THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWNSHIP OF BROCK

MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION BUILDING

PLANNING COMMITTEE

SESSION TWELVE MONDAY, JUNE 19, 2006

The Twelfth Meeting of the Planning Committee of f@orporation of the Township of

Brock, in the Regional Municipality of Durham, waegld on Monday, June 19, 2006, in the
Municipal Administration Building Council Chamber.

Members present: Mayor: Keith Shier
Regional Councillor: Larry O’Connor
Councillors: Karen Windatt
John Grant
Reg Starr
Debbie Bath

Allan Simpson

Staff Members present: Clerk-Administrator Gedbgé&raham

(recording the minutes)

Deputy Clerk-Administrator Thomas G. Gettinby
Clerk-Stenographer Susan Creighton

Planning Consultant Valerie Cranmer, of Valerie rGnar &
Associates

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Larry O’Connor called the meeting to ordet@t10 a.m.

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES

D 10th meeting — May 15/06
2) 11th meeting — June 5/06

Resolution No. 1-12

MOVED BY Keith Shierthat the minutes of the 10th and 11th meetingh@fPlanning
Committee as held on May 15 and June 5, 2006, c&sply, be adopted as typed and
circulated.

MOTION CARRIED

HEARING OF DEPUTATIONS

10:00 a.m. — Don Shearer — comments re: Township of BroclaftDOfficial
Plan/Durham Region Official Plan Review

Mr. Don Shearer, owner of the north part of lot 2dncession 11, (Cameron Street),
Cannington, was present to discuss with the coraajithe extension of the Cannington
Urban Area easterly to Simcoe Street, inclusivalbbr a part of the north part lot 24,
concession 11. Mr. Shearer provided each membénheotommittee with a copy of
correspondence number 1287 which contained higpiason as follows:

“It is important to follow centuries old planningripciples or your town will be
ineffective and social and economic hardships @dliur. Please consider the following
when planning the future of Brock Township andipafarly the Village of Cannington:

* Reports state that employment/developmental laidsild be located along
major arteries. This is done in the south of Dorhand throughout North
America.

» Development lands in Cannington appear to be Idceténappropriate places.
Well heads, high water tables, large buffer zomesséwage ponds and access
through/proximity to residential areas create uessary difficulties.

* With new Provincial legislation, it is likely th&undreds of small lot dwellings
would need to be developed (infilling) before Caugdon could extend to its
nearest major artery, Simcoe Street. This coutd several decades, leaving
Cannington with limited visibility at its easteratgway.

» Gateways to municipalities should be developed witthage and community
facilities (Brock Official Plan Review — October@®). A double pad arena,
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» soccer fields, allotment gardens, or seniors’ blows have already been
suggested for this area.

* The donation of some land for community usage @nemic development is
time-sensitive, due to long-term, previously erigtiestate plans. These
arrangements, and the infill requirements wouldhjinid development at the
eastern gateway of Cannington for many decadéssihiot approved shortly.

* Pursuant to Councillor Grant’s question about savess, obtaining a severance
is not a problem, since the remaining land can thaclaed to other farm
operations in order to create a viable farm unit.

It is important that Brock Township moves forwarda unified, coordinated fashion
when approaching Durham Region for approval of tamttikl urban area land. | would be
pleased to provide any further information if reqdi”

Councillor Allan Simpson enquired of the PlanningnSultant how severances can be
obtained and was advised that a severance for anoaity facility would be in
accordance with the Durham Official Plan and thedabelt Legislation. A lot line
adjustment would be feasible as there is polidpis regard in the Durham Official Plan.
Mrs. Cranmer advised that the Provincial GrowtmRlacame legislation on June 16 and
will address severances, however retirement ldtswai be permitted.

Councillor Allan Simpson enquired whether the Pngial Growth Plan supersedes the
Greenbelt Legislation and was advised by Mrs. Centhat the Greenbelt Legislation
“hasn’'t gone away” and that the Provincial GrowthrPwill only increase restraints in
urban areas with respect to infilling, intensifioatand boundary expansion.

PETITIONS—-NIL

COMMUNICATIONS REFERRED OR SUBMITTED TO COMMITTE

1188 Durham Clerk’'s Department — Notice of AdoptmmAmendment #112 to the
Durham Regional Official Plan (Sunpark Developmeénts)

1191 Durham Clerk’s Department — Monitoring of Gthwrends

1240 Donald and Margaret Shearer — written subomsstgarding the inclusion of
lands in the Cannington Urban Area

1234 Town of Georgina — Notice of Passing of Zorygaw 500-2006-0006

1236 LSRCA — 2005 Environmental Monitoring Report

1287 Don Shearer re: Extending the Urban Area afinthgton to Simcoe Street,
including all or part of the north part of lot 2ggncession 11, Brock Township

(Eastern Gateway to Cannington)

Resolution No. 2-12

MOVED BY John Grantthat the Planning Committee receive communicatibh®3,
1191, 1240, 1234, 1236 and 1287 for informationfiad.

MOTION CARRIED

1213 Glen Schnarr & Associates Inc. — Simcoe Lapdsolf Academy — Kaneff
Capital Properties Inc. — Part of Lot 16 & 17, Cesgion 4, Township of Brock
(Former Township of Thorah)

Resolution No. 3-12

MOVED BY Karen Windatthat the Township of Brock Planning Committee sisif to
proceed with implementation of the zoning by-lavthwthe appropriate conditions which
include the “H” provision, reference communicativa213.

MOTION CARRIED
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Councillor Karen Windatt advised that the intenttlis motion is to give the applicant
some assurance insofar as proceeding with the gatpo

Mayor Keith Shier advised that he and the DepugrkCAdministrator recently met with
the proponents, at which time they advised thatsiciemable funds will need to be
expended to meet the requirements of the LSRCA tlzeyl do not want to expend these
funds and not have the zoning issue for the galfsmresolved.

Councillor John Grant enquired when council caneekpo see the required by-law and
was advised on June 26, 2006.

1240 Donald and Margaret Shearer — written subomssegarding the inclusion of
lands in the Cannington Urban Area /offer of 20eador Township or Regional
use

1258 Valerie Cranmer & Associates — memorandumResolution 5, Brock Council
Session — June 12, 2006

1287 Don Shearer re: Extending the Urban Area afinthgton to Simcoe Street,
including all or part of the north part of lot 2ggncession 11, Brock Township
(Eastern Gateway to Cannington)

Resolution No. 4-12

MOVED BY Reg Starrthat Brock Township Planning Committee refer theppsal to
extend the easterly boundary of Cannington to ofeline north part of lot 24, concession
11, Brock Township to the next Brock Township G#lcPlan Review, reference
communications # 1240, 1258 and 1287.

Mayor Keith Shier enquired what would happen shotié committee consider
extending Cannington’s urban boundary easterlyitoc&e Street and was advised by
Ms. Cranmer that the request would require Regiarad Provincial approval in
accordance with the Greenbelt Legislation and BlaoeGrow Legislation which both
indicate no urban boundary extensions for 10 years.

The Deputy Clerk-Administrator advised that Broclofficial Plan must conform with

the Durham Official Plan and the Greenbelt Legistatand that Durham Region will
consider approval of the Brock Official Plan withet exception of the boundary
extension.

Municipal Planning Consultant Valerie Cranmer d¢lad that boundary extension
involving Beaver Avenue will be a consideration doghe action taken by council prior
to the Greenbelt Legislation.

Mayor Keith Shier reiterated that approval of boamydextension requests, hinge on the
Durham Official Plan and the Greenbelt Legislaio was advised in the affirmative.

Councillor John Grant enquired whether lands retguet® be included within the urban

boundaries, including those of Mr. Shearer, if appd, will remain on current mapping

and was advised by Ms. Cranmer in the affirmativewever, she has noted other
municipal areas in the Durham Official Plan mappasgspecial study areas and that if
need be, she could speak to Durham Region in ¢lgiard insofar as properties in Brock
Twp.

Councillor Karen Windatt commented that Provincialgislation prohibits urban
boundary expansion for 10 years and yet resolutionber 4-12 requests consideration
to include Mr. Shearer’s lands during the next &ryBrock Official Plan Review, which
even if included, would mean that the lands wotiltisst for another 5 years.

Councillor Reg Starr clarified that no time has rbédentified in that within the next 9
years, legislation could change to permit urbamidaeny expansion.

Councillor Debbie Bath commented on the need totifjeareas of future growth and the
need to have these lands documented in order to fioe basis for support for future
consideration.
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Chair Larry O’Connor commented that although thedBrOfficial Plan Review has been
completed, would a rezoning application on the ecttbjands be precluded and was
advised by Ms. Cranmer that a zoning amendmentdvood be precluded. She advised
further that the Steering Committee also wantedrceto show that the municipality is
looking ahead in terms of boundary expansion arad this information as well as
motions passed by the Planning Committee in thigngk will form part of the public
record.

Mayor Keith Shier suggested a friendly amendmemésolution number 4-12, this being
that the lands in question be included as a spédiate study area in order to indicate
that Brock recognizes the need for growth and tesjidy stimulate Durham Region to
increase water and sewer capacity.

Resolution No. 4-12

MOVED BY Reg Starrthat Brock Township Planning Committee refer theppsal to
extend the easterly boundary of Cannington to oheltine north part of lot 24, concession
11, Brock Township to the next Brock Township G#ldPlan Review as a special future
study area, reference communications # 1240, 1288 287 .

MOTION CARRIED

1231 Valerie Cranmer & Associates — Report 2006tB1—- Brock Township Official
Plan — June 26, 2006

Ms. Cranmer outlined briefly the changes directgdPblanning Committee on June 5,
2006, her report to the committee being as follows:

SUBJECT

BROCK TOWNSHIP OFFICIAL PLAN
JUNE 26, 2006

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. That the Brock Township Official Plan dated June 2606 be adopted and
forwarded to the Region of Durham for approval;,and

2. That the Region of Durham be requested to amen@®tinbam Region Official
Plan to implement Brock Township Official Plan dhtdune 26, 2006 as adopted by
Council.

ATTACHMENTS

No. 1: Summary of Written Submissions Received
2: Revised Urban Area Maps

REPORT
1. Background

On June 5, 2006, Planning Committee consideregrgosed Brock Township Official
Plan.

This report will address the comments received ftieenpublic and the relevant agencies
since May 8, 2006, incorporate revisions to theidiff Plan as directed by Planning
Committee on June 5, and identify additional re@visias a result of comments received
from the public and agencies. In addition, in ortle approve the Brock Township
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Official Plan it will be necessary to request thhe Region make a number of
amendments to the Durham Region Official Plan. séhgill be identified.

2. Written Submissions and Delegations to Committee

A number of submissions have been received fronptldic and agencies prior to the
June 5, 2006 meeting of Planning Committee. Tinese submissions, numbered 48 to
55, have been summarized in the attached SummatritEn Submissions (Attachment
No. 1).

In addition to the written submissions, there wBve delegations made to Planning
Committee on Juné™s The following are the issues raised:

» Herb Goldie — requested that the former easternndemy of the Village of
Cannington be reinstated (prior to 1974) and theyeds to be some consideration of
development in Cannington on private and/or parsiatvices rather than on full
municipal services only.

» Alan Noor — requested that the Open Space designdtir lands within the
Beaverton Urban Area between Mara Road and thereastban area boundary north of
existing residential development and east of theelliUse Corridor be designated
Residential.

» Alan Noor — requested on behalf of Cameron Rogslamas in Lot 12, Concession
VI, adjacent to Beaverton be designated Future Bynpént Area and Future Residential
Area as shown in the Draft Official Plan prepargdhe Steering Committee.

» Don Shearer — requested that the Cannington Urbaa BAe extended easterly to
include the lands at Simcoe and Cameron Streets.

» Ed Barkey — requests that there be opportunity égeldp in Cannington on
private/partial services and that the lands noftthe Beaver River and west of Laidlaw
Street be redesignated to Residential

3. Planning Committee Direction — June 5, 2006

In accordance with direction received from Plann@gmmittee on June 5, 2006, there
are a number of revisions to the Urban Area Majpktha Policies of the Brock Official
Plan. The requested map changes are detailed laeldwontained in Attachment No. 2.

A. Maps
Map 1 — A Beaverton Urban Area
Within the Urban Area

1. Lands on south side of Victoria Avenue between C&tfeeet and Mara Road to be
designated Residential from Open Space. The OpmteSdesignation had been
requested by LSRCA as they are in the flood plaid are vacant. The lands are
designated Residential and Hazard Land in the iegidrock Official Plan and are

presently zoned R1 and EP.

2. Lands between Mara Road and the eastern Urban Baoeadary in Part Lot 13,
Concession 6, north of existing residential develept and east of the Mixed Use
Corridor from Open Space to Residential. The Ofgace designation had been
requested by LSRCA as they are in the flood plaid are vacant. The lands are
designated Residential in the existing Brock OfficPlan and are presently zoned
Development.

Outside the Urban Area

1. Add the Future Residential and Employmentddgyment Areas that were
identified in the draft Official Plan prepared etSteering Committee
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Map 2 - A Cannington Urban Area
Within the Urban Area

1. Lands west of Laidlaw, on the north side of the \BeaRiver within part Lot 20,
Concession 12 be redesignated to Residential Aocea ©Open Space. The Open Space
designation had been requested by LSRCA as theindhe flood plain and are vacant.
These lands are designated Residential in tharxiBrock Official Plan.

Outside the Urban Area

1. Extend the Urban Area boundary in the vicinity loé tommunity of Saginaw, Part
Lot 18, Concessions 11 and 12 and Part Lot 19, €mion 12 as Residential Area and
Open Space Area as identified in the Draft OffidRlan prepared by the Steering
Committee.

2. Extend the Urban Area boundary to include the laadiscent to the south urban
boundary in Part Lot 20, Concession 11, betweeltatie being developed for the school
and the Beaver River as Residential Area and OpaneSArea.

3. Extend the Urban Area boundary to the east to pwate Part of Lots 22 and 23,
concessions 11 and 12 and east of the former maibearidor as Open Space Area and
Residential Area to reflect the boundary of tharfer Village of Cannington prior to
1974.

Map 3 — A Sunderland Urban Area

Outside the Urban Area

1. Include the existing employment lands located i sbuth east quadrant of River
Street and Highway 12 in the Urban Area as Emplayrhands.

2. Include the existing employment lands located i $buthwest corner of Highway
12 and Albert Street South.

B. Palicies

As directed by Planning Committee

1. The inclusion of policies to address the Futureddgyment Areas.

2. 5.2.3.7 Replace the last sentence in this sewtittmthe following:

“Until such time that the sewage system is expandedCannington, residential
development will be permitted in the urban aregartial/private services in accordance
with the relevant provisions of the Durham Regidfidial Plan.”

As requested by LSRCA

1. 4.11.3 Add to the last sentence of this sectiord“@&ould be located in accordance
with the General Policies and the Natural Herit®gédicies of the Greenbelt Plan such

that the last sentence would read as follows:

“This facility would be located in accordance witle General Policies and the Natural
Heritage Policies of the Greenbelt Plan.”

2. 454 Replace the third sentence with the falthguw
“Existing development subject to riverine or lakeofl or erosion hazards may be
considered for redevelopment, replacements or iadditprovided that the effects to

public safety and property damage can be managettigated.”

3. 5.6.3.9 Insert “and hydrogeologic study” after éssment in both sentences in the
first paragraph so that it reads as follows:
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“The lands north east of the Beaver Avenue Employnferea are designated Open
Space. Prior to the approval of new developmendetiled Environmental Impact
Assessment and Hydrogeological Study will be rexfuito be conducted to the
satisfaction of the Township and the Lake Simcoaggovation Authority to determine
the limits of the Open Space area and the requietbacks from development. The
Environmental Impact Assessment and Hydrogeolo§tady shall determine:”

4. 5.6.3.9 add the following subsection e):

“e) the identification of appropriate buffers tmitigate the impacts of
development.”

5. 7.3.2.1 Insert the following sentence after ir& Sentence in this section:

“The scope of the required Environmental Impact esssnent should be determined
through discussions with the appropriate ConsematiAuthority prior to its
commencement.”

6. 7.3.4.5 Revise the sentence to change “fentetihay require fencing” so that
the policy reads as follows:

“ Stormwater management facilities shall be appately landscaped and may require
fencing to create a facility that is safe and Vilgugleasing and that enhances the natural
environment.”

Additional Revision Suggested by Staff

1. Section 5.6.3.1 should be revised to clarify th@ited development in the Beaver
Avenue Employment Area can proceed on the bagisivdte services. The last sentence
in this section should be replaced with the follogvi

“ Limited development within the Beaver Avenue eayphent Area may be permitted on
the basis of private septic systems and privatednvells.”

4, Amendments to the Durham Region Official Plan

Prior to granting final approval to the Brock Towis Official Plan, the following
amendments to the Durham Region Official Plan bellrequired:

» Beaverton Urban Area to be expanded to includeBiaver Avenue Employment
Area;

» Beaverton Urban Area to be expanded to includefuhge Residential and Future
Employment Areas;

» Cannington Urban Area to be expanded to include:

a) the Saginaw Area;

b) the area to the south, north of the Beaver River;

c) the area to the east to reinstate the former liofithe Village of Cannington;
and,

» [Extend the Sunderland Urban Area to include theexisting Employment Areas.

Resolution No. 5-12

MOVED BY Reg Starr that Brock Township Planning Committee adopt the
recommendations contained within Report 2006-PL-fHierence communication #
1231/06.

Councillor John Grant enquired why the Canningtoban boundary was adjusted in
1974 and was advised by the Deputy Clerk-Admintistrenat the original boundary was
dissolved as the result of the Region of Durhamakad that he is not aware of why the
original corporate boundaries were not retainedpgsibly having something to do with
servicing. The Deputy Clerk-Administrator pointedt that Cannington is only one of
two areas in Durham Region with a partial serviesighation.

Councillor Grant enquired if we cannot expand odran boundaries, would correction
of the original corporate boundaries be a validuargnt to which the Deputy Clerk-
Administrator advised that a motion will be fortlaiog incorporating what the
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committee has requested and that this will form pathe rationale, however we do not
know how it will stand up against the Greenbeltiskgion.

Councillor Grant enquired when Durham Region wilhsider Brock's Official Plan and
was advised this fall.

Resolution No. 5-12

MOVED BY Reg Starr that Brock Township Planning Committee adopt the
recommendations contained within Report 2006-PL-fHierence communication #
1231/06.

MOTION CARRIED

1275 Valerie Cranmer & Associates — Report 2006tRL- Durham Official Plan
Review — Population, Employment and Urban Land

Ms. Cranmer’s report is as follows:
SUBJECT

DURHAM REGION OFFICIAL PLAN REVIEW — PROPOSED AMENBENTS FOR
THE POPULATION, EMPLOYMENT AND URBAN LAND COMPONEN®

RECOMMENDATIONS

3. That Council endorse the recommendations containethis report on the
Proposed Amendments for the Population, EmployraadtUrban Land Components of
the Durham Region Official Plan;

4, That Report 2006-PL-11, be forwarded to the Plagppr@ommissioner of the
Region of Durham for consideration in the Reviewhsd Durham Region Official Plan;
and,

5. That Report 2006-PL-11, be forwarded to the areaicialities in Durham
Region.

ATTACHMENTS

No. 1: Durham Region Report 2006-P-39 (Extracts)

REPORT
1. Background

The present Durham Region Official Plan was apmtdye the Minister of Municipal
Affairs and Housing in November 1993. The Regiomiated a review of the Official
Plan in 2000. Since that time, the Township of dBrchas been afforded five
opportunities to provide formal comments to the iBeg The most recent report was
considered on April 25, 2006, when Planning Comamittonsidered the proposed policy
directions for the Population, Employment and Urhand components of the Durham
Region Official Plan.

The purpose of this report is to address the pegpasnendments for the three remaining
components of the Official Plan Review — Populatigmployment and Urban Land.
The Region’s report regarding the Proposed Amenthkriem Population, Employment
and Urban Land issued by the Regional Planning eeat on April 25, 2006 is
appended to this report as Attachment No. 1.
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2. Specific Comments

Overall, the proposed amendments to the DurhamoReQificial Plan with respect to

the Population, Employment and Urban Land compoantbe supported with a few
notable exceptions. There are serious concertstiagt small amount of consideration in
addressing the issues being faced by the northamcipalities. Prior to the preparation
of this report, staff met with staff of the Townghof Uxbridge to discuss shared
concerns. In addition, staff, together with theblddge staff, are in the process of
establishing a meeting with the Regional Plannieg&tment.

The specific comments in this report are basedoset issues identified in the March 20,
2006 report previously considered by Planning Caotei This report will focus on
those identified areas of concern, the correspgnddcommended amendment and its
implications to Brock Township.

2.A Population Forecasts

The Region was requested to re-examine the popualétirecasts for the Township of
Brock to more appropriately address the anticipedgel of growth in Brock’s urban areas
over the next 25 years. The Region respondedttiall continue to allocate growth to
the area municipalities based on a historical sl&rgrowth approach. This translates
into approximately 30 new residential units annuadlthe Township.

The historical share of growth approach does riat tato account the growth pressures
presently being felt by the Township. The TowngifiBrock should closely monitor the
rate of growth experienced in the settlement aireéise next five years to provide a basis
for a re-evaluation of the anticipated rate of gtodor the municipality in the next 25
years and to raise the priority for the Region tlmrass the servicing constraints in
Sunderland and Cannington.

2.B Jobs to Population Ratio Target and EmploymenEorecasts

The Township suggested that the Regional OfficiahRhould recognize the importance
of achieving complete communities in each area oipality with an appropriate balance
of population and employment. This would providsting foundation for the Region
being a “complete community”. The revised SecffoB.2 provides the population and
employment forecasts by area municipality.

The Region has responded to Brock’s position btingtathat “as a general goal, it is

desirable for each community to strive towards raproved balance of population and
employment. However, some communities are betteaténl than others in terms of

attracting employment opportunities, but still mbg located close enough to those
communities with fewer employment opportunitiegémerally serve their needs and the
needs of Durham Region as a whole.”

It is noted that additional Employment Lands areppsed to be designated in the
southern municipalities along the Highway 401 afd #ransportation corridors. The
Region does not acknowledge the difficulties exg@éed by the northern municipalities
in attracting employment uses that are requiredrtsure that they become “complete
communities”.

2.C Services

Section 5.3.11 requires the Region to prepare @cgsy plan for water supply and
sanitary sewerage facilities, at least every fiearg, to establish servicing requirements
of the designated urban areas. This policy ishan eéxisting official plan and ties the
servicing plan to the population and employmenedasts and future intensification.
This policy has been used in the past by the Regiaavoid addressing the servicing
constraints in the Township and specifically Cagton, due to the lack of demand for
residential growth. There has been little ackndgieent that growth cannot occur until
such time as the servicing constraints are additesse

Section 5.3.19 is a policy that addresses the igat®on into the provision of servicing
capacity for the urban areas located in the Towassbi Brock, Scugog and Uxbridge.
Discussions with the Region have indicated thahsneestigations for Brock Township
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may not occur until some time after 2025. Twengarng is too long to permit a
designated urban area to stagnate, especially sireve has been extremely limited
development in Cannington during the last twentgrge mainly due to the servicing
constraints. No expansions to the urban areadoal®e permitted until a servicing
strategy is in place.

It is recommended that the Region commit, through ihclusion of a policy in the
Official Plan, to pursuing the investigation foropiding additional servicing capacity in
Cannington and Sunderland by 2010. Such an imad&in could be completed prior to
a review of Brock Official Plan that would be cowted prior to 2015 that would
address, among other items, any expansions of rtiemwareas in accordance with the
provisions of the Greenbelt Plan.

It is also recommended that an exemption be gratuetthe inclusion of the Beaver
Avenue Employment Area into the Beaverton UrbanaApeor to the completion of a
strategy to provide full municipal services to #rea. This would allow for the approval
of this critical component of the Brock Officiald?i.

2D Designated Urban Areas

The Official Plan provides for the expansion of gwmuthern Urban Areas to take full
advantage of the economic potential of exposurengor transportation corridors,
specifically Highways 401 and 407. The Region &clenowledged that there is an over
designation of Employment Lands in the south ard tihis over designation is justified
by the location. The same treatment is not pralide the north. There is no
identification of the need to provide expansioraarthat can take advantage of highway
locations such as Highway 12, 48/404. In fact pbécy that applies to the northern
municipalities automatically defers the considematof any expansions, such as the
Beaver Avenue area. The purpose of the inclusiothe Beaver Avenue area in the
Beaverton Urban Area is to allow the Township tketadvantage of the exposure to
Highway 12.

Policies in a Regional Official Plan should appiyall areas. The need for Employment
Lands with highway exposure is a main basis fordasignation of such lands in the
south, and it should be accepted as a main badisdaesignation of Employment Lands
in the northern municipalities. A more proactivelipy regarding the three northern
municipalities should be included in the Officida®. Any policies regarding expansions
should be applied across the region — especialiggard to expansion areas adjacent to
major transportation corridors. It is also recomded that a specific policy be included
in the Official Plan regarding Highway 404.

2.E Future Urban Area Boundary Expansions

Section 7.3.12 addresses the requirement for a r@mapsive Official Plan review in
order to expand the urban boundaries. Althougis ihot explicit in the policy, a
comprehensive review of an area municipal offigkn that results in an amendment
initiated by the area municipality would qualify der this policy. The clarification is
provided in the definition of “Comprehensive Reviewlt is recommended that the
definition be clarified by deleting “that is intesdl to bring the area municipal official
plan into conformity with this Plan” from the lastntence of the definition. It should be
clarified, either in the policy or in the definitipthat a comprehensive review does not
necessarily mean the required 5-year review offfigial Plan.

2.F Employment Areas

There is no recognition that the Employment Lamdshie Township, are for the most
part, inappropriately located and designated. réfeofor Brock Township to become a
“complete community” and be on the same basis asother area municipalities in
Durham, the Region must recognize the locationidicdities inherent in the presently
designated vacant Employment Lands and permit ¢éisggdation of more appropriately
located Employment Lands and the redesignatiorxisfieg Employment Lands.

Section 1.3.1 o) provides the following directiam the Region of “protecting designated
employment lands from conversion to other useshe Ppolicies in the Brock Official
Plan are in direct contradiction with this directias the owners of the poorly located and
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difficult to service designated Employment Landstlie Township are encouraged to
discuss the redesignation of such lands with thenBbip. In addition, some of the
Township’s Employment Lands are constrained bynekhead protection policies of the
Region and uses permitted in such areas.

The Region is proposing a policy that addressesdtiesignation of Employment Areas
to other uses. One section of this policy (8C.Z1&ould not permit the conversion of
the Employment Areas if it results in an expangibthe Urban Area Boundary. There is
a concern that this policy will have a negative atipon the approval of the Beaver
Avenue Employment Area.

It is recommended that a second notwithstandingiselasimilar to the policy for
Brownfield sites, be added to this section that lboexempt the consideration of an
urban area expansion to replace employment lamd$i&tve been negatively impacted by
the well head protection requirements and envirantally sensitive lands.

2.G  Schedule ‘A’ — Map ‘A’

The schedule for the Township of Brock has a nunudfesignificant additions and
revisions that should be noted:

e the 1991 built area boundary has been added forafabe three urban centres.
* The Greenbelt Boundary has been added and incthidemplete township

The recognition of the built area boundary is regghiby the Provincial Growth Plan. It
will be used as a basis for determining whethernttumicipality has fulfilled the 40%
infilling requirement prior to additional lands hegi considered for future growth. It is
recommended that the 1991 built boundary not bel Usethe Region and that the
appropriate built area boundary include the lahds lhave received draft approval.

Resolution No. 6-12

MOVED BY John Granthat the Planning Committee receive Report 200€:Pland
approve the recommendations, reference communichfi@s.

Councillor John Grant thanked Ms. Cranmer for tigort advising that it includes our
concerns which will prevent the municipality froradoming a sustainable community.
He advised that his concern respecting intensifingbolicies is that the small town life
that everyone wants, could be destroyed and theactem of our downtown cores
changed.

Councillor Debbie Bath commented on the Regiontk laf recognizing the importance
of Hwy. 404 to Brock Township and the need to beppred for its arrival. She
commented on the fact that historically the murdtitp has been unable to meet
population targets and that the planners are radistieally looking ahead in this regard
when it comes to Brock Township. She adviseddeaklopment is slowly moving north
for which Brock must be prepared, and Durham Regioist consider, especially in the
field of service capacity.

Councillor Bath enquired whether Brock will be amtial commenting agency prior to
the results of the water and waste water studyeatlyr being undertaken by Durham
Region, going to Regional Planning. She advised the municipality needs some
assurance that capacity issues will be addressbe immediate future.

Councillor Allan Simpson enquired of Ms. Cranmerawthe surface area of Brownfield
lands is and was advised by Ms. Cranmer that tisesenot withstanding clause within
the Durham Official Plan with respect to Brownfigldand that a similar clause
pertaining to employment lands has been includetiénBrock Official Plan due to the
fact that Durham Region feels Brock has too mangleyment lands and that some need
to be surrendered to justify Beaver Avenue.

Chair Larry O'Connor enquired of Ms. Cranmer whetbilher municipalities in Durham
are facing restrictions, i.e. wellhead protectisimilar to those being faced in Brock and
was advised that Uxbridge Township is facing similall head protection issues.
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Resolution No. 6-12

MOVED BY John Granthat the Planning Committee receive Report 2006:Pland
approve the recommendations, reference communichfi@s.

MOTION CARRIED

REPORTS OF SUBCOMMITTEES N I L

GENERAL ITEMS & ENQUIRIES

D) Chair Larry O’Connor — Public Meeting in July
Chair Larry O'Connor advised that staff have reedivan application for
rezoning and need to arrange the required publatingg He enquired whether a
quorum would be available for a public meeting ® éranged on a Monday

evening near the end of July. Staff were direttedroceed accordingly in this
regard.

(2) Public Questions and Clarification
There were no public questions for clarification.

ADJOURNMENT

Resolution No. 7-12

MOVED BY John Granthat we do now adjourn at 11:12 a.m.

MOTION CARRIED

CHAIR

SECRETARY



