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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF BRAMPTON 

BY-LAW 
Number __ 4_6_-_9_O_-' ____________ __ 

To adopt Amendment Number ~ 
and Amendment Number ~A to 
the Official Plan of the city 
of Brampton Planning Area 

The council of The Corporation of the city of Brampton, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Planning Act, 1983, 

hereby ENACTS as follows: 

1. Amendment Number 178 and Amendment Number ~A to the 
Official Plan of the city of Brampton Planning Area are 
hereby adopted and made part of this by-law. 

2. The Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to make 
application to the Minister of Municipal Affairs for 
approval of Amendment Number ~ and Amendment Number1~A 
to the Official Plan of the City of Brampton Planning 
Area. 

SECOND and THIRD TIME, and PASSED, in OPEN 

19th 
day of 

March 
, 19~ .90 

KENNETH G. WHILLANS - MAYOR 

CLERK 
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ORIGINAL 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 --"---
to the Official Plan of the 

City of Brarnpton Planning Area 
and 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 A 

to the Consolidated Official Plan of the 
City of Brarnpton Planning Area 
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Amendment Number 178 and 178A 

to the 

Official Plan and 
1R1~~~m!E\o) 

Consolidated Official Plan CLERK'S DEPT. 

for the 

City of Brampton 

'. JUL 031990 
~EG. No.: I 0 \ \ 2-
FlU; No.: p LI So 

This amendment to the Official Plan for the city of 

Brampton Planning Area and to the Consolidated 

Official Plan of the city of Brampton Planning Area 

which has been adopted by the Council of the 

corporation of the City of Brampton, is hereby 

approved pursuant to sections 17 and 21 of the 

Planning Act, R.S.O. 1983, as Amendment Number 178 

to the Official Plan for the City of Brampton 

Planning Area and Amendment Number 178A to the 

Consolidated Official Plan of the City of Brampton 

Planning Area. 

~~ 
, ~ 

D1ana L. Jard1ne, M.C.l.P. 
Director 
Plans Administration Branch 
Central and Southwest 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF BRAMPTON 

BY-LAW 
Number_4_6_-_9_O_' ______ _ 

To adopt Amendment Number ~ 
and Amendment Number ~A to 
the Official Plan of the city 
of Brampton Planning Area 

T he council of The corporation of the City of Brampton, in 

ccordance with the provisions of the Planning Act, 1983, 

ereby ENACTS as follows: 
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. Amendment Number 178 and Amendment Number J2S-A to the 
Official Plan of the City of Brampton Planning Area are 
hereby adopted and made part of this by-law . 

. The: Clerk is hereby authorized and directed to make 
application to the Min~ster of Municipal Affairs for 
approval of Amendment Number ~ and Amendment Nu~ber 178A 

to the Official Plan of the City of Brampton Planning 

Area. 

AD a FIRST, SECOND and THIRD TIME, and PASSED, in OPEN 
UNCIL, 

is 
19th 

day of 
March 

, 1925 .90 

KENNETH G. WHILLANS - MAYOR 

City Clerk 
ity of Brampton 

"AR 2 6 1990 ____________ 19_ 



1.0 Purpose 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 
and 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 A 
TO THE OFFICIAL PLAN 

OF THE CITY OF BRAMPTON 

The purpose of this amendment is to change the land use 
designation of the lands shown outlined on Schedule A to 

this amendment from "Municipal and Public - Public School" 
as shown on the applicable secondary plan to "Residential -

High Density", and to provide principles for the development 
of the subject lands. 

2.0 Location 

The lands subject to this amendment are located on the north 

side of Knightsbridge Road approximately 30 metres east of 
Central Park Drive and is described as Part of Lot 5, 

Concession 4, East of Hurontario Street, in the geographic 
Townswhip of Chinguacousy. 

3.0 Amendment and Policies Relative Thereto 

3.1 Amendment Number 178 

The document known as the Official Plan of the City of 

Brampton Planning Area is hereby amended: 

(1) by adding, to the list of amendments pertaining 
to Secondary Plan Area Number 20 set out in the 

first paragraph of sUbsection 7.2.7.20, Amendment 
Number 178 A. 

3.2 Amendment Number 178 A: 

The document known as the Consolidated Official Plan 
of the City of Brampton Planning Area, a~ amended, as 
it relates to the Avondale Secondary Plan (Secondary 
Plan Area Number 20), is hereby amended: 

(1) by changing, on Plate Number 14, the land use 
designation of the lands shown outlined on 

Schedule A to this amendment, from MUNICIPAL MID 
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PUBLIC - PUBLIC SCHOOL to RESIDENTIAL - HIGH 

DENSITY. 

(2) by changing, on Plate Number 13, the chapter 

reference for the lands ~own outlined on 

Schedule A to this amendment, from Chapter C21 

to Chapter C77. 

(3) by adding, to Part C, section B, thereof, the 

following chapter: 

"CHAPTER C77 

1.0 Purpose 

The purpose of this chapter is to permit the 

lands identified in this chapter to be used 

for residential apartment purposes in 

accordance with the development principles 

set out in this chapter. 

2.0 Location 

The lands subject to this chapter are 

located on the north side of Knightsbridge 

Road approximately 30 metres east of Central 

Park Drive and is described as Part of Lot 

5, Concession 4, East of Hurontario street, 

in the geographic Townswhip of Chinguacousy. 

The property has an area of approximately 

1.6 hectares with a frontage of 176.9 metres 

along Knightsbridge Road. 

3.0 Development Principles 

The lands designated Residential - High 
Density by this chapter shall only be used 

for high rise apartments owned and operated 

by a non-profit housing corporation and 

shall be subject to the following 

development principles: 

3.1 A maximum of 250 apartment units shall 

be permitted 



26/89/icl/dr 

- 3 -

3.2 Provision shall be made for adequate 

landscaping, yard widths, and depths to 

ensure an attractive and functional 

development. 

3.3 Off-street parking shall be provided in 

accordance with a standard determined to 
be adequate for the amount and type of 

development taking place. 

3.4 The location and design of access ramps 

shall be to the satisfaction of the 

city. 

4.0 Implementation 

4.1 This chapter will be implemented by an 

appropriate amendment to the zoning by

law to impose the appropriate zone 

classification and regulations in 

conformity with the development 

principles outlined in section 3.0. 

4.2 The city will require the owners of the 

lands to enter into one or more 

agreements incorporating various aspects 

of site plan control pursuant to section 

40 of the Planning Act, 1983. 
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BACKGROUND MATERIAL TO 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 -----
AND 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 178 A 

Attached is a copy of a planning report, dated January 4, 

1990, and a copy of a report dated February 13, 1990, 
-

forwarding the notes of a Public Meeting held on February 7, 

1990, after notification in the local newspapers and the 

mailing of notices to assessed owners of properties within 120 

metres of the subject lands and a copy of all written 

sUbmissions received. 

The Regional Municipality of Peel 

Planning Department 

Peel Non-Profit Housing Corporation 

Metropolitan Toronto and Region 

Conservation Authority 

Peel Board of Education 

The Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic 

Separate school Board 

H. Christmas 

Regina Robinson and 

Norman T. Robinson 

Gladys and Snecko Pekovic 

Kim smith and Joe Battaglia 

Catherine A. Summers and 

w. Albert Summers 

Mr. and Mrs. D. Wiman and 

S. Kirkland 

John R. Murray 

Glenn Mann (petition) 

1990 

October 26, 1989 

November 2, 1989 

November 10, 1989 

November 10, 1989 

January 10,1990 

February 5, 1990 

February 6, 1990 

February 7, 1990 

no date 

no date 

no date 

February 19, 1990 

February 21, 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Office of the Commissioner of Planning & Development 

TO: Chairman of the Development Team 

FROM: Planning and Development Department 

RE: Application to Amend the Official Plan 
and the Zoning By-law 
Part Block C, Registered Plan 962 
Ward Number 8 
BRAMALEA LIMITED 
Our File Number: C4E5.23 

1.0 Introduction 

January 4, 1990 

The application was referred by City Council to staff on 
December 1, 1986, for a report and recommendation. On 
September 19, 1989, the application was revised by the 
applicant and it is this revised application which is the 
subject of this report. 

2.0 Property Description 

The subject property: 

• is located on the north side of Knightsbridge Road 
approximately 30 metres (100 feet) east of Central Park 
Drive 

• is irregular in shape 

• consists of 2.0113 hectares (4.971 acres) of a 3.024 
hectare (7.474 acre) former proposed school site 

• has a frontage of approximately 180 metres (590 feet) 

• is separated from Knightsbridge Road by a 0.3 metre 
reserve (Block-W, Registered Plan 962) 

• is presently vacant 

• has a flat terrain 

• contains no significant vegetation 
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The surrounding land uses are as follows: 

north - undeveloped open space, private recreational and 
office uses 

east - day care facility, vacant 

south - south of Knightsbridge Road, condominium apartments 

west - channelized tributary of the Etobicoke Creek 

3.0 Official Plan and Zoning status 

• "Residential" (Schedule A - Official Plan) 

• part of the "Avondale Secondary Plan Area" (Schedule K -
Official Plan) 

• "Municipal and Public" with the additional identification 
of "Public School" (Avondale Secondary Plan - Chapter C21 
of section C of Part C and Plate 14 of the document known 
as the Consolidated Official Plan) 

• "Agricultural (A)" (By-law 151-88, as amended) 

4.0 Proposal 

To amend the Official Plan and the zoning by-law to permit 
the subject site to be used for rental apartments, a 
walkway and public open space purposes. More precisely the 
applicant is proposing the following land uses within the 
site: 

rental apartments 
parkland 
walkway 

total 

1.6041 hectares (3.964 acres) 
0.3928 hectares (0.971 acres) 
0.0145 hectares (0.036 acres) 
2.0113 hectares (4.971 acres) 

The rental apartment component of the proposal occupies the 
majority of the site, with the open space or parkland 
component located along the westerly boundary abutting the 
existing undeveloped open space area to the north and the 
channelized tributary of the Etobicoke Creek to the west. 
The walkway component consists of a 3 metre wide strip of 
land along the most northerly boundary of the site. 

In support of the subject proposal the applicant has 
submitted a concept site development plan along with a 
supportive explanation indicating the following: 

" 
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Rental Apartment Component 

• two 13 storey apartment buildings to be sold to and 
operated by Peel Non-Profit Housing Corporation 

E.4--3 

• all floors will contain 10 suites except for the ground 
floors which will contain the following in each building: 

4 Tenant suites 

Superintendent's suite (one 3 bedroom unit per 
building) 
Moving Room 
Garbage Room 
Bicycle storage Room 
Superintendent's Office 
Entrance Lobby 
Mail Room and Mail Pick-up Are.a , ___ 
Laundry with Associated Lounge -- - ' 

• total of 125 apartment units per building for a total of 
250 apartment units resulting a density of 155.85 units 
per hectare (63.06 units per acre) 

• 10% lot coverage 

• total unit mix as follows: 

1 bedroom (standard) 42 
1 bedroom (handicapped) 8 
2 bedroom (standard) - /137 
2 bedroom (handicapped) 3 
3 bedroom (standard) - 47 
3 bedroom (handicapped) 1 
3 bedroom (superintendent) 2 

total 250 

• 1 access driveway to Knightsbridge Road in approximately 
the centre of the site 

• parking to be provided as follows: 

Tenant Underground Spaces 
Visitor Surfaces spaces 
Handicapped Surfaces Spaces 

Total 

262 
88 

_8 
358 

• 1 entrance ramp only to the underground parking garage 

• 56% of the site to be landscaped open space 

" 
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• on-site .r.creation facilities consisting of: 

a tot lot located in proximity to the laundry 
room/lounge facilities of the buildings 
a play area for school aged children 
an open lawn area for passive recreation 

Park Component 

• 0.3928 hectares (0.971 acres) block to be deeded to the 
City for park purposes 

• in lieu of the balance of the parkland dedication 
required for the site, the applicant proposes to develop 
the proposed parkland component of the site, along with 
the undeveloped parkland abutting the site to the north, 
in accordance with a park development scheme prepared by 
the applicant . 

• the following facilities are proposed within the parkland 
component of the site and the undeveloped parkland to the 
north: 

senior softball diamond 
2 tennis courts 
multi-use playcourt for - basketball 

- half-court tennis 
- skating in winter 

playground, with adjacent seating 
walkways 
footbridge over the Creek to the west to Central Park 
Drive 
12 space parking area 

• the park development proposed by the applicant also 
involves remedial works to the abutting channelized 
tributary of the Etobicoke Creek to the west, which, 
according to the applicant, will result in relocating the 
Regional storm Floodline of this tributary and remove the 
Civic Centre from the flood vulnerable area 

• total costs, excluding consultants fees, for the park 
development is estimated by the applicant to be $545,300 

Walkway Component 

• a 3 metre wide strip of land along the most northerly 
limit of the site to be deeded to the city to facilitate 
a walkway 
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5.0 Comments From Other Departments and Agencies 

Public Works and Building Department 

£:.4-5 

Development Engineering Division has provided the following 
comments: 

"1. We have no objection to the application as such. 

2. We require a site plan agreement addressing grading, 
drainage and access prior to the issuance of a 
building permit. 

3. The disposition of the remaining parcel at the north
west corner of Kings Cross Road and Knightsbridge 
Road should be addressed prior to approval of this 
rezoning and site plan." 

Traffic Engineerinq Services Division has provided the 
following comments: ." , 

- detailed matters pertaining to access to this site will 
be addressed at the time of site plan review. However, 
we do note that access to Knightsbridge Road must align 
with an existing entrance on the south side of the 
roadway. 

- we understand that the parcel of land on the north-west 
corner of King Cross Road/Knightsbridge Road will be 
proposed in the future for convenience/commercial. 
Again, access details can be addressed for this parcel, 
upon formal submission of an application. 

Zoning and By-law Enforcement Division advise that the 
provisions of section 10.10.2 of By-law 151-88 would be 
applicable to the project. The Division notes that a total 
of 250 rental apartment units are proposed and based on the 
unit bedroom count provided by the applicant a minimum of 
396 parking spaces would be required. The plan shows only 
358 spaces. 

Community Services Department has provided the following 
comments: 

Parks and Recreation Division 

a) Based on the park tableland dedication requirement of 1 
ha per 300 dwelling units the applicant is required to 
provide .83 ha (2.05 ac) based on the following 
calculation. 
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1/300 - ~ proposed units = .83 ha (2.05 ac). 
300 

b) The applicant has shown a separate area of land 
comprised of .39 ha (.97 ac) immediately adjacent to the 
west of the subject site proposed to be used for park 
purposes. This area is to be included and form part of 
the City owned lands for creation of a neighbourhood 
park. 

The applicant will be required to prepare a landscape 
plan for the neighbourhood park which will include the 
applicant's and City owned lands. 

c) The applicant will be responsible for park development 
costs in lieu of the cash in lieu for the balance of the 
.44 ha (1.08 ac), owed for 'park purposes. 

d) The applicant will be required to install 1.2 high black 
vinyl chain link on the boundaries of the subject site 
block. 

e) A landscape plan is to be prepared for the development 
of the high density block. 

Transit 

In regards to the application, it appears on the plan that 
the existing concrete bus pad and shelter have been removed 
and are now located north of the sidewalk, immediately east 
of the access to subject lands. 

If it is necessary on the applicant's part to relocate the 
existing pad and shelter, then the applicant is required to 
install a 25 foot long concrete pad, between the curb and 
sidewalk, at and east of the access to subject lands. 

A detailed location of this pad is to be obtained from 
transit staff and be included on engineering drawings. 

Fire 

This department has no objections to this proposed 
amendment to the Official Plan and the Zoning By-law. 

Planning Department 
community Design section has provided the following 
comments: 
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"1. Several years ago a commercial use application was 
submitted yet withdrawn for the parcel of land at the 
north-west corner of Knightsbridge Road and Kings 
Cross Road. The proposal will result in a residual 
parcel in the corner one half the size of the parcel 
involved in the previous application. The 
application and the proposed use for the corner 
should be dealt with at the same t~me. Otherwise, 
the City and the residents will face a later 
application with no other alternatives. 

2. The parking provisions are not satisfied. 

3. The proposal shall show use information such as 
landscape percentage, floor space index, etc. 

4. To promote more interesting urban design streetscape 
we suggest that the westerly building shall have 
terrace style toward the west.~ide which is the 
facade facing the civic centre 1:'.development." 

Comments from external agencies are attached as Appendix A. 

The following have advised they have no comments: 

Law Department and Planning Department, Policy and 
Research Division. 

6.0 Discussion and Summary 

with respect to the proposed land use, it is noted that the 
subject site forms part of a site previously reserved for a 
public school. On October 10, 1978, the Peel Board of 
Education determined this school site was no longer 
required and released the applicant from the Board's 
purchase and sale agreement. Since the Board's release of 
the site, the north-east corner of the site has been 
redesignated, rezoned and developed for a day care facility 
and the north-west corner has been conveyed to the City, as 
part of a land exchange arrangement, for park purposes to 
be added to the undeveloped parkland to the north. 

The applicant is now requesting that the balance of the 
former school site, less 0.3002 hectares (0.7417 acres) at 
the north west corner of Knightsbridge Road and Kings Cross 
Road, be redesignated in the Official Plan, and rezoned, to 
facilitate its development for rental apartment, walkway 
and park purposes. 
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In considering the subject proposal, ~t is noted that the 
secondary plan states that the area bounded by Highway 
Number 7, Bramalea Road, Clark Boulevard and the municipal 
lands and greenbelt area alongside Central Park Drive are 
to be developed as a community of high rise apartments with 
a social and recreational core and a school and park site. 
In accordance with the secondary plan, the area has been 
developed primarily for high density residential purposes 
in the form of rental and condominium high rise apartments, 
a private recreation facility has been established as well 
as the day care facility noted earlier and, although 
undeveloped, 1.6 hectares (3.96 acres) of parkland has been 
conveyed to the City. The secondary plan also states that 
in this area "the total number of units shall not exceed 
2400 units and the densities on any individual block may 
not exceed 80 units per acre average". Based on the 1987 
Assessment Census the total number of apartment units in 
this area is 2151. 

since the subject site is no longer required for school 
purposes an altertnative use for the site is necessary. 
The use proposed by the applicant for the majority of the 
school site remaining, in the opinion of staff is in 
keeping with the general intent of the Official Plan for 
development in this area. More precisely: 

• the open space and residential apartment development 
proposed is consistent with the land use established and 
envisaged for the general area 

• the 250 rental apartment units proposed is consistent 
with the general principle that the maximum number of 
units for the area not exceed 2400 

• the density of residential development proposed is well 
below the maximum density permitted in the secondary plan 
for individual apartment blocks 

The proposed apartment development for 250 rental apartment 
units to be sold to, and operated, by Peel Non-Profit 
Housing Authority also meets the objective identified in 
the strategic Planning Process to support and promote 
affordable and specialized housing within the City. From a 
locational perspective, the site is well suited for the 
development of affordable housing, it is: 

• abutting a neighbourhood park and within walking distance 
of a major community park (Chinguacousy Park) 
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• within walking distance of the civic Centre containing a 
major library, theatre and other social and recreational 
services 

• within walking distance of a regional shopping facility 

• well served by transit and within walking distance of a 
transit terminal 

With respect to the size and shape of the parkland 
component of the proposal, the Community Services 
Department has advised that the 0.3928 hectares (0.971 
acres) of parkland proposed, coupled with the existing 
parkland to the north, will be sufficient, and suitable, to 
accommodate the recreational needs of this high density 
residential area. The Community Services Department also 
advises that the required cash-in-lieu payment for the 
balance of the parkland dedication required for the subject 
development is to be accepted in the form of park 
development. Consequently, it is recommended that the 
applicant agree to perform the parkland developm~nt 
proposed, to the satisfaction of the Community Services 
Department, consistent with to the payment of cash-in-lieu 
for the balance of the parkland required. 

The walkway component of the subject proposal, namely a 3 
metre wide-strip along the most northerly boundary of the 
site, is intended to provide a pedestrian connection from 
Central Park Drive, through the park, to Kings Cross Road. 
If instituted: 

• the walkway will abut the sun bathing area of the private 
recreational facility to the north 

• the walkway, which will terminate at the fenced westerly 
boundary of the day nursery, will encourage trespassing 
on the outdoor play area of the day nursery or on the 
parking and landscaped areas of the private recreation 
facility -

• the walkway and the associated footbridge proposed as 
part of the park development will encourage pedestrians 
to cross Central Park Drive at a mid-block location, not 
at the controlled intersections to the north and south. 

For the forgoing reasons, planning staff are of the opinion 
that the proposed walkway is not appropriate. However, 
Parks and Recreation feel a pedestrian walkway connection 
to Kings Cross Road is r~quired. 

,- ' 
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As noted earlier, the subject proposal does not include all 
of the former school site for which an alternative land use 
has been established. With respect to the 0.3002 hectares 
(0.741 acres) which will remain at the north-west corner of 
Kings Cross Road and Knightsbridge Road,-the applicant has 
advised that a separate application will be filed in the 
near future to permit a convenience commercial facility. 
staff note that the approval of the subject development 
will limit the alternative land use options for this corner 
of the former school site. In view of this, the 
consideration of the subject application must also involve 
the probability that the remaining parcel will be developed 
for convenience commercial purposes. 

In this regard, it is noted that the previous application 
to permit the day nursery on a portion of the former school 
site also included a proposal for a commercial plaza on a 
0.6 hectare (1.6 acre) site at the north west corner of 
Kings Cross Road and Knightsbridge Road. After the public 
meeting, the applicant revised the application to remove 
the proposed commercial component. 

By virtue of the subject proposal the applicant has reduced 
the amount of land available for a convenience commercial 
facility to approximately half the size previously 
proposed. Although no details of the now envisaged 
convenience commercial facility have been submitted, it is 
noted that the use of the 0.3002 hectare (0.741 acre) 
corner of the former school site, which is not part of the 
subject application, for convenience commercial purposes: 

• will result in a facility having a gross leasable floor 
area within the range specified in the Official Plan for 
a convenience commercial facility 

• can be pedestrian oriented to a large population within 
the existing residential apartment area to the south and 
east 

Although such a convenience commercial facility will be 
close to a regional shopping centre, the two levels of 
commercial in many ways serve distinctly different 
functions and the existence of one does not detract from 
the need for the existence of the other. In the opinion of 
staff the suitability of a small convenience commercial 
facility in this location can be supported from a planning 
perspective and consequently the probability of such a use 
should not negatively influence consideration of the 
subject application. 
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Considering the details of the proposed apartments, it is 
noted that the applicant has proposed a total of 358 
parking spaces whereas based on the parking standards 
contained in By-law 151-88 a total of 396 parking spaces 
are required. To support this reduction in parking to be 
provided, the applicant has submitted a parking analysis 
prepared by Peel-Non Profit Housing Corporation, a copy of 
which is attached, which indicates that a parking ratio of 
1.4 spaces per unit, or 350 spaces in the case of the 
subject proposal, i~ more than adequate for Peel Non-Profit 
Housing Projects. In fact Peel Non-Profit Housing 
Corporation has advised that with recent program changes 
they believe even fewer spaces than those proposed will be 
required. After reviewing the parking analysis submitted, 
staff are satisfied that the reduced parking standard 
proposed by the applicant, is suitable for the subject 
proposal based on the understanding that the building will 
be owned and operated by Peel Non- Profit Housing. 

with respect to the other details of the proposed apartment 
development, it is the opinion of staff that once the use 
and density are established the detailed design of the 
site, building and landscaping can best be dealt with 
through the site plan approval process when the detailed 
functional and visual aspects can be reviewed. It is 
recommended that the apartment site be zoned R4A(3) with 
the following specific provisions which will ensure an 
apartment development in keeping with the concept submitted 
by the applicant: 

• the maximum number of units shall be 250 

• the minimum landscaped open space provided on the site 
shall not be less than 56% of the site 

• a minimum of 1.4 parking spaces shall be provided for 
each dwelling unit of which a minimum of 0.25 spaces per 
unit shall be surface visitor parking spaces 

• the maximum height shall be 13 storeys 

• the minimum interior side yard shall be 15 metres 

• the minimum distance between buildings shall be 22 metres 

• the maximum floor space index shall be 1.6 

In summary, since the subject proposal: 
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o is in keeping with the general intent of the Official 
Plan for development in the area 

o meets the objective identified in the strategic Planning 
Process to support and promote affordable and specialized 
housing within the City 

o is well suited, from a locational perspective, for the 
development of affordable housing 

it can be supported from a planning perspective subject to 
resolution of the walkway component of the proposal, the 
apartments being owned and operated by Peel Non-Profit 
Housing Corporation and the, specific zoning provisions 
outlined in this report. 

7.0 Recommendation 

It is recommended that Planning committee: 

A. Determine whether a walkway connection to Kings Cross 
Road is required. 

B. Upon resolution of the walkway requirement recommend to 
city council that a Public Meeting be held in accordance 
with city city Council's procedures. 

c. Subject to the results of the Public Meeting, staff be 
instructed to present the appropriate documents to 
Council subject to the following conditions: 

2. The amending zoning by-law shall contain the 
following: 

a) the parkland component of the proposal shall be 
zoned OS 

b) the apartment component shall be zoned R4A(3) with 
the following specific provisions: 

(i) the maximum number of units shall be 250 

(ii) the minimum landscaped open space provided on 
the site shall not be less than 56% of the 
site 
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a minimum of 1.4 parking spaces shall be 
provided for each dwelling unit of which a 
minimum of 0.25 spaces per unit shall be 
surface visitor parking spaces 

Civ) the maximum height shall be 13 storeys 

Cv) the minimum interior side yard shall be 15 
metres 

(vi) the minimum distance between buildings shall 
be 22 metres 

(vii) the maximum floor space index shall be 1.6 

2. Development of the site shall be subject to a 
development agreement and the development agreement 
shall contain the following: 

a) the proposed 0.3928 hectare parkland component of 
the proposal shall be conveyed to the City for 
park purposes, in a condition satisfactory to the 
city 

b) the applicant shall develop the parkland component 
of the proposal, and the abutting parkland to the 
north and west, to the satisfaction of the 
Community services Department, as a portion of the 
payment of cash-in-lieu for the balance of the 
parkland required in accordance with the Planning 
Act and City Policy. In this regard, the 
applicant shall prepare a landscape plan for this 
park development to the satisfaction of the 
Community Services Department 

c) prior to the issuance of a building permit for the 
apartment development, a site development plan, a 
landscape plan, elevation and cross section 
drawings, a grading and drainage plan, a road 
work, parking areas and access ramp plan shall be 
deposited with the City to ensure implementation 
of these plans in accordance with the City's site 
plan review process 

d) the applicant shall agree to fence the entire 
apartment site. The locations and design of the 
fencing shall be to the satisfaction of the City 
and shall be determined through the site plan 
approval process 

13 
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e) the applicant shall agree that the apartment 
development shall be owned and operated by Peel 
Non-Profit Housing Corporation 

f) the applicant shall make satisfactory arrangements 
for the lifting of the 0.3 metre reserve along the 
Kingsbridge Road frontage of the property at 
approved access locations only 

g) the applicant shall agree that if it is necessary 
to remove the existing bus stop pad and shelter 
abutting the subject site the applicant shall 
install a new bus stop pad and shelter of a size 
and design, and in a location, satisfactory to the 
Community Services Department 

h) prior to the issuance of a building permit, both 
City and Regional Levies shall be paid in the 
applicable amount 

Respectfully submitted, 

L~ ~'D' t • •• 1ne, 1rec or 
Planning and Development 
Services Division 

LWHLI DR/ ami icl 

'. 
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APPENDIX A 

COMMENTS FROM EXTERNAL AGENCIES 

Region of Peel Public Works Department advise they have no 
objection to the subject proposal and note that sanitary sewers 
are available on easement at the west limit of the property and 
municipal water is available on Knightsbridge Road 

Metropolitan Toronto and Region Conservation Authority have 
advised that they have no objection to the approval of the 
subject application. 

Peel Board of Education have advised that the board has no 
objection to the further processing of the above noted 
applications. 

The ,anticipated yield from this plan is as follows: 

35 JK-5 
15 6-8 
25 9-12/0AC 

The students generated are presently within the following 
attendance areas: 

Clark Blvd. Jr. P.S. 
Balmoral Sr. P.S. 
Bramalea S.S. 

JK-5 
6-8 
9-12/0AC 

Enrolment 

390 
514 

1427 

OME - 10% 

601 
657 

1612 

The foregoing comments apply for a two year period, at which time 
updated comments will be supplied upon request. 
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Peel Non-Profit ~lousing Corporation 

File No: 1900.1 (Kensington) 

Novc::mber 2, 1989 

Mr Fred Dalzell 
Commis~ioner of Planning 
Cily of 13ramplon Planning Department 
150 Central Park Drive 
llramplon, Ontario 
L6T 2T9 

Dear Sir: 

A~ you are probably aware, llramalea is developing a 250-unit project for the Peel 
Non-Profit Housing Corporation, on the former Kenllinglon School Site (your file 
C4E5.23). 

Uramalca i!'. !'.eeking a reduction from the 1.59 spaces per unit called for under the 
by-law, to lA ~pace~ per unit. We agreed with their seeking a reduction to lA 
!\pacc~ per unit, cOI1!'.istillg of 1.05 tcnant ~paces and 0.35 vbilor ~pace~. 

A~ the auached memo from the Commissioner/General Mamlger explain~, wc 
have lInocrlaken an analysi~ of parking demand in existing projects anti the 
ucmand reqllc~lcd by ~'pplicanlll on our wailing lisL. The data clearly show that 
LA ~pal:e!'! per unit will be more than ade(IUc.llC and that, at that level, wc will ~till 
lI1cur vacanclCS. 

Wc prefer 10 go with the lA figure, even though a lower figure woulu be 
jll~Lifiablc from a demand perspective. We feel the 1.4 figurc repre~cnl~ ~l 
!-lIfficiently modest reduction that il would reassure the City il w()ulu Jlul crcOllc 
any problcJl1-~ allu thal a minor variance could inueed bl' supportcu. 

1\ cuuple of pojllt~ from lhe pOlrking dOlta arc worth highlighting. First, the program 
ha!'! changeo from thal re~p()l1sibJc for ~lll existing project:>: it has bccomc more 
carefully largeted, with a higher percentage of low-income tenants. A-:.. the wailing 
li:,l dllla confirm, lhi~ will resulL in even fewer parking ~paces being neeued in 
future projccl~ than in existing projects, where we alreauy have unrenteu ~paces. 

10 Peel Centre Drive, Bramplon, Ontario l6T 489 Telephone: (416) 791-9400 Fax; 791-0373 
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Second, the control over client mix will be maintained for 35 years, by way of 
agreement between PNPHC and the Ministry of Houl)ing, so tilallhere l)hould be 
no concern that parking demand will increase over time. 

1 would be pleased to discuss this project further at your convcnicncc, and to 
supply any additional information you believe would be useful. We look forward 
to expedjtiou~ ami favourable re~olution of thb maller. 

Yours truly 

Kcilh Ward 
Director, Policy & Development 

ene 

KW/ms 
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PARKING UTILIZATION - BRAMPION PNPHC 

RCD' Geare\{ \0 incQllle Rcn\ GG.jlrAA \u ("comc 
11 ur 11 ur mliu· '11 or # or ralio· 
units .£i!ll - ~ 

Fami\.): 

One Dell 20 5 0.25 7 6 0.86 
Two Ded 92. 55 0.60 100 93 0.93 
Three Ded 5(, 3~} 0.70 47 52 1.11 
Total IGS 99 0.59 154 1~1 0.98 

Senior 

Onc Deu 46 15 0.33 33 24 0.73 
Two Ded 3 2 0.G7 16 1.5 0.94 

IJralllplQII F;!luily Duildings 

The Conovcr 
Newhaven Manors 
Wedge wood CoU/ ( 

Urallllltoll :)CIIIUI BlIildillg.~ 

ManuI UI idgc 

• "Avl;wg,e nUJIIUl:i" of eMS (ll:r dwelling unil" 
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!!lr:No.l900., (Kc".i"."",) 

The Regional Municipality of Peel 
Deparlmenl 01 Housing 

Noyember 2, 1989 

TO WIlOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

l'ccJ Non-J'rofit Housing Corporation (PNPHC) staff IJavc wulerLakcn a detailed analysis oC parking utiIaatioll 
,lIHong our exil>ting tenants ami the anticipated demand for parking from clienl households on our wailing lisl. 
Thl.: objective of this research W<l1> to obtain empirical evidence to support a proposed reduction in the number 
of required parking spaces as stipulated by the City of llrampton's zoning by-law. 

The research revealed that eAil>ling rent-geared-to-income (RGI) family lcnanlS ill Bramplon had Cl cur per unit 
rillio of 0.60 vehicles; for RGI senior lelHlIll1>, the car per unit ratio was lower, at 0.33 vehicles. For family 
mdl·!..el tcnant:. in our llramplon portfolio, the car per unit ratio Was 0.93 vehicles. A similar trend was evident 
fur :.cnior 1II,Irket houscholdl> as well; the COIl" per ullit ratio was 0.73 vebicles. 

A :.imilar analysis was underlaken for households on the waiting list for PNPHC units in BralUplon. Family 
hou1>eholds categorized as deep core exhibited a pOlential car per ullil ralio or 0.25 vebicles. Shallow corc family 
hou:.dwlu!-o recorueu a pOlenlial car per unil r.llio of 0.45 vehiclcs. Family househohh 011 the tOlal wailing li:,,1 
fill markel unit:. h .. u .1 car per unil I alio of 0.80 vehicles; l>illlil,lr lo thc ratio or cAil>ting markel lenants ill lhe 
I'NPHC portfolio. 

Clcully, lhe slalislical I,:viucnce suggel>l:" lhal :.ubl>iuized family lenants have a much lower demand for parking 
Ih.11l family markel lcnants. In lhis resJlcct, lhc 1.40 parking spaces per unil proposcU Cor the Kensinglon sile 
will :-.tlll yiclJ .1 cumfllll.lble 1II.lIgin. Thl: 1.40 ralio will compensate for any shorl-lerlll Jeficiency. 

i\ rC(luircmclll of thc non-prolil program, :-.eCUJ cd ill a binuing agrecmcnt for 35 years belween the fedeCil1 .and 
plllvincial governmcnl:", i:-. lo lIlainl .. ill lhe 40-40-20 r;llio of deep core. shallow core anJ market lenanls in uur 
~ncw projecl:-.. This cannol be '1llereJ. Al all limcs SO perccnl oC the unill> in our project on the Kcnsinglon l>ile 
will be sui.>siui£ed lenanls. 

Peler R. ~mil ) 
ConHlli:.:.iuner of Housin~ ,IIlU 
Genclal Manilgcr, PNPHC 

DU/ms 

10 Peel Centre Drive, Brampton, Ontario L6 T 489 - (416) 791-9400 

.......... 



INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Office of the Commissioner of Planning & Development 

February 13, 1990 

To: 

From: 

Chairman and Members of Planning Committee 

Planning and Development Department 

HE: Application to Amend the Official Plan 
and zoning By-law 
Part Block C, Registered Plan 962 
Ward Number 8 
BRAMALEA LIMITED 
Our file: C4E5.23 

F3 

The notes of the Public Meeting held on Wednesday, February 7, 1990 
are attached for the information of Planning Committee. Also 
attached are letters of objection received from occupants of 18 
Knightsbridge Road, Catherine A. Summers and W~ Albert Summers, Suite 
1208; Regina Robinson and Normand Robinson, suite 1406; D.L. Wiman 
and Elizabeth Wiman, Suite 1508; S. Kirkland, Suite 1908; Gladys and 
Srecko Pekovic, suite 1112; Kim smith and Joe Battaglia, suite 1210; 
and from H. Christmas, 17 Knightsbridge Road, Suite 1602. 

The members of the public who indicated their objection to the 
proposal by Bramalea Limited either at the Public Meeting or by 
correspondence, noted their dissatisfaction with existing conditions, 
and are concerned that these matters would become worse. Further, 
the objectors are concerned that the development will have an 
unsatisfactory impact upon the existing residents and development. 

Parking was noted as a recurring problem as witnessed by the large 
number of motor vehicles parked on the adjacent streets caused by 
inadequate facilities on the residential sites and at the Regency 
Racquet Club. The existing apartment buildings have been constructed 
with a parking standard that requires only one space for each 
dwelling unit plus one space for each four dwelling units for 
visitors parking spaces. This standard does not compare favourably 
with the current parking standard for condominium or rental apartment 
buildings. Section 10.10.2 of By-law 151-88 provides the following: 
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Resident 
Spaces 

(a) Rental Apartments 

Bachelor unit 

One-bedroom 
Unit 

Two-bedroom 
Unit 

Three-bedroom 
Unit . 

1.00 

1.18 

1.36 

1.50 

(b) Condominium Apartment 

1.75 

- 2 -

Visitor 
Spaces 

0.20 

0.20 

0.20 

0.20 

0.25 

Recreation 
Equipment 
Spaces 

0.03 

0.03 

0.03 

0.03 

Total 
Spaces 

1.23 

1.41 

1.59 

1.73 

2.00 

The parking standard proposed by Peel Non Profit Housing Corporation 
of 1.4 spaces per dwelling unit, comprising 1.05 spaces per dwelling 
unit for tenants and 0.35 spaces per dwelling unit for visitors, 
exceeds the demand for parking within non-profit projects. Thus, it 
is concluded that the proposed residential development, ~f occupied 
by subsidi"zed tenants, should not be a contributing factor to on
street parking problems. 

It has been expressed that the proposed development of 250 dwelling 
units and the possible commercial development would burden existing 
streets and cause a greater number of traffic accidents. In response 
to a request for traffic accident statistics, the Traffic Engineering 
services Division has provided a print-out of accident statistics for 
the period from January 1986 to December 31, 1989, for the Kings 
cross/Knightsbridge Roads intersection. During the 4 year period a 
total of 22 accidents have occurred. It is unrealistic to assume 
that an increase in traffic accidents would not occur in the future. 
For example~ with no additional development within the immediate 
locality, the number of accidents increased from 2 in 1986 to 8 in 
1988, and 7 in 1989. Insofar as traffic capacity of the abutting 
roads is concerned, the existing 4 lane configuration of the abutting 
roads can handle more traffic than that presently using Kings Cross 
Road and Knightsbridge Road. According to data from the Traffic 
Engineering Services Division, the 1988 24-hour entering volume at 
Kings Cross Road and Knighstbridge Road was 8350 vehicles. 
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Concern regarding an excessive number of dwelling units or apartment 
buildings was noted by many objectors. The Official Plan, as noted 
in the planning report, outlines a high density community bounded by 
Highway Number 7, Bramalea Road, Clark Boulevard and Central Park 
Drive, that eventually would have a total of 2400 dwelling units. 
with approximately 2151 units now located within existing buildings, 
an allocation of 250 dwelling units remains. The proposal by 
Bramalea Limited will use the remaining number of units. From the 
perspective of ~he Official Plan, the proposed development on the 
former school site would not be excessive. 

It has been submitted by the objectors that the site should be used 
to provide additional recreational facilities. The Community 
services Department has accepted a scheme whereby part of the former 
school site together with previously conveyed parkland will be 
developed for local recreational purposes. The need to use the 
majority of the former school site for recreation purposes has not 
been shown, nor has the Community services Department, Parks and 
Recreation, requested the conveyance of additional land beyond that 
proposed by the applicant and required for a pedestrian walkway 
system. 

It has been stated that erection of the 13 storey apartment buildings 
will obstruct the view of occupants of 18 Knightsbridge Road. The 
closer of the two proposed 13 storey apartment buildings will be 
about 170 metres (557 feet) from the apartment building at 18 
Knightsbridge Road. There is no denying that the proposed 
development would obstruct the view over a vacant site. However, it 
is unreasonable to expect that the former school site would remain 
undeveloped indefinitely. The scale of the proposed residential 
development is not inconsistent with the existing larger~apartment 
buildings and space separation of 170 metres exceeds that provided 
between other high rise buildings in the area. 

In other localities where former vacant school sites have been 
developed, the basic design and land use principle has been the 
maintenance of compatibility with the adjacent uses. Where low 
density residential development exists, the school site has been 
developed in a similar manner. In a locality with high density 
development, it is not out of character to permit high density 
residential developments. 

In recognition of city Council's adoption of Planning Committee 
recommendation requiring the provision of a walkway, it is necessary 
that a number of the previous recommended conditions be revised. 
Further, two defects were noted in the zoning by-law requirements 
which should be amended as well. 
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IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMEND TO CITY COUNCIL 
THAT: 

A. The notes of the Public Meeting be received. 

B. The application be approved subject to the following 
conditions: . 

1. The amending zoning by-law shall contain the 
following: 

a) the parkland component of the proposal shall be 
zoned OS 

bj the apartment and abutting walkway component 
shall be zoned R4A(3) with the following specific 
provisions: 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

(vi) 

(vii) 

the maximum number of units shall be 250 

the minimum landscaped open space 
provided on the site shall not be less 
than 56% of the site 

the minimum lot area per dwelling unit 
shall be 64 square metres 

a minimum of 1.4 parking spaces shall be 
provided for each dwelling unit of which 
a minimum of 0.25 spaces per unit shall 
be surface visitor parking spaces 

the maximum height shall be 13 storeys 

the minimum interior side yard width 
shall be 15 metres 

the minimum distance between buildings 
shall be 22 metres 

2. Development of the site shall be subject to a 
development agreement and the development agreement 
shall contain the following: 

a) the proposed 0.3928 hectare parkland component of 
the proposal shall be conveyed to the City for 
park purposes, .in a condition satisfactory to the 
city 

.' 
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b) the applicant shall develop the parkland 
component of the proposal, and the abutting 
parkland to the north and west, to the 
satisfaction of the CommunitY"Services 
Department, as a portion of the payment of cash
in-lieu for the balance of the parkland required 
in accordance with the Planning Act and City 
Policy. In this regard, the applicant shall 
prepare a landscape plan for this park 
development to the satisfaction of the Community 
Services Department 

c) prior to the issuance of a building permit for 
the apartment development, a site development ' 
plan, a landscape plan, elevation and cross 
section drawings, a grading and drainage plan, a 
road work, parking areas and access ramp plan 
shall be deposited with the City to ensure 
implementation 'of these plans in accordance with 
the City's site plan revie~ process 

d) the applicant shall agree to fence the entire 
apartment site. The locations and design of the 
fencing shall be to the satisfaction of the city 
and shall be determined through the site plan 
approval process 

e) the applicant shall agree that the apartment 
development shall be owned and operated by Peel 
Non-Profit Housing corporation 

f) the applicant shall make satisfactory 
arrangements for the lifting of the 0.3 metre 
reserve along the Kingsbridge Road frontage of 
the property at approved access locations only 

g) the applicant shall agree that if it is necessary 
to remove the existing bus stop pad and shelter 
abutting the subject site the applicant shall 
install a new bus stop pad and shelter of a size 
and design, and in a location, satisfactory to 
the Community Services Department 

h) prior to the issuance of a building permit, both 
City and Regional Levies shall be paid in the 
applicable amount 
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i) the applicant shall deed to the City, at no cost 
to the City, the walkway component of the plan 
plus an additional walkway on abutting property 
to the east, both having a width of 3 metres, to 
facilitate a walkway connection from the future 
parkland to Kings Cross Road 

j) the applicant shall ,construct the walkway from 
the future park to Kings Cross Road to the 
satisfaction of the City. 

c. staff be directed to prepare the appropriate documents for 
Council's consideration. 

Planning 

attachments 

L\vHL/jo 
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PUBLIC MEETING 

A Specia~ Meeting of Planning Committee was held on Wednesday, 
February 7, 1990, in the Municipal Council Chambers, 3rd Floor, 
150 Central Park Drive, Brampton, ontario, commencing at 7:32 p.m., 

_with respect to an application by BRAMALEA LIMITED (File: C4E5:23 -
Ward 8) to amend both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-law, to 
permit a high density residential rental development. 

Members Present: 

staff Present: 

Alderman P. Palleschi - Chairman 
Alderman E. Ludlow 
Councillor R. Begley 

Councillor E. Carter 

J.A. Marshall, Commissioner of Planning and 
Development 

L.W.H. Laine, Director, Planning and 

Development Services Division 

The Chairman· inquired if notices to the property owners within 120 
metres of the subject site were sent and whether notification of the 
public meeting was placed in the local newspapers. 

Mr. Marshall replied in the affirmative. 

Approximately fifty (50) interested members of the public were in 
attendance. 

L. Laine outlined the intent of the proposal involving the building 
of two (2) highrise rental apartment buildings, with above and 

underground parking, to be owned by Peel Non Profit Housing 
Corporation, park and recreation development and pedestrian walkway 
facilities. Upon conclusion of the presentation comments and 

questions were solicited from members of the public present. 
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A·letter received from Gladys and Srecko Pekovic, suite 1112, 18 
Knightsbridge Road was submitted to the Chairman. 

Mr. Glen Mann, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1212, noted an error in 
the number of 2 bedroom dwellings which should read 147, not 137. 

Mr. Ken Gudgen, 18 Knightsbridge Road, noted that parking and 
community density are current problems within the locality. 
Mr. Gudgen referred to the proposed use of the residual land for 
commercial purposes and to the comments in the planning report 
regarding residential parking standard. L. Laine responded by 
referring to the Peel Non.Profit.Housing Corporation parking analysis 
of various projects that was submitted in support of the application 
and included in the planning report, and he also noted that he was 
satisfied that the residual site could be developed for a convenience 

commercial project in an acceptable manner. 

Grace Terry, 15 Kensington Road, suite 402 objected to more 
apartments in the area, creating another Jane/Finch development as in 
the city of North York. She advised that parking is a problem at 

evenings contributed to by the Regency Racquet Club, and that roads 

in the area cannot accommodate more people. 

Ken Anstey, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 212 expressed the opinion 

that the property should be a park, and crime will be prevalent with 
a low rental project. Mr. Anstey indicated that with 2500 units in 
the Knightsbridge Road area, car parking is difficult and congestion 
common. Further, he indicated that another shopping centre is not 
needed nor is another high rise apartment building. 

Clyde Ford, 18 Knightsbridge Road, sought the views of the area 
Councillor and ward Alderman. The Chairman reported that a Public 
Meeting was not appropriate for debate or comments by Planning 

Committee members. 



- 3 -

Glen Mann, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1212 advised he had purchased 
his apartment on the basis that the subject property would be a 
school site. He reported that the rental apartment buildings at 3 
and 11 Knightsbridge Road have a shortage of parking facilities with 
parking necessary on the street. Safety of children will be 
jeopardized because of their need to cross Knightsbridge Road to 
reach a school bus stop on the south side of the street. More 
apartment buildings will add to the garbage problem, worsen the hydro 
shortage in an area that has suffered black outs and gray outs in the 

past, and will make the area more hazardous. Mr. Mann suggested a 
low rise proposal would be better. 

James Wilson, 18 Knightsbridge Road, -suite 1006 advised that the 
commercial proposal at the north-west corner of the inter~ection of 
Kings Cross Road and Knightsbridge Road was refused. - He noted that a 
number of accidents occur at the intersection and development would 
be unwise. 

Mr. Marshall indicated that Bramalea Limited had withdrawn the 
commercial application following the Public Meeting. 

Ken Gugden, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1212 agreed with the concept 
of a playground at the north-west corner where' commercial development 
might be proposed. 

Velta Saulesleja, a representative of Bramalea Limited, explained the 
background to the former convenience commercial application noting 

that the earlier proposal was withdrawn by Bramalea Limited. 
Ms. Saulesleja advised that the Official Plan permits a maximum of 
2400 dwelling units within the Knightsbridge/Kensington/Kings Cross 
Roads locality whilst 2151 units have been built. With respect to 

the use of the vacant land at the corner of the intersection of Kings 
Cross Road and Knightsbridge Road, she concurred with City staff's 

position that a need exists for a nearby convenience plaza, though 

other uses such as a small office building, expansion to the existing 

day nursery or another day nursery were alternative purposes. 
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since the proposed residential development slightly exceeds the 
optimum size of Peel Non Profit Housing Corporation projects, there 
is no need for additional land. She noted the involvement of Parks 
staff and explained the park concept design identifying tennis courts 
and basketball court which could be used as a small wintertime 

skating rink. It was noted that Bramalea Limited did not have to 

build the park but would do so in order to coordinate the overall 

development of the project. She referred to the development of a 
walkway from Kings Cross Road to C~ntral Park Drive requiring a 

bridge over the drainage channel. 

Ken Anstey, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 212 noted his experience 
that non profit housing projects run down quickly, and are areas with 
drug use and high crime level. He suggested that Bramalea Limited is 
involved with the parkland as an inducement to obtain approval of the 

apartment ,project. Ms. saulesleja advised that Bramalea Limited has 

managed the nearby rental projects and has spent over a million 

dollars for maintenance purposes. 

James wilson, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1006, suggested that the 

property be developed for use by seniors with a fountain adn bowling 

green for the more active seniors. 

Mrs. E.L. Neuffer, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1708, submitted that 

former members of Planning Committee had promised medium density, and 

requested that a senior's recreation centre be developed. 

Grace Terry, 15 Kensington Road, suite 402, felt an additional senior 

citizens recreation centre should be built on the subject site. 

Keith Ward, representing Peel Non Profit Housing Corporation 

addressed the non-profit housing issue by advising that the 
Knightsbridge Senior citizens apartment was undertaken by Peel Non 

Profit Housing Corporation and its acceptance is well received, and 

also noted the Corporation has many projects in the cities of 
Brampton and Missis~auga. 
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He suggested that accountability for the operation of the Corporation 
rests with Regional Council members siting as members of the Board of 
Directors. A mix of tenants with a range of incomes involving a 
different degree of rental subsidy are accommodated. The existing 
projects have been sucessful due in part to financial assistance from 
the senior levels of governments. Progressive maintenance procedures 
and decentralized property management provide a quick and efficient 
operation. The design of each project includes facilities related to 

the occupants. Parking requirement for non-profit projects are lower 

than conventioanl rental buildings and the parking standard is 
enforced. 

James Wilson, 18 Knightsbridge R~ad, suite 1006, enquired why 
dwelling units are not constructed on top of shopping centres for non 
profit housing. Mr. ward responded that this type of development is 

difficult to achieve by Peel Non Profit Housing Corporation. 

Fred Cunningham, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1102, enquired as to 
the source of funds for non profit housing. Mr. Ward replied by 
noting that the majority of funds are provided by the provincial and 

federal governm~nts and as the mortgages are amortized a larger 
proportion of rental revenue is used for upgrading and maintenance 
purposes. 

Mr. Cunningham also questioned the adequacy of parking facilities and 
Mr. Ward noted that surplus parking spaces in non-profit projects are 
rented on a short term basis which provides a contingency factor for 
future changes. 

Ken Austey, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 212 asked why the particular 

site was selected, and Mr. Ward responded by advising that Peel Non 
Profit Housing Corporation strives to distribute their projects

throughout the community. 
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Ken Mann, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1212, concurred with the 
statement that residents were promised a low density development and 
suggested that the project at North Park Drive would be acceptable. 

Faiz Mohammed Ali, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 701 advised that 
parking problems exist at 18 Knighstbridge Road with residents 
parking on the roadways. He enquired as to the number of accidents 
at the intersection of Knightsbridge and Kings Cross Roads. The 
Chairman requested that the appropriate statistics be obtained. 

Mr. Mann, 18 Knightsbridge Road, suite 1212 reported that the builder 

of the day nursery school, encounted problems with ground water. 

The meeting adjourned at 8:45 p.m. 
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Mr.John Marshal 1, 
Cnmmissionpr, 
Plannin9 and Dpvpinpmp.nt. 
~rampton. 

/tIR .. MRS D WIM.cN 1IUt"...,.,.." DlIGHTSIJlDG£ JJ) 
~i!:Si~1M1'fON ONT 

UTJXJ 

Rp.: Agpnffa Item 12 in par·ticular; Bramale-a Ltd, C4E5.2l.ET AL. 

De-ar Sir: 

The undersi9ned strongly objpct to any furthe-r de-ve-IDpme-nt 
of Apartment buildings; either rental or sale- upon the property as 
indicatpd ·subject property· page E4-16 of le-ttpr indicating ·Notice of 
Public MeetingM -

The nvercrowding of are-a and facilitie-s with due- re-spe-ct to 
further dpnsity suggpsts that th~ proposal in genpraJ could bp bptter 
sp.rvpd as a designatp.d grppnbelt are-a, or further private- re-cre-ation; park 
area. 

ResppcUu 11 y: 
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Februarv 6th, 1990 

Mr. John A. Marshall, M.C.I.P. 
Commissioner 
Planning and Development 
City of Orampton 
l~O Central Park Drive 
Orampton, Ont.m'j(J 
LoT 7T9 

OUiJr Mr. Marshal I: 

He: BRAMALEA LIMITED (File No. C4E5.23) 

MV husband and I, boLh iJ!) Laxpavers and citizens of Brampton strongly object to the 
Proposal to I\mend LIlO Ofrical Plan and Zoning [lv-law, to pm'mit another apartment building 
on I.hp. sili(J site. I\s new propel'Lv owners (June 1st, 1989), we feel that we should have been 
infOl'med of such il mmm on the part of Omm[llea Limited, we)) in advance, prior to their even 
seeking approval from City Council. 

Wo feel that the following will occur if permission is granted for the development: 

Incl'eased traffic congestion. 

Tile implementation of traffic lights due to the above, 
and at a cost to the taxpayers! 

Increased illegal parking on all the streets in the 
area, in spite of the fact these cars are supposed 
to be parked in the designated parking lots of the various 
apartment buildings in the said area. 

Danger to pedestrians due to the increased traffic 
congestion. 

Possibility our condominium mav have to erect either a fence 
or plant shrubs, to protect our property. thereby raising the 
possibility of higher maintenance fees for the owners of 
18 Knightsbridge. (Should it be necessary due to the 
above factors to do this, Bramalea Limited should 
make every effort to reimbursement the owners of our building for 
thi~ unsought additional expense. 
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CerLainly noise and air pollution levels will increase 
the possibilitv of more people nnd their cars in the araa. 
An our environment should be taken into consideration. 

The value of our condominiums may decrease due to the 
obst.rucLmJ view. (Again Bramalea Limited should reimburse 
propertv owners, should this b(? the case). 

We hope vou will tnko our viewpoint into consideration when reaching a decision, that may 
DffQ('t DII of us, who livQ in this arna: 

VOUl'S truly. ~ 

~,;£A.I £~ ----/ f~ ~~.& ~ 
Regioa Robinson (Mrs.) 
NOl'man T. Robjnson 
1lI l~njoht.5bridge Hoad 
Apt.. 1/.06 
[\ramrton, Ontario 
L61 3XS 

.' 



Mr.John Marshal I, 
Commissioner, 
Planning and Development, 
Frampton. 

F3-/7 

Re: Agenda Item 12 in parti~ular; Bramalea Ltd, C4ES.23.ET AL. 

Dpar Sir: 

The undersigned strDngly object to any further development 
of Apartment hlliJdings; either rentaJ or sale upon the property as 
indIcated -suhjer.t property- page E4-16 of letter indicating -Notice of 
Pub J j c Mepti ng· 

The nvprcrowding of area and iacilities with due respect to 
iurther density suggpsts that the proposal in general could be better 
served, as a desi9nated greenbelt area, or further private recreation; park 
area. 

Resper.tfully: 

C~i/~a~~~ 
lU.~-~~ 
. / ~ 1;.. - G{l) 

........... -. 
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John A. Marshall 
Commissioner 
Planning and Development 
City of Brampton 

Dear Mr. Marshall, 

Joe Battaglia 
Kim Smith 
1210-18 Knightsbr1dge Rd. 
Bramalea, Ont. 
L6T 3X5 

In 1981 when we were looking at units in 18 Knightsbridge 
we asked what the zoning was ~oncerning the field across 
from us. The purchise of our unit was based on the answer that we 
received. 

If council changes the rules now, perhaps they could consider 
buying our unit from us at market value. 

yours sincerely, 

Kim Smith 
Joe Dattaglia 
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City of Brampton 
Planning and Development Department 
150 Central Park Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 2T9 

Attention: Ms. Gail White 
Development Planner 

October 26, 1989 

Re: Application to amend the Official Plan 
and Zoning By-law (Bramalea limited) 
Pt. Lot 5, Concession 14, E.H.S. (Ching.) 
City of Brampton 
Your File: C4E5.23 
Our File: R42 4E28B 

Dear Ms. White: 

Planning Department 

City of Brompton 
PLANNIIIIG DEPT. 

iOOIO OeT :'i 0 ,0!)(1 nee'd. 

r-ilo No. " . 

....... er.¥. 1\:..5:.~ 

In reply to your letter of October 18, 1989 concerning the above noted application, 
please be advised that our Public Works Department has examined the proposal and offers 
no objections. 

Sanitary Sewers: Available on easement at the west limit of the property. 

Municipal Water: Available on Knightsbridge Road. 

Roads: No objection 

Transportation No objection 
Policy: . 

We trust that this informatiun is of assistance. 

JL:nb 

Yours truly, 

gpdli 
D. R. Billett 
Director of 
Development Control 

./ . 

I 

10 Peel Centre Drive, Brampton, Ontario L6T 4B9· (416) 791·9400 
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Pe c J Non - Pro f j t I-Iou sin g Cor p 0 r J t ion 

File No: 1900.1 (Kcnsington) 

November 2, 19S9 

Mr Fred Dalzcl1 
Conll11i!l:,ioner of Planning 
City of JJrampton Planning Departmcnt 
150 Central Park Drive 
llramplon, Ontario 
UT 2T9 

Dear Sir: 

.• t· ... 

As you arc probably awarc, Dramalca is ucveloping a 250-unil projecl for U)C Pcel 
Non-l'ro[ill-lou!ling Corporation, on thc formcr Ken~ington School Sile (your file 
C4E5.23). 

Uramalca j:, ~ecking ,l rcuuclion ['1"0111 the 1.59 ~paces per unil callcu for undcr lhc 
by-Jaw, to lA ~p:lce~ pcr unit. Wc agrceu wiLh thcir seeking a l'cuucLion to lA 
~pac~:-. pcr unit, con:,blillg of 1.05 lcnanl spacc:, anu 0.35 vi~ilor sp:lces. 

A~ the allat:hcu memo from the Coml11issioncr/General Mamlgcr explains, we 
havc ulluerLaken an ~lI1alysi!l of parking del11anu in existing pl"Ojcc~ anu lhe 
dcmand reqllC!llcd by applican~ Ol1 our waiting li:-.l. The uala clearly show lhal 
lA ~pal:cs pcr lIni~ will bc more lhan aucllualc :.\I1U lhat, at lbal lcvel, wc will :-.lill 
incur vacancies. 

Vve prdcr 10 go wiLh Lhe lA fjgure, even though a lower figure wouJu vc 
jll~lifiablr. from a ucmand per~pcclive. We fed the 1.4 figure repre~enl!-' a 
~uffjcicnlly m()(.IC~1 reulIclion lh~ll il woulu J'eas~urc the City it woulu nol t.:l'eale 
;'II1Y prohlclll~ anu lhal &.l minor variance could indced b\.~ suppurleu. 

1\ couplc or P()illl~ from lhc parking uala .lrc worth highlighting. Fir~l, the prugralll 
ha~ changed frolll thal rc~p()l1~ibh; Jur ~lll existing projects: it has bccome more 
carefully wrgclcd, wilh :'1 highcr percenlage of low-income tenants. Al\ lhc waiting 
li~l d .. la confirm, (hi:, will rc:,ull in even fewcr parking ~paces bcing nccucd ill 
future project:, lhan in existing projccts, where wc alreiluy have unrenteu ~pacc~. 

10 Peel Centre Drive, Uhlll1plun, Ontario lC,T -IU9 Tclcphullt!: (41 (,) 791-9400 Fax: 791·0J7J 
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Second, the conLrol over clienL mix will be maintained Cor 35 year~, by way of 
agreemenl belween l'Nl'HC amllhe Mini~lry of HoU!~ing, so lhallherc ~houlll be 
no concern lhal parkin!; uemand wiJl increase over time. 

1 would be pleaseu lo discuss this project furthcr at your convcnicncc, aJlU lo 
supply .IIlY adllilional infofl11&lljon you believe wouJu be u~cCul. Wc look fOIWarll 
lo expediLiou!-. ;.lIld [avollr~lble re~uJulion or lhj~ maller. 

Yours truly 

Keilh Ward 
Direclor, Policy & Developmenl 

enc 

KW/m~ 
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Two lied 3 2 
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TO WUOM IT l'dAY CONCERN: 

........ 

. .... -
The Regional Municipality of Peel 

Dopurlmonl ul J-IuU$inU 

I'eel Nun-l'rufil Huu:.int Corpomlion (I'Nl'HC) slaCf Imve uluJerlaken a de.ailed aualysi. .. uC IJarking ulilizaliulI 
amullg ollr CXi:.lillg lCllillIl:. mlu lhc &Il1lidp&ltcu ,lcllltllIll fur ,'tlrking from clicnl huuscholds 011 uur wailing .illl. 
The ubjcctivc of lhi:. I cl.l:ilrch W.I:' lu oblain elllpiriCill evidelloo to support ;1 proposed reuuctiun in lhe IUllllbcr 
uf rcquircd pilr1..ill~ :.pm:c:. ilS :.lipulalc,1 lJy Ihc CilY of Urilmploll':. zonillg uy-I.I\Y. 

Thc n.: .... c;m:h reve .. led.h.11 exi:.lillg relll·gcurcJ-to-illcolllc (l{Gl) Camily t&.:auUllS inUreulll,loll IlllcJ a clIr ,Jer unit 
r.di" of 0.60 vehidcs; fur RCI M.:ui"r (ell<lII[:., lhe cclr IJer unil ralio was lower, u( 0.33 vchiclcs. For fmllily 
mur1..el lcnantb ill our U,.llllploll porlfolio, lhe air I,er unil rotlio was 0.93 vchiclCb. A similar lrencJ WOlS evicJcllt 
for :.elliur mClrkct huusehohJs a:. well; the c •• r per unit rutio wus 0.73 vcluclC6. 

A ~imiJ .. r all;al)'bis Wtl:; um'erlakclI for households 011 lbe wailing list for JJNJ'J-IC uujl$ in llraml'lw). Family 
hou:.choJJs COJle8ori/.l.aJ i'~ tll:el' t:l)(l: cxhjlJilcd ;1 "ownl;aJ car ,)Cr uujl ral;o of 0.25 wb;&!la=s. SbaJJow tun: famiJy 
hOlll>chuJJ:. (CCOJ Jed .1 polcnli,11 car per ullit ralio of 0.45 vel.iciL;s. Family hOIll,chuJi.i:. on lhe lultll wCli1illg lilll 
fur 1I1t1rJ..cl ullil:. h.lu tI l .... per ullil .... liu ()f 0.:>0 vehidc.\; :.imiJ .. r lo the raliu uf e~i:'ling markcL 1em1ll1:. ill llae 
I'NJ'HC porl(olio. 

Clciu·ly, the :.l'lli:.l;(;al cvidencc :'1I1~c.\l:. Ihill :.uh:.iuizeu filll,lily lemmls lmve a much lower UCllIilllU for ptlrkillg 
Ih.1II f.lllIily JIIarJ..cl JCllall(~, 111 llsi:. re!>pel:l, the 1AU pilr1..ing :.PtlCC5 pcr unil propused COl' lhe Kcnsinglun ~ile 
w,lI :.lill yield .. comfm t.lbh: JIIillgiu. Thc 1.'10 r&llio will cumpensale for olllY shor1-lcrm cJeficiclIcy. 

A rClluircmcnl ur lhc nOll-Jlrolil pl"ogr"'II, lIc~urc" ill &I hill\lillg "grcemen1 rur 35 ye"rs be1wccn the fedcrul mul 
Jll"\lvincial governmcnl:., i:. lu maintaill lhe ·111··1(1·20 ruli" or dcell core, shOlllow core mlu markct lemmls ill UIII" 

new Jlruject:.. Thi:. call1llll be .,hered. Al ,,11 limc. .. 80 perccnl or 1he unit:. in our projecl Oil 1lae Kcn:.illgloll bile 
will he bul.!:.idizcd lCIllIIII:.. ' 

~inccrcly 

COlJ1mi:... .. iullcr of Hou:.i'lg .IIIJ 
GClIl:r.aI Managcr, PNPJ IC 

DU/am. 

10 Pool Conlre Drivo, Ilromplon, Onlario L6T 409 • (416) 791.9400 



M.T.R.C.A. 

the metropolitan toron'o and region conservation authority 

5 shoreham drive, downs view. ontariO. m3n 1 54 (416) 861-6600 FAX 661_98 

November 10, 1969 

City of Brampton 
150 CentrAl P~rk Orjve 
BRAMPTON, Ontario 
"(iT 2T9 

ATTENTION: Gail White 

Dear Ms. Whit~: 

RE: Appliea~ion to ~~.~~ 
and Zonln~ By-LdW . 
Part C, Re9I5t~rpd Plan M-92 
Rrltmt"l1pa LImited 
C4ES.23 

Th~6 will acknowledge rcc~ipt of your l~lter dated October 18, J989 
with respect to the above-noted application. 

Our staff has examined th~ application and would have no objection 
t.n its apprc-val as Imhmit.tprl. 

Yours t.ruly, 

~~~~ 
Luch Ognihpnp., Plans Analyst 
~lan Review Section 
l~ater Resourr:p Dj vi ~i on 

LP/meg 
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TRUSTEES 
Coo"", PonI5h 

(Chakman) 
LClftGyIes 

(VIe.cholrman) 

Roger belt 
Joanne Boolh 

COfhrine Compben 
George CO/Ison 

/«Jlen COlllensun 
Beryl ford 

Gall Green 
Or. Ra/pl'l Greens 
Gory He/ghlnglon 

A1eltJupp 
Wifliorn Konl 

RobQt1 Lagelqu~ 
ltlOmOS McAuIotfe 
Jonet McOouoold 

Marolyn MOllison 
SurlLly IlunKIm 

Rosemary TayIor 
Ruth~ 

Coolvne W~butV 

I»ector of fdUcollon 
and Secrelary 

tU,,". BA. M.Ed. 

As$OdOle Director 
of EducoHon 

W.W. HuDoy. BA.. M.Ed. 

Assoclole DIrector or 
EducoHon/Business 

and Treawrer 
MD. ROy. CA 

H.JA. Blown Education Centre 
6051fHurontorlo 5huel 

MIaIssougo. Ot\lario L5R lC6 
TelephOne (416) 890-1099 

Fax (416) 89().6747 

An ECIUOI 0pp0I1UnIfy EmpIover 

U'.JlU 890 521.15 

d, •• 

November 10. 1989 

-)4s. Gan White 
Development Planner 
City of Brampton 
150 Central Park Drtve 
Brampton. Ontarl0 
l6T 2T9 . 

Dear Ms. White: 

j'LANN1Nl; 1.11:.1'1. 

. .... -: 

Re: Application to Amend the Off1c;al Plan 
and Zoning By-Law ' 
Part C. M-92 Bramalea Ltd. 
Your file 1C4E5.23 

~n response to your letter of October 18. 1989 please be advised 
-.::';that the 'P..e.el bOard ef-£dueat.i.on-has no objection to the further 

processlng of the above notad applications. 

The anticipated yield from this plan is as follows: 
35 JK-S 
15 6-8 
25 9-12/0AC 

The students generated are presently within the following 
attendance areas: 

Enrolment OME -1~ 
Clark 8lvd. Jr. P.S. 
Balmoral Sr. P.S. 
Bramalea S.S. 

JK-5 390 601 
6-8 514 657 
9-l2/OAC 1427 1612 

The forego\ng comments apply for a two year period. at which 
time updated comments will be supplied upon request.-

S phen Hare 
ss1stant Chief Planning Officer 

Planning Department 

SH/eb 
CPO/1614 

c. P. All en 
M. Hiscott 

DE C 15 '8'3 16: 21 416 890 5295 PAGE.082 
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THE DUFFER IN-PEEL ROMAN CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL- BOARD 

LE CONSEIL DES ECOLES SEPAREES CATHOLIQUES ROMAINES DE DUFFERIN ET PEEL 

40 Matheson Blvd. West, Mississauga, Ontario L5R 1C5 • Tel: (416) 890·1221 

January 10, 1990 

I 

L. W. H. Laine 
Planning Department 
The City of Brampton 
150 Central Park Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 

I Cily of Oranlp{<;;n 
PLANNII,IG DEPT. 

'L"IoIQ J f\ N 1 5 I'Y:fJ hllC'd I 
r:ile No. f 

L6T 2T9 

Dear L. Laine: 

Re: Official Plan Amendment and 
Rezoning Application C4E5.23 
Part Block C, Registered Plan M-92 
Bramalea Limited 
City of Brampton 

.. , , .... . C. ':I: G., ~~/ , ~ I 

Please be advised thatlhe Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board has no objections to the further processing of the above-noted 
application. Approximately 17 Junior Kindergarten to Grade 8 and 6 
Grades 9 to 12JOAC separate school students are expected to be the yield 
from the 250 units proposed in the application. Elementary separate 
school pupils from this development will attend St. John Fisher. 
Secondary separate school pupils will attend St. Thomas Aquinas. 

Our comments as stated in tile letter dated April 17, 1986 are still 
applicable to this application. 

Yours truly, 

Rebecca McLean 
Junior Planner 

RM/is 

cc: P. Alien, Region of Peel 
J. Greeniaus, Peel Board of Education 
Bramalea Limited 

" 
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February 6th, 1990 

Mr. John A. Marshall, M.C.I.P. 
Commissioner 
Planning and Development 
City of Orumpl.nn 
150 Cenl.ral PaJ'k Drive 
Orampl.on, Ontol'io 
lGT n9 

Dual' Mr. Marsh,:Jl): 

Re: ARAMI\LEA LIMITED (File No. C/,E5.23) 

My husband and I, bol.h i1S l.axpaVel's and cil.izons of Orampl.on strongly object to the 
Proposul l.o I\mend the Offical Plan and Zoninu ny-law, to pl:!rmit another apartment building 
on tho !iaicl site. 1\5 now proPDl'l.y owners (Junu 1sl., 1909), we feel that we should have been 
infOl'med of such a mO\m on 'LIlO part or Ol'Dmalou limited, well in advance, prior to t.heir even 
soeking Dpproval from Citv Council , 

Wu feel that. Ule following will occur ir pm'mir.:Jion is granl.ed for the development: 

Increased traffic congest.ion. 

The impiemenl.al.ion of traffic light.s due to the above, 
anrJ al. a cost to tllu taxpayers!, 

Incl'e(J:Jou illegal pm'king on all the streets in the 
aruo, in spil.e of l.lle fact these cars are supposed 
to bp. PUI'ked in t.hu designated parking lots of the various 
apul'l.munl. buildings in Lhe said area. 

Danger to peue:JI.I'iaflS due to the increased traffic 
congostion. 

Pmisibility our' condominium may have to erect either a fence 
or plallt shrubs, to proLect our property, thereby raising the 
pO!isibilil.y of' higher maintenanco fees for the owners of 
10 l<niahLsbridge. (Should it be necessalV due to the 
above factors to du this, Bramale£) Limited should 
make DvelV effort I.u reimbursement the owners of our building for 
t.llir. Ullsought allditional expense. 



-2-

Ccrt.ninJy noise and air pollution levels will Increase 
the possibility of more people and their cars in the area. 
An our environmef I t should be taken into consideration. 

The valuo 0 r our condominiums may decrease due to the 
obst.ructeu view. (Again Oramalea Limited should reimburse 
property owners, should this b(~ the case). 

We hope you will take our viewpoint inl.o comiiueration when reaching a decision, that may 
affect. all of us, who livu in t.his area. 

YOUI"S truly. ~ 

~~c.u;e~ ---/' t"~~ -;.-~~. · e ~ 
Hegj(J[J Hobin~iOn (Ml'!.;.) 
Nnrman T. Hobimmn 

, 10 l<;ninht.sbridU9 Haad 
I\pt.. 1/.06 
ul'ampLon, Onturiu 
lGI 3X~ 
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John A. Marshall 
Commissioner 
Planning and ~evelopruent 
City or llrampton 

Dear Mr. Marshall, 

Joe Dattaglia 
Kim Smith 
1210-18 Knightsbridge Rd. 
Bramalea, Ont. 
L6T 3X5 

In 1981 when we were looking at units in 18 Knightsbridge 
we asked what the zoning was ~oncerning the field across 
from us. The purchase of our_unit was based on the answer that we 
received. 

If council changes the rules now, perhaps they could con.ider 
buying our uniL from us aL market value. 

yours sincerely, 

Kiru S~ith 
Joe nattaglia 



Mr.John Marshall, 
Commissioner, 
Plannin9 and Development, 
Drampton. 

Re: Agenda Item 112 in particular; Bramalea Ltd, C4E5.23.ET AL. 

Dear Sir: 

The undersigned strongly object to any further development 
of Apartment huildings; either rentaJ or saJe upon the property as 
indir:ated -slIhjer:t I1rol1p.rty· page E!J-16 of letter indicating -NDtice of 
Publir: Meeting-

Thp nvercrowding of area and fac.ilities with due respect to 
iurther den5ity sU9gests that the prDposal in general could be better 
served as a desi9nated greenbelt area, or further private recreation; park 
are-a. 

.Re-Gpp.r.tfully: 

C[{~i/~ a ~~-r-~ • 

tUJ /d.J2l.rv3-~...c./ 

/~ ~~ (j(!.O 



Mr.lohn Marshal I, 
Cnmmissioner, 
Plannin9 and Develnpment, 
Bramptnn. 

MR cl MRS D WIMAN 
JQI.II KNIGIITSBIUDGE /w 

!!:i~1B,1WII'TON ONT 
UTJD 

Re: Agen~a Item 112 In particular; Bramalea Ltd, C4ES.23.ET AL. 

Dear Sir: 

The undersi9ned strongly object to any further development. 
of Apartment buildin9s; either rental or sale upon the property as 
indicated ·subject prDp~rty· page £4-16 of letter indicating ·Notice of ' 
Public Meeting-

The nvercrowding of area and ~acilities with due respect tD 
further density sU9gests that th~ proposal in general CDuld be better 
served as a designated 9re~nbelt area, or further private recreation; park
area. 

Respec tf 11 ] I y: 
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~lf&: 
~~fC;~t? 

1:] Krl1ghl,sLoI'idge r.;d. 
Br~mpton. Ontario 
LC r :;::<t. 

Mr. V. G. Whillang 
f1.::;. ""::"1' 

C 1 ty o'f Bl'arllptol"l 

" 

F t: ~ ?.3 1990 

THE MAYOR 

Attached is a petit10n ~l~ned by 95% of Qur resi~ents at ~8, 
Kn IJ:.!h f:.sbl' i dg€1 r'd. i nd 1 c "d, HI;; OLII' OPI:":)S 1 t J on 1..,:... t,he bu 11 d t ng 
,:I'f :'" ~I-'~-' I' l,llIt::n t [,uJ. Id11'li;b CtI"l tH,_,t: I: "C". 

-a byla.\ ... !lnll b(.;: c.hanr,I.:d i..'l CQunL11 fllert'lt:.el"s wl'..:" appecit..' 1..,_, be 
urt'f arJl 1 1 J.~-l' \'Jl th pr,:,.ble'lls HI t.he <:iffec te-d al'e,! 

-a pl·,:,.pos~l f,:tI' the l'e'f\?l'ettced si te 1S being corlsidered 10 a 
piel.:e-rlle.::.~l ·f: ash i(.trl irl d1I'''::c \.. c,;:.ntradl c. t lorl t,':' coruments of 
V 01../1' Dl..:·v·LA1,_,~.'rlH":/·'t. [n,sol/It.,!..,,'JI',: ,J"~'~':.il·I"'~Ylt.· C:;::·e,-=, p . ..; S $t:,-,..: E •• I} ..:..ti' 
Ird .. €:I'-O. j If.:~ I'('..::rllo.'c.-,I"jl..llll ,_tI ..r".11 4,'-,:':' 1..0 Ch",-ll'llIeo.i'l ,-"" t.Ile 
0I..;'vo.:;-1':'1-'1I1I 'n t T 1..;'';'111 •• 

l.lt: t I'I,!.:. t l,h .d. th i l::i pt.: 1. l I. J, '_'1"1 c.~I .. .:.I 11,,:: 1 !:tsue~ NU !:t€.-.j \'J1 11 bti: 
I.:. <:0 \' ~ I'Ld 1 '/ c ,_,r.s, J. ,j'2., c:d l..o ... 'l '':'\''': ,"<_11, J,III~ dL:C 1 -:;,j, ,.:../,,5 l.ll.:::. t !Ill 11 .:.d 'i' I'.!C t 
I.ht: ql~lc<lli..')l ,:,·r ':'UI' 11VI::r:. i:t1',rJ t.I,c:d. ,:rt ';:'1..11' faclIllit=::7i tc'l' yt.:or,11'!:i 

t.:- !. '_'"n" • 

FEB~6 mU 
FU!G.I~ 851-
FUJU~ CLjG5. J3 



1990 02 14 

To: 

From: 

J.A Marshall, Commissioner 
Planning & Development Dept. 
City of Brampton 

Residents of P.C.C. 121 
18 Knightsbridge-Rd. 

City of i:lrw.lptcn 
PLANNING OEf· T. 

Subject: Re: Application to amend tbe Official Plan 
and the ZO'ning By-Law Part Block C, Registered 
Plan 962 

We, the undersigned, residents at 18 Knightsbridge Rd (PCC 
121) oppose the building of two l3-storey apartment 
buildings on the site more specifically known as Part of 
Block "C", Registered plan 962 for the following reasons: 

1. Population density will be increased by an appreciable 
amount with its associated vehicular and pedestrian 
traffic increases. Have we not learned~rom the 
Jane/Finch corridor or st. James Town? 

2. Parking problems a~ready experienced by residents in 
the area will worsen. We experience congestion on our 
own lots today and street parking for visitors to 
residents simply compound the problem. 

3. There will be increased Hydro demands causing increased 
blackouts at peak times. This has been on the increase 
recently. 

4. There will be increased garbage demands resulting in 
poorer service than what exists today. 

5; The proposed fences around the property in a central 
area such as this will be an eyesore. . 

6. The "open space" will be giving way to another 
"concrete and glass" structure destroying the little 
"open space" that apartment dwellers need and prize. 

7. The proposal for the whole area should be reviewed in 
totality not piecemeal as is the current proposal. 

8. Last but not least property values wili be depressed by 
the low rental units (80%,subsidized) ~hat are 
proposed. 
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