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1.0 Introduction

1. On April 21, 2016, Urbancorp (St. Clair Village) Inc. (“St. Clair”), Urbancorp (Patricia)
Inc. (“Patricia”), Urbancorp (Mallow) Inc. (“Mallow”), Urbancorp Downsview Park
Development Inc. (“Downsview”), Urbancorp (Lawrence) Inc. (“Lawrence”) and
Urbancorp Toronto Management Inc. (“UTMI”) each filed a Notice of Intention to Make
a Proposal (“NOI”) pursuant to Section 50.4(1) of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act,
R.S.C. 1985, c. B-3, as amended (collectively, St. Clair, Patricia, Mallow, Downsview,
Lawrence and UTMI are referred to as the “NOI Entities”). KSV Kofman Inc. (“KSV”)
was appointed as the Proposal Trustee of each of the Companies.

2. Pursuant to an Order made by the Ontario Superior Court of Justice (Commercial List)
(the “Court”) dated May 18, 2016 (the “Initial Order”), the NOI Entities, together with
the entities listed on Schedule “A” attached (collectively, the "Cumberland CCAA
Entities" and each a “Cumberland CCAA Entity”), were granted protection under the
Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act (the “CCAA”) and KSV was appointed monitor
of the Cumberland CCAA Entities (the “Monitor”).

3. Certain Cumberland CCAA Entities 1 are known direct or indirect wholly-owned
subsidiaries of Urbancorp Cumberland 1 LP (“Cumberland”). Collectively,
Cumberland and its direct and indirect subsidiaries are the “Cumberland Entities” and
each individually is a “Cumberland Entity”. Each Cumberland Entity is a nominee for
Cumberland and, as such, the assets and liabilities of the Cumberland Entities are
assets and liabilities of Cumberland. The remaining Cumberland CCAA Entities2 are
direct or indirectly wholly owned by Urbancorp Inc. (“UCI”) (collectively, the “Non-
Cumberland Entities”). The corporate chart for the Cumberland CCAA Entities and
the Non-Cumberland Entities is provided in Appendix “A”.

4. On April 25, 2016, the District Court in Tel Aviv-Yafo, Israel issued a decision
appointing Guy Gissin as the functionary officer and foreign representative (the
“Foreign Representative”) of UCI and granting him certain powers, authorities and
responsibilities over UCI.

5. On April 25, 2016, Urbancorp (Woodbine) Inc. (“Woodbine”) and Urbancorp
(Bridlepath) Inc. (“Bridlepath”) each filed a NOI. KSV was appointed as the Proposal
Trustee of each of Bridlepath and Woodbine.

6. Pursuant to an order made by the Court dated October 18, 2016, TCC/Urbancorp
(Bay) Limited Partnership (“Bay LP”), Bridlepath and Woodbine and the entities listed
on Schedule “B” (collectively, the “Bay CCAA Entities”, and together with the
Cumberland CCAA Entities, the “CCAA Entities”) were granted protection in a
separate CCAA proceeding and KSV was appointed Monitor of the Bay CCAA
Entities.

1 St. Clair., Patricia, Mallow, Lawrence, Urbancorp (952 Queen West) Inc., King Residential Inc., Urbancorp 60 St. Clair Inc., High
Res. Inc., Urbancorp Partner (King South) Inc., Urbancorp (North Side) Inc. and Bridge on King Inc.

2 Vestaco Homes Inc., Vestaco Investments Inc., Urbancorp Power Holdings Inc., UTMI, Downsview, 228 Queens Quay West
Limited, Urbancorp Residential Inc., Urbancorp Realtyco Inc., Urbancorp Cumberland 1 GP Inc.
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7. Each Bay CCAA Entity is a wholly owned subsidiary of Bay LP, except Deaja Partner
(Bay) Inc. Each of Bay LP’s subsidiaries is a nominee for Bay LP and, as such, their
assets and liabilities are assets and liabilities of Bay LP. The corporate chart for the
Bay CCAA Entities is provided in Appendix “B”.

8. On April 26, 2017, the Court issued orders extending the stay of proceedings for the
Cumberland CCAA Entities and the Bay CCAA Entities to July 31, 2017.

1.1 Purposes of this Report

1. The purposes of this report (“Report”) are to:

a) provide an update on the CCAA proceedings;

b) report on the consolidated cash flow projections of the Cumberland CCAA
Entities and of the Bay CCAA Entitles for the period August 1, 2017 to October
31, 2017 (“Cash-Flow Statements”);

c) summarize and seek approval of the fees and expenses of KSV, as Monitor of
the CCAA Entities, the Monitor’s counsel, Davies Ward Philips & Vineberg LLP
(“Davies”) and the CCAA Entities’ counsel, WeirFoulds LLP (“WeirFoulds”), for
the periods referenced in the attached Fee Affidavits; and

d) recommend that the Court issue orders:

i. granting an extension of the stay of proceedings for the CCAA Entities to
October 31, 2017; and

ii. approving the fees and disbursements of the Monitor, Davies and
WeirFoulds, as detailed in this Report.

1.2 Currency

1. All currency references in this Report are to Canadian dollars.

1.3 Restrictions

1. In preparing this Report, the Monitor has relied upon unaudited financial information
of the CCAA Entities, the books and records of the CCAA Entities and discussions
with representatives of the CCAA Entities, including their lawyers and
accountants. The Monitor has not performed an audit or other verification of such
information. The financial information discussed herein is subject to further review.
The Monitor expresses no opinion or other form of assurance with respect to the
financial information presented in this Report.
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2. An examination of the CCAA Entities’ Cash Flow Statements as outlined in the
Chartered Professional Accountant Canada Handbook has not been
performed. Future oriented financial information relied upon in this Report is based
upon the CCAA Entities’ assumptions regarding future events; actual results achieved
may vary from this information and these variations may be material.

2.0 Background

1. The CCAA Entities, together with several affiliates, comprise the Urbancorp Group of
Companies (collectively, the “Urbancorp Group”). The Urbancorp Group primarily
engages in the development, construction and sale of residential properties in the
Greater Toronto Area. The Urbancorp Group also owns rental properties and
geothermal assets.

2.1 UCI

1. UCI was incorporated on June 19, 2015 for the purpose of raising capital in the public
markets in Israel. Pursuant to a Deed of Trust dated December 7, 2015, UCI made a
public offering of debentures (the “IPO”) in Israel for NIS180,583,000 (approximately
$64 million based on the exchange rate at the time of the IPO) (the “Debentures”).

2. From the monies raised under the IPO, UCI made unsecured loans (the “Shareholder
Loans”) totalling approximately $46 million to each of the NOI Entities (other than
UTMI) so that these entities could repay their loan obligations owing at the time. The
loan agreements in respect of the Shareholder Loans set out that repayment of the
Shareholder Loans is subordinated to the certain other obligations of the NOI Entities
(the “Permitted Amounts”).

3.0 Update on CCAA Proceedings

3.1 Interim Distribution

1. On June 27, 2017, the Court made orders authorizing and directing the Monitor to
make an interim distribution to creditors with admitted claims against the Cumberland
Entities and the Bay CCAA Entities. The majority of the distributions were paid during
the week of July 10, 2017.
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2.1.1 Cumberland Distribution

1. A summary of the distribution to the Cumberland Entities’ creditors is provided in the
table below.

($000s; unaudited) Amount

Cash available for Cumberland Distribution

Current bank balance 63,100

Cash holdback for costs in administration (8,200)

Net cash available 54,900

Disputed claims (11,994)

Net amount distributed 42,906

Admitted claims 50,478

Distribution

UCI (Shareholder Loans) 29,396

Other creditors 13,510

42,906

2. The table reflects that the Monitor made a distribution of approximately $42.9 million
to the Cumberland Entities’ creditors. As the repayment of the Shareholder Loans is
subordinated to the repayment of the Permitted Amounts, UCI was required to assign
its distributions to those creditors that have claims for the Permitted Amounts until
those creditors’ claims were repaid in full. Since the remaining admitted unsecured
claims were relatively insignificant, the Foreign Representative agreed to subordinate
repayment of the Shareholder Loans to all currently admitted claims against the
Cumberland Entities (but not to any currently disputed claims) such that all currently
admitted claims were repaid in full.

3. The table also reflects that the Monitor has reserved for the full amount of the disputed
claims. A summary of the disputed claims is reflected in the table below.

($000s; unaudited)

Claimant Amount

Speedy Electrical Contractors Ltd. 2,324

Tarion Warranty Corporation 2,787

Employee Claims 2,456

Travelers Insurance Company of Canada 4,404

Other 23

11,994

4. The Monitor is presently dealing with the disputed claims and is in the process of
working out agreed schedules with the claimants for referring a number of the claims
to Court for determination.
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2.1.2. Bay Distribution

1. A summary of the distribution to the Bay CCAA Entities’ creditors is provided in the
table below.

($000s; unaudited) Amount

Cash available for Bay Distribution

Current bank balance 19,780

Cash holdback for costs in administration (3,000)

Net cash available 16,780

Disputed secured claims (6,014)

Reserve for interest and fees on secured debt and other items (4,000)

Net amount distributed 6,766

Admitted claims 9,315

Disputed unsecured claims 11,172

Total admitted and disputed claims 20,487

Bay CCAA Entities’ creditors recovery if all disputed claims are admitted 33%

Bay Distribution 3,075

2. The table reflects that the Monitor made a distribution of approximately $3.1 million to
the Bay CCAA Entities’ creditors with admitted claims (33% of the admitted claims).

3. The Monitor reserved funds for all disputed claims, as reflected in the table below.

(unaudited; $000)

Claimant Amount

Secured Claim

Terra Firma Capital Corporation (principal, interest and cost reserve) 10,014

Unsecured Claims

UCI 8,000

Employee Claims 2,456

Tarion Warranty Corporation 716

11,172

Total Disputed Claims 21,186
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4. The Monitor is presently dealing with legal counsel to the parties with disputed claims.
In that regard:

a) a motion is scheduled to be heard on September 5, 2017 to determine Terra
Firma Capital Corporation’s (“TFCC”) claim; and

b) UCI’s claim has been adjourned sine die so that UCI and the Monitor can
address delivery of evidence and a litigation schedule in connection with UCI’s
claim.

3.2 Geothermal Assets

1. Certain of the Cumberland CCAA Entities have an interest in geothermal assets
(collectively, the “Geothermal Assets”) located at four condominium projects
developed by entities in the Urbancorp Group of Companies. The condominium
projects are as follows:

Condominium Name Address

Edge 36 Lisgar Street, Toronto

Curve 170 Sudbury Street, Toronto

Bridge 38 Joe Shuster Way, Toronto

Fuzion 20 Joe Shuster Way, Toronto

2. Pursuant to energy supply agreements, each condominium corporation (collectively,
the “Condo Corporations”) is required to pay Urbancorp Renewable Power Inc.
(“URPI”) for the supply of the geothermal energy. URPI is neither a subsidiary of UCI
nor subject to CCAA proceedings. The Monitor understands that URPI is owned by
Alan Saskin. URPI is required to pay the revenue it receives from the Condo
Corporations to the Urbancorp entity that holds the geothermal energy system, net of
a management fee payable to URPI and other costs (such as repairs and
maintenance costs).

3. The registered owners of the geothermal energy systems appear to be Vestaco
Homes Inc. (Bridge), Vestaco Investments Inc. (Curve) and 228 Queen’s Quay West
Ltd. (Edge), each of which is a Cumberland CCAA Entity. The registered owner of
the Fuzion geothermal energy system appears to be Urbancorp New Kings Inc.
(“UNKI”) and Urbancorp Management Inc., each as to 50% and each of which is not
subject to CCAA proceedings. The Fuller Landau Group Inc. (“Fuller Landau”), in its
capacity as Monitor of certain of the other entities in the Urbancorp Group of
Companies, including Edge Residential Inc., Edge on Triangle Park Inc. and Bosvest
Inc. (collectively, the “Edge Companies”), has indicated that the Edge Companies may
have an interest in the Edge geothermal system.
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4. The Bridge and Fuzion Condo Corporations have failed to make payments to URPI
under their supply agreements since March, 2016. The Edge Condo Corporation has
failed to make payments to URPI under its supply agreement since April, 2016. As a
result, URPI has commenced litigation against these Condo Corporations. The
Monitor understands that the Condo Corporations for Edge, Bridge and Fuzion have
paid the amounts owing to URPI into their lawyer’s trust account pending resolution
of the litigation proceedings. Representatives of URPI have advised the Monitor that
a motion is scheduled to be heard on August 1 and 2, 2017 to deal with URPI’s claims
against Edge, Bridge and Fuzion.

5. The Monitor understands that the Condo Corporation for Curve alleges that it
exercised a right to purchase its geothermal system, and, accordingly, is no longer
making any payments to URPI. No payment has been received in connection with
the alleged purchase. A further Court hearing will be required to deal with URPI’s
claim against Curve.

6. Once the geothermal litigation is resolved, the Monitor intends to work with Fuller
Landau and other relevant parties with an interest in these assets to sell the
Geothermal Assets.

3.3 Residential Unit Sale Process

1. On December 14, 2016, the Court issued an order (the “Sale Process Order”)
approving a sale process for 28 condominium units (the “Residential Units”) held by
Urbancorp Residential Inc. ("URI") and King Residential Inc.3 (“KRI”), each of which is
a Cumberland CCAA Entity. Pursuant to the Sale Process Order, Brad J. Lamb Realty
Inc. (“Brad Lamb Realty”) is marketing the Residential Units for sale.

2. On January 27, 2017, the Court issued an order, inter alia, authorizing the Monitor to
complete transactions for the Residential Units provided it is satisfied with the
purchase price and other terms of the transaction (the “Transaction Order”).

3. Since the Transaction Order, the Monitor has closed seven transactions for the
Residential Units. The transactions have generated proceeds, net of real estate
commissions, of approximately $2.7 million. Each Residential Unit has sold above its
asking price.

4. As of July 1, 2017, all of the Residential Units are vacant. Brad Lamb is presently
marketing two Residential Units at a time.

3 URI and KRI are nominee companies for Urbancorp Realty Co. and Urbancorp Cumberland 1 LP, respectively.
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3.4 Urbancorp New Kings Inc.

1. Urbancorp Cumberland 1 LP, a Cumberland CCAA Entity, is the shareholder of UNKI.
UNKI appears to be a nominee for Cumberland. UNKI is not subject to the CCAA
proceedings. UNKI owns a 50% interest in a development located at 1100 King Street
West, Toronto (the “Kingsclub Development”). The remaining 50% interest of the
Kingsclub Development is owned by King Liberty North Corporation (“KLNC”), an
affiliate of First Capital (S.C.) Corporation (“FCSCC”).4

2. The Kingsclub Development is a significant project presently under construction and
is to consist of retail space, residential space and related parking spaces. The retail
development is projected to be completed by the end of 2017 and the residential
development is projected to be completed by the end of 2018.

3. Pursuant to the Initial Order, Robert Kofman, the President of KSV and the person
with primary oversight of these proceedings on behalf of the Monitor, or such
representative of KSV as Mr. Kofman may designate in writing from time-to-time, was
appointed to the management committee of the Kingsclub Development in place of
Alan Saskin, the sole officer and director of UNKI.

4. As of May 31, 2017, UNKI and KLNC had borrowed approximately $103.8 million from
Bank of Nova Scotia (the “BNS Loan”) and $69.3 million from FCSCC (“FCSCC Loan”)
in connection with the financing of the Kingsclub Development.

5. The Monitor, KLNC and FSSCC have entered into a Court-approved standstill
agreement in respect of the Kingsclub Development (the “Standstill Agreement”). The
Standstill Agreement is intended to facilitate an orderly completion of the Kingsclub
Development. The Monitor is continuing to oversee the Kingsclub Development with
a view to generating recoveries from this asset. The recoveries, if any, cannot be
quantified at this time.

3.5 Downsview

1. Downsview Homes Inc. (“DHI”) owns land located at 2995 Keele Street in Toronto,
which is being developed into condominiums and low-rise residences (the
“Downsview Project”). The shares of DHI are owned by Downsview (51%) and
Mattamy (Downsview) Limited, an affiliate of Mattamy Homes (“Mattamy”) (49%).

2. Prior to the commencement of the CCAA proceedings, Mattamy made advances to
DHI on behalf of Downsview. Downsview also has obligations to Mattamy under a
co-ownership agreement with Mattamy (“Ownership Agreement”).

3. Downsview’s only material asset is its interest in DHI. Pursuant to the Ownership
Agreement and other agreements, Downsview’s shares of DHI are subject to transfer
restrictions in favour of Mattamy and are pledged as security to Mattamy.

4 Kings Club Development Inc., a nominee entity, is the registered owner of the Kingsclub Development on behalf of its beneficial
owners, UNKI (50%) and KLNC (50%).
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4. The Downsview project consists of two phases. The first phase is scheduled to be
completed during 2017, while the second phase is not expected to be completed for
several years.

5. The Monitor is continuing to oversee this project, including reviewing pro-formas and
corresponding with Mattamy. The project has the potential to generate significant
realizations for stakeholders in these proceedings, albeit the timeframe for doing so
is uncertain and appears to have been delayed due to changes in certain aspects of
the development. The Monitor is awaiting an updated financial forecast for this project
from Mattamy and a status report on the changes to the development.

3.6 Benefits of CCAA vs Bankruptcy

1. The Monitor has considered whether the CCAA Entities should be assigned into
bankruptcy. As discussed herein, the Monitor continues to address several complex
issues in these proceedings. In the Monitor’s view, there may be negative
consequences if the CCAA Entities are bankrupted at this time, including:

a) if Cumberland is bankrupted it may trigger an event of default under the terms
of the Standstill Agreement as UNKI is a nominee for Cumberland. Pursuant to
the Standstill Agreement, if there is an event of default, KLNC and FCSCC are
able to exercise their rights and remedies under the FCSCC Loan;

b) a Cumberland bankruptcy may also be an event of default under the BNS Loan,
which could have broader implications on the Kingsclub Development;

c) if Downsview is bankrupted, it may be considered an event of default under its
Ownership Agreement with Mattamy and would permit Mattamy to enforce its
share pledge and other security over Downsview's interests in the Downsview
Project; and

d) the additional costs of assigning each of the CCAA Entities into bankruptcy
would erode the funds available for creditors, with no clear benefit.

2. It is the Monitor’s view that the complexity of the matters in these proceedings are
better addressed by a Court than by inspectors appointed in a bankruptcy.

3. Based on the foregoing, the Monitor is of the view that that these proceedings should
continue under the CCAA.
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4.0 Statement of Receipts and Disbursements

4.1 Cumberland CCAA Entities

1. A consolidated statement of receipts and disbursements for the Cumberland CCAA
Entities for the period May 18, 2016, the date the Cumberland CCAA proceedings
commenced, to July 14, 2017, is reflected in the table below.

(unaudited; C$000’s) Amount

Receipts

Sale of assets 81,078

Debtor-in-possession financing

Atrium Mortgage Investment Corporation 3,078

Urbancorp Partner (King South) Inc. 1,900

Other 843

Total Receipts 86,899

Disbursements

Court-approved Distributions
Atrium Mortgage Investment Corporation (DIP) 3,278
Atrium Mortgage Investment Corporation (Mortgages) 7,940

Mortgage repayments 1,911

Interim Distribution 42,906

56,035

Professional fees 3,930

Court approved loan to Urbancorp Inc. 1,600

Payroll 1,228

Real estate commissions 943

Sundry operating expenses 2,423

Total disbursements 66,159

Net Cash Flow 20,740

Opening Bank Balance 874

Net Cash Flow 20,740

Closing Bank Balance 21,614
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4.2 Bay CCAA Entities

1. A consolidated statement of receipts and disbursements for the Bay CCAA Entities
for the period October 18, 2016, the date the Bay CCAA proceedings commenced, to
July 14, 2017, is reflected in the table below.

(unaudited; C$000’s) Amount

Receipts

Sale of assets 39,093

Other 417

Total Receipts 39,510

Disbursements

Court approved Distributions

Atrium Mortgage Investment Corporation 11,595

Laurentian Bank of Canada 5,477

Interim Distribution 3,075

20,147

Professional fees 968

Real estate commissions 945

Sundry operating expenses 282

Total disbursements 22,342

Net Cash Flow 17,168

Opening Bank Balance -

Net Cash Flow 17,168

Closing Bank Balance 17,168

5.0 Cash Flow Forecasts

1. Consolidated cash flow projections have been prepared for the CCAA Entities for the
period August 1, 2017 to October 31, 2017 (the "Period"). The Cash-Flow Statements
and the CCAA Entities’ statutory reports on the cash flow pursuant to Section 10(2)(b)
of the CCAA are attached as Appendices “D” and “E”, respectively.

2. The expenses in the Cash-Flow Statements are primarily comprised of payroll,
general and administrative expenses and professional fees. The CCAA Entities have
sufficient cash to pay all disbursements during the Period.

3. Based on the Monitor’s review of the Cash-Flow Statements, there are no material
assumptions which seem unreasonable in the circumstances. The Monitor’s statutory
reports on the cash flows are attached as Appendix “F”.
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6.0 Request for an Extension

1. The CCAA Entities are seeking an extension of the stay of proceedings from July 31,
2017 to October 31, 2017. The Monitor supports their request for extensions of the
stay of proceedings for the following reasons:

a) the CCAA Entities are acting in good faith and with due diligence;

b) no creditor will be prejudiced if the extensions are granted;

c) it will allow the Cumberland CCAA Entities and the Monitor further time to deal
with the remaining assets owned by the Cumberland CCAA Entities, including
the Residential Units, the Geothermal Assets, the Downsview Project and the
Kingsclub Development;

d) it will allow the Monitor the opportunity to resolve the disputed claims; and

e) as of the date of this Report, neither the CCAA Entities nor the Monitor is aware
of any party opposed to an extension.

7.0 Professional Fees

1. The fees and disbursements of the Monitor, Davies and WeirFoulds for the period are
summarized below.

($)

Firm Period Fees Disbursements Total

Cumberland CCAA Entities

KSV Apr 1/17 – Jun 30/17 223,852.00 403.40 224,255.40

Davies Apr 1/17 – Jun 30/17 202,127.00 3,224.88 205,351.88

WeirFoulds Apr 1/17 – May 31/17 27,034.00 515.91 27,549.91

Total 453,013.00 4,144.19 457,157.19

Bay CCAA Entities

KSV Apr 1/17 – May 31/17 57,041.00 - 57,041.00

Davies Apr 1/17 – Jun 30/17 103,775.00 480.75 104.255.75

WeirFoulds Apr 1/17 – May 31/17 20,013.50 1,279.65 21,293.15

Total 180,829.50 1,760.40 78,334.15

2. Detailed invoices are provided in appendices to the fee affidavits filed by
representatives of KSV, Davies and WeirFoulds which are provided in Appendices
“G”, “H” and “I”, respectively.
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3. The average hourly rates for the Monitor, Davies and WeirFoulds are as follows:

Firm
Average Hourly

Rate ($)
Cumberland CCAA Entities

KSV 505.94
Davies 854.30
WeirFoulds 627.24

Bay CCAA Entities
KSV 559.78
Davies 893.07
WeirFoulds 633.34

4. Since the last fee approval motion, the main matters being addressed by Davies and
WeirFoulds include: resolving issues related to claims filed by UCI (including litigation
involving promissory notes issued by TCC Bay), dealing with matters related to the
distribution; preparing for a motion to resolve TFCC’s claim; dealing with the sale of
the Residential Units and dealing with matters related to the Geothermal Assets.

5. The Monitor is of the view that the hourly rates charged by Davies and WeirFoulds
are consistent with rates charged by law firms practicing in the area of restructuring
and insolvency in the downtown Toronto market, and that the fees charged are
reasonable and appropriate in the circumstances.

8.0 Conclusion and Recommendation

1. Based on the foregoing, the Monitor respectfully recommends that the Court make an
order granting the relief detailed in Section 1.1(1)(d) of this Report.

* * *

All of which is respectfully submitted,

KSV KOFMAN INC.
IN ITS CAPACITY AS CCAA MONITOR OF
THE CCAA ENTITIES
AND NOT IN ITS PERSONAL CAPACITY
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1.0 Introduction

1. On April 21, 2016, Urbancorp (St. Clair Village) Inc. (“St. Clair”), Urbancorp (Patricia)
Inc. (“Patricia”), Urbancorp (Mallow) Inc. (“Mallow”), Urbancorp Downsview Park
Development Inc. (“Downsview”), Urbancorp (Lawrence) Inc. (“Lawrence”) and
Urbancorp Toronto Management Inc. (“UTMI”) each filed a Notice of Intention to Make
a Proposal (“NOI”) pursuant to Section 50.4(1) of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act,
R.S.C. 1985, c. B-3, as amended (collectively, St. Clair, Patricia, Mallow, Downsview
and Lawrence are referred to as the “Backup Companies”). KSV Kofman Inc. (“KSV”)
was appointed as the Proposal Trustee of each of the Backup Companies and UTMI
(collectively, the "NOI Companies").

2. Pursuant to an Order made by the Ontario Superior Court of Justice (Commercial List)
(the “Court”) dated May 18, 2016 (the “Initial Order”), the NOI Companies, together
with the entities listed on Schedule “A” attached (collectively, the "Cumberland CCAA
Entities" and each a “Cumberland CCAA Entity”) were granted protection under the
Companies’ Creditors Arrangement Act (the “CCAA”) and KSV was appointed monitor
of the Cumberland CCAA Entities (the “Monitor”) (the “Cumberland CCAA
Proceedings”).

3. The Cumberland CCAA Entities below are the known direct or indirect wholly-owned
subsidiaries of Urbancorp Cumberland 1 LP (“Cumberland”):1

 St. Clair
 Patricia
 Mallow
 Lawrence
 High Res Inc.
 King Residential Inc. (“KRI”)
 Urbancorp (952 Queen West) Inc.
 Urbancorp 60 St. Clair Inc.
 Bridge on King Inc.
 Urbancorp (North Side) Inc.
 Urbancorp Partner (King South) Inc.

Collectively, Cumberland and its direct and indirect subsidiaries are the “Cumberland
Entities” and each individually is a “Cumberland Entity”. Each Cumberland Entity is a
nominee for Cumberland and, as such, the assets and liabilities of the Cumberland
Entities are assets and liabilities of Cumberland.

4. The remaining Cumberland CCAA Entities (the “Non-Cumberland Entities”) are direct
or indirect wholly owned subsidiaries of Urbancorp Inc. (“UCI”).2 These entities are:

 Vestaco Homes Inc. (“Vestaco Homes”)
 Vestaco Investments Inc. (“Vestaco Investments”)
 Urbancorp Power Holdings Inc. (“Power Holdings”)
 UTMI

1 Urbancorp New Kings Inc. is a subsidiary of Cumberland, but is not subject to the Cumberland CCAA Proceedings.

2 Except UTMI, which is believed to be wholly owned by Alan Saskin.
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 Downsview
 228 Queens Quay West Limited (“Queens Quay”)
 Urbancorp Residential Inc. (“URI”)
 Urbancorp Realtyco Inc. (“Realtyco”)
 Urbancorp Cumberland 1 GP Inc. (“Cumberland 1 GP”).

A corporate chart for the Cumberland Entities and the Non-Cumberland Entities is
provided in Appendix “A”.

5. On April 25, 2016, the District Court in Tel Aviv-Yafo issued a decision appointing Guy
Gissin as the functionary officer and foreign representative (the “Foreign
Representative”) of UCI and granting him certain powers, authorities and
responsibilities over UCI.

6. On April 25, 2016, Urbancorp (Woodbine) Inc. (“Woodbine”) and Urbancorp
(Bridlepath) Inc. (“Bridlepath”) each filed a NOI. KSV was appointed as the Proposal
Trustee of each of Bridlepath and Woodbine.

7. Pursuant to an order made by the Court dated October 18, 2016, TCC/Urbancorp
(Bay) Limited Partnership (“Bay LP”), Bridlepath, Woodbine, and the entities listed on
schedule “B” attached (collectively, the “Bay CCAA Entities” and together with the
Cumberland CCAA Entities, the “CCAA Entities”) were granted protection in a
separate CCAA proceeding (the “Bay CCAA Proceedings”) and KSV was appointed
Monitor of the Bay CCAA Entities. A corporate chart for the Bay CCAA Entities is
provided in Appendix “B”.

8. Each Bay CCAA Entity is a wholly owned subsidiary of Bay LP, except Deaja Partner
(Bay) Inc. (“Deaja”). Each of Bay LP’s subsidiaries is a nominee for Bay LP and, as
such, their assets and liabilities are assets and liabilities of Bay LP.

9. On September 15, 2016 the Court issued an order establishing a procedure to identify
and quantify claims against the Cumberland CCAA Entities and against the current
and former directors and officers (the “D&Os”) of the Cumberland CCAA Entities, as
amended by a further order dated October 25, 2016 (the “Cumberland Claims
Procedure”).

10. On October 18, 2016 the Court issued an order establishing a procedure to identify
and quantify claims against the Bay CCAA Entities and against the D&Os of the Bay
CCAA Entities (the “Bay Claims Procedure” and together with the Cumberland Claims
Procedure, the “Claims Procedures”).

1.1 Purposes of this Report

1. The purposes of this report (the “Report”) are to:

a) summarize the results of the Claims Procedures;

b) detail a recommended interim distribution to the creditors of the Cumberland
Entities (the “Cumberland Distribution”);
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c) detail a recommended interim distribution to the creditors of the Bay CCAA
Entities (the “Bay Distribution”); and

d) recommend that the Court issue orders approving the Cumberland Distribution
and the Bay Distribution.

1.2 Currency

1. All currency references in this Report are to Canadian dollars, unless otherwise noted.

1.3 Restrictions

1. In preparing this Report, the Monitor has relied upon unaudited financial information
of the CCAA Entities, the books and records of the CCAA Entities and discussions
with representatives of the CCAA Entities, including their lawyers and
accountants. The Monitor has not performed an audit or other verification of such
information. The financial information discussed herein is subject to further review.
The Monitor expresses no opinion or other form of assurance with respect to the
financial information presented in this Report.

2.0 Background

1. The CCAA Entities, together with several affiliates, comprise the Urbancorp Group of
Companies (collectively, the “Urbancorp Group”). The Urbancorp Group primarily
engages in the development, construction and sale of residential properties in the
Greater Toronto Area. The Urbancorp Group also owns rental properties and
geothermal assets.

2.1 UCI

1. UCI was incorporated on June 19, 2015 for the purpose of raising capital in the public
markets in Israel. Pursuant to a Deed of Trust dated December 7, 2015, UCI made a
public offering of debentures (the “IPO”) in Israel for NIS180,583,000 (approximately
$64 million based on the exchange rate at the time of the IPO) (the “Debentures”).

2. From the monies raised under the IPO, UCI made unsecured loans (the “Shareholder
Loans”) totalling approximately $46 million to each of the Backup Companies so that
the Backup Companies could repay their loan obligations owing at the time. The loan
agreements in respect of the Shareholder Loans set out that repayment of the
Shareholder Loans is subordinated to the repayment of “Permitted Amounts”.
Permitted Amounts are defined in the Loan Agreements as:

“funds designated for compulsory payments, including payments of taxes and
levies; payments to service providers, suppliers or subcontractors which will
provide the Subsidiary with services in respect of the Backup Project 3 ;
undertakings to the purchasers of the units in the Backup Project; management
fees and project overheads which will be paid by the Subsidiary, except for pending

3 The Backup Projects were the developments being undertaken by the Backup Companies.



ksv advisory inc. Page 5

and future expenses which in the reasonable opinion of the Inspector are required
to be held as a reserve…”

3. As repayment of the Shareholder Loans is subordinated to repayment of the Permitted
Amounts, UCI is required to assign its distributions to those creditors that have claims
for the Permitted Amounts (the “Priority Creditors”) until those creditors’ claims are
repaid in full. However, as the remaining admitted unsecured claims are relatively
insignificant, the Foreign Representative has agreed to subordinate repayment of the
Shareholder Loans to all currently admitted claims against the Cumberland Entities
(but not to any currently disputed claims) such that all currently admitted claims can
be paid in full.

3.0 Claims Process

1. An overview of the Monitor's activities in the Cumberland Claims Procedure is
provided in the Monitor’s Fifth Report dated September 8, 2016 (the “Fifth Report”). A
copy of the Fifth Report is attached as Appendix “C”, without appendices.

2. An overview of the Monitor's activities in the Bay Claims Procedure is provided in the
Proposal Trustee’s Ninth Report dated October 12, 2016 (the “Ninth Report”). A copy
of the Ninth Report is attached as Appendix “D”, without appendices.

3.1 Home Buyer Claims

1. Mallow, Lawrence, St. Clair, Bridlepath and Woodbine (collectively, the “Property
Companies”) each held an interest in real property as bare trustees. The Property
Companies intended to develop residential homes. In connection with the
developments, the Property Companies pre-sold an aggregate total of 185 freehold
homes and collected deposits totalling $15.6 million from home buyers (the
“Deposits”). The Deposits were spent prior to the commencement of these insolvency
proceedings.

2. Pursuant to the terms of the Claims Procedures, the Monitor prepared each home
buyer’s claim and sent it to each home buyer. Home buyers were entitled to accept
the claims as determined by the Monitor or to dispute the amount of the claim by filing
an objection notice (the “Home Buyer Objection Notice”).

3. Based on the Monitor’s review of the home buyer agreements, the Monitor determined
that home buyers only had a claim for the return of their Deposits. 64 home buyers
(representing approximately 35% of total home buyers) filed a Home Buyer Objection
Notice claiming damages in addition to their admitted claims for the return of their
Deposits. Pursuant to Court orders issued on August 29, 2016, Dickinson Wright LLP
was appointed as representative counsel to home buyers who “opted in” to its
representation.
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4. The Monitor referred the damage claims asserted by the Home Buyers to Court for
determination. Pursuant to an endorsement issued by the Honourable Mr. Justice
Newbould on April 18, 2017, the damage claims were disallowed in full.

3.2 Inter-CCAA Entity Reports

1. Pursuant to the Claims Procedures, the Monitor was required to prepare Inter-CCAA
Entity Claims Reports in the Cumberland CCAA Proceedings and the Bay CCAA
Proceedings. The purpose of the Inter-CCAA Entity Claims Reports was to identify
claims by each CCAA Entity against other CCAA Entities. Copies of the Inter-CCAA
Claims Reports issued in the Cumberland CCAA Proceedings and Bay CCAA
Proceedings are attached as Appendix “E” and “F”, respectively, without appendices.

2. On December 14, 2016 and January 16, 2017, the Court made orders approving the
Inter-CCAA Entity Claims Reports in the Cumberland CCAA Proceedings and Bay
CCAA Proceedings, respectively.

3.3 Cumberland Claim Process

3.3.1 Cumberland Entities

1. A summary of the claims against the Cumberland Entities is provided in the table
below.4

(unaudited; $000)

Category Admitted ($)

Disputed

Claims ($)

# of Disputed

Claims

Total Claims

($)

Secured Claims - 2,324 1 2,324

Unsecured claims

Priority Creditors

Home Buyers (Deposits) 8,194 - - 8,194

Other Priority Creditors 1,263 2,810 11 4,073

9,457 2,810 11 12,267

Other Unsecured Creditors

Related Parties 1,986 - 1,986

Other 2,067 6,860 3 8,927

4,053 6,860 3 10,913

UCI (re Shareholder Loans) 36,968 - - 36,968

Subtotal Unsecured Claims 50,478 9,670 14 60,148

Total 50,478 11,994 15 62,472

4 Excludes admitted secured claims filed by The Toronto Dominion Bank (“TD”) and CIBC Mortgages Inc. totalling approximately
$2.5 million. These lenders only have mortgage security against the condominium units owned by KRI (TD also has mortgage
security against condominium units owned by URI, which is not part of the Cumberland Distribution). The Monitor is currently selling
the condominium units. The proceeds generated from the sale process will be used to repay the mortgage obligations.
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2. The Monitor disallowed approximately $9.1 million of the claims filed by UCI, which
was objected to by UCI. UCI has since agreed to withdraw its objection to the
Monitor's disallowance without prejudice to UCI's rights to pursue such claims against
Alan Saskin in his proposal proceedings.

3. The following is a summary of the disputed claims referenced in the table:

a) Secured Claim - the Monitor disallowed a claim filed by Speedy Electrical
Contractors Ltd. (“Speedy”) in the amount of $2.324 million, primarily on the
basis that this claim relates to secured guarantees granted for no or nominal
consideration.

b) Priority Creditors – principally represents the claims of Tarion Warranty
Corporation (“Tarion”). Tarion originally filed claims totaling approximately $2.1
billion. Tarion has agreed to withdraw all of its claims other than $2.787 million.
The Monitor and Tarion continue to work to resolve the balance of Tarion’s
claim.

c) Other Unsecured Claims – principally represents claims filed by former
employees of Urbancorp Toronto Management Inc. (“UTMI”) in the amount of
$2.456 million against all of the other CCAA Entities (the “Employee Claims”)
and a claim filed by Travelers Insurance Company of Canada in the amount of
$4.402 million relating to contingent indemnity obligations.

4. The Monitor is presently dealing with legal counsel to the parties with disputed claims.
If the claims cannot be resolved consensually, the Monitor intends to refer the claims
to Court for determination.

3.3.2 Cumberland Distribution

1. A summary of the amount available for distribution at this time is provided in the table
below.

(unaudited; $000) Amount

Cash available for Cumberland Distribution

Current bank balance 63,100

Cash holdback for costs of administration5 (8,200)

Net cash available 54,900

Disputed claims (11,994)

Cash available for Cumberland Distribution 42,906

2. The table above reflects that $42.906 million is presently available to be distributed to
the Cumberland Entities’ unsecured creditors.

5 Subject to change
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3. A summary of the recommended Cumberland Distribution is provided in the table
below.

(unaudited; $000) Amount Recovery %

Admitted unsecured claims 50,478

Total funds available for distribution 42,906

Allocation of recommended Cumberland Distribution

Priority Creditors, including Deposits 9,457 100%

Other Unsecured Creditors 4,053 100%

UCI (re Shareholder Loans) 29,396 79.5%

Total recommended Cumberland Distribution 42,906 85.0%

4. The Cumberland Distribution will pay in full all admitted unsecured claims, including
amounts owing in respect of Deposits on Patricia, St. Clair, Mallow and Lawrence.

3.3.3 Non-Cumberland Entities’ Claims

1. The Monitor has not yet realized on the Non-Cumberland Entities’ assets, which
include geothermal assets, Downsview and condominium units owned by URI. A
summary of the status of these assets is provided in the Monitor’s Fifteenth Report to
Court dated April 20, 2017 (the “Fifteenth Report”), which is provided in Appendix “G”,
without appendices.

2. A summary of the claims filed against the Non-Cumberland Entities is provided below.

(unaudited; $000)

Entity

Admitted
Claims ($)

Disputed
Claims ($)

# of disputed
claims

Total Claims
($)

Vestaco Homes 5,622 2 2 5,624

Vestaco Investments 29 2 2 31

Power Holdings 927 - - 927

UTMI 54,790 9,685 8 64,475

Downsview 10,270 86,483 3 96,753

Queens Quay 310 2 1 312

URI 1,840 922 3 2,762

Realtyco 1 - 1 1

Cumberland 1 GP - 9 2 9

73,789 97,105 22 170,894

3. The Monitor intends to deal with the disputed claims filed against the Non-Cumberland
Entities once it realizes on the Non-Cumberland Entities’ assets and determines the
proceeds available for distribution to their creditors.
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3.3.4 D&O Claims – Cumberland CCAA Proceedings

1. The Monitor received 25 claims totalling approximately $5.9 billion against Alan
Saskin and other former D&Os of the Cumberland CCAA Entities. The Monitor
disallowed these claims in full. The Monitor's disallowance is without prejudice to
these claimants filing claims against Alan Saskin in his proposal proceedings.

2. Three claims totalling approximately $2.3 million remain disputed against the D&Os
of the Cumberland CCAA Entities. Each claim is a duplicative claim as each creditor
also filed claims for their primary debt against a Cumberland CCAA Entity. The
Monitor has either admitted or reserved for the primary debt. The claims do not
require any further reserve on the basis of the common law rule against double proofs.

3. While UCI filed a D&O marker claim, UCI has also agreed that to the extent that its
D&O claims become admitted claims, repayment of such claims will be subordinated
to all currently admitted claims. Accordingly, no reserve needs to be made for UCI's
D&O marker claim.

3.4 Bay Claim Process

1. A summary of the claims filed against the Bay CCAA Entities is provided in the table
below.6

(unaudited; $000)
Category

Admitted
($)

Disputed Claims
($)

# of Disputed
Claims

Total Claims
($)

Secured Claim - 6,014 1 6,014

Unsecured

Home Buyers

(Deposits)

7,114 - - 7,114

Other claims 2,201 3,172 2 5,373

Subtotal Unsecured 9,315 3,172 2 12,487

Total 9,315 9,186 3 18,501

2. With the exception of the UCI claim discussed in Section 3.4.1 below7, a summary of
the significant disputed claims referenced in the table is as follows:

a) Secured Claim - the Monitor disallowed a claim filed by Terra Firma Capital
Corporation (“TFCC”) in the amount of $6.014 million. The TFCC claims relate
to secured guarantees provided by Bridlepath and Woodbine to TFCC in respect
of amounts advanced by TFCC to Urbancorp Holdings Inc., the parent company
of UCI. TFCC has disputed the Monitor's disallowance. A motion is scheduled
to be heard on September 5, 2017 to determine this claim.

6 No claims were filed against Deaja.

7 As of the time this Report was finalized, the Foreign Representative had not yet filed this claim. Accordingly, it is not reflected in
the table above. The Foreign Representative has advised the Monitor that the claim would be filed forthwith.



ksv advisory inc. Page 10

b) Unsecured Claims – represents Employee Claims ($2.456 million) and the
claims filed by Tarion. Tarion originally filed claims in the amount of
approximately $349 million against the Bay CCAA Entities. Tarion has agreed
to withdraw all their claims against the Bay CCAA Entities other than $716,000.
The Monitor is continuing to work with Tarion to resolve its remaining claims.

3.4.1 UCI

1. In response to the Bay Claims Procedure Order, UCI submitted a claim against the
Bay CCAA Entities of approximately $6 million in respect of a promissory note issued
by Bay LP to UTMI, as assigned to UCI. On December 9, 2016, the Monitor
disallowed the claim in full.

2. On February 22, 2017, the Foreign Representative filed a motion to set aside the
Monitor’s disallowance and to confirm a $2 million promissory note, originally issued
by Bay LP to UTMI, and subsequently assigned by UTMI to Realtyco.

3. Pursuant to an endorsement issued by the Honourable Mr. Justice Newbould on May
2, 2017, the motion of the Foreign Representative was dismissed.

4. On June 22, 2017, Canadian counsel to the Foreign Representative advised the
Monitor’s Canadian legal counsel that the Foreign Representative will be bringing a
motion forthwith to seek leave to file a late claim against Bay LP for $8 million based
on the tort of negligent misrepresentation. Based on this information, the Monitor has
also reserved for this claim.

3.4.2 Bay Distribution

1. A summary of the recommended Bay Distribution is provided in the table below.

(C$000s; unaudited) Amount

Cash available for Cumberland Distribution

Current bank balance 19,780

Cash holdback for costs in administration (3,000)

Net cash available 16,780

Disputed secured claims (6,014)

Reserve for interest and fees on secured debt and other items (4,000)

Net cash available, after reserve 6,766

Admitted claims 9,315

Disputed unsecured claims8 11,172

Total admitted and disputed claims 20,487

Bay CCAA Entities’ creditors recovery if all disputed claims are admitted 33%

Proposed Bay Distribution 3,075

8 Includes $8 million in respect of the UCI claim to be filed by the Foreign Representative.
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2. The Monitor recommends an interim distribution of $3.075 million to admitted
unsecured creditors of the Bay CCAA Entities. The secured claim filed by TFCC,
while disputed, continues to accrue interest and costs, the final amount of which
cannot be determined at this time as the hearing to consider the TFCC claim is
scheduled to be heard in September, 2017. If the claim is ultimately determined in
favour of TFCC, interest and costs will be added to the amount of TFCC’s claim, which
would reduce the amount available for distribution to unsecured creditors. The reserve
also includes a contingency for unknown issues.

3.4.3 D&O Claims – Bay CCAA Proceedings

1. Five claims totaling $174.9 million were filed against Alan Saskin and other former
D&Os of the Bay CCAA Entities in the Bay Claims Procedure. The Monitor disallowed
these claims in full. The Monitor's disallowance is without prejudice to these claimants
filing claims against Alan Saskin in his proposal proceedings.

2. One claim for approximately $1,600 remains disputed against the D&Os of the Bay
CCAA Entities. The claim duplicates another claim filed by the creditor against the
Bay CCAA Entities. The Monitor has admitted the primary claim and, accordingly, the
claim does not require any further reserve on the basis of the common law rule against
double proofs.

4.0 Conclusion and Recommendation

1. Based on the foregoing, the Monitor respectfully recommends that the Court make an
order granting the relief detailed in Section 1.1(1)(d) of this Report.

* * *

All of which is respectfully submitted,

KSV KOFMAN INC.
IN ITS CAPACITY AS CCAA MONITOR OF
THE CCAA ENTITIES
AND NOT IN ITS PERSONAL CAPACITY
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Urbancorp Filing Entities Listed on Schedule "A" Appendix "1"

Projected Statement of Cash Flow 
1

For the Period Ending October 31, 2017

(Unaudited; $C)

2 day period 

ending

Note 06-Aug-17 13-Aug-17 20-Aug-17 27-Aug-17 03-Sep-17 10-Sep-17 17-Sep-17 24-Sep-17 01-Oct-17 08-Oct-17 15-Oct-17 22-Oct-17 29-Oct-17 31-Oct-17 Total

Total Receipts -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -               -                

Professional fees 2 25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         350,000        

Total Disbursements 25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         25,000         350,000        

Net Cash Flow 3 (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (25,000)        (350,000)      

The above financial projections are based on management's assumptions detailed in Appendix "1-1".

The note references correspond to the assumption numbers shown in Appendix "1-1".

Week Ending



Urbancorp Filing Entities Listed on Schedule "A" Appendix "1-1"

Notes to Projected Statement of Cash Flow

For the Period Ending October 31, 2017

(Unaudited; $C)

Purpose and General Assumptions

1. The purpose of the projection is to present a cash flow forecast of the entities listed on Schedule "A" ("Bay

CCAA Entities") for the period August 1, 2017 to October 31, 2017 in respect of its proceedings under the

Companies' Creditors Arrangement Act. 

The projected cash flow statement has been prepared based on hypothetical and most probable assumptions

developed and prepared by the Bay CCAA Entities.   

Hypothetical Assumption

2. The professional fees are in respect of the Monitor, its legal counsel and legal counsel to the Bay CCAA

Entities.  The amounts reflected are estimates only.  

Most Probable Assumption

3. The cash flow deficiency will be funded from cash on hand.



Schedule A

Urbancorp Filing Entities

1. Urbancorp (Woodbine) Inc.

2. Urbancorp (Bridlepath) Inc

3. The Townhouses of Hogg’s Hollow Inc.

4. King Towns Inc

5. Newtowns at Kingtowns Inc.

6. Deaja Partner (Bay) Inc.

7. TCC/Urbancorp (Bay) Limited Partnership



Urbancorp Filing Entities Listed on Schedule "A"

Projected Statement of Cash Flow 
1

For the Period Ending October 31, 2017

(Unaudited; $C)

Week Ending

2 day period 

ending 

Receipts Note 06-Aug-17 13-Aug-17 20-Aug-17 27-Aug-17 03-Sep-17 10-Sep-17 17-Sep-17 24-Sep-17 01-Oct-17 08-Oct-17 15-Oct-17 22-Oct-17 29-Oct-17 31-Oct-17 Total

Overhead cost recoveries 2 -                 -                 -                 28,118           -                 -                 -                 -                 28,118           -                 -                 -                 -                 28,118                84,354            

Disbursements

Wages and salaries, including source deductions 3 -                 -                 21,911           -                 21,911           -                 21,911           -                 21,911           -                 21,911           -                 -                 21,911                131,466          

Occupany costs 4 13,378           -                 -                 -                 13,378           -                 -                 -                 13,378           -                 -                 -                 -                 -                      40,134            

Mortgage payments re: geothermal and rental units 5 22,930           -                 5,460              -                 22,930           -                 -                 5,460              18,667           4,623              -                 5,460              -                 1,167                  86,697            

Sundry 6 20,721           -                 -                 -                 20,721           -                 -                 -                 20,721           -                 -                 -                 -                 20,721                82,884            

Contingency 7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500              7,500                  105,000          

Total Operating Disbursements 64,529           7,500              34,871           7,500              86,440           7,500              29,411           12,960           82,177           12,123           29,411           12,960           7,500              51,299                446,181          

Net Cash Flow Before the Undernoted (64,529)          (7,500)            (34,871)          20,618           (86,440)          (7,500)            (29,411)          (12,960)          (54,059)          (12,123)          (29,411)          (12,960)          (7,500)            (23,181)              (361,827)         

Professional fees 7 40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000           40,000                560,000          

Net Cash Flow 8 (104,529)        (47,500)          (74,871)          (19,382)          (126,440)        (47,500)          (69,411)          (52,960)          (94,059)          (52,123)          (69,411)          (52,960)          (47,500)          (63,181)              (921,827)         



Urbancorp Filing Entities Listed on Schedule "A"

Notes to Projected Statement of Cash Flow

For the Period Ending October 31, 2017

(Unaudited; $C)

Purpose and General Assumptions

1. The purpose of the projection ("Projection") is to present a cash flow forecast of the entities listed on

Schedule "A" ("Urbancorp CCAA Entities") for the period August 1, 2017 to October 31, 2017 (the "Period")

in respect of their proceedings under the Companies' Creditors Arrangement Act . 

As of the date of Projection, the Monitor is selling 21 condominium units (the "Residential Units") held by

Urbancorp Residential Inc. and King Residential Inc. Given the uncertainty of (i) the timing of the sale of the

Residential Units; and (ii) the expected sales proceeds, the Projection does not reflect the sale of any of the

Residential Units. 

The projected cash flow statement has been prepared based on hypothetical and most probable assumptions.

Hypothetical Assumptions

2. Represents recoveries of payroll and other overhead costs from The Fuller Landau Group Inc., the Proposal

Trustee of Edge on Triangle Park Inc. and Edge Residential Inc. (jointly, the "Edge Companies"), in respect of

back office services performed by Urbancorp Toronto Management Inc. on behalf of the Edge Companies.

Most Probable Assumptions

3. Payroll is paid bi-monthly.  Payroll includes source deductions, benefits and WSIB.

4. Represents occupancy costs associated with the head office lease.

5. Represents mortgage payments related to rental units and geothermal assets owned by the Urbancorp CCAA

Entities.

6. Represents sundry costs, including office supplies, utilities, postage, office cleaning costs, insurance,

property taxes and common element fees for the Residential Units.

7. The professional fees are in respect of the Monitor, its legal counsel, legal counsel to the Urbancorp CCAA

Entities. The amounts reflected are estimates only.

8. The cash flow deficiency will be funded from cash on hand.
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Appendix “F”



ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

(COMMERCIAL LIST)

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT,
R.S.C. 1985, c.C-36, AS AMENDED

AND IN THE MATTER OF A PLAN OF COMPROMISE OR ARRANGEMENT OF
URBANCORP TORONTO MANAGEMENT INC., URBANCORP (ST. CLAIR VILLAGE) INC.,

URBANCORP (PATRICIA) INC., URBANCORP (MALLOW) INC., URBANCORP
(LAWRENCE) INC., URBANCORP DOWNSVIEW PARK DEVELOPMENT INC.,

URBANCORP (952 QUEEN WEST) INC., KING RESIDENTIAL INC., URBANCORP 60 ST.
CLAIR INC., HIGH RES. INC., BRIDGE ON KING INC., AND THE AFFILIATED ENTITIES

LISTED IN SCHEDULE “A” HERETO

MONITOR’S REPORT ON CASH FLOW STATEMENT
(paragraph 23(1)(b) of the CCAA)

The attached statement of projected cash-flow as of the 13th day of July, 2017 of Urbancorp
Toronto Management Inc. Urbancorp (St. Clair Village) Inc., Urbancorp (Patricia) Inc., Urbancorp
(Mallow) Inc., Urbancorp (Lawrence) Inc., Urbancorp Downsview Park Development Inc.,
Urbancorp (952 Queen West) Inc., King Residential Inc., Urbancorp 60 St. Clair Inc., Hi Res. Inc.
Bridge on King Inc. and the affiliated entities listed in Schedule “A” Hereto (collectively, the
“Urbancorp CCAA Entities”) consisting of a weekly projected cash flow statement for the period
August 1, 2017 to October 31, 2017 (“Cash Flow”) has been prepared by the management of the
Urbancorp CCAA Entities for the purpose described in Note 1, using the probable and
hypothetical assumptions set out in Notes 2 to 8.

Our review consisted of inquiries, analytical procedures and discussions related to information
supplied by the management and employees of the Urbancorp CCAA Entities. Since hypothetical
assumptions need not be supported, our procedures with respect to them were limited to
evaluating whether they were consistent with the purpose of the Cash Flow. We have also
reviewed the support provided by management for the probable assumptions and the preparation
and presentation of the Cash Flow.

Based on our review, nothing has come to our attention that causes us to believe that, in all
material respects:

a) the hypothetical assumptions are not consistent with the purpose of the Cash Flow;

b) as at the date of this report, the probable assumptions developed by management are not
suitably supported and consistent with the plans of the Urbancorp CCAA Entities or do not
provide a reasonable basis for the Cash Flow, given the hypothetical assumptions; or

c) the Cash Flow does not reflect the probable and hypothetical assumptions.



Page 2

Since the Cash Flow is based on assumptions regarding future events, actual results will vary
from the information presented even if the hypothetical assumptions occur, and the variations
may be material. Accordingly, we express no assurance as to whether the Cash Flow will be
achieved. We express no opinion or other form of assurance with respect to the accuracy of any
financial information presented in this report, or relied upon in preparing this report.

The Cash Flow has been prepared solely for the purpose described in Note 1 and readers are
cautioned that it may not be appropriate for other purposes.

Dated at Toronto this 13th day of July, 2017.

KSV KOFMAN INC.
IN ITS CAPACITY AS CCAA MONITOR OF
THE URBANCORP CCAA ENTITIES
AND NOT IN ITS PERSONAL CAPACITY



SCHEDULE “A”

List of Non-Applicant Affiliated Companies

 Urbancorp Power Holdings Inc.

 Vestaco Homes Inc.

 Vestaco Investments Inc.

 228 Queen’s Quay West Limited

 Urbancorp Cumberland 1 LP

 Urbancorp Cumberland 1 GP Inc.

 Urbancorp Partner (King South) Inc.

 Urbancorp (North Side) Inc.

 Urbancorp Residential Inc.

 Urbancorp Realtyco Inc.



ONTARIO
SUPERIOR COURT OF JUSTICE

(COMMERCIAL LIST)

IN THE MATTER OF THE COMPANIES’ CREDITORS ARRANGEMENT ACT, R.S.C. 1985, c.
C-36, AS AMENDED

AND IN THE MATTER OF A PLAN OF COMPROMISE OR ARRANGEMENT OF
URBANCORP (WOODBINE) INC., URBANCORP (BRIDLEPATH) INC., THE TOWNHOUSES
OF HOGG’S HOLLOW INC., KING TOWNS INC., NEWTOWNS AT KINGTOWNS INC. AND

DEAJA PARTNER (BAY) INC. (COLLECTIVELY, THE “APPLICANTS”)
AND IN THE MATTER OF TCC/URBANCORP (BAY) LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

MONITOR’S REPORT ON CASH FLOW STATEMENT

(paragraph 23(1)(b) of the CCAA)

The attached statement of projected cash-flow as of the 13th day July, 2017 of Urbancorp
(Woodbine) Inc., Urbancorp (Bridlepath) Inc., The Townhouses of Hogg’s Hollow Inc., King Towns
Inc., Newtowns at Kingtowns Inc., Deaja Partner (Bay) Inc. and TCC/Urbancorp (Bay) Limited
Partnership (collectively, the “Bay LP CCAA Entities”) consisting of a weekly projected cash flow
statement for the period August 1, 2017 to October 31, 2017 (“Cash Flow”) has been prepared
by the management of the Bay LP CCAA Entities for the purpose described in Note 1, using the
probable and hypothetical assumptions set out in Notes 2 and 3.

Our review consisted of inquiries, analytical procedures and discussions related to information
supplied by the management and employees of the Bay LP CCAA Entities. Since hypothetical
assumptions need not be supported, our procedures with respect to them were limited to
evaluating whether they were consistent with the purpose of the Cash Flow. We have also
reviewed the support provided by management for the probable assumptions and the preparation
and presentation of the Cash Flow.

Based on our review, nothing has come to our attention that causes us to believe that, in all
material respects:

a) the hypothetical assumptions are not consistent with the purpose of the Cash Flow;

b) as at the date of this report, the probable assumptions developed by management are not
suitably supported and consistent with the plans of the Bay LP CCAA Entities or do not
provide a reasonable basis for the Cash Flow, given the hypothetical assumptions; or

c) the Cash Flow does not reflect the probable and hypothetical assumptions.



Page 2

Since the Cash Flow is based on assumptions regarding future events, actual results will vary
from the information presented even if the hypothetical assumptions occur, and the variations
may be material. Accordingly, we express no assurance as to whether the Cash Flow will be
achieved. We express no opinion or other form of assurance with respect to the accuracy of any
financial information presented in this report, or relied upon in preparing this report.

The Cash Flow has been prepared solely for the purpose described in Note 1 and readers are
cautioned that it may not be appropriate for other purposes.

Dated at Toronto this 13th day of July, 2017.

KSV KOFMAN INC.
IN ITS CAPACITY AS THE CCAA MONITOR OF
THE BAY LP CCAA ENTITIES
AND NOT IN ITS PERSONAL CAPACITY
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