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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF BRAMPTON 

BY-LAW 
Number __ 1_6_7_-_90 ______ _ 

To adopt Amendment Number _1~8~2 __ _ 
and Amendment Number 182 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 182 and Amendment Number 182 A to 

the Official Plan of the City of Brampton Planning Area, 

is 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 182 and Amendment Number 

182 A to the Official Plan of the City of Brampton 

Planning Area. 

READ a FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME, and PASSED, in OPEN 

COUNCIL, 

this 22nd day of August , :990. 

....---"""" ~~()ssqJl 
w~x~.x~mx7tx~(u~. 

ItRANK RUSSELL c _ - ACT I NG MA V.OR 

12/90/jo 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF BRAMPTON 

BY-LAW 
Number __ 1_6_7_-_9_0 ______ _ 

To adopt Amendment Number ~1~8~2 __ _ 
and Amendment Number 182 A 
to the Official Plan of the city 
of B!ampton 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 182 and Amendment Number 182 A to 

the Official Plan of the city of Brampton Planning Area, 

is her~by 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 J]l and Amendment Number 

182 A to the Official Plan of the City of Brampton 

Planning Area. 

READ a FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD TIME, and PASSED, in OPEN 

COUNCIL, 

this 22nd , day of August , :990. 

~ ~c~:>scz-lL 
M~X~.XX~' ~X'~X~<lOt 

FRANK R~SSELL ACTING MAYOR 

1',' / 

~~~~0~.i,~~~~(L~il,~------­
J. MIKULICH - CLERK 

12/90jjo 
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, ~ ~ ~ 

--i=~'V~ 
G!ty Clerk. - ~. 
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AUa: i9/:1990. 
--------.:..~--=--:.... _19_ 

, 
", 



1.0 Purpose: 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 182 

AND 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 182 A 

TO THE OFFICIAL PLAN OF THE CITY 

OF BRAMPTON PLANNING AREA 

The purpose of this amendment is to change the land use 

designation of the lands shown outlined on Schedule A to 

this amendment from "Junior Public School" as shown on the 

applicable secondary plan to "Residential Low 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 

westerly side of Murray Street, approximately 30.0 metres 

(98.4 feet) north of Garden Avenue, and are described as 

Block-53, Registered Plan 43M-387 and Block 54, Registered 

Plan 43M-476, in the former Town of Brampton. 

3.0 Amendment and Policies Relative Thereto: 

3.1 Amendment Number 182 

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 6 set out in sUbsection 

7.2.7.6, Amendment Number 182 ; 

3.2 Amendment Number 182 A: 

The document known as the Consolidated Official Plan of the 

City of Brampton Planning Area, as it relates to the 

Brampton West Secondary Plan (being Subsection B2.3 of 

Chapter B1 of Section B of Part C and Chapter C35 of section 

C of Part C and Plate Numbers 2 and 6, thereof, as amended) 

is hereby further amended: 
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(1) by changing, on Plate 6, the land use designation of 

the land shown outlined on Schedule A to this 

amendment from JUNIOR PUBLIC SCHOOL to RESIDENTIAL LOW 

DENSITY. 

(2) by adding to Part C, section B, Chapter B1, Subsection 

B2.3, Paragraph 3.0, the following: 

"3.8 The lands on the westerly side of Murray Street 

approximately 30.0 metres north of Garden Avenue 

shall be developed for a total of 41 single 

family dwelling lots, 6 on-street townhouses and 

1 open space block (pedestrian walkway), and 

shall be subject to the following development 

principle: 

3.8.1. the maximum gross residential density 

permitted on the lands shall not exceed 

23.25 dwelling units per hectare (9.5 

U.P.A.)" 



Ijj 
t-~W 

1~_Ia: 

-..._-.Iii 

~ 
a: 
::> 
~ 

STREET 

_ .... ...: 

- Land Subject to Amendment 

OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENT 

Schedule A 1:4000 

:z: 
t-
0:: 
0 
Z 

t-
LaJ 
LaJ " 
0:: 
t-
U) 

Z 
<C 
::E 

LOI 9 
Lol B 

Lol B 
Lol 7 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 
Planning and Development 

Date: 90 0802 
File no.CIW8.20 

Drawn by: JRB 

Map no. 42 -115 F 



BACKGROUND MATERIAL TO 

AMENDMENT NUMBER 182 

AND 

AMENDMENT NUMBER __ 18_2 __ A 

Attached is a copy of a planning report dated April 2, 1990 

and June 12, 1990, and a copy of a report dated May 14, 1990 

forwarding the notes of a Public Meeting held on May 2, 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. 

Region of Peel .................... June 8, 1989 

Consumers' Gas .................... January 2, 1990 

Peel Regional Police Force .•.....• January 4, 1990 

Brampton Hydro .................... January 5, 1990 

Ministry of Natural Reso~rces ..... January 10, 1990 

Bell Canada .........•......•...... February 2, 1990 

The Dufferin-Peel Roman 

Catholic Separate School Board ..• February 13, 1990 

Peel Board of Education .........•• February 14, 1990 

Ministry of Culture and 

Communication .................... April 17, 1990 

Ministry of the Environment ....... July 10, 1990 

OPAldcm/JA 



If'rrEI{-OI=iFICE MEMORANDUM 
Pr or 11 

Office of the COlllmissioner of Planning & Development 

April 2, 1990 

'1'0: Ci1ainlhll1 of tll(~ Develovmcnt 'ream 

1:I\Or-1: 1'] ,1Ilnillt) and DeveloJ?lllenL Depurtment 

Hi':: Propu:.;C'd I'tll)) of .';ulJd i v i:,;ion and Application 
t.o Amend the 0 ( r i CLll Pl.ll1 ilnd Zoning Dy-law 
1',11" L {J r Lp t- B, Co 11 C e::.;::; 1 on 1, W. 11. S • 
MUtTdY :;t I't'l~t 
IVd,"d NIIIIII)er '.I 

L.D.C.M. INVE:;'l'MI':tJ'j'~; LIMITED 
HelJion of I'cel File NUlllucr: 21'r-U9007B 

, ''_~~! .. "V,i I, P, NIIIllI?~~I"_: __ ~_~~~3. /,~~ ___ . _________________ _ 

J • (I I nL "(Jilt/cl. i 1111 

'I'llI' dl~;'lI L />1.111 ilml the appl iCution to amend the Official 
I'Ldl1 dlld Zoninc:) By-law were referred by City Council to 
~,;t .. r r COl: d n~poJ:t ilnd recommendation on February 2, 1989. 

o i:; IUl"'lll!ti 011 Llw we:,;! side o[ Murr.:ty Street 
'1J11,,"o:-:illld!'~ly HLO fllC'tn.!s (98.4 (eet) north o[ (;ardcn 
AVl'IHII'; 

• ('on:;j:;l:; ClI 111()c1~ !JJ on Heglstereu PICln 4JM-J8"' and 
111()t:I~ ~}·I un Hee)i:;tcl"cd Plan 43M-4"G; 

o llil:; 0111 dl"'d ul ,~.O/'J Ilc'clares (5.0 ilcre~); 

e 1t • .1:"; (l [I"tJllt:l.lqe uf 12J.H metres (406.1 feet); 

., 1t':1:; i\ depth of ,100llL 16".5 metres (550.0 feet), and 

Q j~; Clll"l""!nt ly vacant dnu contains no si<)ni[icant 
VCtJt.!tdtj 011. 



AMENDMENT NO. 182 and 182A 

TO THE 

OFFICIAL PLAN FOR THE 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 

This Amendment No. 182 and 182A to the City of Brampton 

Planning Area which was adopted by the Council of the 

Corporation of the City of Brampton is hereby approved under 

Sections 17 and 21 of the Planning Act, 1983. 

Date: I Q90" {Y 14 k~· 
Diana L. J ardine, M.C.I.P. 
Director 
Plans Administration Branch 
Central and Southwest 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs 
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- MlIl.T,lY street unci residential; 

::;OlJ'1'll - 1:0.:.;idcnLiill, und 

- Ihll-ton l{OllU unci I:esidential. 

• "l\c:_;idl~IlLi".l" (~chedllle '/\' - Official Plan); 

• ".! un i 01' Pub I j c ScllOO I" (Drampton West ~econdilry Pliln); 

e IILn:;t.ituUollill1 (I1)1I (By-law 200-32, as amended). 

Tu dllll.'lld till' O( fici.-II 1'1<111 <lnd zoning uy-law and to permit 
t11(~ :,uIJ(\ i vi:; 1 \)11 uf Lllc lUlld j nto: 

• ,~(, :.iIIIJIl' (,lIl1i '1' lot:; (12 metres width, 24 metres 
de-Id 11) ; 

o (J :.illqlc r,lllliJy Jot~; (~ metres width, 311l\ctres 
dept-") ; 

• .~ ~;illqlc f,lIl1iJy lot~; (12 metres width, 35 metres 
depl:/i) ; 

• (, uII-:.:tL'ect t(J\Vnllou~e lots, _ and 

• ) O.J moll'/.! (1 foot) t'cr;erves. 

Tile major fei.ltld~es o[ the /,liln involve: 

• ,~ cui ::;-;-de- !juc, onc of which gains direct access from 
MUI'!'''Y ~,tl.cet, unu 

• the cUIlLinudl:ion of UIC lotting puttern on Murray 
~;tn_'ct. 

In onJL~r Lo f':lciJitatc UlC city's eVilluiltion of the 
)lJ:opo::;cd p1,111, Lilo ,1pp.Llcilllt hilS submitted the following 
.:011 i I1(J l'I~«JlI i n~lIIcnt:;: 

J l.oL:; 1-1.1 inclll~,;ivc -, IUI) 

11 LoL:; ]'j-tll incJu~;ive - lUD Speciill 

il) MinjlllulIl Lot /\reu - 270 square metres 

IJ) M i n i IlIUIll Lot \v.i Llth - 12 metres 
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c) MinimulIl Lot Dcpth - 24 metres 

cl) Millillllllll Frollt Yun.1 Depth 

i) I.u Uw lIlain wal.l of the bui.lding - 4.5 metres 

I i) l (I Lllc f ,~ont 0 r II guruge or car port - 6.0 
lIll,LI'l!!: 

l!) r1 i n i IlIUIlI Hr'<l'" Yilrd Depth. - p,.!j metres 

f) M11ljlllU1I1 !jj.t.1c Yard,\vi.dth ••• 

(1) ro~ II ~i.dc yard flunking a road allowance where 
t1H' dwe L 1 j ne) un i_I' [aces the front lot line or the 
:; Lde lot .l tne <:Ind the garage faces the front lot 
I i Ile , 2 l\1e tre:-.; , 

(2) [oc other :::;iue y.ln]s - 0 metres provided that 

il) Lhe lLi:;tClnce between the walls of two dwell inCJs 
i~ not lcss thlll1 1.U metres. 

b) wilen~ t:lle d i ~;L.lI1ce between the walls of two 
dwe l.l j Ill):::; i.:; 1.,_,:::;s than 2.4 metres no window 
below grade or door below grade is permi.tted in 
either wCll], <:IIlU 

c) the luL1J w itlLI1 of side yards on any lot is not 
I c:-:;:-; t.llan 1. U metres. 

(CJ) MdXilllUIII Uul.luinq Height - 10.5 metres 

(h) M in i IIIUIII L,llldsc,IPCU Opcn Space - 40% of the front 
yaru Oil an jnterior and corner lot. 

I L TUWlIlll)lI!.iII IJ - lUll ~3p('ci.1I 

(.1) Minillllllll I,ot Arc.) - 1U!J square metres 

(b) Mil1illllJlIl Lot IviclUI - 6 metres 

(c) MinjlllulII l.uL DI:'pt.i1 - 24 metre:::; 

(d) Mill i ilium F run t y" I U Depth - 4.!j metres prov iued 
1I1d t lite r rOil t u I llny garage or carport shCl"ll not 
IJ(' c I o~;cr t11<111 (, metres to the front lot line. 

(e) MinilllulII Lllterlor :-;llle Yard Depth - 1.2 metres for 
1.I1C [jrst storey Ol- part thereof, plus 0.6 metres 
for c,ll.:h aLluj t i (lIalll storey or part thereof. 
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(e) MillimullI Inl.:erior Side Yard Depth - 1.2 metres for 
l.lw 1 i.n ... t storey or purt. thereof, plus 0.6 metres 
rv," cdch addl ticlllLlI 5torey or part thereof. 

Minimum Heur Yurcl Depth 6 metres 

Maximum 13uilding Height 3 storeys 

(h) Maximum Lot Coveruge by Principul Building - 45% 

(i) Minimum Landscaped Open Space - 40% of the front 
yu~d, except where the side lot lines converge 
tow~rds the front lot line, where the minimum 
landscaped open space shall be 30% of the front 
yunJ. 

In sllpport. of the subject proposal the applicant has, 
~ubmitted building layout. drawings for the proposed lots 
with :O;Ub:;tiHllJ.:lnl depth5 which illustrate that the 
llPPl-opd;ltn r:;ide yurd, front. yard and rear yard setbacks 
cun be llchieveu. 

The ~~II~I .. l.l~l..!l.i _ty_ .. I?l~~~L9 .. !...1_ .. i.Hld /'on i nCl oi v j s ion o[ [er the 
[011 ow i 11<] COJllllHo'! nt.s : 

\ 

• street A Gllall have Cl 20 metre wide road' right-of-way 
width con5iclcrlng that the cuI-de-sac has more than 25 
dwellinq unit::;. An alternative scheme appears to have 
~ cuJs-cle-sac; onc from Murray street and the other 
[l"om Du d:on HOild; 

• the lot width, unit layout and driveway arrangement 
for Block 42 shall be submitted for review; 

• t.he conwr lot.s do not look as though they meet the 
:;t,lntli.lnl ilduitiona] Jot. widt.h requirements, and 

• l:11 i:; sect i 011 has no objection to wider but short.er 
lot:; .:I::. compared t.o the conventional 9.0 metre small 
lot 5i1191es. Prov ideu that the development can still 
mee t t.he requ lar ~;et.b;lck requirements, we bel ieve that 
widel- lot.. wiclths provi.des bet.t.er st.reet.scapes. 

The .(~I..! ~ ~.I~_ I .. !~~ i l_~ I i..1~.'J .. S~.L[ Le i i~ I not.es t.hat street 11 A 11 and 11 il" 
a re to LJe namcLl pl" ior to t.lle next submission. 

'l'i1e .!!9.yg_!.QP!l1..Q.!lJ~ .... il.!.ld Jo:I~JV'.~"'l-j n<] services Division make the 
follow inrJ comments: 

• Grcen I Pill CI:m;ccnt mu::;t. be shown in its exact location 
on the dl:"ilft plan t.o il:jr;CSS possible conflicts with 
t1H~ I'rupo:;eLl :;trect IIA"; 
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., The rOlld cun I' j \jura tiOl1 as proposed versus existing 
BIII"tOII HOiHI i~-; nol: de::ixab.le. However, if this 
1'1'(11111:;1'11 111"(/ p.lI.(:c!rn i~; lIppcoved, we would G\lCjlJ(':~t 
C()IIt.:rl~Le :.()lllld widl:.:; tl.l onl.) the rear of Lot:.:.; 15, J G and 
l"I; 

• '1'110 OVUI'J alKJ tJrainagc (major storm system) for Streets 
"i\" ilnd "I;" flow!; natlll-ally toward the cnd of these 
:.:;LreeL:; (~uls-de-sac). The consultant dhould show how 
he j nLc'lIu:, to ilccolllmoda te this pr lor to the approval 
of ('hi:; pl,ll1- In thL; regard, a storm water 
1llt.ll1dQCIIICl1t ::-;tudy wnd dt"ulnuge report must be completed 
pr i 0 [" Lo tlPP1"ovaI of th is pI un ; 

• We I~cq\l ire- a 1\1 illj mum uoulevurd width of 4.5 metres at 
Lhe (!Ild of tllc culs-de-sac. 'rhe culs-de-sac as 
propo:;ed 1lI.1Y not be illlle to provide this; 

• We reqll i re a ~;.i.dewalk along the north and west s.ide of 
[;l:.n"'et "/\." alld alonq the west side of Murruy street, 
j r 1I0t ,) 1 J cildy ex.i.st.i IIg, where abutting this pIon; 

., Tile d I" i vew.1Y:; [01- Block I}?' should bc shown on a ] argcr 
:;c.t1e plllll lu (!nsun~ (hut: there is sufficient room at 
tile ClIl"b J j nQ la ilCCOJIIIllOda tc these uri veways as l)cr 
all r :;ltl n(I.:) rd!:; ; 

o L.ot:.; JU '1I1d ]~) should be turned around with frontage 
on !.;trect "/\." .in:ite<1d of Murray street; 

o Tile r .in i :;bed [1.001- cl(~va tion or the proposed lot::.; llIust 
be cqll.:\J lu lhe [in.i.:;lled floor elevation of the 
c;..i:;till(j .1IJulLi.n1j Jot:;, <1nu 

• MIII.T;")Y [;t·.1 L~el: lIlu:;t Ihlve an overlay of usphalt over its 
cnl.ll:e l(~Ij(Jl:Il .:1:; ., re~;ult of the ~crvice connectIons. 

'('he 'I~'I~' ~f,l. iy _1~:nfJ i n~'~~ I" !.1"1..I), .! ;." I .Y..Lcc!.; Dj_Y)Gion huG examined the 
\ll"UIH),;dJ dilL! ul ,"Cl" LIte Culluwi.ng comments: 

• we I:et/It i n- .t tI\." i v <..'wa y layout plan for the townhouse 
IIIud·. t" ('II:;lIl"C tlldt 110 conflicbi arise when the 
d I" I V0WdY:; ill \.f:' I":;ect tll0 curb; 

o :.t-.reeL "/\." i:; Lo I)(:! d('~l<Jnc<1 in such a manner as to 
id IIJIl Jln:~L-i:_;(~ly wil.h Creenleaf Crcscent. In this 
l-efjilJ:d, the cenLI-c lillc of Greenleaf Crescent i::.; to be 
depicted Oil the pJan; 

Cl the ilppJ ic.lIlt .is to prov ldc 5.0 metre radius roundin<]s 
1Il. the .i lit C 1:!.;ecU uns, J:',lthcr than the 4.5 metres uS 
nuLed, 'lllll 
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• in order to ensure adequate/proper curb and gutter 
1 OC'<l U ons, the culs-de-sac for the proposed streets 
"/\" ,H\(I "1\" ,.\1-<.' Lo bC! revlseLl to provide complete 15.0 
llIeLn~ j)ulu I-,\dil entirely contained within the subject 
properly. 

'l'he following departments and agencies have advised that 
they lIave no commenls: J..~"l.w l2.9J2Q!'tment,i Community Servjce 
p.!?pa ~.!-J!!..~D_l-=- ~.I~.~2~n~;Lt.; .r:LL!.li.l:~.~LY-0[ NatUl-al Resources; 
.<;:()n:.uJ~.r!; ~_~;i~_~; Peel Heq ional Pol ice Department, and 
1.3ri1!!lpto~l lIydro. 

Comments from external agencies are attached on Appendix A. 

The suuj ect property consi!;ts of 2 separate properties, 
namely: Block ~], Reqistered Plan 43M-J87 and Block ~4, 
RegjsLereu Plan -1JM--1'/6. '1'he development agreements 
pert.:1ird nq Lo each of the properties and dated June 16, 
1900 .:1ntl May ~b, 1902, respectively, required that the 
Ilropertics be reserved [or a proposed Junior Public school. 
'l'he Pee] Uoanl of J';l1ucation notes in their comments (sec 
Appendix /\) that they have no objection to the processing 
of th is (lppl.ication [or rc~;idential development, and 
furthc r, tile UOLlnl rccommcnded that this site be relcased 
[rolll it:; purcha:,;c agreemenL on october 27, 1987. 

In tllej ,- C()IUIH(!Ill.::3 nolcu in Appendix A to this report, The 
our fer lll-l'ec.l j<l)JIIi.ln Ca thoJ i c Se}Jarat<~ School Board does not 
!.;upport the re L • .:!ase o[ thj:; site for residential 
LleveloplIll.!nL due to the incrctlscd enrolllllent they are 
expel' iencj nq .. lIld Lhe incrcdsing future development 
cxpcctcd. 'I'll<.! Boa L-d a1 so rcquires that the release of this 
pl~n Le utilye~ (Llel~yc~) UJltil sufficient preparations have 
been unuerLd-:en to cH.::commo(\ate the projected number of 
s tudell ts in tld :.; arca. 

Notwitll~;tand.inqthe difficulties of overcrowtling that the 
0ep.:1ra te School Board forc~;ees, they would recommend that 
thc following be rcguireu ns conditions of draft approval: 

1. 'l'ht.lt the following cl<luse be inserted in all offers of 
purcll.,:;e <11l~ :..:a I C of rcsitlcntiiJl lots until the 
pcrm.1J)(!1) l: ::;chool for the area hus been completed; 

"Where.:l:';, Llespitc lhe best efforts o[ 'rhe Dufferin­
Pcel Homan Catholic separate School Board, 
~urficjl.!nt accommoLlalion may not be available for 
all anticipated students from the area, you are 
hereby notifieu thllt stUdents may be accommoddted 
in temporcJJ:Y fuei] i. ties and/or bussed to a school 
outs iuc of the arC',l, and further, that students may 
.tater be trcJJ1G[erreu to the neighbourhood school." 
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~~. 'ril" t tile .lpp I i ,.::"n t5 IJc required to erect informiltion 
:; iqn:; .d .• 111 IIh1-jor en! I~ilnces to the proposed 
U'~V(!JLJ1'IlIl!IIL '-luvi:;jn9 the.t: 

.. ()ur~ to ovcrc l·owdin(J in neighbourhood schools, 
::; tullen t:; IlILly be accolllmodated in temporary 

-filci.l.itic::.; oc LJuSGcd to alternute fucilit1es." 'l'he 
;11>/11. il;ilnt:~ .• re reqlliJ~ed to contact the BOurd'::; 
l'lanllj r'(J Vepl.ll"Lmellt [or sign specif icutions. 

In Jj(Jht of lIw conuiti.on~; o[ upprovill provideu by The 
DuCCerin-t'ecd Hum.1n catholic Sepuratc School lloard, despite 
Uwj [' obj ect lun:-;, and s.i nee the Peel lJourd of Education has 
i ntl i ca ted nu oh-jee t-. i Oil to Lhe development of the subj ect 
Idnd:; 1'01: J"(~:;idL'Ill.i.ll purposcs, staff ure o[ the opinion 
Llldl ,111 ;lIlH!ndlll"Ill. Lu Llle orf iciul Pliln in order to 
JlIl/lIt'lIlt'lll. 1 J)f~ IIl"OIIlJ:;('d 'drafl: pluJl of !.;ubdivision can be 
:;ufJ/Jo 1"l.p,1 r J"um cl p1 ann i Illl l'el-specti vc. 

COIl<."(!I"n i 1IC1 tile detilj I [j of the subject proposal, the 
ilpJl I i C'11l1. 11":; rClJlIcs ted Llll amemlment to the zoning by-law 
to L.c.i I I Llte l.he dev(~lol'llIellt or the lands for 41 single 
[.llllj 1'1' det."lcheLl dweJlin(J~; 'lnu 6 townhouse dweilings in 
.H.:conJdllce Id i LJI L1H~ lH-oJ>o~;ed plan. 

Concern i ng l:onj I1lJ on the !.;ubj ect s1 te, staff note thut the 
<:lppl i c •• nt he'G ::.lIbml tteu pcoposeu zoning standards which 
WUllld lJl' rcqlllJ" 0 d to jmplement the subdivision. It is also 
IIULl'Li 1I1dL ~l(. 1.11 Lilo I1J PI"upo:;ell sinqle [umily resillentiul 
I ()L:~ do nut IllCl~t 1.I1c! cj ty I::; minimum lot uepth requirement 
or :30.0 Illet-re:; (~JB.~) fed:). ]n Lh1s reg,ll-d, Lhe uppljcant 
fJl"UfJU!_;C:. to CI"c,tlLe ).(. lul.:; which will have mj nimum 10L 
d(~J>L IIG u1 2'1. () lllL!LI-e~; ("111."/ feet) anu will hilve minimum lot 
width:; or l.~.O IlH~tn!:; (V).11 feet). 'fhe i1PJJl.i.c;unt notes 
Lhdt LlIC':~'! ~~" Jut:~ wiJl pl-uvide minimum lot ul-euS of 2UU 
:;qll.1 n~ llIet re':; (-I, J on.o !:;qu;:U"C feet), whercus il lot which 1.5 
'J.O Illel~n~:; wide l)l' JO.U lllc!xe~; deep IJrovidcs u minimum lot 
ill"C'') of ,~"/o !:;IJlIdre IIlCLl-C:j (2,906.4 square feet). In 
,H.hlj tjon, the l.ll'pl lCilllL Ilil:; !.alblnitted dri:lwinqs which 
indicate UI'Il". Llle lIIinlllllllll front Yurd depth, reilr Yurd uepth 
ilnd :-:.ide 1''-lnl width!~, a:; outlincd in Uy-luw 200-82, uS 
C"lInellth!d, Col n IJ(~ pn)v icleu. stuff do not obj eet to the 
fJl"OI,o:;('d :H. 1nl:; alHl lloLL! lohe commcnts of the Planninq 
COlllllllll1 i \ Y Dc:; l'ln [.;cctj on wllC'l-ein the Section favours the 
loL:~ il~; I.Iwy wi J I j>1"ov.ide cl better strceL::;cupe. 

\>J i tll further re [erence to the proposed zoning requircments, 
it .i~.; noted L11,1 t Lhe 'lppl i CiJnt proposes u minimum reur yard 
depth for tile l Dwnl1oll:;e LJ] ()cJ~ of 6.0 metre::.; (20.0 fcet), 
where,1:; By-J .1W ,~OO-U?', a::; i)J\lenucd, requires u minimum rear 
y.u~d d"plh uJ" '/.~) meLre~; (~:~}.O feet). However, upon 

\. 
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furthel- lln;dy:-;i:..:, it was determined that the proposed 6.0 
meLn~ n',-u' ydJ:L1 depLlI llppl.ies only to the 2 proposed 
towllllolI:;1' III L:: I C1!;a ted \\ l: (~;)ch end of the whole townhouGe 
bJ od:. 'l'lIe ,-0111;1 i n.lnC] 11 tuwnhouse lots wi II have the 
lII.inj IIIUIII requ i J.ed ".!.J lIIetn~ reur yard depth. Since the 2 
townholl~;(! J ol.~: loc<.lLeu at each end of the townhouse block 
w.iJ 1 I..~acll lI;lV(~ !; i de yards, staff do not obj ect to a 6 metre 
rear yard depth for only l.hese lots, and therefore, staff 
recolI\lIIclld thut lhe amenuincJ zoning by-law be structured to 
rei lect t1d r; rC(Juiremcnt. 

The PJ:oposeu :l.on] nC], which would permit 41 single family 
dwellings and 6 townhouse dwellings, produces a gross 
residential uensity on the site of 23.2 units per hectare 
(9.4 1I11.i.t.!; PCL- acre). '1'ho lands al.mtting the subject 
property lo tile Gouth anu west, as identified on Hegistered 
1-'1.\1) 1JM-JB"/, were dcvelopC'u ut a gross residential density 
of 2J.~ uni.ts per hectare (9.5 units per acre). In staff's 
opinion, the subject proposul is in keeping with the 
density and the scale of t..he existing residential area. 

staff note that the propo~eu draft plan of subdivision 
illustrates lots 1, 25, 26, 37 and 33 as having substandard 
Jot widths. In thjs respect, accepted city standurds 
uict.:lte tl1.:lt where interiur lots are 12.0 metres wide, the 
.:ls~ocic.lted corner luts shall be a minimum of 15.0 metres 
wide, whercus the upplicant proposes to provide corner lots 
that ure 14.1 metres wide. staff have no concerns with 
re~pect to this proposal provided the applicant agrees to 
provide a minjmulII exterior Gide yard of 3.0 metres. 

ConccrninrJ Llle propuseLl cuJ s-de-sac on the draft plan, 
Planninq staff /late the cumments of the Traffic Engineering 
Serv.LGeS Divi~.ion .in which the Division require::; u complete 
J.~.O IIlI;~tl-e l.nJJ.IJ ri.luil entil'ely contained within the subject 
property, r~thcr thiln the ]4.0 metre bulb-radii as 
proposed. ALld.iL.Lonally, the Development und Engineering 
Service~; Di.vi!..ion require!.; the applicant to provide a 
minimulll I}.~) met re w.ide buuJ evard area ut the end of each of 
the cu l!.;-ue-!.;;lC. They ilh;u note that the bulbs as proposed 
lII~y not be ~~le to uuequ~tcly provide the 4.5 metre wide 
boulovanl. 

FurlllC!L- discu:"H5.ions with the 'l'.l-affic Engineering Services 
Div.i.si.on h . .lVe reveal.ed th~t the Division would have no 
objecLlolI to tile cul-de-s<lG bulbs as proposed, provided the 
requirement:..: 01 the Develupment and Engineering services 
Di v i:::;ion C'H1 be mel:. In v lew of this, Plunning staff 
recollllllellll tllat l:he applicl:lllt shall be required to provide a 
min.imum 4.5 I"elre wide boulevard within the bulbs at the 
cnds of ~lreet A and street U, or alternatively shall 
moLl.ify the plan to indicate complete 15.0 metre bulb radii 
contained cllti.rl~ly 011 the ::;ubject property. 
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\'Jl th furLiler l"c'qanJ to the culs-de-sac, staff note some 
concern with I:f.!spect to the placement ilnd orientation of 
I)L-Opo!..a.!u dweJI.iI)lJ~; on LoL:..; 1~, 20,31 and 32, located at 
Lhe cnu!..; of [.;treeLs 1\ and B. In this regilrd, staff note 
th<l t shoul d i1 CJil rilCJe associil ted with the proposed dwell ing 
\)e located adjacent to an~ parallel to the most southerly 
IH-operty IJOunuLll-Y of these lots, the associated driveways 
t ci the!;(.! 10/::; lII,lY, of nece[;si ty, curve northward to 
lnh'I-:;cct wi th l-hc pilvemcnt. Since curve<.l driveways in 
l"e:;.idellti.lJ Z()Il/~:_; tll-C cun"i<1cre<1 undesireilble, stilff 
10CCOllllllcnd Lh'-l L Lhe .. pp.!. iC<lnt shilll be requireu to agree 
Lh'-:It <lily uwe.llin<):.; 10cate<1 on Lots 19, 20, 31 and 32 shall 
bc 01° icnLed Juch tha t <lny associated garuges shall be 
loc') teu '-lU-l aeellt.-. to the nod:.herJ.y property bounduries, and 
Lllolt. .IC(;/:'!,:'; cl 1- I ve\-I,-IY:J Lu L/wse 10Ls ::;11illl not be curved. 

1'1 illln i IIq t~td I [ ')1"e also cOllcerned regilrding the proposal to 
bu t t the end:::; 0 [ :::; treet:o. 1\ and 13 agilinst the rear property 
bounuilrics of exi:;l:lnq <.leveloped residentiul lots. In this 
l"l"!:;pcct, the hCi'lul j(jhts of automobiles travelling 
Jouthbuund on l.he:;c ::;treets ilfter dark could impuct 
~;iqnir.ic.llltly Oil tile! exj:;tin(j houses. However, the 
appl iCilllt Ilt.l!..; jlldicilt("!U il willingness to provide solid wood 
rCIl<.:.in~J ~l/ld '-Hld i t.i ol1ill landscaping ilt the ends of the culs­
de-:;,lC i /l urde 1° Lu n!uuce these impilcts. Therefore, it is 
n:'CUllIlIlellueo thill: the ilpp l.ic<lnt s11ull ilgree by agreement to 
pl~ovidc [CllcilHI ,lilt! audltlollul landscuping on the site, 
~;.) Lj :;fdctory Lo Llw CUIlIIIl.i ssioner of Planning and 
Dcvelopmcnt. 

COIl:.,i.d<~ri.l1q l.IH~ dc!..;.i91l of the propoGe<.l pliln, it is noted 
Lhat !;tl~eeL tU\-/llholl~~e~; (,re proposed on Dlock 42 fronting on 
~;trcet 1\. I\~; ~I prerequit;ite to the issuuncc of a building 
pCI-mit [or l-.Ili:; lJlod~, the applicant will be required to 
obLI i I) L1le tipplooval 0 [ a :;.i. te plun. Matters such as 
dCC<':'!.:, rencj IIq tllld ~;crcen inq il:;sociated with this Llock 
\,.111 be (,,"~.1 It \v Illl l.1l1-ouqll the site pIiln upproval procesJ. 
IInw/!vcr, tile ;:(111 i 1111 ur LlH' !;treet townhouse block shoul<1 
IIlC llldc' .. ("('<Ill j 10CI\H.'nl. Lhll L f L-Ollt-to-rear ilceess through 
1)01)-I1 .. il i L.lb I c nIUIIl!·; be In-uv lde<.l for illl interior street 
l.u\vl1hOll!~(! UIlJ t:;. 

~; t" r r llotCJ tile comments of the Development and Engineering 
!;erv i CC!; :';l'l:l: i Oil in wld ch they note thilt the overlanu 
d 1°,1 i II .. <JP ("I ( LIl i ~.; ~; i. Le [llJw:,,; Iluturally towilru the ends of 
!;tn)ct:; 1\ ,HIU 11. l"urthcr, L1le applicilnt is required 'to 
dcmUI)~;tl-C:1tr~ how CJI-i"ldin~, and druinage is to be dealt with on 
Lh i.~; !:; i te pr.i UI· Lu I-C</ _i.:;tr'l tlon o( the plan. Therefore, it 
I~; reCl1l11l11elll/('u t.1li1 L the aplJl-Opr.iate conditions be imposed 
to "ddl-l':;:; t-ll('~a' COI)c:enl!:o 

• 
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wlLh further regar~ to qra~ing on the site, some concern 
has been rai:;cd by re::; idents on Garden Avenue that the 
l-Jropu~;ed dwe ll.inqs would have a finished floor elevation 
whl ell i::; ,. i~Jlwr thilJ1 the [inished floor elevation of the 
existing dwe.l Ling£>. In addition, the residents are 
concerlled abou!: a loss of privacy in their rear yards due 
to the proposed dwellings. However, the applicant has 
provided illustrations which indicate that the finished 
floor eleviltions o[ the existing and proposed dwellings 
will be ~PI)roxirnatcly equal. Yurtherrnore, the illustration 
ind icate~; Lhil t the propo~jed dwellings will not have as 
greut " building hei<jht as the existing dwellings. In 
order to ensurc privacy [or the existing residents, the 
applicant has indicated that windows in the walls of the 
proposed dwelli.nC)::; which [ace existinC) residential 
develupment will not be provided. Staff recommend, 
howevel-, t:hat the ilppropriate conditions which address 
these concern::; be imposed as conditions of approval. 

As w.ith other <.levelopmenb.; of this nature, it is 
recommcnded that an Arch.itectural Control Committee be 
e!;tablished tu rev 1 ew and approve the external design of 
bui.hJjnq~; witlain the subdjvision. 

-, . 0 HecolI\lll~ndil t ton 

It is re<.;ommendcd that Planning Committee recommend to city 
council thilt: 

1\. A Public Meetinq be held in accordance with city 
CUUJlcj .l'!.; procedure!:;, and 

U. Subject tu the result::; o[ the Public Meeting, staff be 
directed to prepare the appropriate amendments to the 
Officiill Plan and the zoning by-law and that City 
council recollllllend app l-oval of the draft plan of 
Pl-opo:::ed !.,ubd i v 1 r;ion be subj ect to the following 
condj t ion:;; 

t. 'flit . .! djljtl:OVill be bll:..;ed on the uraft plan prepared by 
~;t:ll.H.'rll.'r and Hc.inLhuler Limited, ontario Land 
~;lILveynl-!j v/iLh Jub Number 88-434-3, and dated 
IJl~Cel\llJl·1.· .l J, 1 ~ B ~ • 

2. 'l'he app.l j c.:1nt sh.:111 agree to satisfy all financial, 
lalH.Jsc.lpinq, enyincerinq anu other requirements of 
tllO cit:y or Brampton and the Hegional Municipality 
or PeeJ, includ.i.n~J the payment of Regional and City 
levies with respect to the subdivision. 
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). 'l'llc "PI,J leant. shaJ I ugrcc to grant easements, as 
Il\dy lK' rcquj nxl [al' thc installation of utilities 
,l1HJ IIIUIl i \! i)l" I :.;crv i L!CS, to the appropr latc 
iluLilOri tic~;. 

I}. 'rhc app I i Cillll:. sha 1] dgrce to sUlJport the 
ilpPI"Opl" i il to dlllcnument to the Of [iclal Plan and the 
~all.inq by-Ji1w. 

s. The I1I:opo:;c\1 rOilU allowances shall be dedicated as 
lJlIbl j L! Id yhwilYs upan registration of the plan. 

6. Dcvclopmr:!nt o[ thc plan shall be staged to the 
satiGfuction of the city. 

'/. The III·opa:;r.!d :..; treets shall be named to the 
:.;"LI:;r,H..:l..iun of the city of Urampt:on and the Hegion 
() [ I'C(~ I . 

U. The 111,1 X i IIlUIII number of single fumily lots permitted 
~;lh1J I I'l' I} I. 

9. Till' ilpp I i cdnt sllt1.l] uqrce to create easements for 
111.1 Llltcn,lllcC' »lIrpo!.:;es [or all lots where less than 
L.~~ IIIPI re </1 foot) side yards are being provided. 

10. Tile oIl'ld i\.:iIIlL :.;haU ilgree to satisfy all 
n~q\J i J"('lh(!11 I::;, r i.n,\nciul or otherwise , with regard 
I.u Lilt' 1_:UIIV\.~y.lllL"C uf parkland, or the payment of 
Crl~;It- i I"I-\. i(~\J uf 1.>llrkl.anu, in llccordance with the 
CiLy':; pol icic::; i1llU to thc satisfaction of thc 
CUlllIlIl:;:.i.UII<.!I' uf cOl\lllluni.ty Scrvices. 

I I. 1'1' j u.' LI,) CIl(' rcCJ.i~; Lration of "Llle plan, arrangements 
:;l1d I.J ut..! Il\dllc Lo tile satis[uctian of the city [or 
oIny l"cJucoILion of uL.ilities required by the 
devc·J 01 'IlInn t Ilf till' subj ect lands, to be takcn ut 
L1lc dove J op<'.:'::; CXp<'!I1SC. 

12. Ivhel"e .I C=,;~; t 11<111 /.. tl metrcs of sepuration between 
s trllcLuL"e:3 l:; bein<j lJrov ided, no back to frontu<.je 
d t'u i n,I(,)c ~-;hd ·11 be pcrmi tteu unless agreed to by the 
COIllII\.lt;~: ioner o[ l'uiJJ.ic \vorks and Duilding, and that 
tile appl i.CilIlL, Lit 11.i.~: expense, shall provide an 
'l.lI.CI.'Il.1Livc IIlctllOd ur reur yanJ urainage to thc 
,,,It i.:..;fllCt i.UII of till! Commissioner of Public Works 
cJnd Uuj luillq. 

LI. The ,lppl iC.:lnl shal:l ugrec to the establishment of 
.1/1 Architeeturill Control Committee to delll with thc 
extern .• I ilppca rLll1CC! of the dwell ings. 
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The ~pplicilnt shall agree thilt prior to 
ArcJlitccLural control Committee approval, the sille 
of allY dwellings or the l~suance of any building 
J>(!nllit~;, approval shall be ol.Jtained from the 
commjssjoner of Planning and Development for 
[eaturc::; to be included in the design of buildings 
to minimize eneryy consumption. 

The <.lpplicant shall agree that where a building 
slyle incorporating an exposed basement is 
propo~ed, the external treatment of the exposed 
bascment Ghall be consistent with the exterior 
treatment of the balance of the structure. 

The owncr shall 110\: remove any trees or topsoil 
ft"om Lhe l<lnd within the pliln or start any grading 
of Llle l'-lIlU within the plan, prior to regist.riltion 
of the plan, without the prior written 
tlllthorj zation of UlC city of Drampton's 
commissioner of Public Works and Buildings. 

11. Approval of a site development plan by the City 
will be a p~arQquisite to the issuance of any 
blljlujn(J perudt::.: for Dlock 42. 

1U. l\. 0.3 melre reserve shall be conveyed to the City 
along Lhe easterly property boundaries of Lots 32 
and 33 where thcy abut the Murray street road 
allow<.lnce. 

19. A 0.3 metre reserve shall be conveyed to the City 
alonfj UlC westerly boundaries of Lots 16 and 17 
when~ 'UlCY abut the 13urton Road road allowance. 

20. 'l'he .:1pplic<lnt shall agree, prior to offering units 
[or ::'-1 J C', to place n plan on the wall of the sales 
of r lee (:.;), in it pi ilce readily availalJle to the 
publ.k, which inLlicutes the following: 

a) the localion or all Canada Post Supermailboxe~ 
as ~pproved by Canada Post and the City; 

b) where sidewaJks, walkways, fencing and 
lhlr].;.lilIlU:,: are -located; 

c) L1H.' LYl'e (J ( fellcing featureG; 

<.I) tllc· luc .. tloJ) of the lots designated by the Fire 
IJL'J'drLlllcnt <I:'; fjre break lots, and 
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e) the followln9 information must also be shown in 
Bold type: 

IIFor further information on proposed and 
ex.iGtjn9 lunu use, please call the city of 
IJt'ilmptoll, Planning and Development 
Depilrtment, 150 Central Park Drive, 3rd 
Floor, between 8:30 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., 
te,lephone number 793-4110". 

21. The map rcrJuj Led in condition 20, above, shall be 
upprovcd by the city's commissioner of Planning and 
DeveJ opmcnt pt-ior to the applicant either offering 
dwellinu un.its for Gale or to the registriltion of 
Uw pJ<lll <1I1L1 further staff shall be permitted to 
mOll i Lo 1- th0. !jil le:::; of f ice to ensure campI iance. 

1./. 't'he "pp l le.1nt GhQ I I agree to remove any trees and 
illl)' velJl~Lul..i_on on tile subject lands so designated 
fu I: J."1.."'IIlUV.l I uy the- ci ty. 

:'-3. Prior to n~(:Jj striltion arrangements shall be made to 
the ~;i) t.i~.; [ilctioll 0 r the Commissioner of Publ ic 
\tJod.~; ,\IIU Buj lLling [or u suituble construction 
tr'lfri.; route. 

~~~. '1'110 dpp.lic:ant shall: 

I'r lUl.' 

P"lut­
phd: ./""! 
eil.y, 

to Llle iJlitic.ltion of any <Jrading 
Lo tile l'l~gistration o[ this pl.:ln 
t.ll~ n~o I, ~';Ilbmi t for the approval 
l.lIe fulluw.i.nU: 

and 
or any 
of the 

(i) d detailed engineering anu drainage 
n~pul't Lhnt Llescribes the storm water 
1lI.11l.1qelll(!1l t techniques which may be 
n'qllj n:,d l:o minimize the amount o[ storm 
wdLer dr'lina(]c from the site and the 
propused methods for controlling or 
III i 11 j III i L', i 11<j erosion and sil tation on-site 
.Hld/ur .i n downstreulU arc.:lS during and 
ill.tcr construction. 

0) J\(.Jl-el.! ill lhe ~;lIlJdiviGion <l<jreelllent, oln wording 
ilc.;ept<llJlc to tile City: 

i) tu C'-lr-r-y uut, or cc)use to be carried out, 
to the satisfaction of the city and the 
Reyion uf Peel, the recommendations 

• 
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the recommendations referred to in the 
report(s) as required in condition 24(a) 
above. . 

The aPl)licant shall make satisfactory arrangements 
with Canada Post and th~ city Public Works and 
Builuj WJ lJepartmcnt for the provision of suitable 
sites [or the installation of the Canada Post 
Gupenut:l j llJoxcs. 

26. '1'he ilPPUcilnt shall agree to provide fire break 
lots iW required by the Community services 
Department: l~irc. 

2·'. Thc applicant slwll make satisfactory arrangements 
wjth tllC Cjty [Ol- the provision of street trees. 

2U. '1'110 hor j zon tal anu vertical alignments of all 
roac..l[j, inclucLinq their intersection geometrics, 
:.;hall.' I,c designed to the latest City standards and 
requiremcnt::.;. 

:J. 9. 'l'lIe t11 '1,1 i Cilnt shul J agree to construct sidewalks in 
L1 lOCLll. i on .• nu of . .1 dcsign siltisfactory to the 
CUIIIIII i :..;~; i UIWJ: uf Public Works and Duilding, or 
all.enl'IU.vcly, shilll pay cash-in-lieu of same. 

JU. 'I'he .1ppJ icant silull provide a minimum 4.5 metre 
wide buulev<:ll-d within the bulbs at the ends of 
~treot A anu strcet D, or alternatively shall 
modify Lhe plan to indicate complcte 15.0 metre 
bulb rC:ldii, toqetller with the required minimum 4.5 
metrc wjde boulcvard area, contained entirely on 
the subject property, to the satisfaction o[ the 
Commis:.;ioller o[ PulJlic Works and Duilding. 

31. The applicant shilll agree that the finished floor 
elevaLion of the dwellings proposed to be located 
on Lots 19, 20, J1 and 32 shall be approximately 
equal to the fjnished floor elevation of the 
cxisting uwclU ngG located on abutting lots 
fronlillq onto Gunlcn Avenue, to the satisfaction of 
the Comllli::;s i.oner of Puulic Works and Duilding. 

J/.. 'l'lIe dPp I ic.1nl :.;ha lJ provide an overlay of asphalt 
OVCI" lohe entire lCI1,)lh of Murray street to the 
::;aL.ir.;f.lction o[ thc COlllmissioner of Public Works 
,lJ1d UuiluinCj. 

)J. 'l'he applicilnt shall agree that the centreline of 
:;treet A Ghal.l illiCjn with the centreline of 
GL"ceJllei1[ Cresccnt on the opposite side o[ Murray 
:.;tn:!et. 
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3'1. The applIcant ~hall agree that all radius roundings 
ul the street Inter~ections within the plan shall 
be increuned [rolll '1.5 metres to 5.0 metres. 

]~. Prior to the issuance of any building permits, the 
applicant shall pay all City and Regional lot 
levjes in accordance with the city's and Region's 
Cap.i lal Conl:ribuU on policies. 

]G. Tile clpplic<lnt !";!w] 1 agree to pay watermain and 
::.<1n i. Lll"Y Gewer frontage charges to the satisfaction 
ut tile I<c!Jioll of 1'cel. 

]./. 'l'1Il' ,q Ip J i cant [;h .. 1 J. agree that the following clause 
Lw in:a.~I"l:cd In alJ offers of purchase and sale of 
1'C't.> i LiellLi.ll .I olt.> ulltil the permanent school for the 
d n~il Ihl~; be(~ 11 COIIIL> 1 eted : 

"Where .. ::;, despite the best efforts of 'l'he 
Duf [c!rin-Peel Roman Cathol ic Separate School 
Uoard, sufficient accommodation may not be 
available for all anticipated students from the 
area, you arc hereby notified that stUdents may 
be accommodated in temporary facilities and/or 
Lu::,~C!Ll Lo a school out~lde of the area, and 
flll:LllCr, t:l1<1 t ~; LuLlents may la ter be transferred 
to tile neighbourhood school." 

JU. '1'he appl leant sh .. J 1 be required to erect 
jn[oJ:llhlUtlJl ::;1.<]n:::; at all major entrances to the 
propo~;C'Ll development advising that: 

"Due to overcrowding in nei(]hbourhood schools, 
slUll<.!lIl:..; lIklY be accommodated in temporary 
faciJities or lJut.>sed to alternate facilities." 

'1'he ilpplicant::; dre required to contact the 
)Joanl's P).annin<] Dcpartment for sign 
::;pec.i [ication::;. 

JSl. The app.Licant shall agree to repair or replace 
any existing fencing which abuts the site which 
llIay llc dama<]cLl duc to construction on the site. 

1\@1':1b'0\ /) trr{t{;(J~{!{/j . _ J ___ _ V!' __ ______ .... ______ _ 
Jrl n 1\. M<ln.:II .. ll, M.C.l.P. 
c( 1111 l::;!"";.ioncr, l'.liUlld lie) and 
Dl'V(' J opmont 

Respcctfully submitted, 

~~-r------------
/w1J-~~ 

L.W.H. Lainc, Director of 
Planning and Development 
Services Division 
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CufvWII':lrl';; l"HOM EX'l'EHNJ\L J\GENCIES 

Tile- I 'ee I 110,1 nl 0 r J::dIlCill: j on huG rev lewed the subj ect proposal and 
(I r r (' 1- --l: I-I e -- -(~) j---I -;';W i-Il~)- --C()I;l-lI~ ~ I-Jl::; : 

"TIll! l'L!(!] HVdrd vf l~dllCdL lun II,,~; no uujcctjon to the further 
I)/-uce:;~: i nej of <ll-'l rt pJ .111 of ::ubdlvlsion 21'l'-0900"'B. 

TIll! 'lllticjpatcd yield ('1-UIIl tlliG pIun is llS follows: 

10 JK-5 
(, G-a 
U ~)-OJ\C 

'rile ~; lutiell t:-.; <Jene L-d t(~d Lt re prc!--;ently within the following 
<1 l: Le ndil nee .) re.l r; : 

Clenddle 1'.[;. 
Ile.lt.Ly Flclllil1f] :;r. 
IIL-Lll1ljJLoll CClltenn tell 

Enrolmpnt 

JJ<-'J 
G-U 
fj-OJ\C 

OME 
-10'}, 

501 
400 

1399 

462 
344 

1499 

Tile ro n-'(jo i 1l\:J COllllllen h; ilppl y [or a two year pcriod, at which 
Lime Updd Lcu eUl\Ill\cnL~: wJJj be !-:upplicd upon requcst." 

It i!; a I !..:u nol:cd thi1L LlI~~ PeeJ lIoclrd of: Education passcd the 
J () II nw iWJ rCL;OIlIIlIf'lIdd L lCJll .J t Ll H.c(julilr Uoard MeetincJ hcld on 
Ocloher ",0" 1'):1-/: 

11 ILL!; rl!CUllIlIlI~ll!led l.h'lt Llle MlllTay street sitc ue released 
ri-om i t:~ I'll n;llcl!;e illj 1-('!_'llIcn t. 11 

"'IlL! l\l~<J I.!_J_I~ u~_ )'f-'~' I _l'tallJJC _\'J~)-,~I~~!; .I?_~p<1]-tmcnt has examined this 
PI-ojlo::.1l .-and orl!)t- LIlt! lulJowillfJ comments: 

I) :;~11l i toll-), :..:t~WI~r:.:; cl rl~ llV<1 i 1.11> I e in 250 mm diameter sewers on 
r"ltJlT<1Y !;trcpt ,lllll on an po\:,-;ement at thc west limit o[ the 
plall, ilnd 

IJ W,lL-c_'I- i:; .lVdi1.11Jlp on f'IllllT.ly SLrect. Looping is required 
Lu lIuLoton i{u.Hl, for which .111 CilGClllcnt will be requireu. 
1-'1°011 L<l(oW elld I"tJ'--':; ell JP I Y fu 1- !;;Jni tary scwers and water [or 
1'111ITily :;tloel~t oiL Lilt:! llJlpJ iCilulc rutcs. 



Tile Dll[fcrin-Pcpl /(olll()n Ciltholic ::';cpilrilte School Board has 
l'X;llll i nod tile :;uhjcct Pl-UPO:';;l] and offer::; the following comments: 

Tile BOdnl i:, not in a position to indicate that there are or 
w ill 1)(' pup i t P I (lee!; \Ivu,ilab te when required due to the 
.. :ond it ion:.; wll i cll pre:;ent.ly prevdil. In light of the growinfJ 
Cllt-u 11l1<~1l U; we h,lVC' ,l)l!(?n expel" iencing in Peel in the past few 
y(~.ll-~-; "IlU W i til UH' i,nc ceilS i,nc) future development expected, TI'H,? 
l>lIfrcri.n-l'eel Homiln C;ltholic !;E!puratc School Board is in the 
p"(H:(,::!~ or c I U!;C~ I Y mUll i lor.i Jl<.l Lhe aVuilal>ility of pupil 
• H': COIllI1\O<! " L i 011. 'I'll i!.i i!; unLIl il~; u result of this growth and as ,I l-C~-;ld t of .1 lac}; uf cap,i t~l L al1ociltion for new schools from 
tlte "'linJ.~;Ll")' of 1';duCdUOIl. 

Tile .... lJuV(~ lIotl.'d ;1I'pJ i Cill i on .I~; located in the elementary 
Cil Lclllllcn t .1'-12;1 uf OUt· Ludy ur l~atima and proposes a total of 
·11 unit::, yil'ldilltj dJlP,-o;"illli1tely lO-Junior Kindergarten to 
t;I·.llh'lI :JI.'ll.l'-dl.(' :;c1,uoJ :;tudcllt~;. Our Lady of l~atima has a 
l:ilp.1Cily u1 ',V) pupi I p1<1co:,; ilnd a current enrolment of 774 
:;Llldr:'nl.:-: n!ll1d "inq tile placcment of 10 l~ol,·tablcs on site. 

'1'11 i:; ;IPP I ic.d:.i UIl :,;pl~C i Lica LL y noted above will yield 
d (I() ro:-·: 1111.1 to l Y IJ -(; t-.1Ul':'; () to :I ;~/OAC scpara tc school students. 
'I'lIi:; ilppl ir::;ltion i:. loc.lted in the secondary catchment areu of 
Cil nJ i lid I J,1.!1:wr, wll i cl, hi.):; iJ cdpuci ty of ·/13 pupil places and a 
CtlLTcnt !'l1roJ IlIf}/lt ot 1102 [;iludcnts which has necessitated the 
p I .... cemen L or 9 port.alJJ e~-; on r; i. te and the use of an Annex 
hui ldinl). 

'I'il(')"o i:; no pcnnilllcnt pupil dccolllmodation available for 
:,l'lIdcnl'~; qV'I("-id:<'d by Lllj!; applic.:ltion. rrhis application will 
/le'l'(!:;:; i I-.d:!' L:.1I1' pl.,cI'lIlc/lL or LClllporury accommodation 
I iH .. : i I i I i !,:', :all'lI ,,~, p()I·t.ald e:; on thc above mentioned school 
:;,t(!:;. In dddil.iulI, IIIl1l1icip.-1I fire and buildin(j departmenLs, 
.1:; \-,1c11. d:; loc.1! ('l,-'el'ed rcpl:e::;cntatives, have expressed 
:;0 '-tllll:; 1~1I/)c'(~ l-II:; .)bulIt. l".c'IIlPU , .... ,:y accommOU,l tion and resulting 
llVf."'L',-uwdilllj tit. :;,,('ciJ'i,c :.;c1111().l siLe:.;. 

Tile I\Odl-d 1 • .1:':; L,eell Llced w i lh r<.lpid resiucntiill development, 
tile PI-OV i ~ i UII U r ~;c1JOo.l:; fur French speakinq st.udents and the 
provi:;ioll or :;ecolld'lI-y school funding. with these added 
re:.;po/l!;il,[' iLic'::, UIC Boanl 1Il1l::;t. request that the development. 
ill'l'l i Cd L i Oil be ~; LdIJC!d (de 1 ,\yed) until the Doard and others 
II"V(~ :;ul rit:il!IIL I ill1C to IlIdke preparat.ion for the expected 
:;l.udeIlL qnlwU, Wllidl wi I1 llilLul:.llly foJlow 'the release of 
Ule:;e n':;id('1J1. i.a I devl'lopmcJlI.. applicat.ion::;. Due t.o these 
ci n':lJm~;Lcll\(':{':;, 'I'h(! l)urre,.-in-I'eeJ l~omiJn CaLhollc Separate 
:;dloo I HOel nJ C.III1IUL :;UPPOI-t. '-he above noted deve] opment 
rlppl iCdLioll tIIll j I :;ud. Lime .1[; the Ministry o£ Education 
pr-ov i de:; 1.11 i:; 110.1 nJ w j l.1a :;11 i l:.11I I e fundinq to relieve the 
IJVP Il: J"(Jwd j IIq .IWJ dCCOJIIlJlud.l Le' I)PW pupj.L pl ace!; j Jl Lhc above 
n!II'I-Pllcf'd dl'vc~l()p/llelll "ppl iCdLjon. 
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NuLwithsl:anlJln~J Lhe strong oppos.ition o£ the Board to the 
reJeil:;e or u. i!; develupment application, we recognize that the 
practice which i:; fullowed by both the Reyion o£ Peel and the 
ontario rlJull.ic.ipal Bo'H-d requ.lI-CS that we include the £ollowing 
cUI1<JjLioll!.; or urafl approval if the ~ubject development 
appl.icatiull iG \jctllllcd Clpproval. 

The Du r fcrin-Pc(~l HOlllan Cathol ic SCpClrate School Board requires 
that lhe followin<j com.1ltions be fulfillecl prior to registration 
of t.he pl.-:all. 

1. That the foJlowing clause be inserted in all offers of 
purcha:::;e and sale of residential lots until the permanent 
:::;chool [or the (lrc.-:a h.-:as been completed; 

U\"1hereilS, ue~pj te the best ef forts of The Dufferin-Peel 
l{OIll.-:a11 Cilt:llOlic ::;eparate School I3oard, sufficient 
,1 CCOIllIllOU a lion lIIay lIol be II vallable for all anticipated 
:::;tuucnl~ from Lhe il~Cil, you are hereby notified that 
!.;ludcnl:o; filiJY ue accollllllodateu in temporary facilities and/or 
lJuG~ec1 t.o .. ~;cllool oulside of the area, and further, that 
:.:; luden l:.; may la ter LI(::! tr.-:an!:;ferred to the neighbourhood 
~chool.U 

2. That tllC ilPP] ic.-:anl:::; De .l-equircd to erect inrormation signs at 
all major cntrance:::; to the proposed development aclvisi~g that: 

"Due Lo overcrowuinq in neiyhbourhootl schools, students may be 
accol1lmodilLcd .in LC~llIporul"Y fucilities or bussed to alternate 
I il C .i 1 .i. Li e:.; • 11 

Tile (1)JpllL:,1I1l:... ,In! rcquln.!u Lu contclct the I3oarcl's Planning 
J)CL>':lJ~l:l1l(~nl ror :; i'lll :-;pec i.[ic,ll:ions. 

J /\/ illll/ LDCM.l J IV 



r'-----.---------

Wnndwc 

1'11'1,11 

Vlt. ,., fin r. 
I~-..-;.-+--I\-v-.. -.., s: ?' 

"" :=< -; 

QUEEN S' 
-I' 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 
Planning and Developmcnt 

Dale: 90 0:3 22 Drawn by: ",RB 

File no. CIW8.20 Map no.42-115 A . _____________ .-L ___ jL-.:....:~=_=_ ___ ~ ____ ~ 

1:12000 
LOCATION MAP 

'. 



I 3 ' 
., 

" , , 
" 

I I ,,. 
.-;',', ";"'. , 

, , I I ~ '",. :, 
',' \'1'" 1\ q;'. '1.' , n 

.. . . -.. ---

.. 
=:;" 

0:::,~~, /' 
~ '- , 
~: ''';: I.! I' 
~! : •• '0 I : .. ' 

(I), 1,., ;- ~\ 

I'",) /' 
~J:tl::' L (~ 

t " , .-" " :.. .. , q •• l • 
• r'·" 'U t' 

I" U HI" 

il , ,; I' " .. , .. 
I _If',." •. , 
,. "'.... :1" 
,",C: j: lL·i.~ ,': 
, .)""11 ( • u ... f. 

I. 

--. 

\, 

I: 
:," 
." 
" 

Lt:; 

.:' 
.: ... 

I n ~. (' 
.rio' t I iI;;. r" 
:.,' I to. ,. ~ • 

::."'1 . .:!: la,' t:~, 
" : •• "0' \,~" 

I .. f ~ ! i f tI. ,,' 
i, . ; ',' " , " " ,", \ .,', 
~ ,'1,: " 

: -
.. '-. .. -' 

l . 
,; I, , . 

, , 
; I 

I-
S . , , 

',' Ir. 

. , 

, , , 
.. I 

, . - J"-
'I" _.'---

... _.",)._' 
. J.--.. 

,~ 

, ""1 • i l - !i 
'1· 

!l .. I ,., ,; f 
.. ; ~ \.! . 

" I 
. , 

, '0' ;~:, ~ ,. , 
I, \. ~'I i 

" 
, 

I. 
',/11 

"~I' " I" , , 
t·) ;. f , ' 

" .11: ;~J It' .' :: :,: I 

" .! (> ;. 

... 1 I 

':.". 

-'-~r" _ .... . . ... .. 
, , 

.... ... :: ., 

'~::l:J' ~-' ~f: -~>: .. 

,­.. , I., 
r. 

... ... .. 
\-- -

11 i'HlIlS 
J 

, 
l:i" 
t:,l 

IJ 
~,I 
',:1 

.1. ,; 

P y! " , ~ . ' . , 
'" \' 

Lt J~, 
1.1,-
:.ll;i 

~ I', ' 
I':n~ 

I 
VI I ~ 

! ',r " 

~" 
" 

., .. -
~i, 
.. -t l .. , 

• i 

. :d ~ 
'-.---'-;,~ 
I ( ._:, • 

, '! 

.. ' , . 

'r 
.~i !\ 

r:-J I. 
' . 

".~ ..I' 

" " d 

v 1]J1I15 \, 
'/ __ ,,_ . r 

'- ./. ; 
~ ~ '!!I 

't i;oi.: t: 

~-I"l':-·-:-1 .. ·· 

--~rl ---.r.. . ~ 
,. ./ .~ __ i __ .., -

~ .. 
.. ~ .' , 

: , 

I , 

. , 
~ :.' .: 

LDCM INVESTMENTS 

\ 

, -

LTD 

DRAFT PLAN OF SUBDIVISION 

! 
I 
\ 

r..-"->:,....,J':'/"":' f~r, I : ~ 
r 'I .. ::... .• ,~\.-. '--

n~ . 
P': ,. , ,'. ,.. I, -

fit 
" I 
IU! 

I ·1 ~ , 
" ,-. 

I 
. I 

.~- .- --- ---- ----- -----------. 00 _______ ,-_____________ --.. ----1 

1:1220 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 
Plnnnmg and Development 

I 
Dulc: 90 03 22 

_ ~~I~_n_u.CI_~8,20 

• 

Drawn hy: JR 8 

Mnp no. 42 -1158 ---_. --------' 



E 
o 

"-- - ------- ----

----- ---, I 
. . ·11 

I 
---- --I --

24.0m ._----------------

LDCM INVESTI\1ENTS LTD 

PROPOSED RESIDENCE SITING 
ON A 12m X 24m LOT 

------------, 

J 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 
PI~nning and Development 

Dulc; 90 03 22 Drawn by: JRB 

Fill' no_CIWO.20 Mn!> no. 42-115C 



,----.--~------- .- --------

I 

i 
.l 

... - 11 -r------------
.- L-- -- -If" 1 !' 

I' . 

. -::-_"'~- h~-:: ' -:-,.1 -= 
..... ~ . , . 

/ 

. __ :Jlt-L ~:l~1 ':(1",\' it ,,'1 - I r~ -I~~ 
_\'/\ I 11' i . 1;:1\, ),1 , 'I r / ': '·t ..... --~-:...:..---:-:.:.:-;,---..:..:...' -.:..- -

, , ,I " -' 'r " " , ' --_~~~' ,,- 1,1-••• 

I:XI~TING 

HOU~E 

I EXISflNG - ! •• {PRoPO~ED I. 
, REI\I( YI\HD '. SIDE .. 

I I YARD I 
I I I 

PROPOSED 
HOUSE 

. . . -- - . - -- - - - . _. -- -. - --- - -
LDCM INVESTMENTS LTD 

.. - -----'" .-._-----------j 

PROPOSED TREATMENT 
BETWEEN EXISTING 
AND PROPOSED DWELLINGS 

CITY OF BRAMPTON 
Planning and Development" 

U"Ic: 90 03 22 Drawn by: JR8 -

r lie no.CIWO.20 MlIp no. 42-1150 



TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Office of tho Conlmissioner of Planning & Devoloprf)cnt 

May 14, 1990 

Chairman and Members of Planning Committee 

Planning and Development 

Proposed Plan of Subdivision and Application 
to Amend the Official Plan and zoning By-law 
Part of Lot B, Concession 1, W.H.S. 
Murray Street 
Ward Number 5 
L.D.C.M. INVESTMENTS LIMITED 
Region of Peel File Number: 21T-89007D 
Our File Number: C1WB.20 

The notes of the Public Meeting held on Wednesday, May 2, 1990, 
with respect to the above noted application are attached for the 
information of Planning Committee. 

Approximately 20-25 members of the public appeared at the meeting 
in order to voice their opinions and concerns regarding the 
proposal. The views expressed by the public can be summarized as 
follows: 

1. the subject proposal is of higher densiti than the existing 
neighbourhood; 

2. the subject proposal will generate significant volumes of 
traffic; 

3. the existing Institutional designation in the secondary 
plan should be retained and the property should be 
developed for a school; 

4. the guality of life of the existing neighbourhood will be 
detr~mentally affected; 

5. the subject plan will lower property values; 

6. the subject plan indicater: poor subdivision design as the 
culs-de-sac terminate against existing rear property lines; 

7. inadequate notice of the Public Meeting was provided; 

B. storm water runoff from the plan will flood existing 
residential properties; 

9. the location of the walkway required by the Community 
Services Department should be moved to the north, and 

10. part of this plan should be conveyed to the City for 
parkland to act as a buffer between the proposal and the 
existing neighbourhood. 
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Regarding the concern that the gross residential density of the 
subject proposal is greater than the densit¥ of the existing 
neighbourllood, staff have calculated the ex~sting density to be 
9.25 units per acre and the proposed density to be 9.40 tinits per 
acre. In staff's opinion, a difference of 0.15 units per gross 
residential acre between what currently exists and what is 
proposed is not significant, as this increase represents less 
than one dwelling unit over the entire property. 

A concern was raised relating to the traffic impact that this 
proposal will have on the local roads in this area. It is noted 
that the Traffic Engineering Services Division of the Public 
Works and Building Department have reviewed this plan from a 
traffic standpoint and have no comments or concerns regarding the 
proposal's impacts upon abutting roads. 

It is also noted that many concerns were raised with respect to 
the original proposal which extended Burton Road through to 
Murray street (sce attached petition submitted by Mr. L.R. Hagen 
dated April 21, 1989). As a result of input from the local 
citizens Advisory COlomittee, the applicant revised the plan to 
retain the current termination of nurton Road. 

Concerning the suggestion that the existing Institutional 
designation be retaiJled and that the site be developed for a 
school, staff note that both school boards were provided the 
opportunity to purchilse and subsequently develop this site. 
Ilowever, both boards rejected this site, and released it to the 
developer to be developed in another manner, pursuant to the 
subdivision agreement for the surrounding lands. 

Two additional concerns were raised in that this proposal will 
detrimentally affect the quality of life and will depreciate the 
value of property in this area. staff do not concur with this 
viewpoint as there h~s been no evidence in the past to indicate 
that developments which were similar in nature to the subject 
proposal have had any deleterious affects on quality of life, or 
a depreciative affect on property values. 

Many of the area residents that have viewed the plan or attended 
the Public Meeting stated their objection to the proposed road 
and lotting pattern. In this regard, the area residents object 
to the applicant's proposal to butt the road allowances of the 
culs-de-sac against the rear property lines of existing houses 
fronting onto Garden Avenue. In order to address this concern, 
the applicant has agreed to install a solid wood fence together 
with additional landscaping within the road allowance of each 
cul-de-sac in order to abate the effects of automobile headlights 
on these streets. Staff recommend that a condition be included 
to those conditions ~pproved by city Council on April 23, 1990 in 
order to ensure that the applicant provides said fencing and 
landscaping. Staff also note that a condition of approval of the 
subject plan requires that the finished floor elevation of any 
proposed dwelling on lots at the ends of the culs-de-sac shall be 
approximately equal to, and shall not exceed, the finished floor 
elevation of existing dwellings located on abuttin9 lots fronting 
on Garden Avenue, in order to obtain a sense of prlvacy for the 
existing lots. 
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One of the residents in attendance felt that inadequate notice of 
the Public Meeting was provided to the neighbourhood. Staff note 
that the notices of the Meeting were mailed to assessed owners 
within 120 metres (400 feet) of the subject property and notice 
was published in a local newspaper in accordance with City 
Council's policy. Further, staff note that a sign indicating 
submission of the proposal to the City was erected and maintained 
on the site, also in accordance with Council's policy. 

Staff note that one of the residents that attended the Public 
Meeting indicated a 9reat deal of concern regarding storm water 
drainage from the site, and the potential for storm water flowing 
onto existing residential lots. It is also noted that prior to 
the initiation of any grading on the site and prior to 
registration of the plan, the applicant is required to receive 
approval from the City's Public Works and Building Department of 
a detailed engineering and grading report. This report shall 
identify methods of storm water management and shall ensure that 
storm water runoff does not flow onto existing properties. 

Concerning a suggestion b¥ Mr. J.D. Pyefinch of 35 Burton Road to 
relocate the walkway requ1red by the Community Services 
Department, it is noted that the community Services Department 
has no objection to the proposed relocation. In this respect, 
the walkway shall be moved from between Lots 15 and 16 to between 
Lot 14 and Block 42. 

One final concern that was raised required that the applicant 
convey the westerly portion of this plan to the Cit¥ for parkland 
purposes in order to act as a buffer between the eX1stin9 
development and the proposed development. Discussions w1th the 
Community Services Department have revealed that the applicant 
has conveyed adequate lands through the registration of Plans 
43M-387 and 43M-476 in order to satisf¥ the parkland dedication 
requirements as contained in the Plann1ng Act, 1983. 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT Planning Committee recommend to city 
Council that: 

A) the notes of the Public Meeting be received; 

il) the application be approved subject to the conditions approved 
by City Council at their meetin9 held on April 23, 1990, 
together with the following rev1sed condition number 40, and 
an additional condition, Number 42: 

"40. The applicant shall agree to provide a 3.0 metre wide 
pedestri3n walkway between Lot 14 and Block 42 to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioner of Community 
Services." 

42. The applicant shall install a solid wood fence, in a 
location and of a design satisfactory to the 
Commissioner of Planning and Development, together 
with the appropriate landscaping treatments at the 
ends of Streets A and B in order to abate the effects 
of automobile headlights on existing properties 
fronting onto Garden Avenue," and 

,,' 
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C) staff be directed to present the appropriate documents for 
Council's consideration. 

AGREED: 

John A. Marshall, M.C.I.P. 
Commissioner, Planning and 
Development 

JA/am/LDCmemo 

Respectfully submitted, 

L.W.lf. Laine, Director of 
Planning and Development 
Services Division 

, 'I . , 



PUBLIC MEETING 

A Special Meeting of Planning Committee was held on Wednesday, 

May 2, 1990, in the Municipal Council Chambers, 3rd Floor, 150 

Central Park Drive, Brampton, Ontario, commencing at 9:45 p.m., 

with respect to an application by L.D.C.M. INVESTMENTS LTD .. 
<File: CIW8.29 - Wal-d 5) to mllend both the Official Plan and the 

Zoning By-law to permit the subdivision of the subject property 

into 41 single family lots and 6 street townhouse lots. 

tvlembers Present: Councillor E. Carter - Chairman 

Alderman S. DiMarco 

Staff Present: 

Councillor F. Andrews 

Alderman J. Sprovieri 

Councillor P. Robertson 

Alderman J. Hutton 

Alderman E. Ludlow 

J. A. Marshall, Commissioner of Planning 
and Development 

L.W.H. Laine, 

W. Winterhalt, 

J. Armstrong, 

J. Corbett, 

A. Rezoski, 

E. Coulson, 

Director, Planning and 
Development Services 

Director of Planning Policy 
and Research 

Development Planner 

Policy Planner 

Development Planner 

Secreta.ry 

Approximately ~ interested members of the public were present. 

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. 

Mr. Armstrong outlined the proposal and explained the intent of 

the application. After the conclusion of the presentation, the 

Chairman invited questions and comments from member~ of the public. 

- contld. -

. 
I 'I 
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Martha NacDonalld, 40 Garden Avenue, strongly opposed the proposal, 

citing the main concerns as: 

1) High density population along with its accompanying problems 

of traffic congestion, over-crowded schools, over-use of 

services, will result in environmental overload, thus signi­

ficantly lowering the quality of life for area residents; 

2) Potential drainage problems; 

3) Safety hazards, with the two culs-de-sac proposed to abut 

the existing residential properties; 

4) The negative impact on the view from her property; 

5) The School Boards' relinquishing of a school site when area 

children are being subjected to unsatisfactory portable 

classrooms, and 

6) When the application is approved, the developer may dig holes, 

pile up the earth, then go into bankruptcy and leave an unsafe 

situation. 

She presented pictures and slides, illustrating her points of 

concern, as well as, a petition signed by 82 area residents (see 

attached) and requested the following: 

1) That the subject site remain designated Institutional, to be 

used for a junior public sc~ool, as it was when abutting 

properties were purchased; 

2) That an Environmental Study be undertaken, and 

J) That an adjustment to the proposed road system to form a "U" 

shape be made and a more appropriate locating of housing be 

done, if the application is approved. 

Mrs MacDmald noted the lack of a plan to illustrate the proposed 

lotting and road system, in the Puhlic Meeting notice. She indicated 

the availability of housing projects in Hrampton and stated that 

developers should consider the environmental impact on existing 

development and also should assist in the cost of proper schools 

to accommodate the development. Also, she was concerned about 

devaluation of existing pl-operty values, and requested parkland 

conveyance to act as a buffer between proposed and existing residen-, I 

tial development. 
- cont'd. -
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The Chairman asked Mr. Marshall about the rights of Council, 

if the School Boards decline to use the site. 

Mr. Marshall said there is no basis for refusing a residential 

plan of subdivision on the land if the School Boards relinquish 

their rights. 

William Afful, 39 Burton Road, expressed concern relating to 

safety hazards due to the close proximity of the proposed culs­

de-sac to the existing residential properties and requested 

connection of the culs-de-sac to form one road. He requested 

relocation of the proposed residences, and expressed concern 

relating to negative impact on his view, and about retention of 

the walkway abutting the subject site on the west side. He noted 

his dissatisfaction with the short notice of Public Meeting and 

that he was shocked by the presented plan. 

Mr. Armstrong indicated that only the road allowance is shown 

on the plan; that curbs, gutters, etc. will be within the road 

allowance. He suggested that Mr. Afful visit the Planning Depart­

ment to see the engineering dra-wings. 

The Ghairman requested that material illustrating the location of 

the walkway be brought to the Planning Committee Meeting. 

Kathlecn Kobcrtson, 42 Garden Avenue, expressed concern that a 

change of grading will result in drainage problems and requested 

an Environmental Study. Also, she is concerned about safety 

hazards relating to the close proximity of the proposed culs-de­

sac to the existing residential properties. 

Mr. Marshall indicated that an approved plan would require the 

submission of engineering and grad~ng plans of the storm water 

drainage and sewer system~ and that the proposed road system 

would be reviewed. 

The Chai l-man requested comments from the Planning Department 

rearding the rights of the City as to unused school sites for the 

May 22nd Planning Committee Meeting, and noted that the -Planning 

staff will respond to the concerns expressed at that meeting. 

There were no further questions or comments and the meeting 

adjourned at 8:10 p.m. 

" 



1'.pril 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCH Investments Ltd. (File # CIW8.20 -Ward 5) for 

a p~oposed Plan of SUbdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the (-1/ _I· . / 
I 

J t.I 
grounds that the high density population along with 

: . 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, ove~- ~ 
crowded schools, over-use of services will result in y-J;:urJl! 
environment over-load, thuG contributing to significant er 0 . vl; 
lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of ~ ~ Iy-r 
Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning Status remain Institutional 

(11) and the Official PlaD status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNArL'URE ADDRESS 



April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIW8.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 
r 

grounds that the highCdensity population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, over-­

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning status remain Institutional 

(lI) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 



April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the' undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIWB.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along with 

its accompanying proble~s of traffic congestion, ove~­

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning Status remain Institutional 

(lI) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 



April, 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, ., 
We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIWS.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 
\I 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, ove~­

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

~ ~-We suggest that the Zoning Status remain Institutional 

(II) and the Official Plan statua be Junior Public 
II 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNA·TURE ADDRESS 



April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 
11 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCH Investments Ltd. (File # CIWS.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

" 
both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the highe~ensity population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, over.-

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 
/1 \' 1' 

We suggest that the Zoning Status remain Institutional 

(11) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 
11 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 

• 



April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIWS.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along vith 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, over-­

crowded schools, over-use of services vill result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest tllat the Zoning status remain Insti tutional 

(lI) and the Official Plan status be Junior, Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 



April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIWS.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, ove~­

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning Status remain Institutional 

(ll) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 

L. DnRL£NC h~C({R.ArH 
• • _ •• e ~ _ • 

~(l? ~-o/ .. /'J C(//{J /!l .. .. _. _ 
&'L I} D 'l S i'yt t 1 fJ LCG /1.1--1 1'1£ .. _ 
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April 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCM Investments Ltd. (File # CIWa.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, over.-

crowded schools, over-use of services will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning status remain Institutional 

(11) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) ADDRESS 

, i 



, April, 26, 1990 

To whom it may concern, 

We, the undersigned, vehemently, oppose the application 

by LDCH Investments Ltd. (File # CIW8.20 -Ward 5) for 

a proposed Plan of Subdivision and the amendment to 

both the Official Plan and the Zoning By-Law, on the 

grounds that the high density population along with 

its accompanying problems of traffic congestion, ove~-

crowded schools, over-use of s~rvices will result in 

environment over-load, thus contributing to significant 

lowering of the quality of life for the taxpayers of 

Ward 5. 

We suggest that the Zoning status remain Institutional 

(11) and the Official Plan status be Junior Public 

School according to the appropriate secondary plan. 

NAME (print) SIGNATURE ADDRESS 
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L.R. I1agen 
(home address) 
27 Burton Road, 
Toronto, Ontario L6X 1M6 
(4160 457-3797 

1989 04 21 

Dalzcll 
issioner of Planning, 

50 Central Park Drive, 
Brampton, Ontario L6T 2T9 

Subject: Burton Road Proposed Plan 

Dear Sir, 

Fllo No. 

. -..... .c:. 

We, the residents of Burton Road are concerned about the 
Plan submitted to the Planning and Development Department to 
construct single family housing at the east end of Durton 
Road. This plan includes the elimination of the cul de sac 
and the transformation of a quiet street into a thoroughfare 
wllich in our estimation will cause devaluation of our prop­
erties and a safety concern for our children. 

It is common knowledge that when the second half of Durton 
Road was developed those new home owners paid a premium to 
purchase their homes on this cuI de sac and to date the 
selling price of a similar home on Garden (one street south 
of 13urton with no cul de sac) is considerably lower. It 
also should be noted there is currently a parkette located 
dt the north east end of Durton Road where most of the chil­
dren in the neighborhood come to play. The street is very 
quiet with little vehicular traffic, therefore the parents 
are not particularly concerned about the safety of their 
children. However, if the t;treet was opened for through 
traffic from the main ilrt~ries there will be concern for the 
children's safety crossing Durton Road to gain access tothe 
parkette. 

In closing 
you upprove 
ilfJree with 
the expense 
children. 

we request that these points be considered before 
the openin9 of the Burt.on Hoad cuI de sac. We 
the basic plan to develop the land, but not at 

of our property value and the safety of our 

Thank you in advance for your assistance, and quick response 
to this matter. If further discussion is required, we would 
be happy to attend a formal Planning Meeting or a City Coun­
cil Meeting to voice our concerns. 

~ , .. 

, " 



Fred Da1ze11, et a1 - 3 - ~Qij9 04 21 

.\ ~\~-. 

en 

LRII:lrh 

cc: Susan Dimarco, Aldcrwoman 

. ~".~, .. 
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INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

Office of the Commissioner of Planning & Development 

June 12, 1990 

To: Chairman and Members of Planning Committee 

Planning and Development Department 

Draft Plan of Proposed Subdivision and 
Application to Amend the Official Plan and 
zoning By-law 
Part of Lot 8, Concession 1, W.H.S. 
Murray Street 
Ward Number 5 
L.D.C.M. INVESTMENTS LIMITED 
Region of Peel File Number: 21T-89007B 
Our file: C1W8.20 

1.0 Background 

The above noted application was given approval in principle 
by City Council at their meeting held on April 23, 1990. 
subsequently, a Public Meeting was held on May 2, 1990; the 
notes of which were tabled at the May 22, 1990 Planning 
Commi ttee meeting under a memorandulIl from this office dated 
May 14, 1990 (cupyattached). 

The residents ilttending the Public Meeting expressed their 
opposition to this plan, and identified a total of 10 
concerns regardintj the proposed development. During the 
subsequent Planning Committee meeting, an additional concern 
was raised by an area resident, namely; the proposal to abut 
side yards of proposed lots to rear yards of existing lots 
fronting onto Garuen Avenue. As a result, this matter was 
deferred in oruer to allow City staff and the applicant the 
opportunity to ~esolve this latest concern. 

2.0 Discussion 

Planning staff have now had the opportunity to examine the 
possibility of redesigning the proposed subdivision in order 
that the rear yards of proposed lots abut the rear yards of 
existing lots. In stuff~s opInion, there exists three 
alternative decIsions that could be made with respect to this 
application: 

1. not approve the plan as submitted and recommend to City 
Councit that a resolution be passed prohibiting side 
yards of n€!W lots from abutting rear yards of existing 
lots, thereby requiring the applicant to redesign the :':. 
subdivision; '. 

• I 
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2. approve the plan as submitted with a condition that the 
southerly side yards of Lots 19, 20, 31 and 32 be a 
minimum of 7.5 metres (25 feet), or 

3. approve the plan as submitted with the conditions 
approved by City Council on April 23, 1990, together with 
the amended and additional conditions proposed by staff 
in the report dated May 14, 1990. 

The following is a brief examination of the arguments for 
and against each alternative decision. 

2.1 Non-approval and Redesign 

Non-approval of the plan currently before Planning Committee 
and Council would require the applicant to formulate a new 
design for the property. Committee would also have the 
opportunity to recommend to Council that a resolution be 
passed prohibiting the side yards of new lots in this 
location from abutting the rear yards of existing lots. 

Planning 
feasible, 
by 3 or 
resultant 
generated 

staff note that re-designing the subdivision is 
however, it is also noted that lot yield is reduced 
4 lo~s. Further, the applicant notes that the 
streets cape is not as desirable as the streetscape 
by the existing draft plan. 

2.2 7.5 metre Side Yards - Lots 19, 20, 31 and 32 

The concern raised at the last Planning Committee meeting can 
also be dealt y,'ith by requiring minimum side yards for the 
above noted lot~ of 7.5 metres (25 feet). '1'his would ensure 
that the separation distance between proposed houses and the 
southerly lot line is compatible to that of existing lots 
fronting onto Garden Avenue. 

However, similar to the re-design option, lot yield- would be 
reduced by as many as 5 lots. In addition, this option 
creates 4 lots within the subdivision that would have lot 
widths of approximately 19.5 metres (64 feet). 

2.3 Approval as Submitted 

The third way in which this concern can be handled is to 
recommend approval of the plan as submitted. Although this 
alternative doe.,; not directly address the concern, it does 
permi t maximum development of the site . Additionally, the 
plan as submitted, will create an attractive streetscape 
throughout the subdivision. 

-_.,;:t;f1:" r'" 
~. ), ' I 
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2.4 Summary 

As noted earlier, Planning staff have developed some 
preliminary sketches which indicate that a re-design of the 
plan is feasible. Similarly, a requirement of a minimum side 
yard on Lots 19, 20, 31 and 32 of 7.5 metres will increase 
the distance between the houses on the proposed lots, and the 
houses on the existing lots. However, Planning staff are of 
the opinion that direction from Planning committee and, 
ul timately, city Council is required to identify the 
preferred alterndtive. 

3.0 Recommendation 

AGREED: 

In view of the foregoing, it is recommended that: 

A. Planning committee provide direction as to the preferred 
alternative for addressing all of the concerns raised by 
the area residents, and 

B. Subject to A above, staff be directed to present the 
appropriate documents for council's consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 

g.o.bn Armstrong(j 
b~velopment Planner 

@lj1p{2r!Jp~fP 
ommissioner of Planning . 

L'OW.H. Laine, Director 
Planning and Development 
Services Division and Development 

JA/jo 
ldcm 
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. flftf5P· ___________________________ T_h_e_R_e~g_jO_n_a_I_M_u_n_ic~iP~a-l_i~~o-f-Pe--el 
Planning Deportment 

June 8, 1989 

City of Drampton 
Planning and Development Department 
]50 Central Park Drive 
llrampton, Ontario 
L6T 2T9 

Attention: Mr. L. W. H. Laine, Director 
Planning and Development SelVices 

Oalo 

Re: Draft Plan of Subdivision 21T-89007D - Revised 
and application to amend the Official Plan and 
Zoning By-law 

Dear Sir: 

(L.D.C.M. Investments Limited) 
Pt. Lot 8, Con. 1, W.H.S. 
City of Brampton ' 
Your File: CIWB.20 

CI'Y 01 Bramplon 
PLANNING DEPT. 

(' Rcc'd JUN 1 2 ,nc. 

In reply to Mr. Armstrong's letter of June 2, 1989 concerning the above noted 
application, please be advised that our Public Works Department has examined the above 
noted proposal and offers the following comments: 

Sanitary sewers: 

Water: 

Available in 250mm diameter sewers on Murray Street and on 
casement at the west limit of the plan. 

Available on Murray Street. Looping is required to Burton 
Street. Easement required. Frontage: charges apply for sanitary 
sewers and water for Murray Street at the applicable rates. 

Comments from Waste Management to come when the revised plan circulated. 

Please note, that the originally submitted plan has not been circulated. Further to 
your letter of June 7, 1989 whereby YOll are supporting Cl limited circulation of the drart 
plan, please he advised that prior to circulation we still require your Department's 
confirmation that the proposed layout of the revised plan meets all City'S requirements. 

10 Peel Centre Drive, Bromplan, Ontario l6T 4B9· (416) 791-9400 



Region of Peel 

- 2 -

By a copy of this letter we are also advising the applicant that once the layout of the 
revised plan is acceptable to the City, wc will require 60 folded paper prints of the revised 
plan for circulation and for further processing. The draft plan must be properly signed and 
must show all information as required under the Planning Act. 

IAP:nb 

We trust that this information is of assistance. 

Yours truly, 

7A--:JV~ ~J~ 
D. R. Billett 
Director of 
Development Control 

cc: H. Green, LDCM Investments Ltd. 
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~~ Consumers Gas 
1
_-- C;IY--O-,-[i-',-II,-,,"":"'IO-'-'---· 

January 2, 1990 
PLAt.JNlt-!(j Vf:PT. 

Dnto JJ\I~ 03 1')90 Rac'd_ 

r-II~ ~~-_ _ C I (0 t, .k) 
Mr. D. R. Billett --- ------'.:..;- - - -----
Director of Development Control 
The Regional Municipality of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
BRAMPTON, Ontario 
L6T 4B9 : 

> ~." ,'" .. , 

Dear sir: 

Re: Draft Plan of Subdivision 
21T-89007B - L.D.C.M. 
Part Lot 8, Concession 1, W.H.S. 
City of Drampton 

,our Ref: EM-247-89 

950 Bumhamthorpe Road West 
Mlsslssauga, Ontario L5e 364 

Mlsslssauga and Brampton' 
/4161276-3400 
Orangevllle' 
/4161941-1560 

\r~ 

We hereby acknowledge the receipt of your plan as noted 
above. 

Upon examination of the drawing(s) submitted, we have no 
comments regarding the same. 

Yours truly, 

E. Mundy 
Supervisor Distribution Planning 
Western Region 
276-3531 

/gcm 

cc: city of Brampton, Planning Department,/ 
Residential Sales 
File 
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WlLLlAM J. TEGGART 
Ch,., 0' Poll •• 

Mr. D.R. Billett 

PEEL REGIONAL 
POLICE FORCE 

PO BOX 7750 
7150 HURONTARIO ST 
BRAMPTON. ONTARIO 

CANADA 
L6V 3W6 

January 4, 1990 

Director of Development Control 
The Regional Municipality of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 4B9 

Dear Sir: 

Tel.phone A.eo Code .16 

.53 3311 

Add .... oil co".'pond.nce 10 

Th. Chi.' o' Police 

R.fe"lng ID' 

Our F,I. No . 

You. FII. No 

A"enhon 01 

Re: File 21T-89007B / Part Lot 8, Con. 1, W.H.S. 

The draft plan for the above noted subdivision has been con­
sidered by the Planning and Research Bureau. 

It appears this development will have no adverse affect on 
any of our future plans. 

PFF:tmh 

Yours truly, 

Paul F. Fairgrieve 
Inspector 
Planning Services 

C.C. City of Brampton, Planning Department 

-. 
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"Brampton­
Hydro 

129 Ghdden Road 
Brampton. Ontario 
L6W 3L9 
Tel: (416) 451-6300 
Fax: (416) 451·9650 -

01/05/90 
\ I, \ \.j 1'1. 'I: '10\1 

Mr. D. R. Billett 
Director of Development Control 
The Region"of Peel, 
10 Peel Centre Drive, 
BRAMPTON, Ontario 
L6T 489 

Dear Sir: 

RE: Draft Plan of Subdivision 
21T-89007B - L.D.C.M. 
Part L,ot 8, Concession 1, W.H.S. 
City of Brampton 

J If !' I 

,I' i () : ' 
. , 

- 11 1 

Thank you for the copy of the proposed plan of subdivision. 

We have no comments or modification requests at the present 
time. Most of our requests are guaranteed by the owner in the 
agreements undertaken for hydro servicing. 

GSG:ls 

Yours truly, 

BRAMPTON HYDRO-ELECTRIC COMMISSION 

Gordon S. Good, O.L.S., 
SURVEYS & RECORDS SUPERVISOR 

per: I... . C{SJ12f/JOJ\d. 

cc. City of Brampton, Planning Dept. 
Att: Mr. F.R. Dalzell 

Chairman - J J YARnoW • Vice Ch."rnan - W J a.-'lllf 

Comm,u,onor, - I< G WH'llAN~ Mayor - M M McCAlllOt-/ - f f MARliN • G"npra' M.""QP' - I< 0 MATlHEWC; P ENG 
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. ---- _..... -'. 
~ '~1~ ... ~_ - -::: ~ • -~ 

P.o. Box 7400 fP'l to' \F~ 
10401 Dufforin Stroot ~ \\.)) I . 
Maple, Ontario 
L6A IS9 

January 10, 1990 

Regional Municipality ot Peol 
10·Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 4B9 

ATTENTION. D. R. Billet 

Dear Sirsl 

SUBJECT, Draft Plan of Subdivision 
21T-89007D - LOCH 
Part Lot 8, Concession 1, WHS 
City of Drampton 

The above noted appHcfttion has nov been reviewed by staff of the 
_ .. ~inistry Pt Natural Resources. 

Dasod on tho policies and progrnms oC this ministry, wo do not. oUJoct 
to its approval. Please adviso us about your decision. 

Should you have any quostions, please contact Mr. Christophor 
Tschlrhart (832-7228) at this ofCice. 

Yours sincerely, 

ye.I. Goddnrd 
District Managor 
Maple District 

C'l'/jt 

cc. /' City of Drampton, Planning Dapt 
Hotro Toronto Region Consorvation Authority 

I 



Bell Canada 
ft.A Tholpson (ftr r ~ 
Hgr. D.P. Facilitl~s 

Floor 3 
2 FieldNaY Rd. 
Etobicoke, Ontario 
"SI 312 

1990 02 02 

The Regional Municipality of Peel 
Planning Department 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 499 

Attention: D.R. Dillett 
Director of 
Development Control 

Re: Draft Plan of Subdivision 
21T-B9007B-l.D.C.N. 
Pt. Lt. B, Conc. I, W.H.S. 
City of [trampton 

"-'~ 

Thank you for your letter of December 22,1989 concerning the 
above proposed subdivision. 

Will you please add the following two paragraphs as conditions 
of Draft Plan Approval: 

1. Dell Canada shall confirm that satisfactory arrangements, 
financial and otherwise, have been made with Dell Canada 
for any Dell Canada facilities serving this draft plan of 
subdivision which are required by the Municipality to be 
installed underground; a copy of such confirmation shall be 
forwarded to th! Municipality. 

2. The owner shall agree in the Subdivision Agreement, in 
Hords satisfactory to Bell Canada, to grant to Bell Canada 
any easements that may be required for telecommunication 
servi ces. 

If there are any conflicts with existing Dell Canada facilities 
or easements, the Owner/Developer shall be responsible for 
rearrangements of relocation. 

Any questions you may have, please contact Alfred Ganesh at 
(416) 236-5106. 

r'" __ :t:.a.: __ 



'. 
THE DUFFER IN-PEEL ROMAN CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 

LE CONSEIL DES ECOLES SEPAREES CATHOLlQUES ROMAINES DE DUFFERIN ET PEEL 

40 MlIlhcson Blvd, Wost, Mississouya, Ontario L5R 1C6 • Tal: (416) 890,1221 

February 13, 1990 

P. Alien 
Commissioner of Planning 
The Region of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 4B9 

Dear P. Alien: 

Ae: Draft Plan of Subdivision 
21 T-89007B - L.C.D.M. 
Part Lot 8, Cone. 1, W.H.S. 
City of Brampton 

I , 

I 
I 

" " , "-
I 
! Ill\.: ,,'_. 

I.; , 1\ U ., 
• ... .. t j .... I ~ 

I (:)_~P r. Z{) 

This letter is in response to the circulation of the above noted development application. 

The Board is not in a pOSition to indicate that there are or will be pupil.places available 
when required due to the conditions which presently prevail. In light of the growing 
enrolments we have been experiencing in Peel in the past few years and with the 
increasing future development expected, The Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic Separate 
School Board is in the process of closely monitoring the availability of pupil 
accommodation. This is both as a result of this growth and as a result of a lack of 
capital allocation for new schools from the Ministry of Education. 

The above noted application is located in the elementary catchment area of Our Lady 
of Fatima and proposes a total of 41 units, yielding approximately 10-Junior 
Kindergarten to Grade 8 separate school students. Our Lady of Fatima has a capacity 
of 565 pupil places and a current enrolment of 774 students requiring the placement of 
10 portables on site. 

This application specifically noted above will yield approximately 4-Grades 9 to 
12/0AC separate school students. This application is located in the secondary 
catchment area of Cardinal Leger, which has a capacity of 713 pupil places and a 
current enrolment of 1302 students which has necessitated ~'placement of 9 
portables on site and the use of an Annex building. N 

..... ~" 

'Y 
(111"" q DO 

(.' 



.. 
P. Alien, The Region of Peel 
Re: 21T-890078 
Page 2 
February 13. 1990 

There is no permanent pupil accommodation available for students generated by this 
application. This application will necessitate the placement of temporary 
accommodation facilities such as portables on the above mentioned school sites. In 
addition, municipal fire and building departments, as well as local elected 
representatives, have expressed serious concerns about temporary accommodation 
and resulting overcrowding at specific school sites. 

The Board has been faced with rapid residential development, the 
provision of schools for French speaking students and the provision of 
secondary school funding. With these added responsibilities, the Board 
must request that the development applications be staged (delayed) until 
the Board and others have sufficient time to make preparation for the 
expected student growth which will naturally follow the release of these 
residential development applications. Due to these circumstances, The 
Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic Separate School Board cannot support the 
above noted development application until such time as the Ministry of 
Education provides this Board with suitable funding to relieve the 
overcrowding and accommodate new pupil places In the above 
referenced development application. 

Notwithstanding the strong opposition of the -Board to the release- of this 
development application, we recognize that the practice which Is 
followed by both the Region of Peel and the Ontario Municipal Board 
requires that we include the following conditions of draft approval if the 
subject development application is granted approval. 

The Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic Separate School Board requires that the following 
conditions be fulfilled prior to registration of the plan. 

1. That the following clause be inserted in all offers of purchase and sale of 
residential lots until the permanent school for the area has been completed; 

"Whereas, despite the best efforts of The Dufferin-Peel Roman CathOlic Separate 
School Board, sufficient accommodation may not be available for all anticipated 
students from the area, you are hereby notified that students may be 
accommodated in temporary facilities and/or bussed to a school outside of the 
area, and further, that students may later be transferred to the neighbourhood 
school." 

. : 



• 
P. Alien, The Region of Peel 
Re: 21T~89007B 
Page 3 
February 13, 1990 

2. That the applicants be required to erect information signs at all major entrances to 
the proposed development advising that: 

"Due to overcrowding in neighbourhood schools, students may be 
accommodated in temporary facilities or bussed to alternate facilities." The 
applicants are required to contact the Board's Planning' Department for sign 
speci fications. 

Yours truly, 

THE DUFFERIN-PEEL R.C.S.S.B. 

/ __ ~~~,/ ) /1/"(:1 (' (/ 
./ ! • (", ........ )' /'1 '-.JC.l~ 

Michael J. His~t, M.C.LP. 
Superintendeift~f Planning 

MJH/RMlBClis 

cc: Mayor K. WhiJIans 
Councillors F. Russell and F. Andrews 
Trustees J. Adamson, J. Doran, and L. Reid 
C. McClelland, MPP 
J. Greeniaus, Peel Board of Education 
J. Marshall. City of Brampton 
L.C.D.M. 
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TRUSTEES 
Corolyn FI::lrrlsh 

(Chairman) 
Gory Helghlngton 
(V1ce·Chalrman) 

Roger Barrelt 
CoIhrlne Compbell 

George Corlson 
Katen Corstensen 

Bftryl Ford 
GoIIGreen 

Dr. Ra/ph Greene 
LCllffGyles 

AlexJupp 
WllllamKent 

Robert lDgerqulst 
Thomas McAulllfe 

.Ionel McOoUQOld 
Eloine Moore 

Marolyn Morrlson 
Sandy Ransom 

Rosemary Taylor 
Ruth Thompson 

Corolyne Wedgbury 

Director of EducoHon 
and Secretory 

Robert J. lee. BA .. M.Ed. 

Assoclote Director 
01 Educotlon 

W. Woyne Hullev. BA .. M.Ed. 

Associate Director of 
Education/Business 

and Treasurer 
MlchoelO Rev. CA 

H.JA. Brown Edlcollon Cen"e 
5650 HUlonlarlo 5"eel 

MIIsIs1ouQo. Onlorlo lM lC6 
Telephone (416) 8QO.I099 

Fax (416) 8QO.6747 

AA E~ 0pp0r1\.I'lI1y Employer 

February 14. 1990 

Mr. Peter A 11 en 
Commissioner of Planning 
Region of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton. Ontario 
L6T 4B9 

Dear Mr. All en: 

Re: 21T-B9007B L.D.C.M. 
Part Lot B. Con. 1. H.H.S. 

Oar!) r- r:' [) f) () '1,0" I1cc'd I 
1 Lt) ........ ,.~'. I 
, I.Ju Nu I 
1_ .. _ ........ . C.I ~)t." ~<? 

WIJ1/' 

At the Regular Board Meeting of February 13. 1990, The Peel Board 
of Educat10n approved the follow1ng response, by Resolut1on, to 
the above noted draft plan of subdivision circulation: 

"The Peel Eoard of Education has no objection to the further 
processing of draft plan of subdivision 21T-B9007B. 

The anticipated yield from this plan is as follows: 

10 JK-5 
6 6-8 
8 9-0AC. 

The students generated are presently within the following 
attendance areas: 

G1endal e P. S. 
Beatty Fleming Sr. 
Brampton Centennial 

JK-5 
6-8 
9-0AC 

OHE 
Enrolment ~ 

501 
400 

1399 

462 
344 

1499 

The foregoing comments apply for a two year period, at which time 
updated comments will be supplied upon request." 

tephen Hare 
Assistant Chief Planning Officer 
Planning Department 
SH:eb 
CPO/2434 
c. M. H1scott 

J. Marshall 
Applicant 
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Ontario 

Ministry of 
Culture and 

Ministere de la 
Culture et des 

77 Bloor Street West 
Toronlo. Onlano 
M7A 2R9 

" . 

77 ouest. rue Bloor 
Toronto. Onlano 
M7A 2R9 

Communications Communications 
Heritage Branch 
Development Plans Review unit 
Tel: (416) 965-2186 Your FIle' 

City of Bramplon 
PLANNING DEPT. 

FAX: (416) 324-4692 
0310 APR \ 9 1990 Rec'd Our File. 

April 17, 1990 File No. \ r "1 

..... r.:.t.(\.~.\//~ .. 

Mr. Doug Billett 
Director of Development Control 
Planning Department 
The Regional Municipality of Peel 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 4B9 

Dear Mr. Billett:' 

Re: Draft Plan of Subdivision 21T-89007B 
L.D.C.M. 
Part of Lot 8, Concession 1, W.H.S. 
City of Brampton 

This Ministry has reviewed the above draft plan of 
subdivision and finds that it has a low potential for the 
discovery of archaeological remains. 

Consequently, we recommend that no archaeological condition 
of approval be applied to the proponent's draft plan. 

We apologize for the delay in submitting our comments and if 
you have any questions with regard to the above matter 
please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned. 

Yours truly, 

V:~G(V/~ 
Sue Santedicola 
Development Plans Review Officer 

cc: Planning Department, City of Brampton 
, , 
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Ministry r. /stere 
of the de 
Environment l'Environnement 

( lIi,HIO 

199007 10 

P. E. Alien, MCIP 
Regional Municipality of Peel 
Regional Administration Building 
10 Peel Centre Drive 
Brampton, Ontario 
L6T 439 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Proposed Plan of Subdivision 
City of Brampton 
File: 21T-89007B 
~~ 1A/II~STM£,v7S 

COpy 

Central 
Region 

7 Over/ea Boulevard 
4th Floor 
Toronto, Ontario 
M4H lAB 
416/424·3000 
Fax. 416/963·2935 

~ 

Region du 
Centre 

7, boulevard Overlea 
40 etage 
Toronlo (Ontano) 
M4H lAB 
416/424-3000 
Fax 416/963·2935 

( ,i,,-;,11l 1 I \'", --, 
, '1/ I I PLI'{\J r., • " ,. I 

, '''11\'0,. J IJ,-_I J I.. I 

The plan proposes the creation of 48 single family lots on the basis of full municipal 
services. The subject site is located on the west side of Murray Street, north of 
Garden Avenue. Detailed servicing comments should be obtained from the Regional 
Engineering/Works Department. 

We have reviewed the application and have no objection to its approval. 

Yours truly, 

Ommi'Jl\l SIGNW OY 

Robert P. Ryan, RA. M.B.S. 
Planner 
Approvals and Planning 
Technical Assessment Section 

kk:RR-ALL6.LET 

cc: J. Marshall, MCIP / 
J. Budz, P.Eng. 
A & P File .. -.... 


