $ $

Total debt 11,123 11,760 16,604
Tunnel concession liability 49,895 29,050 -
Less: cash and cash equivalents 13,548 11,587 19,430
Net debt 47,470 29,223 (2,826)
Deferred city capital payments - 5,364 4,972
Equity 95,599 70,323 52,857
143,069 104,910 55,003

The Port Authority has certain covenants on its bank loans. As at December 31, 2013, the Port Authority
was in compliance with those covenants. In addition, the Port Authority has certain external restrictions
on the assets it can purchase with the airport improvement fees. As at December 31, 2013, the Port
Authority was in compliance with those restrictions.
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7. Capital assets
December 31, 2013

Building Deferred site Capital
and Plantand preparation under work
Land structures equipment expenditures in process Total
$ $ $ $ $ $
Opening, January 1, 2013 (gross)
Cost 25,607 55,831 26,971 2,004 50,170 160,583
Capital funding - (18,963) (6,764) - - (25,727)
Accumulated amortization - (20,232) (9,680) (94) - (30,006)
Opening, January 1, 2013
net book value 25,607 16,636 10,527 1,910 50,170 104,850
Additions - 7,589 1,596 310 32,619 42,114
Amortization - (1,158) (954) (36) - (2,148)
Capital funding - (5,364) - - - (5,364)
- 1,067 642 274 32,619 34,602
Closing, December 31, 2013
(net book value) 25,607 17,703 11,169 2,184 82,789 139,452
Year ended, December 31, 2013
(gross)
Cost 25,607 63,420 28,567 2,314 82,789 202,697
Capital funding - (24,327) (6,764) - - (31,091)
Accumulated amortization - (21,390) (10,634) (130) - (32,154)
Closing, December 31, 2013
(net book value) 25,607 17,703 11,169 2,184 82,789 139,452
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7. Capital assets (continued)
December 31, 2012
Building Deferred site Capital
and Plantand  preparation  under work
Land _ structures equipment expenditures in process Total
3 3 $ $ $ $
Opening, January 1, 2012 (gross)
Cost 25,607 53,259 25,552 1,964 5,941 112,323
Capital funding - (18,492) (5,927) - - (24,419)
Accumulated amortization - (19,274) (8,835) (58) - (28,167)
Opening, January 1, 2012
net book value 25,607 15,493 10,790 1,906 5,941 58,737
Additions - 2,572 1,419 40 44229 48,260
Amortization - (958) (845) (36) - (1,839)
Capital funding - (471) (837) - = (1,308)
- 1,143 (263) 4 44,229 45,113
Closing, December 31, 2012
(net book value) 25,607 16,636 10,527 1,910 50,170 104,850
Year ended, December 31, 2012
(gross)
Cost 25,607 55,831 26,971 2,004 50,170 160,583
Capital funding - (18,963) (6,764) - - (25,727)
Accumulated amortization - (20,232) (8,680) (S4) - (30,008)
Closing, December 31, 2012
(net book value) 25,607 16,636 10,527 1,910 50,170 104,850

City funded capital payments

The Port Authority has received a stream of capital funding from the City under the 2003 Structured
Settlement Agreement from 2003 to 2012, inclusive. Amounts received under the Agreement are
deferred until they are used on qualifying non-airport capital projects, including capital expenditures at
the Port, the Outer Harbour Marina and other facilities. During the year, $Nil (2012 - $1 ,700) of City
funded payments were received.

Airport Capital Assistance Program (ACAP) funded capital

Transport Canada funds certain eligible capital acquisitions through ACAP. ACAP funding applied in
2013 totalled $Nil (2012 - $871). The funds ($871) were received on February 16, 2012.

Deferred site preparation expenditures

Deferred site preparation expenditures were incurred to prepare lands in the port-lands area for sub-
tenants under a ground lease. These expenditures will be amortized over the initial term of the sub-
tenant leases.
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8. Employee future benefits

The Port Authority maintains a defined benefit (best five consecutive year's earnings average, up to
December 31, 1999) pension plan for the benefit of most employees. The Port Authority also provides
other post-employment benefits to most of its employees. These benefits are calculated in accordance
with the International Accounting Standard 19 (Revised 2011) - Employee Benfits ("IAS 19R).

Transition to IAS 19R
IAS 19R is effective for financial periods beginning on or after January 1, 2013.

TPA has applied its transition to IAS 19R retrospectively at the transition date of January 1, 2012.
Therefore comparative year disclosure information for fiscal 2012 has also been prepared in accordance
with IAS 19R. For the comparative information under IAS 19R, the unrecognized gains or losses and
past service costs at the date of transition of January 1, 2012 are recognized as an immediate
adjustment to retained earnings. Upon adoption of the revised accounting standards at January 1, 2013,
the difference between the defined benefit asset/(liability) under the previous version (IAS 19) and that
of the new version (IAS 19R), net the amount already recognized at January 1, 2012, must be
recognized immediately as a second adjustment to retained earnings. However for disclosure purposes,
this second adjustment to retained earnings is reflected at December 31, 2012, immediately before the
start of fiscal 2013.

IAS 19R also eliminates the ability to defer recognizing actuarial gains and losses, which can arise in a
year from actual experience being different from assumptions, and from the impact of changes in
assumptions. The deferral of past service costs (that is, the impact of plan changes) available under the
prior version of IAS 19 is not permitted under I1AS 19R.

The Pension Plan benefits and the Other Post-Employment Benefits ("OPEB") benefits are classified as
Post-Employment Benefits under IAS 19R, and as such actuarial gains and losses recognized in a
period are reflected in other comprehensive income (“OCI’) in the year that they arise, with no
reclassification to the Profit and Loss statement.

The Workplace Safety and Insurance Board loss of earnings benefits (“WSIB") benefits are classified as
Other Long-term Employee Benefits under IAS 19R. Actuarial gains and losses that arise in a fiscal
period are recognized immediately in the Profit and Loss statement as part of the defined benefit cost,
and not in OCI as with Post-Employment Benefits.

Any past service costs that arise for the Pension Plan, OPEB or WSIB benefits would be recognized
immediately as part of the defined benefit cost in the year that they arise.
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8. Employee future benefits (continued)
Transition to IAS 19R (continued)

The financial impact of the above transition on the Financial Statements is shown as below:

Effect on the statement of financial position

December 31, 2012

January 1, 2012

Before Effect of After Before  Effect of After
Adopting Adopting  Adopting Adopting  Adopting  Adopting
IAS19R  IAS19R IAS19R IAS19R  IAS19R IAS19R
$ $ $ $ $ $
Assets
Current assets
Cash and cash equivalents 10,581 - 10,581 15,765 - 15,765
Short-term investments 15,208 - 15,208 5,250 - 5,250
Cash and cash equivalents -

AIF restricted 1,006 - 1,006 3,665 - 3,665
Short-term investments - AIF restricted 11,583 - 11,583 10,889 - 10,889
Accounts receivable (net) 6,239 - 6,239 6,062 - 6,062
Inventories 17 - 17 34 - 34
Prepaid expenses 508 - 508 489 - 499

45,142 - 45,142 42,164 - 42,164
Non-current assets
Long-term investments 963 - 963 1,318 - 1,318
Capital assets 104,850 - 104,850 59,737 - 59,737
105,813 - 105,813 61,055 - 61,055
150,955 - 150,955 103,219 - 103,219
Liabilities
Current liabilities
Accounts payable and accrued liabilities 11,153 - 11,153 10,328 - 10,328
Fair value of the interest rate swap 1,719 - 1,719 2,027 - 2,027
Current portion of bank loans 675 - 675 937 - 937
Payment in lieu of taxes payable 4,347 - 4347 2,210 - 2,210
Unearned revenue 1,277 - 1,200 1,084 - 1,084
19,171 - 19,171 16,586 - 16,586
Non-current liabilities
Bank loans 11,085 - 11,085 15,667 - 15,667
Tunnel concession liability 29,050 - 29,050 - - -
Deferred city capital payments 5,364 - 5,364 4,972 - 4,972
Employees benefit liabilities 3,028 12,933 15,862 2,418 10,719 13,137
48,528 12,933 61,461 23,057 10,719 33,776
67,699 12,933 80,632 39,643 10,719 50,362
Equity 83,256 (12,933) 70,323 63,576  (10,719) 52,857
150,955 - 150,955 103,219 - 103,219
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8. Employee future benefits (continued)
Transition to IAS 19R (continued)

Effect on the statement of operations and comprehensive income

December 31, 2012

Before Effect of After
Adopting Adopting Adopting
IAST19R IAS19R IAS19R
$ $ 5
Operating revenue
Port, Outer Harbour Marina, Airport, property
and other revenue 31,711 - 31,711
Airport improvement fees, net - for Airport
capital expenditures 17,867 - 17,867
49,578 - 49,578
Operating expenses
Wages, salaries and employee benefits 9,979 72 10,051
Repairs and maintenance 3,463 - 3,463
Professional and consuilting fees 1,877 - 1,877
Amortization of capital assets 1,839 - 1,839
Other operating and administrative expenses 10,250 - 10,250
Charge on gross revenue - Port, Outer Harbour Marina,
Airport property and other revenue 1,296 = 1,296
Charge on gross revenue - Airport improvement fees 1,072 - 1,072
29,776 72 29,848
Income from operations and Airport improvement fees,
net before the following 19,802 (72) 19,730
Payments in respect of land disposition 1,812 - 1,812
Payments in lieu of taxes (2,137) - (2,137)
Gain (loss) on interest rate swap 207 - 207
Net income for the year 19,684 (72) 19,612
Changes due to fair value of interest rates
swaps due to hedge accounting gain
on interest rate swap - effective portion 10 - 10
Unrealized gain (loss) on available for sale assets (105) - (105)
Unrealized (loss) past service costs - IAS 19R - (2,142) (2,142)
Comprehensive income for the year 19,589 (2,214) 17,375
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8 Employee future benefits (continued)

Information about the Port Authority’s employee future benefits in the aggregate is as follows:

Pension Other Pension Other Pension Other
benefit plan benefits  benefit plan benefits benefit plan benefits
December 31,  December 31, December 31, December 31, January 1, January 1,
2013 2013 2012 2012 2012 2012
$ $ 3 $ $ $
Accrued benefit obligation
Balance, beginning of year 50,874 2,452 47,056 2,152 43,575 1,910
Employer current service cost 1,677 114 1,271 51 1,067 43
Employees’ contributions 462 - 428 - 373 -
Interest cost 1,887 90 1,953 88 2,061 89
Benefits paid (2,873) (155) (2,829) (132) (2,769) (142)
Actuarial gains (losses) (4,920) (351) 2,995 293 2,712 252
Plan amendments - - - - 37 -
Balance, end of year 47,107 2,150 50,874 2,452 47,056 2,152
Plan assets
Fair value, beginning of year 37,364 - 36,071 - 39,553
Expected return on plan assets - - - 2,330
Actual return on plan assets 7,728 2,657 - (4,374) -
Employer contributions 1,184 1,037 - 958 -
Employees’ contributions 462 - 428 - 373 -
Benefits paid (2,873) - (2,829) (2,769)
Fair value, end of year 43,865 37,364 - 36,071 -
Funded status - plan (deficit) surplus (3,242) (2,150) (13,510) (2,452)  (10,985)  (2,152)
Accrued benefit asset (liability) (3,242) (2,150) (13,510) (2,452) (10,985) (2,152)
The Port Authority’s net benefit plan expense is as follows:
2013 2012
Pension benefit Other Pension benefit Other
plan benefits plan benefits
$ $ $ 3
Components of net benefit costs
recognized during the year
Current service cost 1,677 114 1,288 51
Interest cost 1,887 90 1,926 88
Actual return on plan assets (1,397) - (1,486) -
Actuarial (gains) losses - (70) - (25)
Employee future benefit cost recognized 2,167 134 1,738 114

The date used to measure assets and liabilities for accounting purposes was December 31, 2013. The
most recent actuarial valuation for funding purposes was January 1, 2013. The next actuarial valuation
for funding purposes will be done as at January 1, 2014.

The Port Authority expects to make contributions of $967 in 2014 (2013 - $1,171) to the defined benefit

pension plan by employees of the Toronto Port Authority. Port Authority has secured additional

contributions of $1,342, $876 and $500 for a total of $2,718 through letters of credit in 2013, 2012 and
2011, respectively. These letters of credit remain outstanding as of December 31 ,2013.
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8 Employee future benefits (continued)

The Port Authority’s funding policy for the Pension Plan is in accordance with the requirements of the
federal Pension Benefits Standards Act. The determination of the funding requirements is made on the
basis of annual actuarial valuations. The Port Authority has been using letters of credit to cover the
required solvency payments to the Pension Plan since 2011 and has three letters of credit totalling
$2,718.

The OPEB and WSIB benefits are unfunded.

The Port Authority has reflected Ruling 14 of the International Financial Reporting Interpretations
("IFRIC 14”) which clarifies how the asset ceiling defined under IAS 19 should be applied, particularly
how it interacts with minimum funding rules. Under [AS19R, any variation in the asset ceiling will be
recognized in other comprehensive income (as opposed to profit and loss). The impact of the asset limit
on the funded plans has been applied based on management's interpretation of IAS19, as clarified by
IFRIC 14. This interpretation is summarized as follows:

e The Port Authority assumed that it does not have an unconditional right to a refund of surplus:
» The Port Authority may take funding contribution holidays based on past practice and/or plan rules:

e Minimum Funding Requirements ("MFR”) have been set based on the requirements of the most
recently filed actuarial valuation report for funding purposes. Based on the MFR, the going concern
and solvency funded status is projected into the future. In any year where the plan is projected to
be in a surplus on both a going concern and solvency basis and the threshold set by the governing
pension legislation for taking a contribution holiday is met, then this projected surplus is used to
reduce or eliminate the minimum funding contribution in that year. The economic benefit available
from a reduction in future contributions is therefore equal to the difference between the present
value of employer IAS 19 current service cost and the present value of the employer minimum
funding current service requirements. The present values are determined using the IAS 19 discount
rate and have been calculated assuming that the plan is maintained indefinitely.

»  Any required deficit contributions that, once made, are not available to the Port Authority as an
economic benefit may form an additional liability which is netted against the balance sheet asset, or
if there is already a balance sheet liability, the adjusted balance sheet liability is equal to the
present value of the remaining required deficit contributions. Required deficit contributions are
determined based on the most recently filed actuarial valuation report for funding purposes.

The main risks affecting the Pension Plan, OPEB and WSIB Benefits are:

e Longevity: The risk that retirees will collect a pension for a longer period of time, on
average, than expected according to the mortality assumptions used.

e Investment: The risk that the invested assets of the Pension Plan do not yield the
assumed rate of return, resulting in insufficient assets to provide for the
benefits promised and/or requiring The Port Authority to make additional
contributions to fund the deficit.

e Discount rate: The risk from changing market interest rates. A decrease in corporate bond
yields will increase plan obligations. This risk is greater to the extent that
there is a mismatch between the characteristics of the assets and obligations.

e Regulatory/legal:  The risk of regulatory/jurisprudence changes that can alter the benefit

promise.
e Health inflation The risk that the cost of health benefits increases are higher than the
risk: assumptions used.
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Employee future benefits (continued)
Pension Plan Asset Allocation as of December 31, 2013*

Asset category

Percentage of defined benefit assets

2013 2012
Quoted Unquoted Quoted Unguoted
DA] DA) % %
Equities 67.00 - 63.00 -
Fixed income 20.00 - 23.00 -
Real estate 11.00 - 11.90 -
Other 2.00 - 2.10 -
100.00 - 100.00 -
*OPEB benefits and WSIB benefits are unfunded
The significant actuarial assumptions adopted in measuring the Port Authority's accrued benefit
obligations are as follows (weighted-average assumptions as of December 31):
2013 2012
% %
Key assumptions
Accrued benefit obligation at end of year
Discount rate 4.60 3.80
Compensation increase 3.00 3.00
Benefit cost during the year
Discount rate 3.80 4.20
Expected rate of return on assets 3.80 6.00
Compensation increase 3.00 3.00
Health care trend rates at end of year
Initial rate 7.5% 8.0%
Ultimate rate 4.0% 4.0%
Sensitivity analysis on defined benefit obligation
Pension Other
plan benefits
$ $
Impact of 1% increase in discount rate (5,043) (232)
Impact of 1% decrease in discount rate 6,308 282
Impact of 1% increase in salary scale 431 N/A
Impact of 1% decrease in salary scale (388) N/A
Impact of 1 year increase in longevity 1,138 36
Impact of 1 year decrease in longevity (1,276) (36)
Impact of 1% increase in trend rate N/A 70
Impact of 1% decrease in trend rate N/A (62)

The weighted average duration of the plans is approximately 12 years.
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9.

Bank loans and derivative instruments

(a) Bank loans

(b)

The Port Authority accessed two credit facilities in 2007, one for $15,000 and the other for $5,000,
with a major financial institution used to finance repairs and improvements related to access to the
Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport. In December 2013, the Port Authority secured an additional
$20,000 facility, primarily to use it for various capital expenditures at the Port, Marina and
Pedestrain Tunnel.

The original $15,000 facility was used for airport improvements including a ferry ("M/V David
Hornell"), repairs to docking facilities and two new Ferry Passenger Transfer Facilities. On

January 1, 2007, $11,250 of the original facility was converted to a 5 year fixed rate term. The fixed
rate of 5.585% was obtained through a 15 year interest rate swap commencing on January 1, 2007,
including a credit spread of 50 basis points, with a 20 year amortization period. On December 31,
2013, the fair value of the swap was $1,175, (December 31, 2012 - $1,719). The remaining $3,750
of the original credit facility was converted to a variable rate term loan on September 1, 2007 and
bears interest at the bankers’ acceptance rate plus 0.5% or BMO prime rate. The term of the loan
was 5 years, with a 20 year amortization period. Prior to January 1, 2007, no principal was paid on
this portion of the loan. The variable rate term loan matured in September 2012 and was extended
for another 5 years on existing terms.

As at the end of 2013, the third facilty of $20,000 was not drawn upon.
Principal payments for the $15,000 facility for the next five years are as follows:

Year Fixed Variable Total
$ $ $

2014 475 188 663
2015 500 188 688
2016 526 188 714
2017 553 188 741
2018 582 188 770
Thereafter 5,925 1,622 7,547
8,561 2,562 11,123

Less: current portion 475 188 663
Long-term 8,086 2,374 10,460

Derivative instrument and hedge accounting

On January 31, 2012, the Port Authority designated the interest rate swap in a hedging relationship
with the $11,250 credit facility. Prospective and retrospective hedge effectiveness is assessed on
these hedges using a hypothetical derivative method. The hypothetical derivative assessment
involves comparing the effect of changes in interest rates each period on the changes in fair value
of both the actual and hypothetical derivative. The effective portion of the interest rate swap is
recorded in other comprehensive income until the forecasted transaction occurs. Where applicable,
the fair value of the derivative has been adjusted to account for the Port Authority's credit risk.
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9.

10.

Bank loans and derivative instruments (continued)
(b) Derivative instrument and hedge account (continued)
The effect on Net income and Comprehensive Income is as follows:
0] Effect on net income
December 31, December 31,

2013 2012

$ $

Mark to market gain (loss) of the swap 544 308
Amortization of accumulated loss of interest rate swap (91) (91)
Ineffectiveness of hedge accounting 63 (63)
Change in fair value (544) (240)
Interest recovery 343 293
Total gain on interest rate swap 315 207

(i)  Effect on comprehensive income
December 31, December 31,

2013 2012

$ 3

Change in fair value (544) (240)
Interest recovery 343 293
Ineffectiveness reclassified to net income 63 (63)
Recognized in other comprehensive income 138 10

Payments in lieu of taxes

Payments in Lieu of Taxes or (“PILTs") are payments which may be made by federal agencies to the
municipality in which they operate, pursuant to the federal PILTs Act. The decision as to the quantum of
the PILTs payments is discretionary to the federal body governed by the PILTs Act and is subject to
review by the judiciary. The amount of PILTs paid by the federal agency must be fair and reasonable.

The Port Authority properties to which the PILTs Act applies are the Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport
("BBTCA?), the Outer Harbour Marina, 80 Cherry Street, 80 Harbour Street and various waterlots, TPA
also pays property taxes to the City of Toronto (the “City") for various properties.

The Port Authority has paid PILTs of $13,240 to the City of Toronto for years 1999 through 2012
inclusive and has accrued $2,866 for 2013 (December 31, 2012 - $4,347, January 1, 2012 - $2,21 0).
The total of these payments has been accepted on account by the City.

The PILTs Act provides that application may be made to the federal PILTs Dispute Advisory Panel
(“‘DAP") in an effort to resolve disputes between municipalities and federal agencies subject to the PILTs
Act. The Port Authority and the City have participated in two DAP hearings with the DAP issuing advice
to the parties in 2009 and early 2013.
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10.

11.

12.

Payments in lieu of taxes (continued)

The Port Authority and the City have agreed to a settlement on PILTs for BBTCA at $0.94029 per
passenger, with capping commencing in 2014. Capping has the effect of limiting PILTs in the current
year to 105% of the prior year's PILTs amount. The City approved the BBTCA PILTs settlement at the
October 2013 Council meeting and the Port Authority Board approved the settlement on January 9,
2014. In order to give effect to the settlement, TPA and the City have jointly contacted the Ministry of
Finance at the Province of Ontario to request amendments to the Ontario Assessment Act and
Regulations such that PILTs for BBTCA be based on the per passenger amount described above.

The parties received advice from the DAP on the values of the Outer Harbour Marina and 80 Cherry
Street as a result of the January 2013 DAP hearing. The Panel issued a report on valuations in early
2014 and the Port Authority and City are reviewing the Panel's advice in an effort to settle PILTs for
these two properties. The amount of a potential settlement between the parties could not be reasonably
determined as at December 31, 2013 and consequently no additional amount has been provided for in
these financial statements.

There is agreement in principle between the parties on the value of the waterlots and there are no
outstanding issues with PILTs for the 60 Harbour Street property.

Airport improvement fees

On October 21, 2006, the Port Authority introduced a $15.00 per passenger Airport Improvement Fee
("AIF”) for all enplaning commercial passengers on scheduled flights from Billy Bishop Toronto City
Airport. The Port Authority approved an increase in the Airport Improvement Fee from $15.00 to
$20.00 per enplaned passenger on January 29, 2010, and the $5 increase was implemented effective
April 1, 2010.

These fees are to be used entirely to finance the Airport’s capital program, which includes Debt Service
for borrowings (see Note 9).

For the year ended December 31, 2013, the net amount of AIF collected was $18,000 (2012 - $17,867).
These fees are recorded as Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport revenue in the Statement of operations and
comprehensive income.

The AIF revenue is net of the 7% commission paid to the air carriers for the collection of the AIF.

The cumulative unused balance in AIF funds as of December 31, 2013 was $13,867 (December 31
2012 - $12,589, January 1, 2012 - $14,554).

Contingencies

There are a number of outstanding claims against the Port Authority that have been referred to legal
counsel and reported to the Port Authority’s insurers, as applicable. With respect to insurable claims, the
Port Authority expects that its liability, if any, will be limited to the amount of its insurance deductible.

On December 2, 2013 the Port Authority filed a claim for $250 against Ivan Letnik et al. relating to
unpaid berthing charges for the vessel “Jadran”. On December 31, 2013, Ivan Letnik et al. filed a
counterclaim against TPA seeking damages in the amount of $1,200. No liability is anticipated with
respect to the counterclaim.
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13. Canada marine act and port authorities’ management regulations

Pursuant to subsection 37 (3) of the Canada Marine Act, total remuneration was paid to the following:

2013 2012
$ $
Directors’ fees
Mr. Mark McQueen (Chair, effective January 21, 2009 to present) 22 22
Mr. Colin Watson ) 26 23
Mr. Craig Rix 14 13
Mr. Sean Morley 23 20
Mr. Jeremy Adams 19 18
Mr. Mark Curry 15 14
Ms. Jan Innes 12 13
Mr. Jim Ginou (appointed on December 4, 2011) 16 13
Mr. Robert Poirier (ceased to hold office on January 21, 2011)
(reappointed on April 16, 2012) 18 7
165 143
President & CEO - Mr. Geoffrey Wilson
Salaries and bonus 306 300
Other benefits 27 27
333 327
Executive Vice President and Airport Director - Mr. Gene Cabral
Salaries and bonus 206 148
Other benefits 16 11
222 159
Vice President & CFO - Mr. Alan Paul
Salaries and bonus 193 193
Other benefits 11 12
204 205
Vice President and General Counsel - Mr. Mark Richardson
Salaries and bonus 199 121
Other benefits 11 8
210 129
Director Infrastructure, Planning & Environment - Mr. Ken Lundy
Salaries and bonus 155 158
Other benefits 10 11
165 169
Chief of Security and Harbour Master - Mr. Angus Armstrong
Salaries and bonus 150 151
Other benefits 10 11
160 162
Financial information pursuant to section 35 of the
Port Authorities Management Regulations is as follows
5.35(1)(a) Wages, salaries and employee benefits 11,244 10,051
5.35(1)(b) Professional fees and fees for consulting 2,364 1,877
5.35(1)(c) Repairs and maintenance 3,982 3,463
5.35(1)(e) Realty taxes (net) 514 488
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14. Commitments

The Port Authority has a Lease Agreement with the provincial Ministry of Natural Resources to
construct, operate and maintain a landfill area at the foot of Leslie Street on a portion of the Leslie Street
Spit. This Agreement expired on April 30, 2013 and is currently on over holding basis. A 5-year
extension is currently under negotiation. In order to compensate for landfill construction, the Port
Authority completed a fish habitat wetland on the northwest side of the Tommy Thompson Park in 2013.
In accordance to an agreement with the federal Department of Fisheries and Oceans, the completed fish
habitat compensation measures, site stabilization, results of fisheries assessments and any remedial
measures taken to address any deficiencies are to be monitored to the end of 2016.

The Port Authority will also continue to provide capping of Containment Cell 2 and construct hard points
and beaches along the east and south shores of the Leslie Street Spit to enhance shoreline stabilization,
through until the expiration of the lease. The estimated cost for the shoreline protection has not been
determined.

15. Guarantees

In the normal course of business, the Port Authority enters into agreements that meet the definition of a
guarantee. The Port Authority's primary guarantees are as follows:

(a) Indemnity has been provided to all directors and or officers of the Port Authority for various items
including, but not limited to, all costs to settle suits or actions due to association with the Port
Authority, subject to certain restrictions. The Port Authority has purchased directors’ and officers’
liability insurance to mitigate the cost of any potential future suits or actions. The term of the
indemnification is not explicitly defined, but is limited to the period over which the indemnified party
served as a trustee, director or officer of the Port Authority. The maximum amount of any potential
future payment cannot be reasonably estimated.

(b) In the normal course of business, the Port Authority has entered into agreements that include
indemnities in favour of third parties, such as purchase and sale agreements, confidentiality
agreements, engagement letters with advisors and consultants, outsourcing agreements, leasing
contracts, information technology agreements and service agreements. These indemnification
agreements may require the Port Authority to compensate counterparties for losses incurred by the
counterparties as a result of breaches in representation and regulations or as a result of litigation
claims or statutory sanctions that may be suffered by the counterparty as a consequence of the
transaction. The terms of these indemnities are not explicitly defined and the maximum amount of
any potential reimbursement cannot be reasonably estimated.

The nature of these indemnification agreements prevents the Port Authority from making a
reasonable estimate of the maximum exposure due to the difficulties in assessing the amount of
liability which stems from the unpredictability of future events and the unlimited coverage offered to
counterparties. Historically, the Port Authority has not made any significant payments under such or
similar indemnification agreements and therefore no amount has been accrued in the statement of
financial position with respect to these agreements.
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16.

17.

Pedestrian tunnel project

(a)

Description of the project (disclosure of interest in a structured entity).

On March 8, 2012, the Toronto Port Authority and BBIA LP, an entity controlled by Forum
Infrastructure Partners (“Forum”) signed a Project Agreement (“the Agreement”) to construct a
Pedestrian Tunnel (the "Tunnel”) to link the Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport ("Airport”) to the
Mainland at the foot of Bathurst Street, under the Western Gap. BBIA LP agreed to design, build,
finance, operate and maintain the tunnel Tunnel for 20 years. The contract price cost for Forum
BBIA LP to construct the Tunnel is $82.5 million and it is expected to be opened by February 2015.
Title to the Tunnel will remain with the Port Authority throughout the term of the Agreement.

The Port Authority has capitalized construction costs and the present value of the Capital Lifecycle
payments based on the percentage of Tunnel completion. The Port Authority has also recognized a
liability equal to the asset, less payments made. As at December 31, 2013, the project was 70%
complete and an asset of $66,348 has been included as part of Capital under work in progress. The
related liability as of December 31, 2013 was $49,895.

The remaining cash construction period payments due in 2014 and 2015 are $15,469. When the
Tunnel is complete, the Port Authority will pay monthly Service Payments totaling $6,583 per year
until June 30, 2033 and periodic Lifecycle Payments to Forum BBIA LP using a portion of the
$20.00 airport improvement fee collected for enplaning (departing) passengers at the Airport.

When the Tunnel becomes operational, the Port Authority is also responsible for annual Operating
Payments of $1,301 until 2033. These payments will be indexed to inflation.

Contingent events under the agreement (risks associated with the structured entity)

The Agreement entities BBIA LP to compensation from Toronto Port Authority for costs incurred,
and on extension of the expected construction completion date, as a result of various “Supervening
Events”, the risks, such as undisclosed geotechnical site conditions, were not assumed by BBIA LP.
Conversely, the Agreement entitles TPA to compensation from BBIA LP for various “Construction
Period Events” adversely affecting the Airport and, in certain circumstances, compensation for out-
of-pocket expenses in respect of delay days that are not attributable to TPA’s acts or omissions. As
at December 31, 2013, outstanding Supervening Event claims of BBIA LP totaled $2.08 million in
compensation and responsibility for 59 relief working days, are outstanding and remain in dispute.
Construction Period Event claims of TPA totaled $3.40 million. The likelihood of success of these
claims was not reasonably determinable as at December 31, 2013 and the Port Authority has not
provided for these amounts.

30 Bay/60 Harbour Street Development Project

On September 9, 2013 the Toronto Port Authority signed an Agreement with Oxford Properties to
develop an approximately 1.8 acre site at 30 Bay Street and 60 Harbour Street, owned by the Port
Authority. The development will consist of an office building and retail podium on site and include the
refurbishment of the historic Toronto Harbour Commission building. The Port Authority’s contribution to
the project is the property. Oxford will be performing the planning and development phases as part of
the Agreement. Certain conditions have to be met before the project can proceed.
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18.

Revenue and expenses by Business Units:

The following is an analysis of the Toronto Port Authority’s results from continuing operations by

business units:

Business Business Business
unit revenue unit expenses unit income
2013 2012 2013 2012 2013 2012
$ $ $ $ $ $
Business units
Port operations 5,740 6,145 4,671 4,773 1,069 1,372
Outer Harbour Marina 3,255 3,025 1,905 1,748 1,350 1,277
Billy Bishop Toronto City Airport 21,534 20,853 18,466 14,669 3,068 6,184
Property and other 1,332 1,206 939 1,053 393 153
Investment income 432 482 - = 432 482
Corporate services - - 5,685 5,237 (5,685) (5,237)
Charge on gross revenue - - 2,411 2,368 (2,411)  (2,368)
Income (loss) from operations 32,293 31,711 34,077 29,848 (1,784) 1,863
Airport improvement fees, net -
for airport capital expenditures 18,000 17,867
Net income from operations and airport
improvement fees, net before
the following 16,216 19,730
Payments in respect of
land disposition - 1,812
Payments in lieu of taxes (2,866) (2,137)
Gain on interest rate swap - Ineffective portion 315 207
Net income for the year 13,665 19,612
Gain on interest rate swap - Effective portion 138 10
Unrealized (loss)/gain on available for sale assets (151) (105)
Unamoritzed gain (loss) and past service costs - IAS19R 11,533 (2,142)
Comprehensive income for the year 25,185 17,375
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