SE

York Region

Clause 5 in Report No. 15 of Committee of the Whole was adopted by the Council of
The Regional Municipality of York at its meeting held on October 20, 2016 with the
following additions:

Council received the following communication:

1. Valerie Shuttleworth, Chief Planner dated October 18, 2016 recommending
amendments to the report dated September 30, 2016 from the Commissioner of
Corporate Services and Chief Planner

Council added the following recommendations:

4. The Province be requested to amend the Greenbelt Plan to protect the North
Gwillimbury Forest lands within Maple Lake Estates and increase the amount of
land within the Protected Countryside by transferring the Towns and Villages
Designation to lands, excluding the environmentally sensitive lands, located on
the south side of Deer Park Road as shown on Attachment A, pursuant to
discussions between the Province, the landowner, the Town of Georgina, the
Regional Municipality of York, the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority,
and the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance.

5. The body of the report dated September 30, 2016 from the Commissioner of
Corporate Services and Chief Planner be amended as recommended in the
memorandum from Valerie Shuttleworth, Chief Planner dated October 18, 2016.

6. The Regional Chair write a letter to the Province in support of Council’s

recommendations regarding the North Gwillimbury forest lands within Maple
Lake Estates.

5
Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016
Committee of the Whole recommends:
1. Receipt of the deputation by Jack Gibbons, Chair, North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance.
2. Receipt of the following communications:

1. Robert Blunt, Dentons Canada LLP on behalf of The Salvation Army Canada
East dated September 14, 2016.

2. Kevin Rich, Ducks Unlimited Canada dated October 3, 2016.

3. Leo F. Longo, Aird & Berlis LLP on behalf of North Gwillimbury Forest
Alliance dated October 11, 2016.
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3. Adoption of the following recommendations contained in the report dated September
30, 2016 from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and Chief Planner:

1. Council approve the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016, subject to the
modifications described in Attachment 1 to this report.

2. The Director of Community Planning & Development Services be authorized
to issue notice of Council’s decision to modify and approve the 2016 Town of
Georgina Official Plan.

3. Regional staff be authorized to appear before the Ontario Municipal Board in
support of the Region’s position, if required, and the Chief Planner, or
designate, be authorized to execute Minutes of Settlement, if appropriate.

Report dated September 30, 2016 from the Commissioner of Corporate Services and
Chief Planner, as amended by the memorandum from Valerie Shuttleworth, Chief
Planner dated October 18, 2016, now follows:

1. Recommendations

It is recommended that:

1. Council approve the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016, subject to the
modifications described in Attachment 1 to this report.

2. The Director of Community Planning & Development Services be
authorized to issue notice of Council’s decision to modify and approve the
2016 Town of Georgina Official Plan.

3. Regional staff be authorized to appear before the Ontario Municipal Board
in support of the Region’s position, if required, and the Chief Planner, or
designate, be authorized to execute Minutes of Settlement, if appropriate.

2. Purpose

This report recommends approval of the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016
subject to modifications. The Official Plan contains Town-wide goals, objectives,
area-wide and site-specific policies to guide land use and development in
Georgina to 2031.
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3.

Background and Previous Council Direction

The Town of Georgina adopted a new Official Plan, which
requires Regional approval

The Town of Georgina has prepared a new Official Plan in accordance with the
requirements for a five year official plan review under Section 26 of the Planning
Act. The new Plan was adopted by Georgina Council on April 20, 2016 and sent
to the Region on May 12, 2016 for approval (Attachment 6). Regional staff is
presenting a report and recommendations to Committee and Council at this time
in order to allow the Region to give notice of decision within 180 days upon
receiving the Plan, in accordance with the Planning Act (before November 8,
2016). Once approved, the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016 (OP 2016) will
replace the Town’s October 17, 2002 Official Plan.

In developing a new official plan, the Town of Georgina
undertook an extensive public consultation process

In the spring of 2015, the Town circulated a draft official plan to various public
bodies and agencies for review and comment. Georgina staff also met with
Regional staff and other agencies to address identified issues. This collaborative
approach has resulted in the resolution of a number of several issues.

The Town of Georgina proceeded in developing its Official Plan through the
required Open House and Statutory Public Meetings, in accordance with the
Planning Act. Prescribed public bodies as required in the Planning Act, were
consulted during the preparation of the Plan.

York Region staff circulated the Georgina Official Plan 2016 for
review and comment

Regional staff circulated the new OP 2016 to the Province, First Nations and
Metis, neighbouring local and regional municipalities and various agencies, as
prescribed by the Planning Act. Regional staff also facilitated meetings, with
individual landowners and their representatives, upon their request to address
landowner interests in the new OP 2016.

Committee of the Whole
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4.

Analysis and Implications

The Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016 embodies a vision for
sustainable growth to 2031 leading to a well-balanced and
vibrant community

The policy framework to guide land use planning and development over a 15
year time horizon is provided in the new OP 2016. The Plan anticipates a total
population of approximately 70,300 and 21,200 jobs by 2031. This represents an
increase of approximately 17,500 people and 10,200 jobs.

The new OP 2016 envisions a “well-balanced and vibrant community that
preserves and protects the natural environment and rural character, while
providing for a high quality of life, growth and economic development in a
sustainable manner”. The new OP 2016 has transitioned from a primarily
rural/agricultural focused plan to an overall guiding document which establishes
the goals and objectives for the entire Town.

The policies to meet the long term needs of its residents by providing an
appropriate mix and range of residential and employment uses in addition to
recreational and open space uses are set out in the new OP 2016. The majority
of residential and employment growth is directed to settlement areas within the
Keswick Secondary Plan, Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan and
Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan. Furthermore, policies on infrastructure
and public services are provided for, including transportation, waste
management, energy and climate change. Natural features and agricultural lands
will be protected through Environmental Protection Area, Rural, Agricultural
Protection, Specialty Crop Area designations and policies. The new OP 2016
also includes policies which are of Provincial interest on cultural heritage,
archaeology and natural hazards.

The overall guiding principles, objectives and policies for the lands associated
with the Keswick Secondary Plan, Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan,
Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan and the Pefferlaw Secondary Plan are
included in the new OP 2016. Detailed policy direction guiding the development
of these lands is found within the relevant Secondary Plans. Georgina planning
staff have indicated that, through subsequent reviews, all of Georgina’s
secondary plans will be evaluated for consistency with the new OP 2016.

Policies and direction contained in The Town of Georgina Official
Plan 2016 are consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement,
2014

The Provincial Policy Statement, 2014 (PPS 2014) provides policy direction on
matters of provincial interest related to land use planning and development while
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protecting resources of provincial interest, public health and safety and quality of
the natural environment. In accordance with the Planning Act, decisions affecting
planning matters “shall be consistent with” the policy statement issued under the
Act. The Town of Georgina OP 2016 contains policies that address the broad
themes of the PPS 2014, including: building strong communities, wise use and
management of resources and protecting public health and safety. Georgina and
Regional staff have consulted with the First Nations and Metis as required by the
PPS 2014. Town staff consulted with the Chippewas of Georgina Island First
Nation to engage them with proposed changes to the Official Plan.

The new Official Plan 2016, as proposed to be modified, conforms
to the Provincial Greenbelt Plan, 2005

The Greenbelt Plan, 2005 provides protection to the agricultural land base while
supporting agriculture as the predominant land use and the natural heritage and
water resource systems that forms the environmental framework around the
planned urban structure. Further, it provides for a diverse range of economic
activities associated with rural communities, agriculture, tourism, recreation and
resource uses which Georgina encompasses. The Greenbelt Plan provides
protection of these resources from urban development. The entire geography of
the Town of Georgina is covered by the Greenbelt Plan area and boundary.

In the Town of Georgina OP 2016, policies related to trails, open space,
parkland, Lake Simcoe shoreline and the environmental protection area were
strengthened to ensure conformity to the Greenbelt Plan, 2005. The most
significant changes were made to the environmental protection area, which
consolidated the mapping of the key natural heritage and key hydrologic
features. Consent policies were also updated to reflect the Greenbelt Plan, 2005
and York Region Official Plan 2010 (YROP-2010) to conform to the types of
severances permitted, minimum lot size, not allowing for the consent to result in
the fragmentation of a key natural heritage feature or key hydrologic feature and
minor policy modifications related to natural heritage evaluation and special study
areas are required to ensure conformity with the Greenbelt Plan, 2005
(Attachment 1).

To ensure the new Town of Georgina Official Plan conforms with
the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (Growth Plan),
modifications are required

The Growth Plan is the Provincial framework for managing growth to a planning
horizon of 2031. This Plan is premised on the principles of building compact,
vibrant and complete communities, developing a strong and competitive
economy and optimizing the use of infrastructure while protecting natural
resources. The new OP 2016 includes population and employment forecasts as
assigned in Table 1 — Population Growth Forecast in the York Region Official
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Plan consistent with the 2006 Growth Plan. The new OP 2016 also includes
policies that direct forecasted growth to the designated settlement areas of
Keswick and Sutton.

Policies have been added or strengthened to ensure infrastructure and
community facilities, such as roads, water and wastewater, schools and parks
are integrated into the urban areas. Transportation policies have been included
with a focus on a safe and an integrated transportation system that provide a
range of mobility choices. There are policies for protecting natural heritage
systems, prime agricultural and specialty crop areas and conservation of water,
energy, air quality, waste management and cultural heritage, in accordance with
the Growth Plan.

To ensure conformity, a policy modification is required to delineate the
Designated Greenfield Areas and require appropriate density targets within the
Keswick and Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan Areas (Attachment 1).

The Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016 is updated to include
policies to protect and enhance Lake Simcoe to conform to the
Lake Simcoe Protection Plan

The Lake Simcoe Protection Plan (LSPP) is a comprehensive plan to protect and
restore the ecological health of Lake Simcoe and its watershed. The LSPP
includes policies to protect and restore natural areas including the shoreline and
wetlands in addition to restoring the health of fish and other aquatic life. The new
OP 2016 was updated to address storm water management requirements and
establish vegetation protection zones for development and site alteration with
respect to the Lake Simcoe shoreline, to ensure conformity with the LSPP.

Georgina is the first municipality in the Region to adopt an
Official Plan that is consistent with the South Georgian Bay Lake
Simcoe Source Protection Plan with policies to protect municipal
drinking water quality and quantity

The South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Plan (SGBLS SPP)
requires that official plans be updated to protect, improve or restore the quality
and quantity of surface water. The new OP 2016 includes a new source
protection section and contains policies regarding prohibited uses within the
intake protection zones in conformity with the SGBLS SPP. Also included are
policies that promote the use of best management practices by utilizing low
impact development techniques and requiring additional studies for major
development applications. A minor policy modification related to Intake Protection
Zones is required to ensure conformity with the SGBLS SPP (Attachment 1).
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Updated policies within the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016,
as modified, conform to the York Region Official Plan 2010

The York Region Official Plan, 2010 (YROP-2010) includes policies to guide land
use planning at a regional level, consistent with provincial direction. It
emphasizes growth management by providing direction on city building and
complete communities, protecting agricultural areas and employment lands and
identifying servicing needs.

The Town of Georgina OP 2016, as proposed to be modified, reflects the general
policy direction of the YROP-2010. Policies are included that protect the natural
heritage system and shoreline and provide the framework for sustainable growth
management through its secondary plan areas. The Plan places importance on
its rural area and hamlets, agricultural protection and utilizes a systems approach
to define environmental protection areas.

Regional staff has been actively engaged in the development of, and in reviewing
the new OP 2016. As a result of discussions with Town staff, the majority of
conformity issues were addressed prior to adoption. Staff from Georgina, Ministry
of Municipal Affairs and the Region has identified some minor policy issues that
are proposed to be modified to provide clarity and consistency with the Planning
Act, Provincial Plans and the YROP-2010. The modifications included in
Attachment 1 to this report are provided for the purposes of clarity on policies
and schedules and do not require a Public Meeting.

Policies recognizing Maple Lake Estates development approvals
remain consistent with Provincial policy

Located north of Deer Park Road and west of Woodbine Avenue are lands
known as Maple Lake Estates (Attachment 2). Permissions for development of
these lands date back to a Provincial Cabinet Minister's Order issued in 1983,
which allows for development of a recreational residential retirement community.
There is also a registered plan of subdivision on the lands. Within the current
policy regime, the Province designated the lands “Towns and Villages” under the
Greenbelt Plan, 2005. The Region’s Official Plan conforms to the Greenbelt Plan
and also has these lands designated as Towns and Villages. The Georgina
Official Plan from 2002 and the new OP 2016 designates these lands as Urban
Residential Area. The land use designations within the YROP-2010 and new OP
2016 are consistent with the Greenbelt Plan and both allow the approved
development to proceed. The Region and the Town recognize that the approved
Maple Lake Estates development can proceed in its currently approved form.

It should be noted that much of the lands are also identified as significant
woodlands and wetlands in both Official Plans. Given these overlay designations
and policies, the appropriateness of development on these lands has been raised
as an issue by an environmental group (the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance).
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The Greenbelt Plan, 2005, Towns and Villages designation remains in effect and
development of the site consistent with earlier approvals is permitted. The plan of
subdivision was approved and registered prior to the Greenbelt Plan effective
date in 2004. The Region is not proposing any modifications to the policies in the
new OP 2016 with respect to Maple Lake Estates.

As part of the proposed amendments to the Greenbelt Plan introduced in May
2016, the Province did not propose any changes to the Maple Lake Estates
“Towns and Villages” designation. Staff will continue to work with DG Group
(owners of the subject lands), environmental groups, the Town and the Province
to explore options to protect the environmentally sensitive lands.

The Province recommends modifications to ensure conformity
and consistency to Provincial Plans

In 2015, York Region staff circulated the draft Town of Georgina OP 2016 to the
Ministry of Municipal Affairs staff to review and comment on key areas of
provincial interest. The Ministry provided detailed comments with Town staff
incorporating several of these comments into the adopted new OP 2016. York
Region staff circulated the adopted new OP 2016 to the Ministry of Municipal
Affairs staff and the Region received comments in September 2016 (Attachment
5). No major issues were identified with respect to conformity to Provincial Plans.
The Province proposes modifications to add clarity to policies and to ensure
consistency with Provincial Plans. For example, the Province has proposed
updating the definition of Intake Protection Zone to be consistent with the South
Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Plan. A preamble to the minimum
distance separation policies is proposed to clearly indicate when the Minimum
Distance Separation Formulas | and Il apply. Mineral aggregate operations are
added as a permitted use to be in conformity to the Provincial Policy Statement,
2014. These types of changes are included in the modifications (Attachment 1).

The Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority supports the
Environmental policies included in the Town of Georgina Official
Plan 2016

The Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority (LSRCA) reviewed the Town of
Georgina OP 2016 based upon a number of environmental matters including
flood plain management, Lake Simcoe protection, storm water management,
subwatershed planning, feature protection, source water protection, sustainability
and climate change. Through extensive collaboration between LSRCA and Town
staff, all preceding recommendations and suggestions made by LSRCA staff
have been incorporated and there are no remaining issues left outstanding.
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Removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area is
recommended to ensure conformity to the Greenbelt Plan

As part of the Ontario Municipal Board’s approval of a settlement on the appeal
of the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan in 2008, the Keswick Business
Park Study Area (KBPSA) overlay designation and associated policies were
permitted to remain on certain lands located north of Ravenshoe Road and west
of Woodbine Avenue. These lands are within the Protected Countryside
designation of the Greenbelt Plan. The policy within the current Town of
Georgina OP that corresponds with the overlay designation, allows property
owners within this area to submit appropriate studies to pursue the possibility of
extending the community boundary of Keswick for employment uses. In adopting
the new OP 2016, Town of Georgina Council granted an extension for
landowners to submit complete development applications by January 1, 2020.

Under the policies of the Greenbelt Plan, the new OP 2016 review is the only
process that provides an opportunity to permit expansion of the settlement
boundary and refine the natural heritage system for the lands within the study
area. There is a limited time period for a municipality to bring its official plan into
conformity with the Greenbelt Plan and it begins when the official plan review is
formally commenced by Council and ends with final approval of the official plan.
In Georgina’s situation, Regional planning staff’s opinion is that this process
began in 2008 when the Town started its conformity exercise to the Greenbelt
Plan. The completion of the process will conclude with final approval issued by
the Region or the Ontario Municipal Board (should the Region’s decision be
appealed). In the opinion of Regional planning staff, the proposed policy to
extend the timeframe of the conformity exercise does not conform to the
Greenbelt Plan.

Regional staff met with several of the landowners within the study area and they
were advised of the timeframe for the conformity exercise. The landowners within
the study area are required to utilize the current Town of Georgina OP policies
for the Study Area prior to final approval of the new Official Plan. As a result, one
of the recommended modifications (Attachment 1) to the new OP 2016 is the
removal of Section 7.6 “Keswick Business Park Study Area” and to remove the
overlay from the Land Use Plan Schedule A2 to ensure conformity to the YROP-
2010 and Greenbelt Plan. The lands will now be designated as Commercial
Recreation Area, Environmental Protection Area and Rural Area. Town staff had
originally recommended the removal of this overlay. It was brought back at the
time of adoption; however, it does not conform to the Greenbelt Plan, as
mentioned above.
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Regional Council must have regard for the public’s written and
oral submissions to Georgina Council

Recently, there have been changes to the Planning Act with Bill 73 receiving
Royal Assent in December 2015 and the majority of the changes coming into
effect July 1, 2016. Due to the timing of the amendments coming into force,
Regional Council has additional requirements to follow when making its decision
on the new OP 2016. Regional Council is now specifically required to have
regard for all oral and written submissions from the public to the municipal
council. Georgina Council considered seven oral and thirty seven written
submissions when adopting the new OP 2016 in April 2016. The written
submissions are summarized in a table extracted from the Town of Georgina
staff report, and the oral submissions as recorded in the town’s Council minutes
of April 20, 2016 (Attachment 3).

Bill 73 requires Regional Council to explain the effect of written
submissions received from the public in making its decision

In addition to having regard for the public’s written and oral submissions to
Georgina Council, Bill 73 requires Regional Council to explain the effect of
written submissions to York Region in making its planning decisions. Prior to
finalizing this report, six written submissions have been received (Attachment 4).
Staff will include a statement in the notice of decision that reflects Council’s
consideration of all written submissions.

Georgina Official Plan supports the goals of Vision 2051

The new OP 2016 further enhances the Region’s goals established through
Vision 2051 by promoting Georgina as a Town ensuring “a resilient natural
environment and agricultural system”, accommodating “appropriate housing for
all ages and stages”, enabling “a place where everyone can thrive”, providing
policies for “living sustainably” and overall growth is fostered as a “complete
community”.

Financial Implications

As modified in Attachment 1, the new OP 2016 implements the policies of the
YROP-2010. The Region’s assigned population and employment growth to 2031
have also been incorporated. As such, the required Regional infrastructure costs
have been identified in the Region’s Transportation Master Plan and the Water
and Wastewater Master Plan.
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6.

Local Municipal Impact

The Town of Georgina Council on April 20, 2016 adopted the new OP 2016.
Georgina Council requires Regional approval of its adopted Official Plan. The
new OP 2016 will immplement the Town of Georgina’s vision of a well-balanced
and vibrant community and protects the natural environment and preserves its
rural character while providing for a high quality of life in a sustainable manner.
The timely approval of this Plan, as proposed to be modified will assist Georgina
in achieving its long-term vision and providing the foundation to update its
secondary plans.

Town staff are aware of and support the proposed modifications. Regional staff
are of the opinion that the proposed modifications are minor in nature by
providing clarity of the policies to ensure conformity with the YROP-2010 and
Provincial Plans within the new OP 2016. As a result, no further public meeting is
required.

Conclusion

The new Georgina OP 2016 is a comprehensive plan with many new and
progressive policies. The new OP 2016 implements an ecosystem approach to
planning to ensure that environmental, economic, social and cultural factors are
considered in decision making. It comprehensively addresses many provincial
and Regional interests by providing key policies on the natural environment,
agricultural and rural areas, healthy and complete communities, economic vitality
and responsible growth management.

The new Town of Georgina OP, as proposed to be modified, is consistent with
the Provincial Policy Statement, 2014, and conforms to the Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe, 2006, the Greenbelt Plan, 2005 and the Lake
Simcoe Protection Plan, 2009 and YROP-2010.

Regional staff recommends that the Town of Georgina OP 2016 be approved,
subject to the modifications as described in Attachment 1, York Region, Town of
Georgina, and other Agency Modifications.
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For more information on this report, please contact Jennifer Best, Senior Planner
at ext. 76118.

The Senior Management Group has reviewed this report.
September 30, 2016
Attachments (6) — can be viewed online at York.ca

7034282

Accessible formats or communication supports are available upon request
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Attachment 1

2016 Town of Georgina Official Plan

YORK REGION, TOWN OF GEORGINA AND OTHER AGENCY MODIFICATIONS

Note: Strikethrough text denotes deleted text.
Underlined text denotes added text, except where “Planning Act”, “Clean Water Act”, chapters,
appendices and map headings are shown.

Section 3 — Growth Management

1.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs and Regional comments, modify Sections
3.1.4. and 3.1.5 to merge them into Section 3.1.4 on Page 25 to add another sentence at
the end of the policy as follows:

The Town, in consultation with York Region, will complete and adopt a residential
intensification strategy based on the York Region 2031 Intensification Strategy. The
Town will work in cooperation with York Region to establish appropriate intensification
targets and policies for Georgina, to help ensure a minimum of 40 percent of all
residential development in York Region to occur within the built-up area as defined by
the Province’s built boundary in Places to Grow: Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe, 2006. Generally, the Town will direct intensification efforts to appropriate
locations within the Keswick and Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan Areas.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, replace Section 3.1.5 on Page 25
with the following:

Within the Keswick and Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan Areas, the Designated
Greenfield Areas will be delineated and include the appropriate density targets.

Section 4 — General Land Use and Development

3.

6923445

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 4.7.3 on Page 39
to remove the ‘e’ in “Formulae” and include additional text in order to provide clarity, as
follows:

MDS Formulae 1 shall not be applied from a neighbouring livestock facility to a proposed
lot that contains an existing dwelling. MDS 1 is applied to a proposed lot with an existing
dwelling when the dwelling is presently located on the same lot as the subject livestock

facility

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 4.7.4 on Page 40
to include additional text in order to provide clarity, as follows:

For the purpose of MDS Formula Il, €cemeteries shall be treated as a Type A land use,
as referenced in the Minimum Distance Separation Formulae Implementation
Guidelines, when the cemetery is closed and receives low levels of visitation.
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YORK REGION, TOWN OF GEORGINA AND OTHER AGENCY MODIFICATIONS

5.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 4.10.10 on Page
48 to replace the word ‘or’ at the end of subsections a) and b) with the word ‘and’ in
order to provide clarity.

Section 5 — Sustainable Natural Environment

6.

10.

6923445

In response to Regional comments, modify the first sentence to include additional text in
Section 5.1.1.1.a) on Page 51 as follows:

There will be no negative impaets-effects on key natural heritage features or key
hydrologic features or their functions as demonstrated through a natural heritage
evaluation, hydrological evaluation, or environmental impact study.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 5.3.1.7 on Page
55 to include additional text in order to make allowances for obtaining permits under the
Endangered Species Act, as follows:

Development or site alteration shall not be permitted within wetlands and the habitat of
endangered and threatened species, and special concern species, except in accordance
with Provincial and Federal requirements.

In response to Town of Georgina comments, relocate Sections 5.3.1.16.2 and 5.3.1.16.3
on Page 57 from the Environmental Protection Area Section to the Rural Area Section.
Section 5.3.1.16.2 will be renumbered as 6.2.17.3 and Section 5.3.1.16.3 will be
renumbered as 6.2.17.2.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 5.4.7.a)iii) on
Page 60 to replace the word "determine” with “demonstrate” to provide clarity, as follows:

determine-demonstrate how connectivity within and between key natural heritage
features and key hydrologic features will be maintained and, where possible, improved
or restored;

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, to include Intake Protection
Zones in Section 5.5.5.1 on Page 65 as follows:

An application for major development within Highly Vulnerable Aquifers and Intake
Protection Zones, as displayed on Schedule B3 — Source Water Protection Areas,
involving the manufacturing, handling and/or storage of bulk fuel or chemicals (activities
prescribed under the Clean Water Act), shall be accompanied by a Contaminant
Management Plan, as deemed necessary by the Town, in consultation with York
Region’s Risk Management Office.
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YORK REGION, TOWN OF GEORGINA AND OTHER AGENCY MODIFICATIONS
Section 6 — Countryside Area

11. In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 6.1.1 on Page 73
to include an additional permitted use in order to comply with the Provincial Policy
Statement, as follows:

m) Mineral aggregate operations subject to policies in Section 4.10

12. In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, modify Section 6.2.1 on Page 77
to include an additional permitted use in order to comply with the Provincial Policy
Statement, as follows:

1) Mineral aggregate operations subject to policies in Section 4.10

13. In response to Town of Georgina comments, a portion of the legal description of Section
6.2.17.1 on Page 82 is deleted as follows:

Part Lot 3, Concession 9 (NG), S/S Lake Drive East and-E/fSFrivetis Road
Section 7 — Secondary Plan Areas

14. In response to Regional comments, the reference to Special Provision 7.5.13.1 in the
last sentence be replaced with 7.4.12.1 in Section 7.2.2.f) on Page 96.

15. In response to Regional comments, Section 7.6 identified as Keswick Business Park
Study Area on pages 117 -119 is to be removed in its entirety and any subsequent
references to this section or its subsections in order to comply with the Greenbelt Plan.

Section 8 — Healthy and Complete Communities

16. In response to Regional comments, the word “energy” is to be added in the last
sentence of Section 8.4.4 on Page 129 as follows:

Where appropriate, new community facilities shall support energy efficient site design
measures such as preferred parking, idle-free zones and alternative fuel recharging
stations.

17. In response to Regional comments, in order to correct section numbering, the reference
to Section 8.7.1.10 is to be Section 8.7.10; Section 8.7.2.11 is to be Section 8.7.11,;
Section 8.7.1 (Accessibility) is to be Section 8.7.12; and its Subsections to be 8.7.12.1,
8.7.12.2,8.7.12.3,8.7.12.4,8.7.12.5 and 8.7.12.6 on pages 135 and 136.

18. In response to Regional comments, the name of Section 9.2.1.2.b) on Page 147
Regional Arterial Roads be replaced with Regional Roads to align with Schedule E.
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YORK REGION, TOWN OF GEORGINA AND OTHER AGENCY MODIFICATIONS

Section 9 — Servicing and Infrastructure

19.

20.

21.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, remove Section 9.2.1.8 on Page
149 in order to remain consistent with Schedules E and E3.

In response to Regional comments, the words “supports trip reduction and incorporates
transportation demand management objectives” and “Transportation Impact Study
Guidelines, as amended” are to be added in Section 9.2.3.3 on Page 154 as follows:

Where appropriate, the Town will require new development applications to demonstrate
how the proposed development is transit-oriented, supports trip reduction and
incorporates transportation demand management objectives, in accordance with the
York Region Transit-Oriented Development Guidelines and Transportation Impact Study
Guidelines, as amended.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, the words “All proposals for” is to
be removed from Section 9.3.2 on Page 158 as follows:

Allpropesalsfor-Sanitary sewer and water infrastructure proposals shall be subject to
the water and sanitary sewer infrastructure policies of the Greenbelt Plan, 2005 and the
Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, 2009.

Section 11 — Implementation

22.

In response to Town of Georgina comments, an ‘s’ is required to be added to the word
‘lot” within Section 11.4.2.8.e) on Page 192 as follows:

All lots to be created by consent shall have a minimum lot frontage equal to or greater
than the average of all existing residential lots on both sides of the same street within
100 metres (328 feet) of the proposed severance, and shall have a minimum lot area
equal to or greater than the average area of the abutting residential lots on the same

side of the street. When calculated, the minimum frontage requirement ...

Section 12 — Interpretation

23.

6923445

In response to Town of Georgina comments to provide clarity, two definitions are to be
added within Section 12.5 on Page 207 as follows:

Convention Centre:

means a building, or part of a building, which is designed to accommodate gatherings for
specific events such as conferences, meetings, social gatherings, sports, recreation,
place of amusement, gaming and place of entertainment, and other similar activities
including an exhibition facility, and which may include assembly halls, areas for food

Page 4
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preparation, liquor and dining areas, all for the exclusive use of the conference or

convention participants.

Place of Worship:

means a building or part of a building used by a charitable religious organization(s) for
religious worship, services, ceremonies, rites or functions, and may include accessory
uses which may include but not be limited to an assembly hall, auditorium, convent,
monastery, rectory, day nursery. Intermittent non-academic community oriented
instruction may also be permitted within the place of worship, and which may include but
not limited to such uses as arts and crafts, music, educational or recreational community
based programs or uses. These uses must be accessory and subordinate to the primary
use of the place of worship.

In response to Ministry of Municipal Affairs comments, replace the definition of Intake
Protection Zone in Section 12.5.66 on Page 221 with the definition as contained in the
South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Plan in order to provide
consistency, as follows:

means the area on the water and land surrounding a municipal surface water intake.

Schedules

25.

6923445

In response to Regional comments, on Schedules B Key Natural Heritage Features and
B1 Key Natural Heritage Features (East), on Part of Lot 7, Concession 2 (23621 Park
Road), an area identified as Woodland is to be replaced with a Wetland designation due
to an updated wetland evaluation confirmed by the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Forestry.

Before:

Park Rd

Page 5
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26.

27.

28.

6923445

In response to Regional comments, on Schedules B2 Key Hydrologic Features and B2
Key Hydrologic Features (East), on Part of Lot 7, Concession 2 (23621 Park Road), an
area identified as non-Wetland is to be replaced with a Wetland designation due to an
updated wetland evaluation confirmed by the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Forestry.

Before: After:

In response to Town of Georgina comments, on Schedules E Roads Plan, E2 Roads
Plan 2 and E3 Roads Plan 3 the dashed line surrounding the secondary plan boundaries
shall be removed.

In response to Town of Georgina comments, on Schedules E Roads Plan, E2 Roads
Plan 2 and E3 Roads Plan 3, a number of unopened road allowances have been added
to the schedules.

Before:

Town of Georgina {/'I

Official Plan

Schedule E
ROADS PLAN

IDIRAFT

Lake Simeoe
oL e e p

TOWN ROADS* OTHER TRANSPORTATION
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After:

Town of Georgina /‘

Official Plan

Schedule E
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29. In response to Town of Georgina comments, on Schedules A2 Land Use Plan and A2
Lakeshore Areas East, on Part of Lot 15, Concession 9 (1816 Metro Road North -
Salvation Army lands) a strip of lands previously identified and delineated as Rural from
the Town of Georgina 2002 Official Plan should remain as Rural. The proposed
designation of Environmental Protection Area from the proposed Town of Georgina 2016
Official Plan should be replaced with the Rural designation.

Before: After:

6923445 Page 7
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30. In response to Regional comments, on Schedules A2 Land Use Plan and A2 Land Use
Plan (West), the identification of the Keswick Business Park Study Area in the legend
and delineated on the map shall be removed as the corresponding policy section of 7.6
is recommended to be removed by Regional staff.

Before: After:

31. In response to Town of Georgina comments, on Schedules A2 (West), A2 (East), A2
(Lakeshore Areas East), B1 (West), B1 (East), B2 (West), B2 (East), D and H3 the
identification of Lake Simcoe and its symbol in the map legend called “Base Map
Information” should be included in order to provide consistency among all map
Schedules.

6923445 Page 8
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Attachment 3

THE CORPORATION OF THE
TOWN OF GEORGINA

COUNCIL MINUTES

Wednesday, April 20, 2016
7:01 PM

Staff:

Winanne Grant, Chief Administrative Officer

Rebecca Mathewson, Director of Administrative Services & Treasurer, Acting Clerk
Harold Lenters, Director of Development Services

Robin McDougall, Director of Recreation and Culture

Ron Jenkins, Director of Emergency Services and Fire Chief

Dan Pisani, Director of Operations and Infrastructure

Velvet Ross, Manager of Planning

Ken Turiff, Interim Communications Manager

Carolyn Lance, Council Services Coordinator

Others:

Rogers TV

Karen Wolfe, The Georgina Post

Heidi Reidner, The Advocate

Lorne Prince, Item No. 13(1)(B)

Gord Mahoney of Michael Smith Planning Consultants

Art Field, Chair, Official Plan Steering Committee

Joanne Henderson

Jim Dyment, HMBC Planning, Planning Consultant, Item No. 11(1)(A)
Joe Nanos, Item No. 11(1)(A)

Christina Addorisio, Item No. 11(1)(A)

Matthew Cory, Glenwood Gateway Investments Inc, Item No. 11(1)(A)
Jack Gibbons, North Gwillimburty Forest Alliance, Item No. 11(1)(A)
Sylviette Brown, Item No. 11(1)(A)

Harry Behrend, Item No. 11(1)(A)

Helmut Kik, Item No. 11(1)(A)

1. CALL TO ORDER - MOMENT OF MEDITATION
A moment of meditation was observed.

Mayor and Council recognized the passing of Clare Morrison, former Georgina
Councillor.
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2. ROLL CALL

The following Council Members were present:

Mayor Quirk Regional Councillor Wheeler
Councillor Davison Councillor Fellini
Councillor Harding Councillor Neeson

Councillor Sebo
3. COMMUNITY ANNOUNCEMENTS

«Saturday, April 16", Earth Week Pitch-In Kick-off, promoting on Social Media
«Saturday, May 14™, Swap and Sell event, Georgina Ice Palace

«Saturday, May 14™, E-Waste day

«Saturday, May 28™, Curbside Giveaway

*Regional Program, 500 small trees available, white pine, white spruce and white
cedar; free of charge, located throughout the Town at the Ice Palace, Leisure Pool,
Civic Centre and Pefferlaw Library.

«Saturday, April 30", Tree Planting Day at Thornlodge Park, 9:30am to 12:30pm
«Saturday, May 28", Guide Dog Walk, organized by the Pefferlaw Lions

«Saturday, May 7", Udora Lions’ Annual Canoe/Kayak Paddle down the Pefferlaw
River, 8:00am on Zephyr Sideroad

«Saturday, April 23", Run for the Pantry, Sutton

*Successful Grate Groan Up Spelling Bee event held

4. INTRODUCTION OF ADDENDUM ITEM(S)
Item No. 11(1)(A) Addendum containing several pieces of correspondence
concerning the proposed Official Plan
Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Joseph Debono
Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Matthew Cory, Malone Given
Parsons
Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Paul Harpley, President, South Lake

Simcoe Naturalists
S. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Harding
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0184
That the agenda, with the following addendum items, be approved:

Item No. 11(1)(A) Addendum containing several pieces of correspondence
concerning the proposed Official Plan
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10.

Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Joseph Debono

Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Matthew Cory, Malone Given
Parsons

Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Paul Harpley, President, South Lake

Simcoe Naturalists
Carried.

DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE
THEREOF None.

ADOPTION OF MINUTES
Moved by Councillor Neeson, Seconded by Councillor Fellini
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0185

That the following minutes be adopted as presented:

(1) Minutes of the Council Meeting held on April 6, 2016
Carried.
SPEAKERS

Mayor Quirk inquired if anyone was in attendance to speak to an item listed on the
agenda other than the Proposed Official Plan report.

Lorne Prince, Chair of the Georgina Heritage Committee, advised of the
Committee’s opposition to Rev. Bailey’'s request to the Town to rescind the
Heritage Designation on 35 River Street, Sutton, as it meets the six triggers for
archeological potential.

DELEGATIONS/PETITIONS None.

PRESENTATIONS None.

(2) STATUTORY MEETING(S) UNDER OTHER LEGISLATION None.

(3) OTHER PUBLIC MEETINGS None.
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11.

Ron J.

12.

REPORTS
(2) ADOPTION OF REPORTS NOT REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION
Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Neeson
(A)  Award of Request for Proposal - Master Fire Plan
Report No. DES-2016-0005

RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0186

1. That Council receive Report No. DES-2016-0005 prepared by the
Department of Emergency Services dated April 20, 2016, respecting the
awarding of the Request for Proposal FES2015-050 — Master Fire Plan.

2. That Council approve entering into a contract with Emergency Management
and Training Inc. (EMT) in the amount of $37,506 excluding applicable
taxes, for the purposes of preparing the Georgina Fire Department Master
Fire Plan and the N4 Collaborative Initiatives Analysis, subject to similar
engagement by the municipalities of Whitchurch-Stouffville, East Gwillimbury
and King.

Carried.
(2) REPORTS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION
None.

DISPOSITIONS/PROCLAMATIONS, GENERAL INFORMATION ITEMS AND
COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT

(2) Dispositions/Proclamations

(A) Memorandum — Collaborative Municipal Initiatives of the Six Northern
Municipalities of York Region.

Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Davison
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0187
That correspondence from the Chief Administrative Officers respecting the

Collaborative Municipal Initiatives of the Six Northern Municipalities of York Region,
be received.
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John E.
Sarah B.

Winanne G.
Sarah B.

Carried.

(B) Anglican Parish of Georgina requesting Council to rescind the Heritage
Designation of St. James Parish Hall, 35 River Street, Sutton.

Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Sebo

RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0188

That correspondence from the Anglican Parish of Georgina expressing its objection
to the proposed heritage designation of the building and property at 35 River
Street, Sutton, St. James Parish Hall, be received and referred to staff for more
information and that staff notify all interested parties of any future meeting dates at
which this matter may arise.

Carried.

(C) Laurie Scott, MPP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock, requesting
Council support the Bill 158, Saving The Girl Next Door Act, 2016 and
support the establishment of a multi-jurisdictional and coordinated task
force for law enforcement agencies, Crown prosecutors, judges,
victim’s services and frontline agencies.

Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Neeson

RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0189

That correspondence from Laurie Scott, MPP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock,
requesting Council support the Bill 158, Saving The Girl Next Door Act, 2016 and
support the establishment of a multi-jurisdictional and coordinated task force for law
enforcement agencies, Crown prosecutors, judges, victim’s services and frontline
agencies be received, that the correspondence be referred to the Georgina Equity
and Diversity Advisory Committee for information and to the Chief Administrative
Officer to ensure York Regional Police and Regional Social Services are aware of
this issue and to gather further information for Council’s consideration prior to a
decision being made by the provincial government.

Carried.

(2)  General Information Items None.

(3) Committee of Adjustment Planning Matters
(@) Under Review

(b) Recommendations
(c) Decisions
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14.

15.

11.

Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Harding
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0190

That the Committee of Adjustment Planning Matters for April 20' 2016, be received.
Carried.

MOTIONS/NOTICES OF MOTION None.

REGIONAL BUSINESS

(1)  Verbal Update from the Mayor and the Regional Councillor

The Retail Business Holidays Act Exemption

*The Retail Business Holidays Act exemption were discussed for King and

Vaughan, noting that Georgina already has a blanket exemption for all statutory
holidays for all but Christmas Day and New Year’s Day.

Zigzag Pavement Markings

*The Region will implement zigzag pavement markings on Victoria Road for a one
year period, on both approaches leading into the core of the community of Udora to
reduce vehicle speed by providing motorists with visual queue of their speed in
relation to stationary objects; effectiveness will be measured.

Load Restriction Signage

*to promote commercial vehicle operators to use Highway 48 and avoid driving
easterly towards load restricted roads in Udora, load restriction signs are currently
installed on Ravenshoe Road and Lake Ridge Road. Load restrictions in Udora
will remain in place until such time that Victoria Road and Ravenshoe Road east of
Victoria Road are reconstructed. There are no current plans for road
reconstruction.

Speed Boards

*speed boards will be active throughout the year in Udora, to be relocated between
Ravenshoe Road and Victoria Road at various locations on a quarterly basis to
maximize coverage.

PUBLIC MEETINGS

(1) STATUTORY MEETING(S) UNDER THE PLANNING ACT OR MEETINGS
PERTAINING TO THE CONTINUATION OF PLANNING MATTERS, Section
11(2);

(7:30 p.m.)
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(A)  Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016

Report No. DS-2016-0029
Mayor Quirk explained the procedure for a public meeting at this time.

Harold Lenters set out the process for the Town’s presentation; Art Field, Chair of
the Steering Committee, will make comments, he will comment on the Official Plan
process and the staff report and recommendations, following the staff presentation,
Jim Dyment, the Town’s Consultant retained to carry out the project in consultation
with staff and the Steering Committee, will provide comments and his professional
opinion.

Art Field, Chair of the Steering Committee, advised that in August of 2013, the
Steering Committee consisting of three members of the public and a few Council
Members, was formed to oversee the review of the new Official Plan, designed to
serve the community of Georgina. The Committee is united in recommending the
staff report and asks Council to receive and adopt its recommendations.

Harold Lenters recommended the proposed Official Plan document be approved
by Council to serve as the primary policy document in guiding and directing land
use decision making and related activities to 2031.

sthe document is a culmination of a lot of hard work and dedication and he
expressed his gratitude to the members of the Steering Committee and the
consultant, as well as the technical advisory committee from York Region, Lake
Simcoe Region Conservation Authority, various departmental staff, residents,
landowners, business owners, groups, organizations, Council members, outside
agencies, the Province, planners and agents for their input and their invaluable
efforts to assist staff in preparing a very detailed and comprehensive report and
document.

*Registered Professional Planners in Ontario must adhere to a Professional Code
of Practice. Under this Code, there is a responsibility to clients/employers, the
public, and tribunals to “impart independent professional opinion”.

«dealing with hundreds of properties, landowners and groups, many of which have
an interest in current and future use of the land and water in Georgina.

sthree key matters;

(i) Removal of Lakeshore Residential Area designation in the lakeshore area. OPA
103 introduced the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area designation in Willow
Beach and surrounding communities between Keswick and Sutton, captured
existing properties and some parcels that were logical infill, while some larger
vacant properties were left out and remained as Lakeshore Residential Area.
Removing properties from the use of private services needed to be addressed. In
two larger areas, the Lakeshore Residential Area designation was reduced and
allowed for the potential for minor infill along Trivett's Road and Pugsley Avenue.
Staff felt they did not have all the information necessary to designate those areas
as Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area. The areas were recognized as a special
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provision to allow landowners to move forward with applications and studies to
determine if one or more lots should be created in the areas.

(i) Removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area overlay designation. When
the Keswick Business Plan Study Area designation was established in 2002 Official
Plan, it included the area from Ravenshoe Road northward. The Conservation
Authority advised that the southern portion was completely in flood plain and as a
result, the Town decided it was not appropriate to continue to study the area for
employment or urban development. When the Draft Greenbelt Plan was released
for comment, it would have restricted the Town from continuing with the Keswick
Business Park Secondary Plan study. However, the Greenbelt Plan that was
enacted continued a policy to allow communities that were in the middle of studies
to continue. The Greenbelt Plan also designated this southern area that was within
the flood plain, as Natural Heritage System. So in order to be developed, the land
has to come out of the Natural Heritage System designation. There are no
analyses or studies that have been done that would justify the removal of the
Natural Heritage System boundary or changing it in any way, so it is not
appropriate for Council to expand the urban area of Keswick into that area because
it is within the flood plain and also contains other significant features.

erequested by landowners to leave the Keswick Business Park Study Area on the
lands for the time-being. Staff believed the area should not be included given the
flood plain, Natural Heritage System designation and the Greenbelt Plan; to do so
would be misleading in terms of the future for those areas.

(i) a large component was the review of every site specific amendment that was
in the Official Plan against a steering committee endorsed protocol; 82 properties in
total were reviewed against the protocol. Twelve properties contained key heritage
or hydrological features that could be affected by development. Staff met with the
Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority staff and the existing designations of
six properties were scaled back and two properties with Estate Residential Area
designations had these designations removed. The municipality’s ability to remove
designations and prevent development stems from the fact that not all of the
planning approvals required to create lots have been obtained.

sreviewed the Urban Residential Area land use designation and policies related to
the Maple Lake Estates project lands.

sproposed Official Plan does not propose any substantial changes; in the existing
Official Plan, the Urban Residential Area designation and development policies
were approved by the Ontario Municipal Board and reaffirmed by an order-in-
Council and zoned to permit development, with a registered plan of subdivision
agreement registered on title. The previous owner and current owner have spent
approximately $3.5 million in bringing municipal water and sanitary sewers to the
property, as well as a trunk water main and a water storage tank on the north side
of Deer Park Road. This water servicing infrastructure is an integral part of the
system that supplies drinking water to many residents in Georgina.
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«In 2004, the Ministry of Natural Resources states in a letter dated October 18"
that the Ministry recognizes that the existing registered plan of subdivision predates
the Ministry’s wetland work and recognizes the legal status of the plan to be
implemented as proposed, without due regard to the wetland complex. The Region
has provided written correspondence stating it is in conformity with the Region’s
Official Plan and the Greenbelt Plan provisions recognize current Official Plan and
zoning approvals and provide for development of this site in accordance with these
approvals.

*Council may re-designate any property.

*the opportunity for Council to amend the Plan because the Greenbelt Plan does
not apply to the Maple Lake Estate lands has no relevance in terms of the tests in
the Planning Act. Section 26(1) , Updating the Official Plan, states ‘if the Official
Plan is in effect in a municipality...states that the Official Plan may be revised as
required to ensure that “(i) conforms with provincial plans or does not conflict with
them, as the case may be”. Maple Lake Estates does not conflict with the Official
Plan, and it in fact conforms to the Official Plan and meets the Section 26 tests
under the Planning Act.

*in consideration of the existing development approvals granted to the Maple Lake
Estates lands under the Planning Act, the public interest is best served through
Council’s resolution of May 13, 2015 requesting the Province to amend the
Greenbelt Plan to facilitate an exchange of development rights to other lands
owned by the Maple Lake Estates landowner located south of Deer Park Road.
This may not be acceptable to some, but Council’'s request has the effect of putting
in place a reasonable balance between the interests of the landowner as provided
through existing planning approvals and development rights, with that of the public
interest — which is to protect the woodlands and wetlands in perpetuity. Mr.
Lenters stated that he hopes that verbal and written support of Council’s request of
the Province to amend the Greenbelt Plan in order to facilitate an exchange of
development rights has been conveyed to the Province.

sthe Draft Official Plan has been revised based on the agency and public
comments received since its release on April 8, 2015. The resulting Proposed
Official Plan, April 2016, is consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement and
conforms to the York Region Official Plan and relevant Provincial Plans, and staff
are of the opinion that the document represents good planning.

estaff request Council to adopt the Proposed Official Plan, and repeal the existing
2002 Official Plan, save and except the Secondary Plans, as amended, and submit
it to York Region for its review and approval.

Jim Dyment, MHBC Planning, Town’s Consultant, addressed Council as follows:
*he has prepared over 50 Official Plans in Ontario but never one with five
overlapping layers of plans, a Regional Official Plan, Lake Simcoe Protection Plan,
Greenbelt Plan, Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe and the local Town
Plan, and a high level of detail looking at properties.

sreceived 48 written submissions and 328 individual comments on the Draft Official
Plan
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estaff have responded to every single request and comment received by the
municipality and have done everything they can to satisfy the concerns.

sthis document deals with the part of Georgina that is not covered by the
Secondary Plans for Sutton/Jackson’s Point, Keswick, Keswick Business Park, and
Pefferlaw, which are freestanding separate documents within the Official Plan
document.

ecomments from the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance warrant special attention.
He read the most recent email of April 12, stating “...nothing in the Greenbelt Plan
exempts the Town ... “ and “...Mr. Lenter's assertion is simply not true...”. The
Planning Act states Council’'s decision must conform and not conflict with provincial
plans. Provincial plans are a higher level of policy. The ‘Towns and Villages’
designation in the plan indicates that the plan of subdivision allows for development
of more than 1,000 units on that property.

*The term ‘development’ has specific meaning in the Provincial Policy Statement.
It is true that development of the Maple Lake Estates lands does not require further
approval under the Planning Act. As the Province defines it, it is not development.
*In the case where Council decided something else should be done, the Region is
the approval authority for the Official Plan and would have to decide if Council’s
decision was consistent. Since the Region supported this document before
Council tonight, the Region would not follow a different direction. The Ontario
Municipal Board is bound by the Planning Act and Provincial Plans. In his
experience of participating in over 100 OMB hearings, in his view, if this matter
were ever to get to the Board, the Board would look at it and see if they could
change it, and he doubts it would get very far in the process. Council cannot make
any other decision than what is presented tonight.

It was noted that in 1983 an Order was obtained from the Cabinet and the
Lieutenant Governor of the Province, which is the highest approval you can obtain.

Harold Lenters stated that he reviewed the last-minute comments submitted by

the Salvation Army and responds as follows;

1. ‘Conference centre’ use was not eliminated as such a use is a permitted use
within the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area in the existing Official Plan, so
there is no change.

2. The lands fronting on the south side of Metro Road North are not designated
‘Rural’ in the existing Official Plan, but primarily Environmental Protection Area
1. The lands are zoned ‘Rural’ and it may be that ‘Rural’ zoning has been
confused with the existing and proposed Official Plan Land use designations.
The proposed ‘Environmental Protection Area’ is justified in the new Official
Plan.

3. Clarity was requested concerning the boundary of the Sutton/Jackson’s Point
Secondary Plan and Commercial Recreation Area designation on Schedule A2
as it exists on the ground and how it impacts the Salvation Army. Salvation
Army Road is the boundary, but not shown correctly on Schedule B — Land Use
Plan of the Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan and this is the cause of the
confusion.
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4. There has not been time to check the church as a recognized permitted use
within the ‘Commercial Recreation Area’ designation. The third or fourth
permitted use says that any use within the Commercial Recreation Area
designation that is zoned for any particular use is also permitted. If Town
Council approves the Draft Official Plan, the Region can review this matter.

5. The proposed Group Home definition reflects the same wording for the Group
Home definition within the Keswick Secondary Plan, and the new
Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan.

6. The Region can be requested to include a definition for places of worship.

7. General statement made by lawyers

Joe Nanos, 22937 Woodbine Avenue, on behalf of his father, owner of the
property addressed Council as follows:

sremainder of the western portion of the lands is designated ‘Commercial
Recreation Area’, and is also subject to Section 3.21 of the Official Plan, Business
Park Study overlay designation, recognizing long term potential.

ssupports the Official Plan.

edoes not support the major substantial change made since October of 2015 that
would detrimentally effect his father's property and was made following the
statutory public meeting and recommends the removal of the business overlay
designation. ethe Draft Official Plan recommended this designation remain. The
current policies of the business overlay designation states that ‘...development will
be considered and will be delineated within the area that's protected
environmentally so that can be developed once detailed studies are submitted by
the landowners.’

srepresents landowner who owns the largest landholding in the gateway land and
they have not submitted studies according to that policy, so no detailed studies
have been conducted to delineate the lands along Woodbine having development
potential.

sreports have been submitted dealing with other parcels, identifying approximately
1.5 hectares of land along Ravenshoe Road that could be developed. They did not
deal with his land and therefore cannot apply those studies to this property in order
to remove the overlay designation.

*policies recommended to be carried over to the new Official Plan under Section
7.6 of the draft Official Plan of October, 2015, have been refined by planning staff
and he supports those refinements; stating that overlay designation was to be
carried over to the new Official Plan.

*he has followed the process over three years and the public was not advised at
any meetings that the overlay would be removed from the lands. At the last
meeting, slide 25 clearly stated “Business Park Study Overlay...the current draft

plan does not propose any changes to mapping...”. He believes this to be
premature and inappropriate and raises questions of transparency of the planning
process.

erequested that Council carry over the policies as shown in the Draft Official Plan of
October 2015, Section 7.6.
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*Detailed studies to delineate the extent of developable lands on the subject lands
has not been undertaken.

*no planning analysis to justify removal of Section 3.21 of the Official Plan as it
pertains to the subject lands

eplanning analysis seems solely based on studies submitted for lands at 2354
Ravenshoe Road. Should not subject these studies to the subject lands

«during review, indicated that Business Park Study overlay would be retained in the
Official Plan

sretaining Section 7.6 will not detract from the new Official Plan and will provide
opportunity to landowners to revisit the matter and look at balanced development
*Town to retain the current vision and foresight which provides the opportunity for
the subject land and collective gateway lands to develop in a balanced and
sustainable manner resulting in new employment and tax assessment for the
Town.

Harold Lenters responded as follows:

eat the time the Keswick Business Plan Secondary Plan appeal was before the
Ontario Municipal Board, there was a settlement to approve the Secondary Plan
and it was also proposed that this remnant piece of Keswick Business Park Study
Area would be removed because it was within a flood plain

elandowners involved in the OMB hearing requested that the Study Area not be
removed in order to allow the landowners the opportunity to conduct analyses and
studies to see if any of the lands within the Study Area was developable. The
Town supported this request and the OMB approval allowed this portion of Study
Area to remain.

*it is clear in the Secondary Plan policies that the onus is on the landowner(s) to
undertake various studies to justify that it makes sense to see the land being re-
designated as Business Park Area. The test was for the landowner to conduct
environmental studies in order to justify the removal of lands from the flood plain,
determine if there is enough of a setback from wetland, and deal with all the other
environmental features. One landowner undertook this process, but that was not
the basis to take away the entire Business Park Study Area.

the decision to remove the Keswick Business Park overlay designation was based
on the fact that almost the entire area is in flood plain and completely within the
Natural Heritage System of the Greenbelt Plan and Urban Settlement extension
and development is not allowed in these areas

*no work has been undertaken over the last eight years to give any indication that
the overlay should remain, and staff believes it is time for the overlay designation to
be removed

econcerning servicing options for this property the report raised more gquestions
than answers in terms of feasibility. It would be inappropriate to hold onto the
overlay designation

«an individual could apply for an amendment to the Official Plan to bring lands back
in, with the necessary studies
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epurpose of the Plan is to provide clarify and certainty in terms of land use. The
overlay designation was left in place for eight years to enable owners to establish
clarity and certainty but this has not been done

eanyone seeing this designation may rely on it, but the designation itself does not
give development rights; amendments to the Official Plan, to the Regional Official
Plan and to the Greenbelt Plan would be required

Christina Addorisio, Senior Planner, WSP, MMM Group Ltd., addressed Council
as follows:

srepresenting the owner of 2354 Ravenshoe Road at the north-east corner of
Ravenshoe Road and Woodbine Avenue, which is within the Keswick Business
Park Study Area

‘MMM made a submission for these lands in July of 2015 as part of the Official
Plan Review process. The request was for the lands and lands north of the subject
lands to be included in the Keswick Urban Boundary based on a minor rounding
out of the Keswick Business Plan

*in line with requirements of the existing Official Plan, MMM committed the
necessary studies including a Flood Plain Analysis, demonstrating that the subject
lands contain approximately 1.32 hectares of developable land outside of the flood
plain area

*MMM received comments on the flood plain analysis report from LSRCA that are
being addressed

estaff report recommends removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area
Overlay designation and associated policies from the Official Plan, as well as
recommending the lands be designated ‘Rural’ and ‘Environmental Protection Area’
eremoval of these lands from the Study Area would prevent any future development
potential at the gateway to the Town

erequested expansion is consistent with the 2014 Provincial Policy Statement.
ssupports the intent of the Growth Plan, Greenbelt Plan, Regional Official Plan and
Georgina Official Plan

srequests the Keswick Business Park Study Area Overlay remain in the Official
Plan, allowing for future development of the lands

Harold Lenters advised that the flood plain analysis was submitted to the
Conservation Authority resulting in a two-page reply back from the Conservation
Authority requiring a number of matters to be addressed to the Authority’s
satisfaction. We have not heard if these concerns have been addressed

*it is not the intent of the Business Park Study Area policies to support retail
development

ecould pursue small development in that area, could apply but would have the
same issue as Mr. Nanos. The property is within the Natural Heritage System and
one cannot expand into the Natural Heritage System of the Greenbelt Plan, 2005..
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eservicing options proposed; as per the policies for the Keswick Business Study
Area, the lands must be municipally serviced and there is a test in the Provincial
Policy Statement to provide a cost efficient and logical extension of services.

Matthew Cory of Malone, Given Parsons, addressed Council as follows;

*on behalf of Glenwood Gateway Investments Inc., concerning 23675 and 23965
Woodbine Avenue and 2596 Glenwoods Avenue located in the northern portion of
the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan

looking forward to the Business Park moving forward

srequesting Council to consider permitting a retail permission in the Business Park
designation on Woodbine Avenue; business parks are evolving

*has expressed concern with the Region’s outlook that they have very little
employment lands to 2041 horizon, made decision to reflect current trends only
respecting future office and retail growth

srequesting retail permissions along Woodbine Avenue because integration of
livelihood and other uses in a business park is desired by employees and
employers value it to provide opportunities for shopping, eating and activities for
employees while at work

eonly response in the report is that it is not permitted by the York Region Official
Plan and the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan will be reviewed in future.
The only time to consider introducing such uses in employment area is during a
municipal comprehensive review which is currently occurring

srespectfully disagrees that the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan is a
standalone document. Council cannot consider his request at a later date due to
nature of the policy regime

sunder Section 27 of the Planning Act, subsection 26.1(b) requires that Council
shall review the relevant employment policies in the Official Plan as part of the
review process and consider whether any revisions to those policies are necessary’
and he does not believe that has occurred.

srespectfully requesting Council to consider two minor amendments to the Official
Plan; 1, add a new policy to Section 9.4.3.2.1 ‘Permitted Uses Under the Keswick
Business Park Secondary Plan’ relating to Business Park 2 Designation, to add a
new subsection (vi) noting retail, major retail and restaurants are a permitted use,
and 2, modify Policy 9.4.3.2.1 (b) which speaks to ancillary retail uses

spart of the reason he is requesting this now is that this is their only opportunity to
do so; the Official Plan review is required to look at all policies and to confirm those
policies

Harold Lenters;

*neither Town staff, nor Regional staff, would support more retail within the
Business Park

there are sufficient lands for stand-alone retail throughout Georgina

scurrent policies in the Secondary Plan reflect regional policies allowing up to 15%
ancillary retail over the area of the Business Park

Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Sebo
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That the Council Meeting recess at 9:12 p.m.
Carried.
The meeting reconvened at 9:28 p.m.

Jack Gibbons of the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance, 430 Raines St, Roches
Point, addressed Council as follows;

the new Official Plan prohibits development on all major wetlands and woodlands
with one exception, the Maple Lake Estates property in the North Gwillimbury
Forest

*the Town'’s proposed special treatment is inconsistent with Sections 26 and 27 of
the Planning Act

*Section 26 legally obliges the Town to bring the Official Plan into conformity with
the Provincial Policy Statement and Section 27 legally obliges the Town to bring
the Official Plan into conformity with the Regional Official Plan

*most of the Maple Lake Estates property is off-limits according to the Provincial
Policy Statement

*Section 2.2.35 of the York Region Official Plan prohibits development on
Georgina’s wetlands and Section 2.2.44 prohibits development on Georgina’s
significant woodlands

eapproximately 90% of the Maple Lake Estates property is located on wetlands or
significant woodlands. Therefore 90% is off-limits for development according to the
York Region Official Plan

there is nothing in the transition section of the Official Plan that exempts the Maple
Lake Estates property from the rules for wetlands and significant woodlands

*Maple Lake Estates property is designated Towns and Villages in the Greenbelt
Plan. Unfortunately, on basis of fact, jumps to conclusion that the Town is
exempted from the Planning Act obligations to prohibit development on the Maple
Lake Estates wetlands and woodlands. There is no legal or factual basis to back
this up

*Greenbelt Plan rules do not apply to Towns and Village such as Maple Lake
Estates epage 7 of the Greenbelt Plan states ‘further, this plan does not apply to
lands within boundaries of Towns, Villages, Hamlets, as they existed on the day
this plan came into effect. Municipal Official Plans will continue to govern land use
within these settlements’

sthere is nothing in the Greenbelt Plan that requires the new Official Plan to
continue to designate the Maple Lake Estates as Urban Residential and nothing
that exempts the Town of Georgina from its planning act obligations to prohibit
development on approximately 90% on the Maple Lake Estates property

» 2013 letter from Region of York does not say that the Town of Georgina is exempt
from its planning act obligations to prohibit development on Maple Lake Estate
wetlands and woodlands. It states that the Greenbelt Plan and York Region
Transition policies do not prohibit development on the Maple Lake Estate property.
It is the Planning Act that obliges the Town to prohibit development on the Maple
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Lake Estate property, to repeal the 30 year old Maple Lake Estate development
approvals because they are no longer consistent with the York Region Plan or the
Provincial policy.

*When the development was approved by previous Council, it was not in conflict
with the York Region Official Plan or Provincial Policy, but changes have occurred
in the last 30 years.

*In 2004, these lands were designated Provincially Significant Wetlands and the
Provincial Policy Statement says development is not permitted in wetlands. And
the Regional Plan did not prohibit development, but it does now.

srequested Council to obey the law, to amend the proposed Official Plan to prohibit
development on the Maple Lake Estates wetlands and woodlands. Council has the
opportunity to save the North Gwillimbury Forest forever

Harold Lenters stated that he understands and respects the passion to save
wetlands and woodlands that we all share. The Province of Ontario received the
draft Official Plan document in April, 2015. Six ministries looked at the draft
document. The Province wrote the Planning Act, the Greenbelt Plan and the Lake
Simcoe Protection Plan. Nowhere in the 25 pages of detailed comments in terms
of conformity with all plans and with the Provincial Policy Statement does it state
that the Town is obliged and must amend Maple Lake Estates in order to conform
to the Provincial Policy Statement or the Greenbelt Plan. If they thought the Town
should or must make changes, we would have heard from them by now.

Jim Dyment stated that it is important for the public and for Council to recognize
that while we have implemented the Greenbelt Plan and the Regional Official Plan
in the overall land use designation of Maple Lake Estates, he urged Council to look
at Schedule Bl to the Official Plan where we have designated the significant
woodland and wetland on Maple Lake Estates and Schedule B2 where we have
designated the wetland as a key hydrologic feature on the Official Plan. With those
areas shown, should any development occur requiring Planning Act approval, the
issues related to the wetland and woodland would need to be addressed. Town
staff have done everything possible to protect those features should a changed or
revised development be proposed. Development is something that requires
Planning Act approval. There is a subdivision agreement registered on title and the
construction of approximately 1,000 houses can occur without meeting the
definition of the term ‘development’. If another planning application comes forward
for approval on this property, the applicant would start from square one.

Harold Lenters advised that correspondence from York Region states that they
believe the Regional Plan permits and recognizes the Towns and Villages
designation in the Regional Plan. That area is exempt from the Regional
Greenlands System in the Regional Official Plan. The Regional Greenlands
System is shown in the Keswick Secondary Plan area, the Sutton/Jackson’s Point
Secondary Plan Area and the Pefferlaw Secondary Plan Area, but it is not shown
through the majority of the Towns and Villages designation applicable to the Maple
Lake Estates lands.
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Sylviette Brown, 23621 Park Road, Regional Road 18, addressed Council as
follows:

*her property sits in Zephyr Creek/Egypt Wetland Complex

sthe proposed Official Plan changes the soil type and soil classification of her land.
*has been evaluated by a lot of different agencies and is one of the few areas with
sandy loam but is now considered hydric soils, which makes a major difference
when farming the land and permits are required

*not possible for soil type to change through an Official Plan process

flood area on property been expanded well beyond Regional or 100 year storm.
No flooding occurred during Hurricane Hazel in the 1950’s

*been in all the schedules, even the house is part of a ground water charging area.

*’hydric soil' means the property is under water for most of any given year but she
has been farming the land since 1979 and it is not under water
estaff should reconsider what has been done to her property

Harold Lenters stated that he is unfamiliar with this soil issue. The Official Plan
does not designate solil types but it does reflect the Regional Plan respecting Prime
Agricultural Area and Rural Area, which the Town’s Official Plan must mirror. The
staff report did review Mrs. Brown’s submissions respecting alleged errors in
mapping which came from either the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority
or from the Region through the Ministry of Environment or Ministry of Natural
Resources. The Conservation Authority was requested to take a look at the
mapping with regard to accuracy and if changes or adjustments are necessary, the
Region can accommodate that during their review. In the policies of the Plan with
respect to environmental area and any land use designations or feature
designations, these boundaries are flexible and if information arises in future, minor
adjustments can be made.

Mrs. Brown submitted her submission to staff. She noted that her property forms
part of the solar project and was evaluated due to that fact. Soil sample tests
indicate the soil is stable and capable of sustaining solar panels without
disturbance from ground water or frost.

Harry Behrend, 835 Lake Drive North, Eastbourne, addressed Council as follows:
swas before previous Council numerous times respecting a development proposal
by a previous owner of Maple Lake Estates

*a previous development application on the Maple Lake Estate lands was dealt with
in the early 1980’s and referred by the Town to the Ontario Municipal Board

*he supports maintaining the Maple Lake Estate lands as wetland and would be
doing the larger community a great favour by maintaining that

sthere may be a deal to be made with developer

*one issue dealt with earlier before the OMB was the term ‘leapfrog lands’, drawing
on services passed through agricultural lands and how to withstand development
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pressure when this is done. The planning opinion at that time was that it can be
handled.

*Earlier proposal on the Maple Lake Estate lands was a mobile home park, and
current proposal is two bedroom buildings on concrete slabs

*Also told that this community would be operating with substandard roads,
concerns voiced re garbage collection, snow removal, children moving in and
stress on existing school facilities but all resident’s concerns were pushed aside.
The issue was delegated to the Lieutenant Governor and the decision was
disappointing

*believes the if the Town swaps that land and give development rights to
Metrus/DG Group, you will see development move from northern end of Keswick to
the forest line

*will take away good agricultural land

sexpressed support for not developing that site and maintaining it as wetlands and
protecting it, and cautioned Council about pressure put on agricultural land
einquired if the Town has conducted studies to identify lands zoned Agricultural and
at risk of being developed

Harold Lenters explained that the Greenbelt Plan has strict policies with respect to
the expansion/extension of urban settlements. You have to utilize all the
developable lands in Keswick and within the Town’s other existing communities
and demonstrate that intensification targets have been met before new or
expanded settlement areas may be considered. The lands between Maple Lake
Estates and Keswick proper are either Agricultural, Rural or Environmental
Protection land, none of which permit growth.

Harold Lenters stated that anyone can purchase property as part of the free
market system. Developers will buy land in advance for speculative reasons but
still need to comply with the policies in place and make a case that development is
needed.

Harold Lenters advised that in conjunction with the approval of the Maple Lake
Estates development of the previous Official Plans, the Town, back in the 1980’s,
incorporated a special policy area called ‘areas not to be serviced with municipal
water and sanitary sewer’, on Schedule D of the Official Plan, covering land from
the north limit of Keswick up to the current Maple Lake Estate designation. This
was put in place to help prevent leapfrog development. The Regional Official Plan
has a designation of the Agricultural Protection Area, which is also in the Town of
Georgina Official Plan, and is very difficult to convert this to something else.

Harold Lenters advised that the Greenbelt Plan Review report presented to and
supported by Council, did not recommend to change or expand the boundaries of
any of the existing settlement areas, as there are enough lands in the communities
to serve the needs for the next 20 years and it is premature to consider/request an
expansion the boundaries at this time.
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Helmut Kik, Mum’s Avenue, Sutton West, addressed Council as follows;
*Germany has strict environment restrictions but wetlands have been developed
and the country is proud of the fact that humans, animals and the environment can
live together

*Germany has a population of 60 Million and growing

«if Council wants to develop and put something for the future into this town, it needs
to designate at least 200-300 acres for higher education, universities and research
institutes to bring this Town into the 21% century

Harold Lenters advised that when staff brought the Draft Official Plan to Council, it
spoke to leaving the overlay in place because it was known that the landowner of
one of the largest parcels was in the midst of conducting studies and it would be
unfair to remove it at that time. The majority of the land has environmental
features, and most cannot be removed from the flood plain. Staff believe it would
not make sense to leave a small piece of a Business Park Study Area that will
ultimately not be of adequate size for Business Park uses. If there is planning
merit from the owner’s perspective, the owners have the opportunity to take that
position in front of Regional Council and/or appeal the Plan. The Planner’s case to
remove it is strong, but it is Council’s policy decision to leave the designation in
place and, a reasonable two-year timeframe could be discussed with the Region.

Harold Lenters advised that the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area designation
includes a policy stating that the designation cannot be expanded without a
municipal comprehensive review, so that site specific amendments would not be
constantly submitted. The special policies overlay would provide the owners the
ability to consider the merits of creating some lots in specific locations. It would be
the owner’s responsibility to initiate the process and justify creating lots through the
appropriate studies and analyses as required under the Plan.

Harold Lenters advised that the Maple Lake Estates portion of the proposed
Official Plan cannot be separated from the Plan. It is either in the Plan as it is, or
it's in the Plan as amended. Council could vote on the recommendations that do
not deal with the Maple Lake Estates land, then vote on the Maple Lake Estate
portion.

Jim Dyment advised that if the Maple Lake Estates lands are not included in the
Plan, the current Official Plan policies will continue to apply. From a policy
perspective, the current Official Plan policies are virtually the same as in this Plan,
but this Plan also contains two schedules that identify both the significant
woodlands and wetlands and therefore add a higher level of protection than what is
in the current Official Plan from 2002. The Maple Lake Estates land would not be
as protected under the 2002 Plan as it would be under the new Plan.

Regional Councillor Wheeler suggested a motion to divide the question.
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Rebecca Mathewson advised that the motion can be separated if it deals with more
than one matter, but she does not believe the Official Plan is more than one matter.

Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Harding
The Council Meeting recessed at 10:36 p.m.

Carried.

The meeting resumed at 10:55 p.m.

Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Sebo

That the meeting continue past the four hour maximum time frame.

Carried.
Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Fellini

1. That Council receive Report No. DS-2016-0029 prepared by the Planning
Division, dated April 20, 2016, respecting the Town of Georgina Proposed
Official Plan, April 2016.

2. That Council pass a by By-law, which adopts the Town of Georgina Proposed
Official Plan, April 2016, and which repeals the existing 2002 Town of
Georgina Official Plan, as amended, save and except the following Secondary
Plans, as amended: Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan; Keswick
Business Park Secondary Plan; Keswick Secondary Plan, and Pefferlaw
Secondary Plan.

3. That the Clerk provide notice of Official Plan adoption as prescribed under the
Planning Act and to all interested parties, and submit the adopted Official Plan
and accompanying supporting materials to the Regional Municipality of York
for review and approval.

4. That the Clerk forward a copy of Report No. DS-2016-0029 to Valerie
Shuttleworth, Chief Planner for the Regional Municipality of York and Mike
Walters, Chief Administrative Officer for the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation
Authority.

Motion not voted on in this form.

Moved by Councillor Neeson

That the official Draft Official Plan be modified as follows;

1. On Schedule Al show Maple Lake Estates as ‘Countryside Area’
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Harold L.

Harold L.

2. On Schedule A2 designate Maple Lake Estates as ‘Environmental Protection
Area’ as appropriate, and any remainder as ‘Rural Area’

3. On Schedule 2A, include all of the Maple Lake Estate and the Greenland
System based on the criteria in the preamble to Section 5.1 and modify the
Greenland System accordingly on other schedules

4. On Table 1, remove references to Maple Lake Estates and add population
density to Keswick

5. Remove sections 7.2 and 9.3.9.1 and all other references to Maple Lake
Estates

Lost... no seconder

Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Fellini

RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0191

That the original motion be amended by adding the reinstatement of the Keswick
Business Park Study Area overlay on the Land Use Plan Schedule A2 and Section
7.6 from the April 2015 Draft Official Plan document, with applications to be
submitted by January 1, 2020, and that the policies and overlay designation cease
to apply after that date.

Carried.
Discussion requested to be reflected in the minutes;

Councillor Sebo did not vote in favour of the amendment but now must vote on the
recommendations as amended.

Winanne Grant explained that because a recorded vote was not requested, the
minutes would not reflect who did not vote in favour. Requesting a recorded vote
would set out who voted in favour and who voted in opposition. It was requested
that the minutes reflect this discussion because there was no request for a
recorded vote on the amendment.

Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Fellini

RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0192

1. That Council receive Report No. DS-2016-0029 prepared by the Planning
Division, dated April 20, 2016, respecting the Town of Georgina Proposed
Official Plan, April 2016.



April 20, 2016 M

2.

3.
John E.
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John E.

5.
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That Council pass a by By-law, which adopts the Town of Georgina Proposed
Official Plan, April 2016, and which repeals the existing 2002 Town of
Georgina Official Plan, as amended, save and except the following Secondary
Plans, as amended: Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan; Keswick
Business Park Secondary Plan; Keswick Secondary Plan, and; Pefferlaw
Secondary Plan.

That the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016 referred to in 2.
above be modified to include Section 7.6 Keswick Business Park Study Area
from the April 2015 Draft Official Plan document, and that Section 7.6 be
revised to incorporate wording to reflect a January 1, 2020 deadline for the
landowners within the Keswick Business Park Study Area to submit a
complete Official Plan Amendment Application and should that application
submission deadline not be met, that the Keswick Business Park Study Area
designation and Section 7.6, in its entirety, expire and be deleted without
amendment to the Plan.

That the Clerk provide notice of Official Plan adoption as prescribed under the
Planning Act and to all interested parties, and submit the adopted Official Plan
and accompanying supporting materials to the Regional Municipality of York
for review and approval.

That the Clerk forward a copy of Report No. DS-2016-0029 to Valerie
Shuttleworth, Chief Planner for the Regional Municipality of York and Mike
Walters, Chief Administrative Officer for the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation
Authority.

A Recorded Vote was requested; the Acting Deputy Clerk recorded the vote as
follows:

Regional Councillor Wheeler
Councillor Davison
Councillor Fellini

Councillor Harding

YEA NAY

X X X X

Councillor Neeson X

Councillor Sebo
Mayor Quirk

YEA
NAY

xX X

- 6
1

Carried.
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Harold L.

Harold L.

16.

17.

Ron J.

Dan P.

18.

Direction was provided to staff to discuss with Joseph Debono of Dentons Canada,
solicitors for The Salvation Army Canada East to clarify their concerns with a
number of the proposed policies in the draft Official Plan document.

Direction was provided to staff to speak to the Region of York with respect to
concerns expressed by Sylviette Brown with regard to her property at 23621 Park
Road.

OTHER BUSINESS

Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation

*Mayor Quirk, Councillors Sebo and Neeson attended a Chippewas of Georgina
Island meeting arranged with Ministry of Environment staff, York Region staff, and
the Sewage Solution Project team. They have many outstanding questions
respecting the Upper York Sewage Solution project including such issues as
monitoring, environmental assessment process, dealing nation to nation, fish
habitat, pharmaceuticals and monitoring of pharmaceuticals.

It was noted for the benefit of the public that if more than three members of Council
attend in one location, it could be considered a Council meeting at which the
advancement of the business of the Corporation could occur. Therefore four
members of Council did not attend.

BY-LAWS

Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Neeson
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0193

That the following by-laws be approved:

(2) By-law Number 2016-0024 (FI-4), being a by-law to establish fire and
emergency services fees in the Town of Georgina, effective July 1, 2016.

(2) By-law Number 2016-0025 (CON-2) being a by-law to authorize the Mayor
and Clerk to enter into a unit price contract with Robert B. Somerville Co.
Limited for the construction of Sanitary Sewer — Lowndes Avenue.

Carried.
CLOSED SESSION None.

(1) Motion to move into closed session of Council None.
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19.

20.

(2) Motion to reconvene into open session of Council and report on matters
discussed in closed session. None.

CONFIRMING BY-LAW

Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Harding
RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0194

That the following by-law be approved:

Q) By-law No. 2016-0026 (COU-2), a by-law to confirm the proceedings of
Council on April 20, 2016.

Carried.

MOTION TO ADJOURN

Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Sebo
That the meeting adjourn at 11:27 p.m.

Carried.

Margaret Quirk, Mayor

Rebecca Mathewson, Acting Deputy Clerk
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Attachment 4

SYLVIETTE RITA BROWN, Trustec
23621 PARK ROAD
PEFFERLLAW, ON LOE INO

MAY 2, 2016

THE CORPORATION OF THE REGONAL MUNICIPALITY OF YORIK
ADMINISTRATION OFFICES

17250 YONGE STREET

NEWMARKET, ON (f) 905.954.4607 and Regular Mail

Atitn: Regional Clerk
Ms., Valerie Shuttleworth. Senior Planner

NOTICE RE REGION OF YORK’S PENDING APPROVAL OF TOWN OF
GEORGINA’S 2016 OFFICIAL PLAN

[ am now informed Town of Georgina passed a By-Law and approved its “Red Line
Version” of Draft Official Plaw and Draft Schedule Maps and has forwarded same to Region of
York for approval within the prescribed 180 day timeframe. During the drafting process I raised
serious Objections in written format and orally again on April 20, 2016 before Council-of-the-
Whole. These Objections made in writing were also copied to Region of York. 1am now

informed Jennifer Best. Region of York planning employee was present on April 20" Meeting.

Since Georgina has not advised me of any changes 1t undertook relating to its 2016 Dralt
Official Plan and Schedule Maps relating to my Objections prior to having the Region of York
approve same, [ can reasonably assume none were made which is most prejudicial as 1t relates 1o

public and personal safety of person and detrimental to my Farming endeavours and interests.

[ should like to attend Region of York Administration Offices and be provided by way
USB format with a copy of all materials the Region of York will be relying on during its
approval process. This request is being made in order that I may attend and make presentation to
Region of York’s Council-of-the-Whole. So advise in writing to the above noted address when

[ can attend to obtain requested informartion forwarded by Georgina to Region of York.

é%n.i& E :Lg; %m '_\.S\».:g
SYLWETTE RITA BROWN, Trustee



AIRD & BERLIS up

Barristers and Solicitors

Andrea Skinner
Direct: 416.865.3423
E-mail:askinner@airdberlis.com

May 13, 2016

BY EMAIL Our File No.: 125632

The Regional Municipality of York
17250 Yonge Street

Newmarket, Ontario

L3Y 621

Attention: Denis Kelly, Town Clerk (regionalclerk@york.ca)

Dear Mr. Kelly:

Re: Request for Notice of Decision
Town of Georgina Official Plan Amendment No. 129

Please provide us with the approval authority’s Notice of Decision with respect to the
Town of Georgina's Official Plan Amendment No. 129.

Thank you very much.
Yours truly,

AIRD & BERLIS LLP
7
A i S
/ { K v oo

/

Andrea Skinner
AS/np

cc. Harold Lenters, Director of Planning and Building (hlenters@georgina.ca)
John Espinosa, Town Clerk (jespinosa@georgina.ca)

25947502.1

Brookfield Place, 181 Bay Street, Suite 1800, Box 754 « Toronto, ON « M5) 2T9 « Canada
7416.863.1500 F 416.863.1515
www.airdberlis.com



GEORGINA

THE TOWN OF GEORGINA’S OFFICIAL PLAN REVIEW

To be included in our email or mailing list, fill in the form below, save and send
to one of the contacts below or print and mail to:

Town of Georgina, 26557 Civic Centre Rd. Keswick, ON L4P 3G1:

Jim Dyment, Project Manager, MHBC Planning
jdyment@mhbcplan.com

Adrian Cammaert, Senior Planner-Policy, Town of Georgina
acammaert@georgina.ca

905.476.4301 ex. 2253

REQUEST TO BE NOTIFIED

, Kristea Wszniak (PLEASE PRINT NAME IN FULL)
HEREBY SUBMIT NOTICE IN WRITING TO BE INCLUDED ON AN INTERESTED PARTIES LIST
CONCERNING THE TOWN OF GEORGINA’S OFFICIAL PLAN REVIEW.

Please check box(s):

O REQUEST TO BE NOTIFIED OF ANY FUTURE PUBLIC MEETING(S),
ﬁ REQUEST TO BE NOTIFIED OF COUNCIL'S DECISION REGARDING THE APPROVAL OR
REFUSAL OF AN AMENDMENT TO THE OFFICIAL PLAN.

Please fill in your complete mailing address:

Name: Kristea WNbzriak

Address: F40 Huronia S+ : Unit #/
Town, Province: B Arr i€ ()ﬂ‘}_@!‘!b

Postal Code: 4N Q,(_':g;

Email: K_wozniak € ducks.ca

Phone: FOS~221-4444 €. 236
Comments:

A’fﬂé‘sﬁ'—(’c-/ in beme ;’}p‘hﬁec/ When —the otfcwt Plan
l; &vaed bj / Rec j,,m ancl Mﬁm//j —/—a/ ben 1nhy
et .

Facebook.com/TownofGeorgina georgina.ca @georginatown



Anthony Usher Planning Consultant (416) 425-5964
146 Laird Drive, Suite 105, Toronto, Ontario M4G 3V7 auplan@bellnet.ca

July 7, 2016

Ms. Valerie Shuttleworth
Chief Planner

Regional Municipality of York
17250 Yonge Street
Newmarket, Ontario

L3Y 671

Dear Ms. Shuttleworth:
Re: Georgina Official Plan

First, may | thank you and Sandra Malcic for the time you spent with my client, Jack Gibbons of the
North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance, and me on June 28, to discuss the Town of Georgina's new
Official Plan. Our discussion was most helpful and we really appreciated it.

As you know, we made extensive submissions to Georgina regarding the new Plan, specifically with
respect to the prospective designation of and policies for the Maple Lake Estates property. As you
also know, we still have outstanding issues with the Plan as adopted on April 27, 2016.

I have already sent you, for staff and Council's consideration, my April 18, 2016 letter to the Town
commenting on the April 2016 proposed Plan prior to adoption, and my earlier July 30, 2015
submission appended to that letter. No change addressing our concerns was made to the proposed
Plan prior to adoption. | ask that the Region take these comments into consideration in its review,
modification, and approval of the Plan. Specifically, | am asking the Region to modify the Plan as
requested in my April 18, 2016 letter.

By copy of this letter to the Regional Clerk, | am also advising that my client will be requesting a
deputation to Committee of the Whole, when this matter is considered. | understand that your report
is tentatively scheduled for October 13.

Please provide me with notice of Council's decision in accordance with section 17(35) of the
Planning Act.

Yours sincerely,

[original signed by]
Anthony Usher, RPP

cc. Carrie Martin


mailto:auplan@bellnet.ca

North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance
160 John Street, Suite 300
Toronto M5V 2E5
www.SaveNGForest.org

July 13, 2016
VIA Email

Chairman Wayne Emmerson and Members of Council
Region of York

17250 Yonge Street

Newmarket, Ontario

L3Y 6Z1

Dear Chairman Emmerson and Members of Council

Re: Amending the Town of Georgina’s Official Plan to protect the Paradise Beach-Island Grove
Provincially Significant Wetland

| am writing to ask the Region of York to amend the Town of Georgina’s April 2016 Official Plan to
prohibit development on the Maple Lake Estates (MLE) lands that are located on the Paradise Beach-
Island Grove Provincially Significant Wetland (PSW) in the heart of the North Gwillimbury Forest.

The North Gwillimbury Forest is one of the ten largest forests in the Lake Simcoe watershed. It is more
than three times larger than Vancouver’s Stanley Park and stretches all the way from the north end of
Keswick to Jackson’s Point.

Approximately 90% of the 500 acre MLE lands are located on the Paradise Beach-Island Grove PSW
and/or on woodland protected by the Regional Official Plan.

According to Section 26 of the Planning Act, Georgina’s Official Plan must be consistent with the
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS), which prohibits development on all PSWs in southern Ontario.
Unfortunately, the Town has failed to comply with its legal obligation to protect MLE’s PSW. And under
Section 27, the Georgina Plan must conform with the Regional Plan, which the Town has also failed to

do.



In 1988, approval was given for a 1,073-unit mobile home park on the MLE lands. In the 28 years since
these approvals were granted, no development has taken place on these lands. If this development
were to proceed today, it would destroy a PSW and split the North Gwillimbury Forest in two.

We believe the Town of Georgina has made a fundamental error in drafting an Official Plan that gives
more weight to three-decade old planning approvals than to current provincial policy and the Regional
Plan. We believe the Town’s actions were informed by a mistaken belief that a “land swap” could be
arranged for a parcel of prime farmlands within the Greenbeit Protected Countryside. The Province has
now made it clear that this swap is not going to happen, meaning that it is the responsibility of the
Region of York to amend the Town’s Plan to bring it into compliance with the PPS and other provincial
policies as well as its own Official Plan.

The North Gwillimbury Forest is an important regional asset, from both an economic and environmental
perspective. There is no way that the current outdated development approvals for the MLE lands would
ever be issued today. And there is no way that this site could be developed without harming important
natural functions, including recharge, control and filtration of waters flowing into Lake Simcoe.

It is simple common sense to protect Provincially Significant Wetlands and Regionally protected
woodlands, such as those found on the MLE lands. It is also the law.

Yours truly,

s

Jack
Chair



KXHEDENTONS Robert Blunt, RPP
Larid Use Planner Dentons Canada LLP

77 King Street West, Suite 400
robert.blunt@dentons.com Toronto-Dominion Centre

D +1416 863 4770 Toronto, ON, Canada M5K 0A1

¥ Salans FMC SNR Denton McKenna Long

dentons.com

September 14, 2016 File No.: 237611-244

Sent via E-mail (regional.clerk@york.ca)

Region of York

c/o Regional Corporate Services
York Region Administration Centre
17250 Yonge Street, 4™ Floor
Newmarket ON L3Y 6Z1

Attention: Mr. Denis Kelly

Dear Mr. Kelly:
RE: Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan

Please be advised we are the solicitors for The Governing Council of The Salvation Army Canada East
(the “Salvation Army”). Our client has an interest in two properties located within the boundaries of the
proposed Town Official Plan, as well as an interest in the proposed Group Home and Place of Worship
policies. To assist you in determining the location of the Salvation Army properties, we have attached a
plan labelled “Jackson's Point Property”.

As you may know, The Salvation Army has owned land within the boundaries of the Town since the early
1940s. It has been operating a camp ground, place of worship, trailer park, nature trails and a conference
centre, amongst other uses within the Town on lands centred around Metro Road North and Salvation
Army Road.

The Salvation Army has reviewed the proposed Town of Georgina Official Plan and are concerned about
a number of the proposed policies. These concerns were outlined in our letter to the Town dated April 19,
2016 (copy attached).

Since the adoption of the Proposed Official Plan we have several brief discussions with Town staff and
Regional staff regarding possible resolution of our client's concerns. We look forward to moving forward
with resolving our client's concerns.

23572480_1|NATDOCS
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Kindly provide the writer with an update with respect to the Region's processing of the Town's Official
Plan. Also, please provide us with notice of all further actions with respect to this matter, including Notice
of Decision with respect to the proposed Official Plan.

Yours truly,

Dentons Canada LLP % /

Robert Blunt MCIP RPP
Land Use Planner

Attachment

cic Jennifer Best, Senior Planner, Region of York
Clerk, Town of Georgina

23572480_1|NATDOCS
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D +1 416 361 2338 77 King Street West, Suite 400

Toronto-Dominion Centre
Toronto, ON, Canada M5K 0A1

K Salans FMC SNR Denton McKenna Long

dentons.com

April 19, 2016 File No.: 237611-244

BY ELECTRONIC MAIL (espinosa@gecrgina.ca)

Town of Georgina

c/o Town Clerk’'s Department
Town of Georgina Civic Centre
26557 Civic Centre Road
Keswick, Ontario

L4P 3G1

Attention: Mr. John Espinosa

Dear Mayor and Members of Town Council:

RE: Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan

Please be advised we are the solicitors for The Governing Council of The Salvation
Army Canada East (“The Salvation Army”). Our client has an interest in two properties
located within the boundaries of the proposed Town Official Plan, as well as an interest
in the proposed Group Home and Place of Worship policies. To assist you in
determining the location of The Salvation Army properties, we have attached a plan
labelled “Jackson’s Point Property”.

As you may know, The Salvation Army has owned land within the boundaries of the
Town since the early 1940s. It has been operating a camp ground, place of worship,
trailer park, nature trails and a conference centre, amongst other uses within the Town
on lands centred around Metro Road North and Salvation Army Road.

The Salvation Army has reviewed the proposed Official Plan and are concerned about a
number of the proposed policies. Those concerns include the following:

1) The proposed Official Plan eliminates the “conference centre” permission from
the lands designated “Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area” without discussion
or justification;

2) The proposed Official Plan removes the existing “Rural” designation and replaces
it with the more restrictive “Environmental Protection Area” designation on lands
fronting on the south side of Metro Road North (Lot 15, Concession 9);

21180004_2|NATDOCS
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3)

4)

6)

dentons.com
Page 2

It is not clear where the boundary of the Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan
and the “Commercial Recreation Area” designation on Schedule A2 Lakeshore
Areas East exists on the ground”. Therefore, we are not able to confirm how the
“Commercial Recreation Area” designation impacts The Salvation Army lands;

It appears that the Georgina Community Church located at 1816 Metro Road
North is not recognized as a permitted use within the “Commercial Recreation
Area” designation. The Salvation Army objects to the proposed Official Plan not
recognizing that use;

The proposed Official Plan places a cap on the number of individuals in a Group
Home to a maximum of “8” individuals. The Salvation Army questions the
justification for the limit being “8” and not being “10” individuals as it is in other
municipalities;

The proposed Official Plan does not provide a definition for places of worship.
We note that the existing and in effect Official Plan does provide such definition.

Our client is concerned that eliminating the definition may create issues with
interpretation in the future; and

We reserve the right to raise such further issues with the proposed Official Plan
as we may advise from time to time.

Kindly provide the undersigned with notice of all further actions with respect to this
matter, including Notice of Passing of the proposed Official Plan. In addition, kindly
ensure that this written submission is forwarded to Town Council for its consideration
prior to the adoption of the proposed Official Plan.

We appreciate your consideration of The Salvation Army’s concerns as outlined in this

letter.

Yoyrs truly,

Enclosure

C.C.

The Governing Council of The Salvation Army in Canada

21180004_2|NATDOCS
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Ministry of Ministére des

Municipal Affairs Affaires municipales f\y_
[ 45 i
Ministry of Housing  Ministére du Logement [/)- Onta rlo
Municipal Services Office Bureau des services aux municipalités
Central Ontario du Centre de I'Ontario
777 Bay Street, 13" Floor 777, rue Bay, 13° étage
Toronto ON M5G 2E5 Toronto ON M5G 2E5
Phone: 416 585-6226 Téléphone : 416 585-6226
Facsimile: 416 585-6882 Telécopieur : 416 585-6882
Toll-Free: 1 800 668-0230 Sans frais : 1 800-668-0230

September 23, 2016

Ms. Karen Whitney

Director of Community Planning and Development Services
Regional Municipality of York

17250 Yonge Street

Newmarket, ON

L3Y 621

Dear Ms. Whitney:
RE: Town of Georgina Official Plan Amendment No. 129, (As adopted April,

2016)
MMA File No.: 19-EOP-155976

Thank you for providing the Ministry of Municipal Affairs (MMA) with the
opportunity to review and provide input into the adopted Town of Georgina
Official Plan (OP). Enclosed are the MMA's One-Window comments, per the
request from the Region of York by letter, dated June 2, 2016, that MMA and its
partner ministries provide a scoped review of the adopted OP. As you know, the
Ministry previously provided comments to the Region on the draft OP in Sept,
2015.

Through the One Window Provincial Planning Service, the adopted OP was
circulated to the Ontario Growth Secretariat (OGS) of MMA and to the following
Ministries: Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs (OMAFRA), Natural Resources
and Forestry (MNRF), Environment and Climate Change (MOECC), Tourism,
Culture and Sport (MTCS), and Transportation (MTO) for further comments.

Based on our review of the adopted OP, it appears that the majority of our
concerns, including technical and policy-specific matters, have been addressed.

The ensuing One-Window comments are intended to offer the Town further

assistance in its review of the adopted policies, and the Region with its decision-
making process as the approval authority of the proposed Official Plan.

Page 1 of 8
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Please note, the majority of comments provided are technical in nature and
recommend revisions to the policies to clarify language and improve conformity
to provincial plans and policy. The enclosed table, identified as Appendix A,
outlines the balance of MMA’s One-Window policy-specific comments as they

relate to the OP.

Thank you once again for providing us with the opportunity to review and
comment on the Town of Georgina adopted Official Plan.

By copy of this letter, we request to receive notice on approval of this Official
Plan (OPA 129). We are available to review and/or discuss our comments to
ensure that provincial interests are appropriately addressed. Should you have
any questions, please contact Suzan Krepostman, Planner at 416-585-6862, or
the undersigned at 416-585-6053.

(6723 Harold Lenters, Director of Planning, Town of Georgina
Jennifer Best, Senior Planner, York Region
OMAFRA
MNRF
MQOECC
MTCS
MTO

Page 2 of 8



APPENDIX A: SPECIFIC POLICY AND TECHNICAL COMMENTS

Bold = recommended addition

Strikethrough = recommended deletion

5.3.1.7

5.5.1.1

residential intensification target and designated
greenfield area target, as identified by the York
Region Official Plan. We were unable to find this
revision. These items should be added.

Environmental Protection Area

This policy does not make allowances for
obtaining permits under the Endangered Species
Act. Habitats of endangered and threatened
species can cover very large areas making this
policy excessively prohibitive.

Source Water Protection

It appears the intention of Policy 5.5.1.1 is to
conform to SGBLS SPP policy LUP-1; however,
as previously noted at the draft stage, the policy
does not address all of the land uses that the
LUP-1 identifies and only partially addresses the
storage of agricultural and non-agricultural
source material. If these prohibitions are
addressed elsewhere this should be explicitly
stated. (e.g. in section 9.3.11 of the OP private
on-site sewage systems and Water Supply
addresses restrictions for on-site sewage
systems based on the LSPP). If meeting the
intent of the LSPP policies also conforms with
the policies of the SGBLS SPP, this should be

Policy 5.4.2.2 (b)
and (c)

PPS 2.1.4,2.1.5,
2.7

PPS 2.2, SGBLS
SPP- Policy
LUP-1 and Policy
LUP-6

e ety Comments P Recommended Action/ Proposed Modification
OP Policy | _ . . i 2 : ,

e T N T JUSt t' n Aale s Yisir bl .
Growth Management
Sections 2 | The Town stated in their report to the Region Growth Plan These targets for intensification and designated greenfield
and 3 that adopted OP had been revised to include the

areas should be incorporated in the OP, particularly in
Section 2.2.8 (Growth Management Objectives) or Section
3 (Growth Management)

Propose adding the following wording to the policy:

“except in accordance with provincial and federal
requirements.”

This may require splitting the policy into 2 separate
policies.

We encourage the modification of OP Policy 5.4.1.1.1 to
add the following prohibited uses as per LUP-1 of the
SGBLS SPF:

e large (more than 10,000 L) on-site sewage systems

e agricultural and non-agricultural source material storage
facilities

road salt storage facilities

snow storage facilities

fuel storage

outdoor confinement or farm animal yard

sontt




We also note that SGBLS SPP LUP-6 has not
been addressed.

Furthermore, Intake Protection Zones 2 in the
Town of Georgina have a vulnerability score of
6.4, meaning that no significant water threats are
possible. The source protection plan policies are
minimum requirements, and municipalities can
choose to be more stringent, however they
cannot rely upon the Clean Water Act to provide
the legal authority to prohibit future land uses
that are not significant drinking water threats.

The addition of language under section 9.3.1.1 to address
SGBLS SPP Policy LUP-6 is also recommended.

It is recommended that Intake Protection Zones 2 be
removed from this policy. We also recommend that
reference be made to the fact that the SGBLS SPP defines
“existing” land uses in policy TRANS-1:

Notwithstanding the permitted uses and policies in the Plan
to the contrary, the following specific land uses and/or
activities are prohibited from being established within
Intake Protection Zones 1 and 2 where they do not already
exist according to the South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe
Protection Plan that took effect July 1, 2015.

that instead of prohibiting new land uses in IPZ-
2, the requirement for Contaminant Management
Plans be extended to include major development
within intake protection zones, in addition to
major development in Highly Vulnerable
Aquifers. For example, a new policy applying to
new land uses within Intake Protection Zones 1
and 2 requring a Contaminant Management Plan
for major development would complement this
requirement in Highly Vulnerable Aquifers
(Policy 5.5.5.1).

85,12 This policy provides an exemption for personal/ | SGBLS SPP, List | It is recommended that the Region/Town review the
domestic use of DNAPLs however there is no A policies on List A of the South Georgian Bay — Lake
previous policy in the OP referring to land uses Simcoe Source Protection Plan to ensure that all
where these substances would be stored, from applicable policies have been addressed.
which to exempt these substances.

5.6.5.1 As was previously stated, it is recommended PPS Policy 2.2.1 | To revise draft OP Policy 5.5.5.1 to include ‘Intake

Protection Zones,’ as follows:

“An application for major development within Highly
Vulnerable Aquifers and Intake Protection Zones, as
displayed on Schedule B3 — Source Water Protection,
involving the manufacturing, handling and/or storage of
bulk fuel or chemicals (activities prescribed under the
Clean Water Act), shall be accompanied by a Contaminant
Management Plan, as deemed necessary by the Town, in
consultation with York Region’s Risk Management Office.”




Adopted AT, ‘ | Provincial
OP Policy | et ' ' '
Natural Hazards
443 (c) This is a new policy that has been added. This

'Recommended Action/ Proposed Modification

Policy should be a separate stand-alone policy, or could be

policy is not appropriately located in this section moved to Section 4.4.2 as an exception or notwithstanding
of the Plan as it is not relevant to existing lots of clause.
record.
8.1.12and | Accessory apartments are not permitted in a Recommended that a policy be added in both 8.1.12 and
8.1.15 floodplain. While a policy has been added to this 8.1.15 to explicitly prohibit accessory apartments in a
effectin 8.1.11 (f), this is not reflected in detached accessory building or structure or garden suites

explicitly in 8.1.12. Additionally, the same policy
should apply to garden suites in Policy 8.1.15

Distance Separation Formulae

4.7.3 For purpose of added clarity is suggested that It is suggested that Policy 4.7.3 be modified to read as
this Policy add an additional sentence. follows:

located on hazardous land or within a hazardous site.

“MDS Formulae | shall not be applied from a neighbouring
livestock facility to a proposed lot that contains an existing
dwelling. MDS I is applied to a proposed lot with an
existing dwelling when the dwelling is presently
located on the same lot as the subject livestock

facility.”
4.7.4 For purpose of clarity, it is suggested that [t is suggested that Policy 4.7.4 of the adopted OP be
additional language be added to this Policy. modified to read as follows:

“For the purpose of MDS Formula Il, Gcemeteries shall
be treated as...”
Mineral Aggregate

6.1.1 and Mineral aggregate operations are permitted in PPS It is suggested that the following be added to Policy 6.1.1:
6.2.1 Agricultural Protection Areas and Specialty Crop “(m) Mineral aggregate operations subject to policies
Areas, as well as Rural Areas. in Section 4.10"

It is similarly suggested that the following be added to
Policy 6.2.1:

‘() mineral aggregate operations subject to policies in




Adopted

“Provincial |

S o Comments Policy Recommended Action/ Proposed M
Section 4.10"
Greenbelt
4.10.10 (b) | Currently, this clause is not in conformity with the | Greenbelt Plan Policy should be modified to read as follows:
language in the Greenbelt Plan. Please note that | 4.3.2.8 (c)
the difference between “and” and “or” in this “If the physical characteristics... the applicant shall
instance is substantive. consider alternative locations; er and”
6.4, 6.5 and | Please refer to Ministry comments on the We understand that the Region will be working to refine
6.6 draft (attached) re: some of the language in this policy with regards to “new
Countryside Area (Rural Areas); sites” for industrial and commercial uses. We are in
Commercial Recreation Area agreement with the proposal to modify this language to
Major Recreational Areas (Commercial refer to “previously approved uses’.
Recreation Area)
Transportation
1.6:2 Policy 7.6.2 of the OP continues to indicate the YROP 7.2.54 It is recommended that Policy 7.6.2 indicate that the
extension of Highway 404 with a proposed proposed interchange is subject to an EA amendment
interchange at Glenwoods Avenue, north of process and MTO's approval. We suggest revising Policy
Ravenshoe Road. As was previously noted, this 7.6.2 such that it reads:
interchange has no status pending
York/Municipal EA Amendment and MTO's "Schedule E — Roads Plan identifies a proposed additional
approval. The approved Route Planning and interchange at Highway 404 and Glenwoods Avenue. It is
Environmental Assessment for the extension of the intent of the Town, in conjunction with York Region to
Highway 404 extension does not include this promote the early development of this identified
interchange. An EA Amendment and interchange pending York/Municipal EA Amendment
justification for the need of the Glenwoods and Ministry of Transportation’s approval.”
Avenue interchange must be completed by the
Town or the Region for MTO’s consideration.
We note that Schedules E and E3 have been
corrected, however Policy 7.6.2 was not
modified.
9218 As was related at the draft stage, no commuter It is recommended that Policy 9.2.1.8 be removed.

parking facility at the future interchange of




OPPP L Comments Policy Recommended Action/ Proposed Modification
: : , | Justification
Highway 404 and Highway 48 is identified in the
EA or Preliminary Design of the Highway 404
extension from Ravenshoe Road to Highway
12/48. As noted, there is a commuter parking lot
on the east side of Highway 404 and Woodbine
Avenue.
While this inconsistency has now been corrected
in Schedules E and E3 of the adopted OP,
Policy 9.2.1.8 was retained.
Technical and Typographical Comments
4.8 Transcription error. In order to remain consistent | Ontario The opening paragraph of OP Policy 4.8 the policy should
with the language used in Ontario Regulation Regulation read as follows:
359/09, “systems” should be changed to 359/09
“projects”. “Renewable energy systems projects, such as wind
turbines, solar panels, geothermal and other similar
sources...”
4.10.10 (b) | Currently, this clause is not in conformity with the | Greenbelt Plan Policy should be modified to read as follows:
language in the Greenbelt Plan. Please note that | 4.3.2.8 (c)
the difference between “and” and “or” in this “If the physical characteristics... the applicant shall
instance is substantive. consider alternative locations; er and”
5.1.1.1(a) The wording of this policy does not fully reflect Greenbelt Plan In order to conform with the Greenbelt Plan policy it is
the wording of the Greenbelt Plan where the 3223 (a) recommended that 5.1.1.1 (2) be modified to read as
other sub-policies in this section do. follows:

“There will be no negative impasts effects on key natural
heritage features or key hydrologic features or their
functions.”

5.4.7 (a) (iii) | To remain consistent with the language used in 6.26-DP (a) Policy should read as follows:
the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, the word
“determine” should be changed to “demonstrate” “determine demonstrate how connectivity within and
between key natural heritage features...”
6.1.6 Transcription error. We note that the adopted OP | PPS 2.3.4.1, Remove and replace occurrences of “Farm-related” and
has corrected the majority of the instances Greenbelt Plan “Non-farm” with “Agriculture-related” and “Non-agriculture”




occur within the plan. Several instances remain
that have not yet been corrected. Additionally,
there are instances where “agricultural-related”
has been erroneously used instead of
“agriculture-related”

respectively, in the following policies: 5.3.1.10, 4.7.1,
12.5.10, 12.5.11

It is also recommended that instances where the term
“agricultural-related” be corrected to read as: “agriculture-
related”.

12.5

Intake Protection Zone definition is not
consistent with South Georgian Bay-Lake
Simcoe Source Protection Plan, 2015

SGBLS SPP

Recommend aligning definition of IPZ in Policy 12.5 with
the definition of IPZ in the SGBLS SPP
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“Town of Georgina
Official Plan 2016”

This attachment is a large document that

has not been printed with the agenda. It is

available via the “Attachment 6” hyperlink
on Pg 2 of this report or by visiting:

Town of Georgina’s website
www.georgina.ca

Step-by-step navigation:

Living Here / Planning and Development / Official
and Secondary Plans / Official Plan Review /
Proposed Town of Georgina Official Plan, April 2016
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	1. Recommendations
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	3. Background and Previous Council Direction
	The Town of Georgina adopted a new Official Plan, which requires Regional approval
	In developing a new official plan, the Town of Georgina undertook an extensive public consultation process
	York Region staff circulated the Georgina Official Plan 2016 for review and comment

	4. Analysis and Implications
	The Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016 embodies a vision for sustainable growth to 2031 leading to a well-balanced and vibrant community
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	The new Official Plan 2016, as proposed to be modified, conforms to the Provincial Greenbelt Plan, 2005
	To ensure the new Town of Georgina Official Plan conforms with the Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (Growth Plan), modifications are required
	The Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016 is updated to include policies to protect and enhance Lake Simcoe to conform to the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan
	Georgina is the first municipality in the Region to adopt an Official Plan that is consistent with the South Georgian Bay Lake Simcoe Source Protection Plan with policies to protect municipal drinking water quality and quantity
	Updated policies within the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016, as modified, conform to the York Region Official Plan 2010
	Policies recognizing Maple Lake Estates development approvals remain consistent with Provincial policy
	The Province recommends modifications to ensure conformity and consistency to Provincial Plans
	The Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority supports the Environmental policies included in the Town of Georgina Official Plan 2016
	Removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area is recommended to ensure conformity to the Greenbelt Plan
	Regional Council must have regard for the public’s written and oral submissions to Georgina Council
	Bill 73 requires Regional Council to explain the effect of written submissions received from the public in making its decision
	Georgina Official Plan supports the goals of Vision 2051

	5. Financial Implications
	6. Local Municipal Impact
	7. Conclusion
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	THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF GEORGINA 
	THE CORPORATION OF THE TOWN OF GEORGINA 
	COUNCIL MINUTES 
	Wednesday, April 20, 2016 
	7:01 PM 
	Winanne Grant, Chief Administrative Officer .Rebecca Mathewson, Director of Administrative Services & Treasurer, Acting Clerk. Harold Lenters, Director of Development Services. Robin McDougall, Director of Recreation and Culture .Ron Jenkins, Director of Emergency Services and Fire Chief .Dan Pisani, Director of Operations and Infrastructure. Velvet Ross, Manager of Planning .Ken Turiff, Interim Communications Manager. Carolyn Lance, Council Services Coordinator .
	Staff:. 

	:. Rogers TV. Karen Wolfe, The Georgina Post. Heidi Reidner, The Advocate. Lorne Prince, Item No. 13(1)(B). Gord Mahoney of Michael Smith Planning Consultants. Art Field, Chair, Official Plan Steering Committee. Joanne Henderson. Jim Dyment, HMBC Planning, Planning Consultant, Item No. 11(1)(A). Joe Nanos, Item No. 11(1)(A). Christina Addorisio, Item No. 11(1)(A). Matthew Cory, Glenwood Gateway Investments Inc, Item No. 11(1)(A). Jack Gibbons, North Gwillimburty Forest Alliance, Item No. 11(1)(A). Sylviette
	Others

	1. CALL TO ORDER -MOMENT OF MEDITATION 
	A moment of meditation was observed. 
	Mayor and Council recognized the passing of Clare Morrison, former Georgina Councillor. 
	2. ROLL CALL 
	The following Council Members were present: 
	Mayor Quirk Regional Councillor Wheeler. Councillor Davison Councillor Fellini. Councillor Harding Councillor Neeson. Councillor Sebo. 
	3. COMMUNITY ANNOUNCEMENTS 
	•
	•
	•
	Saturday, April 16, Earth Week Pitch-In Kick-off, promoting on Social Media 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, May 14, Swap and Sell event, Georgina Ice Palace 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, May 14, E-Waste day 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, May 28, Curbside Giveaway 
	th


	•
	•
	Regional Program, 500 small trees available, white pine, white spruce and white cedar; free of charge, located throughout the Town at the Ice Palace, Leisure Pool, Civic Centre and Pefferlaw Library. 

	•
	•
	Saturday, April 30, Tree Planting Day at Thornlodge Park, 9:30am to 12:30pm 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, May 28, Guide Dog Walk, organized by the Pefferlaw Lions 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, May 7, Udora Lions’ Annual Canoe/Kayak Paddle down the Pefferlaw River, 8:00am on Zephyr Sideroad 
	th


	•
	•
	Saturday, April 23, Run for the Pantry, Sutton 
	rd


	•
	•
	Successful Grate Groan Up Spelling Bee event held 


	4. INTRODUCTION OF ADDENDUM ITEM(S) 
	Item No. 11(1)(A). Addendum containing several pieces of correspondence 
	concerning the proposed Official Plan Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Joseph Debono Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Matthew Cory, Malone Given 
	Parsons Item No. 11(1)(A) Correspondence from Paul Harpley, President, South Lake Simcoe Naturalists 
	5. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Harding 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0184 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0184 
	That the agenda, with the following addendum items, be approved: 
	Item No. 11(1)(A). Addendum containing several pieces of correspondence concerning the proposed Official Plan 
	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Correspondence from Joseph Debono 

	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Correspondence from
	 Matthew
	 Cory, Malone Given 

	TR
	Parsons 

	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Item No. 11(1)(A) 
	Correspondence from Paul Harpley, President, South Lake 

	TR
	Simcoe Naturalists 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 


	6.. DECLARATIONS OF PECUNIARY INTEREST AND GENERAL NATURE THEREOF None. 
	7.. ADOPTION OF MINUTES Moved by Councillor Neeson, Seconded by Councillor Fellini RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0185 That the following minutes be adopted as presented: 
	(1) Minutes of the Council Meeting held on April 6, 2016 
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	8.. SPEAKERS  
	Mayor Quirk inquired if anyone was in attendance to speak to an item listed on the agenda other than the Proposed Official Plan report. 
	Lorne Prince, Chair of the Georgina Heritage Committee, advised of the Committee’s opposition to Rev. Bailey’s request to the Town to rescind the Heritage Designation on 35 River Street, Sutton, as it meets the six triggers for archeological potential. 
	9.. 
	9.. 
	9.. 
	DELEGATIONS/PETITIONS None. 

	10.. 
	10.. 
	10.. 
	PRESENTATIONS None. 

	(2)
	(2)
	(2)
	 STATUTORY MEETING(S) UNDER OTHER LEGISLATION None. 

	(3) 
	(3) 
	OTHER PUBLIC MEETINGS None. 



	11.. 
	11.. 
	REPORTS 


	(1) ADOPTION OF REPORTS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Neeson 
	NOT 

	(A). Award of Request for Proposal -Master Fire Plan Report No. DES-2016-0005 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0186 Ron J. 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0186 Ron J. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	That Council receive Report No. DES-2016-0005 prepared by the Department of Emergency Services dated April 20, 2016, respecting the awarding of the Request for Proposal FES2015-050 – Master Fire Plan. 

	2.. 
	2.. 
	That Council approve entering into a contract with Emergency Management and Training Inc. (EMT) in the amount of $37,506 excluding applicable taxes, for the purposes of preparing the Georgina Fire Department Master Fire Plan and the N4 Collaborative Initiatives Analysis, subject to similar engagement by the municipalities of Whitchurch-Stouffville, East Gwillimbury and King. 


	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	(2) REPORTS REQUIRING SEPARATE DISCUSSION. None.. 
	12.. DISPOSITIONS/PROCLAMATIONS, GENERAL INFORMATION ITEMS AND COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT 
	(1). Dispositions/Proclamations 
	(A). Memorandum – Collaborative Municipal Initiatives of the Six Northern Municipalities of York Region. 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Davison 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0187 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0187 
	That correspondence from the Chief Administrative Officers respecting the Collaborative Municipal Initiatives of the Six Northern Municipalities of York Region, be received. 
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	(B). Anglican Parish of Georgina requesting Council to rescind the Heritage Designation of St. James Parish Hall, 35 River Street, Sutton. 
	Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Sebo 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0188 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0188 
	John E. 
	Sarah B.. That correspondence from the Anglican Parish of Georgina expressing its objection to the proposed heritage designation of the building and property at 35 River Street, Sutton, St. James Parish Hall, be received and referred to staff for more information and that staff notify all interested parties of any future meeting dates at which this matter may arise. 
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	(C). Laurie Scott, MPP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock, requesting Council support the Bill 158, Saving The Girl Next Door Act, 2016 and support the establishment of a multi-jurisdictional and coordinated task force for law enforcement agencies, Crown prosecutors, judges, victim’s services and frontline agencies. 
	Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Neeson 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0189 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0189 
	Winanne G. 
	Sarah B.. That correspondence from Laurie Scott, MPP, Haliburton-Kawartha Lakes-Brock, requesting Council support the Bill 158, Saving The Girl Next Door Act, 2016 and support the establishment of a multi-jurisdictional and coordinated task force for law enforcement agencies, Crown prosecutors, judges, victim’s services and frontline agencies be received, that the correspondence be referred to the Georgina Equity and Diversity Advisory Committee for information and to the Chief Administrative Officer to ens
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	(2) 
	(2) 
	(2) 
	General Information Items None. 

	(3) 
	(3) 
	(3) 
	Committee of Adjustment Planning Matters 

	(a). 
	(a). 
	(a). 
	Under Review 

	(b). 
	(b). 
	Recommendations 

	(c). 
	(c). 
	Decisions 




	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Harding 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0190 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0190 
	That the Committee of Adjustment Planning Matters for April 202016, be received. 
	, 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	14. 
	14. 
	14. 
	MOTIONS/NOTICES OF MOTION None. 

	15. 
	15. 
	REGIONAL BUSINESS 


	(1) Verbal Update from the Mayor and the Regional Councillor 
	The Retail Business Holidays Act Exemption 
	The Retail Business Holidays Act Exemption 

	•
	•
	•
	•
	The Retail Business Holidays Act exemption were discussed for King and Vaughan, noting that Georgina already has a blanket exemption for all statutory holidays for all but Christmas Day and New Year’s Day. 

	Zigzag Pavement Markings 
	Zigzag Pavement Markings 


	•
	•
	•
	The Region will implement zigzag pavement markings on Victoria Road for a one year period, on both approaches leading into the core of the community of Udora to reduce vehicle speed by providing motorists with visual queue of their speed in relation to stationary objects; effectiveness will be measured. 

	Load Restriction Signage 
	Load Restriction Signage 


	•
	•
	•
	to promote commercial vehicle operators to use Highway 48 and avoid driving easterly towards load restricted roads in Udora, load restriction signs are currently installed on Ravenshoe Road and Lake Ridge Road. Load restrictions in Udora will remain in place until such time that Victoria Road and Ravenshoe Road east of Victoria Road are reconstructed. There are no current plans for road reconstruction. 

	Speed Boards 
	Speed Boards 


	•
	•
	speed boards will be active throughout the year in Udora, to be relocated between Ravenshoe Road and Victoria Road at various locations on a quarterly basis to maximize coverage. 


	11. PUBLIC MEETINGS 
	(1). STATUTORY MEETING(S) UNDER THE PLANNING ACT OR MEETINGS PERTAINING TO THE CONTINUATION OF PLANNING MATTERS, Section 11(1); 
	(7:30 p.m.) 
	(A) Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016 
	Report No. DS-2016-0029 Mayor Quirk explained the procedure for a public meeting at this time. 
	Harold Lenters set out the process for the Town’s presentation; Art Field, Chair of the Steering Committee, will make comments, he will comment on the Official Plan process and the staff report and recommendations, following the staff presentation, Jim Dyment, the Town’s Consultant retained to carry out the project in consultation with staff and the Steering Committee, will provide comments and his professional opinion. 
	Art Field, Chair of the Steering Committee, advised that in August of 2013, the Steering Committee consisting of three members of the public and a few Council Members, was formed to oversee the review of the new Official Plan, designed to serve the community of Georgina. The Committee is united in recommending the staff report and asks Council to receive and adopt its recommendations. 
	Harold Lenters recommended the proposed Official Plan document be approved by Council to serve as the primary policy document in guiding and directing land use decision making and related activities to 2031. 
	•
	•
	•
	the document is a culmination of a lot of hard work and dedication and he expressed his gratitude to the members of the Steering Committee and the consultant, as well as the technical advisory committee from York Region, Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority, various departmental staff, residents, landowners, business owners, groups, organizations, Council members, outside agencies, the Province, planners and agents for their input and their invaluable efforts to assist staff in preparing a very detaile

	•
	•
	Registered Professional Planners in Ontario must adhere to a Professional Code of Practice. Under this Code, there is a responsibility to clients/employers, the public, and tribunals to “impart independent professional opinion”. 

	•
	•
	dealing with hundreds of properties, landowners and groups, many of which have an interest in current and future use of the land and water in Georgina. 

	•
	•
	three key matters; 


	(i) 
	(i) 
	(i) 
	(i) 
	Removal of Lakeshore Residential Area designation in the lakeshore area. OPA 103 introduced the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area designation in Willow Beach and surrounding communities between Keswick and Sutton, captured existing properties and some parcels that were logical infill, while some larger vacant properties were left out and remained as Lakeshore Residential Area. Removing properties from the use of private services needed to be addressed. In two larger areas, the Lakeshore Residential Area d

	provision to allow landowners to move forward with applications and studies to determine if one or more lots should be created in the areas. 

	(ii) 
	(ii) 
	Removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area overlay designation. When the Keswick Business Plan Study Area designation was established in 2002 Official Plan, it included the area from Ravenshoe Road northward. The Conservation Authority advised that the southern portion was completely in flood plain and as a result, the Town decided it was not appropriate to continue to study the area for employment or urban development. When the Draft Greenbelt Plan was released for comment, it would have restricted th


	•requested by landowners to leave the Keswick Business Park Study Area on the lands for the time-being. Staff believed the area should not be included given the flood plain, Natural Heritage System designation and the Greenbelt Plan; to do so would be misleading in terms of the future for those areas. 
	(iii) a large component was the review of every site specific amendment that was in the Official Plan against a steering committee endorsed protocol; 82 properties in total were reviewed against the protocol. Twelve properties contained key heritage or hydrological features that could be affected by development. Staff met with the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority staff and the existing designations of six properties were scaled back and two properties with Estate Residential Area designations had t
	•
	•
	•
	reviewed the Urban Residential Area land use designation and policies related to the Maple Lake Estates project lands. 

	•
	•
	proposed Official Plan does not propose any substantial changes;  in the existing Official Plan,  the Urban Residential Area designation and development policies were approved by the Ontario Municipal Board and reaffirmed by an order-in-Council and zoned to permit development, with a registered plan of subdivision agreement registered on title. The previous owner and current owner have spent approximately $3.5 million in bringing municipal water and sanitary sewers to the property, as well as a trunk water 

	•
	•
	In 2004, the Ministry of Natural Resources states in a letter dated October 18that the Ministry recognizes that the existing registered plan of subdivision predates the Ministry’s wetland work and recognizes the legal status of the plan to be implemented as proposed, without due regard to the wetland complex. The Region has provided written correspondence stating it is in conformity with the Region’s Official Plan and the Greenbelt Plan provisions recognize current Official Plan and zoning approvals and pro
	th 


	•
	•
	Council may re-designate any property. 

	•
	•
	the opportunity for Council to amend the Plan because the Greenbelt Plan does not apply to the Maple Lake Estate lands has no relevance in terms of the tests in the Planning Act.  Section 26(1) , Updating the Official Plan, states ‘if the Official Plan is in effect in a municipality…states that the Official Plan may be revised as required to ensure that “(i) conforms with provincial plans or does not conflict with them, as the case may be”. Maple Lake Estates does not conflict with the Official Plan, and it

	•
	•
	in consideration of the existing development approvals granted to the Maple Lake Estates lands under the Planning Act, the public interest is best served through Council’s resolution of May 13, 2015 requesting the Province to amend the Greenbelt Plan to facilitate an exchange of development rights to other lands owned by the Maple Lake Estates landowner located south of Deer Park Road. This may not be acceptable to some, but Council’s request has the effect of putting in place a reasonable balance between t

	•
	•
	the Draft Official Plan has been revised based on the agency and public comments received since its release on April 8, 2015. The resulting Proposed Official Plan, April 2016, is consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement and conforms to the York Region Official Plan and relevant Provincial Plans, and staff are of the opinion that the document represents good planning. 

	•
	•
	•
	staff request Council to adopt the Proposed Official Plan, and repeal the existing 2002 Official Plan, save and except the Secondary Plans, as amended, and submit it to York Region for its review and approval. 

	Jim Dyment, MHBC Planning, Town’s Consultant, addressed Council as follows: 

	•
	•
	he has prepared over 50 Official Plans in Ontario but never one with five overlapping layers of plans, a Regional Official Plan, Lake Simcoe Protection Plan, Greenbelt Plan, Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe and the local Town Plan, and a high level of detail looking at properties. 

	•
	•
	received 48 written submissions and 328 individual comments on the Draft Official Plan 

	•
	•
	staff have responded to every single request and comment received by the municipality and have done everything they can to satisfy the concerns. 

	•
	•
	this document deals with the part of Georgina that is not covered by the Secondary Plans for Sutton/Jackson’s Point, Keswick, Keswick Business Park, and Pefferlaw, which are freestanding separate documents within the Official Plan document. 

	•
	•
	comments from the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance warrant special attention. He read the most recent email of April 12, stating “…nothing in the Greenbelt Plan exempts the Town … “ and “…Mr. Lenter’s assertion is simply not true…”. The Planning Act states Council’s decision must conform and not conflict with provincial plans.  Provincial plans are a higher level of policy. The ‘Towns and Villages’ designation in the plan indicates that the plan of subdivision allows for development of more than 1,000 unit

	•
	•
	The term ‘development’ has specific meaning in the Provincial Policy Statement. It is true that development of the Maple Lake Estates lands does not require further approval under the Planning Act.  As the Province defines it, it is not development. 

	•
	•
	In the case where Council decided something else should be done, the Region is the approval authority for the Official Plan and would have to decide if Council’s decision was consistent. Since the Region supported this document before Council tonight, the Region would not follow a different direction. The Ontario Municipal Board is bound by the Planning Act and Provincial Plans. In his experience of participating in over 100 OMB hearings, in his view, if this matter were ever to get to the Board, the Board 


	It was noted that in 1983 an Order was obtained from the Cabinet and the Lieutenant Governor of the Province, which is the highest approval you can obtain. 
	Harold Lenters stated that he reviewed the last-minute comments submitted by the Salvation Army and responds as follows; 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	‘Conference centre’ use was not eliminated as such a use is a permitted use within the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area in the existing Official Plan, so there is no change. 

	2. 
	2. 
	2. 
	The lands fronting on the south side of Metro Road North are not designated ‘Rural’ in the existing Official Plan, but primarily Environmental Protection Area 

	1. The lands are zoned ‘Rural’ and it may be that ‘Rural’ zoning has been confused with the existing and proposed Official Plan Land use designations. The proposed ‘Environmental Protection Area’ is justified in the new Official Plan. 

	3. 
	3. 
	Clarity was requested concerning the boundary of the Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan and Commercial Recreation Area designation on Schedule A2 as it exists on the ground and how it impacts the Salvation Army. Salvation Army Road is the boundary, but not shown correctly on Schedule B – Land Use Plan of the Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan and this is the cause of the confusion. 

	4. 
	4. 
	There has not been time to check the church as a recognized permitted use within the ‘Commercial Recreation Area’ designation. The third or fourth permitted use says that any use within the Commercial Recreation Area designation that is zoned for any particular use is also permitted. If Town Council approves the Draft Official Plan, the Region can review this matter. 

	5. 
	5. 
	The proposed Group Home definition reflects the same wording for the Group Home definition within the Keswick Secondary Plan, and the new Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan. 

	6. 
	6. 
	The Region can be requested to include a definition for places of worship. 

	7. 
	7. 
	General statement made by lawyers 


	Joe Nanos, 22937 Woodbine Avenue, on behalf of his father, owner of the property addressed Council as follows: 
	•
	•
	•
	remainder of the western portion of the lands is designated ‘Commercial Recreation Area’, and is also subject to Section 3.21 of the Official Plan, Business Park Study overlay designation, recognizing long term potential. 

	•
	•
	supports the Official Plan. 

	•
	•
	does not support the major substantial change made since October of 2015 that would detrimentally effect his father’s property and was made following the statutory public meeting and recommends the removal of the business overlay designation. •the Draft Official Plan recommended this designation remain. The current policies of the business overlay designation states that ‘…development will be considered and will be delineated within the area that’s protected environmentally so that can be developed once det

	•
	•
	represents landowner who owns the largest landholding in the gateway land and they have not submitted studies according to that policy, so no detailed studies have been conducted to delineate the lands along Woodbine having development potential. 

	•
	•
	reports have been submitted dealing with other parcels, identifying approximately 


	1.5 hectares of land along Ravenshoe Road that could be developed. They did not deal with his land and therefore cannot apply those studies to this property in order to remove the overlay designation. 
	•policies recommended to be carried over to the new Official Plan under Section 
	7.6 of the draft Official Plan of October, 2015, have been refined by planning staff and he supports those refinements; stating that overlay designation was to be carried over to the new Official Plan. 
	•
	•
	•
	he has followed the process over three years and the public was not advised at any meetings that the overlay would be removed from the lands.  At the last meeting, slide 25 clearly stated “Business Park Study Overlay…the current draft plan does not propose any changes to mapping…”. He believes this to be premature and inappropriate and raises questions of transparency of the planning process. 

	•
	•
	requested that Council carry over the policies as shown in the Draft Official Plan of October 2015, Section 7.6. 

	•
	•
	Detailed studies to delineate the extent of developable lands on the subject lands has not been undertaken. 

	•
	•
	no planning analysis to justify removal of Section 3.21 of the Official Plan as it pertains to the subject lands 

	•
	•
	planning analysis seems solely based on studies submitted for lands at 2354 Ravenshoe Road.  Should not subject these studies to the subject lands 

	•
	•
	during review, indicated that Business Park Study overlay would be retained in the Official Plan 

	•
	•
	retaining Section 7.6 will not detract from the new Official Plan and will provide opportunity to landowners to revisit the matter and look at balanced development 

	•
	•
	•
	Town to retain the current vision and foresight which provides the opportunity for the subject land and collective gateway lands to develop in a balanced and sustainable manner resulting in new employment and tax assessment for the Town. 

	Harold Lenters responded as follows: 

	•
	•
	at the time the Keswick Business Plan Secondary Plan appeal was before the Ontario Municipal Board, there was a settlement to approve the Secondary Plan and it was also proposed that this remnant piece of Keswick Business Park Study Area would be removed because it was within a flood plain 

	•
	•
	landowners involved in the OMB hearing requested that the Study Area not be removed in order to allow the landowners the opportunity to conduct analyses and studies to see if any of the lands within the Study Area was developable. The Town supported this request and the OMB approval allowed this portion of Study Area to remain. 

	•
	•
	it is clear in the Secondary Plan policies that the onus is on the landowner(s) to undertake various studies to justify that it makes sense to see the land being re-designated as Business Park Area. The test was for the landowner to conduct environmental studies in order to justify the removal of lands from the flood plain, determine if there is enough of a setback from wetland, and deal with all the other environmental features.  One landowner undertook this process, but that was not the basis to take away

	•
	•
	the decision to remove the Keswick Business Park overlay designation was based on the fact that almost the entire area is in flood plain and completely within the Natural Heritage System of the Greenbelt Plan and Urban Settlement extension and development is not allowed in these areas 

	•
	•
	no work has been undertaken over the last eight years to give any indication that the overlay should remain, and staff believes it is time for the overlay designation to be removed 

	•
	•
	concerning servicing options for this property the report raised more questions than answers in terms of feasibility. It would be inappropriate to hold onto the overlay designation 

	•
	•
	an individual could apply for an amendment to the Official Plan to bring lands back in, with the necessary studies 

	•
	•
	purpose of the Plan is to provide clarify and certainty in terms of land use. The overlay designation was left in place for eight years to enable owners to establish clarity and certainty but this has not been done 

	•
	•
	•
	anyone seeing this designation may rely on it, but the designation itself does not give development rights; amendments to the Official Plan, to the Regional  Official Plan and to the Greenbelt Plan would be required 

	Christina Addorisio, Senior Planner, WSP, MMM Group Ltd., addressed Council as follows: 

	•
	•
	representing the owner of 2354 Ravenshoe Road at the north-east corner of Ravenshoe Road and Woodbine Avenue, which is within the Keswick Business Park Study Area 

	•
	•
	MMM made a submission for these lands in July of 2015 as part of the Official Plan Review process. The request was for the lands and lands north of the subject lands to be included in the Keswick Urban Boundary based on a minor rounding out of the Keswick Business Plan 

	•
	•
	in line with requirements of the existing Official Plan, MMM committed the necessary studies including a Flood Plain Analysis, demonstrating that the subject lands contain approximately 1.32 hectares of developable land outside of the flood plain area 

	•
	•
	MMM received comments on the flood plain analysis report from LSRCA that are being addressed 

	•
	•
	staff report recommends removal of the Keswick Business Park Study Area Overlay designation and associated policies from the Official Plan, as well as recommending the lands be designated ‘Rural’ and ‘Environmental Protection Area’ 

	•
	•
	removal of these lands from the Study Area would prevent any future development potential at the gateway to the Town 

	•
	•
	requested expansion is consistent with the 2014 Provincial Policy Statement. 

	•
	•
	supports the intent of the Growth Plan, Greenbelt Plan, Regional Official Plan and Georgina Official Plan 

	•
	•
	•
	requests the Keswick Business Park Study Area Overlay remain in the Official Plan, allowing for future development of the lands 

	Harold Lenters advised that the flood plain analysis was submitted to the Conservation Authority resulting in a two-page reply back from the Conservation Authority requiring a number of matters to be addressed to the Authority’s satisfaction.  We have not heard if these concerns have been addressed 

	•
	•
	it is not the intent of the Business Park Study Area policies to support retail development 

	•
	•
	could pursue small development in that area, could apply but would have the same issue as Mr. Nanos. The property is within the Natural Heritage System and one cannot expand into the Natural Heritage System of the Greenbelt Plan, 2005.. 

	•
	•
	•
	servicing options proposed; as per the policies for the Keswick Business Study Area, the lands must be municipally serviced and there is a test in the Provincial Policy Statement to provide a cost efficient and logical extension of services. 

	Matthew Cory of Malone, Given Parsons, addressed Council as follows; •on behalf of Glenwood Gateway Investments Inc., concerning 23675 and 23965 Woodbine Avenue and 2596 Glenwoods Avenue located in the northern portion of the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan 

	•
	•
	looking forward to the Business Park moving forward 

	•
	•
	requesting Council to consider permitting a retail permission in the Business Park designation on Woodbine Avenue; business parks are evolving 

	•
	•
	has expressed concern with the Region’s outlook that they have very little employment lands to 2041 horizon, made decision to reflect current trends only respecting future office and retail growth  

	•
	•
	requesting retail permissions along Woodbine Avenue because integration of livelihood and other uses in a business park is desired by employees and employers value it to provide opportunities for shopping, eating and activities for employees while at work •only response in the report is that it is not permitted by the York Region Official Plan and the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan will be reviewed in future. The only time to consider introducing such uses in employment area is during a municipal comp

	•
	•
	respectfully disagrees that the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan is a standalone document. Council cannot consider his request at a later date due to nature of the policy regime 

	•
	•
	under Section 27 of the Planning Act, subsection 26.1(b) requires that Council shall review the relevant employment policies in the Official Plan as part of the review process and consider whether any revisions to those policies are necessary’ and he does not believe that has occurred. 

	•
	•
	respectfully requesting Council to consider two minor amendments to the Official Plan; 1, add a new policy to Section 9.4.3.2.1 ‘Permitted Uses Under the Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan’ relating to Business Park 2 Designation, to add a new subsection (vi) noting retail, major retail and restaurants are a permitted use, and 2, modify Policy 9.4.3.2.1 (b) which speaks to ancillary retail uses 

	•
	•
	part of the reason he is requesting this now is that this is their only opportunity to do so; the Official Plan review is required to look at all policies and to confirm those policies 



	Harold Lenters; 
	Harold Lenters; 
	•
	•
	•
	neither Town staff, nor Regional staff, would support more retail within the Business Park 

	•
	•
	there are sufficient lands for stand-alone retail throughout Georgina 

	•
	•
	current policies in the Secondary Plan reflect regional policies allowing up to 15% ancillary retail over the area of the Business Park 


	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Sebo 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Sebo 
	That the Council Meeting recess at 9:12 p.m. 


	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	The meeting reconvened at 9:28 p.m. 
	Jack Gibbons of the North Gwillimbury Forest Alliance, 430 Raines St, Roches Point, addressed Council as follows; 
	•
	•
	•
	the new Official Plan prohibits development on all major wetlands and woodlands with one exception, the Maple Lake Estates property in the North Gwillimbury Forest 

	•
	•
	the Town’s proposed special treatment is inconsistent with Sections 26 and 27 of the Planning Act 

	•
	•
	Section 26 legally obliges the Town to bring the Official Plan into conformity with the Provincial Policy Statement and Section 27 legally obliges the Town to bring the Official Plan into conformity with the Regional Official Plan 

	•
	•
	most of the Maple Lake Estates property is off-limits according to the Provincial Policy Statement 

	•
	•
	Section 2.2.35 of the York Region Official Plan prohibits development on Georgina’s wetlands and Section 2.2.44 prohibits development on Georgina’s significant woodlands 

	•
	•
	approximately 90% of the Maple Lake Estates property is located on wetlands or significant woodlands. Therefore 90% is off-limits for development according to the York Region Official Plan 

	•
	•
	there is nothing in the transition section of the Official Plan that exempts the Maple Lake Estates property from the rules for wetlands and significant woodlands 

	•
	•
	Maple Lake Estates property is designated Towns and Villages in the Greenbelt Plan.  Unfortunately, on basis of fact, jumps to conclusion that the Town is exempted from the Planning Act obligations to prohibit development on the Maple Lake Estates wetlands and woodlands. There is no legal or factual basis to back this up 

	•
	•
	Greenbelt Plan rules do not apply to Towns and Village such as Maple Lake Estates •page 7 of the Greenbelt Plan states ‘further, this plan does not apply to lands within boundaries of Towns, Villages, Hamlets, as they existed on the day this plan came into effect.  Municipal Official Plans will continue to govern land use within these settlements’ 

	•
	•
	there is nothing in the Greenbelt Plan that requires the new Official Plan to continue to designate the Maple Lake Estates as Urban Residential and nothing that exempts the Town of Georgina from its planning act obligations to prohibit development on approximately 90% on the Maple Lake Estates property 

	• 
	• 
	• 
	2013 letter from Region of York does not say that the Town of Georgina is exempt from its planning act obligations to prohibit development on Maple Lake Estate wetlands and woodlands.  It states that the Greenbelt Plan and York Region Transition policies do not prohibit development on the Maple Lake Estate property. It is the Planning Act that obliges the Town to prohibit development on the Maple 

	Lake Estate property, to repeal the 30 year old Maple Lake Estate development approvals because they are no longer consistent with the York Region Plan or the Provincial policy. 

	•
	•
	When the development was approved by previous Council, it was not in conflict with the York Region Official Plan or Provincial Policy, but changes have occurred in the last 30 years. 

	•
	•
	In 2004, these lands were designated Provincially Significant Wetlands and the Provincial Policy Statement says development is not permitted in wetlands.  And the Regional Plan did not prohibit development, but it does now. 

	•
	•
	requested Council to obey the law, to amend the proposed Official Plan to prohibit development on the Maple Lake Estates wetlands and woodlands. Council has the opportunity to save the North Gwillimbury Forest forever 


	Harold Lenters stated that he understands and respects the passion to save wetlands and woodlands that we all share. The Province of Ontario received the draft Official Plan document in April, 2015.  Six ministries looked at the draft document. The Province wrote the Planning Act, the Greenbelt Plan and the Lake Simcoe Protection Plan.  Nowhere in the 25 pages of detailed comments in terms of conformity with all plans and with the Provincial Policy Statement does it state that the Town is obliged and must a
	Jim Dyment stated that it is important for the public and for Council to recognize that while we have implemented the Greenbelt Plan and the Regional Official Plan in the overall land use designation of Maple Lake Estates, he urged Council to look at Schedule B1 to the Official Plan where we have designated the significant woodland and wetland on Maple Lake Estates and Schedule B2 where we have designated the wetland as a key hydrologic feature on the Official Plan. With those areas shown, should any develo
	Harold Lenters advised that correspondence from York Region states that they believe the Regional Plan permits and recognizes the Towns and Villages designation in the Regional Plan. That area is exempt from the Regional Greenlands System in the Regional Official Plan. The Regional Greenlands System is shown in the Keswick Secondary Plan area, the Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan Area and the Pefferlaw Secondary Plan Area, but it is not shown through the majority of the Towns and Villages designation a
	Sylviette Brown, 23621 Park Road, Regional Road 18, addressed Council as follows: 
	•
	•
	•
	her property sits in Zephyr Creek/Egypt Wetland Complex 

	•
	•
	the proposed Official Plan changes the soil type and soil classification of her land. 

	•
	•
	has been evaluated by a lot of different agencies and is one of the few areas with sandy loam but is now considered hydric soils, which makes a major difference when farming the land and permits are required 

	•
	•
	not possible for soil type to change through an Official Plan process 

	•
	•
	flood area on property been expanded well beyond Regional or 100 year storm. No flooding occurred during Hurricane Hazel in the 1950’s 

	•
	•
	been in all the schedules, even the house is part of a ground water charging area. 

	•
	•
	’hydric soil’ means the property is under water for most of any given year but she has been farming the land since 1979 and it is not under water 

	•
	•
	staff should reconsider what has been done to her property 


	Harold Lenters stated that he is unfamiliar with this soil issue. The Official Plan does not designate soil types but it does reflect the Regional Plan respecting Prime Agricultural Area and Rural Area, which the Town’s Official Plan must mirror. The staff report did review Mrs. Brown’s submissions respecting alleged errors in mapping which came from either the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority or from the Region through the Ministry of Environment or Ministry of Natural Resources. The Conservation 
	Mrs. Brown submitted her submission to staff.  She noted that her property forms part of the solar project and was evaluated due to that fact. Soil sample tests indicate the soil is stable and capable of sustaining solar panels without disturbance from ground water or frost. 
	Harry Behrend, 835 Lake Drive North, Eastbourne, addressed Council as follows: 
	•
	•
	•
	was before previous Council numerous times respecting a development proposal by a previous owner of Maple Lake Estates 

	•
	•
	a previous development application on the Maple Lake Estate lands was dealt with in the early 1980’s and referred by the Town to the Ontario Municipal Board 

	•
	•
	he supports maintaining the Maple Lake Estate lands as wetland and would be doing the larger community a great favour by maintaining that 

	•
	•
	•
	there may be a deal to be made with developer •one issue dealt with earlier before the OMB was the term ‘leapfrog lands’, drawing on services passed through agricultural lands and how to withstand development 

	pressure when this is done. The planning opinion at that time was that it can be handled. 

	•
	•
	Earlier proposal on the Maple Lake Estate lands was a mobile home park, and current proposal is two bedroom buildings on concrete slabs 

	•
	•
	Also told that this community would be operating with substandard roads, concerns voiced re garbage collection, snow removal, children moving in and stress on existing school facilities but all resident’s concerns were pushed aside. The issue was delegated to the Lieutenant Governor and the decision was disappointing 

	•
	•
	believes the if the Town swaps that land and give development rights to Metrus/DG Group, you will see development move from northern end of Keswick to the forest line  

	•
	•
	will take away good agricultural land 

	•
	•
	expressed support for not developing that site and maintaining it as wetlands and protecting it, and cautioned Council about pressure put on agricultural land 

	•
	•
	inquired if the Town has conducted studies to identify lands zoned Agricultural and at risk of being developed 


	Harold Lenters explained that the Greenbelt Plan has strict policies with respect to the expansion/extension of urban settlements.  You have to utilize all the developable lands in Keswick and within the Town’s other existing communities and demonstrate that intensification targets have been met before new or expanded settlement areas may be considered. The lands between Maple Lake Estates and Keswick proper are either Agricultural, Rural or Environmental Protection land, none of which permit growth. 
	Harold Lenters stated that anyone can purchase property as part of the free market system. Developers will buy land in advance for speculative reasons but still need to comply with the policies in place and make a case that development is needed. 
	Harold Lenters advised that in conjunction with the approval of the Maple Lake Estates development of the previous Official Plans, the Town, back in the 1980’s, incorporated a special policy area called ‘areas not to be serviced with municipal water and sanitary sewer’, on Schedule D of the Official Plan, covering land from the north limit of Keswick up to the current Maple Lake Estate designation. This was put in place to help prevent leapfrog development. The Regional Official Plan has a designation of th
	Harold Lenters advised that the Greenbelt Plan Review report presented to and supported by Council, did not recommend to change or expand the boundaries of any of the existing settlement areas, as there are enough lands in the communities to serve the needs for the next 20 years and it is premature to consider/request an expansion the boundaries at this time. 
	Helmut Kik, Mum’s Avenue, Sutton West, addressed Council as follows; 
	•
	•
	•
	Germany has strict environment restrictions but wetlands have been developed and the country is proud of the fact that humans, animals and the environment can live together 

	•
	•
	Germany has a population of 60 Million and growing 

	•
	•
	if Council wants to develop and put something for the future into this town, it needs to designate at least 200-300 acres for higher education, universities and research institutes to bring this Town into the 21century 
	st 



	Harold Lenters advised that when staff brought the Draft Official Plan to Council, it spoke to leaving the overlay in place because it was known that the landowner of one of the largest parcels was in the midst of conducting studies and it would be unfair to remove it at that time. The majority of the land has environmental features, and most cannot be removed from the flood plain. Staff believe it would not make sense to leave a small piece of a Business Park Study Area that will ultimately not be of adequ
	Harold Lenters advised that the Serviced Lakeshore Residential Area designation includes a policy stating that the designation cannot be expanded without a municipal comprehensive review, so that site specific amendments would not be constantly submitted. The special policies overlay would provide the owners the ability to consider the merits of creating some lots in specific locations. It would be the owner’s responsibility to initiate the process and justify creating lots through the appropriate studies a
	Harold Lenters advised that the Maple Lake Estates portion of the proposed Official Plan cannot be separated from the Plan. It is either in the Plan as it is, or it’s in the Plan as amended. Council could vote on the recommendations that do not deal with the Maple Lake Estates land, then vote on the Maple Lake Estate portion. 
	Jim Dyment advised that if the Maple Lake Estates lands are not included in the Plan, the current Official Plan policies will continue to apply. From a policy perspective, the current Official Plan policies are virtually the same as in this Plan, but this Plan also contains two schedules that identify both the significant woodlands and wetlands and therefore add a higher level of protection than what is in the current Official Plan from 2002. The Maple Lake Estates land would not be as protected under the 2
	Regional Councillor Wheeler suggested a motion to divide the question. 
	Rebecca Mathewson advised that the motion can be separated if it deals with more than one matter, but she does not believe the Official Plan is more than one matter. 
	Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Harding 
	The Council Meeting recessed at 10:36 p.m. 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	The meeting resumed at 10:55 p.m. 
	Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Sebo 
	That the meeting continue past the four hour maximum time frame. 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Fellini 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	That Council receive Report No. DS-2016-0029 prepared by the Planning Division, dated April 20, 2016, respecting the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016. 

	2.. 
	2.. 
	That Council pass a by By-law, which adopts the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April  2016, and which repeals the existing 2002 Town of Georgina Official Plan, as amended, save and except the following Secondary Plans, as amended: Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan; Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan; Keswick Secondary Plan, and Pefferlaw Secondary Plan. 

	3.. 
	3.. 
	That the Clerk provide notice of Official Plan adoption as prescribed under the Planning Act and to all interested parties, and submit the adopted Official Plan and accompanying supporting materials to the Regional Municipality of York for review and approval. 

	4.. 
	4.. 
	That the Clerk forward a copy of Report No. DS-2016-0029 to Valerie Shuttleworth, Chief Planner for the Regional Municipality of York and Mike Walters, Chief Administrative Officer for the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority. 


	Motion not voted on in this form. 
	Moved by Councillor Neeson 
	That the official Draft Official Plan be modified as follows; 
	1. 
	1. 
	1. 
	On Schedule A1 show Maple Lake Estates as ‘Countryside Area’ 

	2. 
	2. 
	On Schedule A2 designate Maple Lake Estates as ‘Environmental Protection Area’ as appropriate, and any remainder as ‘Rural Area’ 

	3. 
	3. 
	On Schedule 2A, include all .of the Maple Lake Estate and the Greenland System based on the criteria in the preamble to Section 5.1 and modify the Greenland System accordingly on other schedules 

	4. 
	4. 
	On Table 1, remove references to Maple Lake Estates and add population density to Keswick 

	5. 
	5. 
	Remove. sections 7.2 and 9.3.9.1 and all other references to Maple Lake Estates 



	Lost… no seconder 
	Lost… no seconder 
	Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Fellini 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0191 Harold L. 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0191 Harold L. 
	That the original motion be amended by adding the reinstatement of the Keswick Business Park Study Area overlay on the Land Use Plan Schedule A2 and Section 
	7.6 from the April 2015 Draft Official Plan document, with applications to be submitted by January 1, 2020, and that the policies and overlay designation cease to apply after that date. 
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	;. Councillor Sebo did not vote in favour of the amendment but now must vote on the .recommendations as amended.. 
	Discussion requested to be reflected in the minutes

	Winanne Grant explained that because a recorded vote was not requested, the minutes would not reflect who did not vote in favour.  Requesting a recorded vote would set out who voted in favour and who voted in opposition. It was requested that the minutes reflect this discussion because there was no request for a recorded vote on the amendment. 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Fellini 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0192 Harold L. 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0192 Harold L. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	1.. 
	That Council receive Report No. DS-2016-0029 prepared by the Planning Division, dated April 20, 2016, respecting the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016. 

	2.. 
	2.. 
	That Council pass a by By-law, which adopts the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April  2016, and which repeals the existing 2002 Town of Georgina Official Plan, as amended, save and except the following Secondary Plans, as amended: Sutton/Jackson’s Point Secondary Plan; Keswick Business Park Secondary Plan; Keswick Secondary Plan, and; Pefferlaw Secondary Plan. 

	3.. 
	3.. 
	That the Town of Georgina Proposed Official Plan, April 2016 referred to in 2. above be modified to include Section 7.6 Keswick Business Park Study Area from the April 2015 Draft Official Plan document, and that Section 7.6 be revised to incorporate wording to reflect a January 1, 2020 deadline for the landowners within the Keswick Business Park Study Area to submit a complete Official Plan Amendment Application and should that application submission deadline not be met, that the Keswick Business Park Study


	John E. 
	John E. 
	4.. That the Clerk provide notice of Official Plan adoption as prescribed under the Planning Act and to all interested parties, and submit the adopted Official Plan and accompanying supporting materials to the Regional Municipality of York for review and approval. 

	John E. 
	John E. 
	5.. That the Clerk forward a copy of Report No. DS-2016-0029 to Valerie Shuttleworth, Chief Planner for the Regional Municipality of York and Mike Walters, Chief Administrative Officer for the Lake Simcoe Region Conservation Authority. 
	A Recorded Vote was requested; the Acting Deputy Clerk recorded the vote as follows: 
	YEA NAY 

	Regional Councillor Wheeler x Councillor Davison x Councillor Fellini x Councillor Harding x Councillor Neeson x Councillor Sebo x Mayor Quirk x 
	YEA -6. NAY -1. 
	Carried. 
	Harold L.. Direction was provided to staff to discuss with Joseph Debono of Dentons Canada, solicitors for The Salvation Army Canada East to clarify their concerns with a number of the proposed policies in the draft Official Plan document. 
	Harold L.. Direction was provided to staff to speak to the Region of York with respect to concerns expressed by Sylviette Brown with regard to her property at 23621 Park Road. 
	16.. OTHER BUSINESS 
	Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 
	Chippewas of Georgina Island First Nation 

	•Mayor Quirk, Councillors Sebo and Neeson attended a Chippewas of Georgina Island meeting arranged with Ministry of Environment staff, York Region staff, and the Sewage Solution Project team. They have many outstanding questions respecting the Upper York Sewage Solution project including such issues as monitoring, environmental assessment process, dealing nation to nation, fish habitat, pharmaceuticals and monitoring of pharmaceuticals. 
	It was noted for the benefit of the public that if more than three members of Council attend in one location, it could be considered a Council meeting at which the advancement of the business of the Corporation could occur. Therefore four members of Council did not attend. 
	17.. BY-LAWS 
	Moved by Regional Councillor Wheeler, Seconded by Councillor Neeson 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0193 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0193 
	That the following by-laws be approved: 
	Ron J. 
	Ron J. 
	(1). By-law Number 2016-0024 (FI-4), being a by-law to establish fire and emergency services fees in the Town of Georgina, effective July 1, 2016. 

	Dan P. 
	Dan P. 
	(2). By-law Number 2016-0025 (CON-2) being a by-law to authorize the Mayor and Clerk to enter into a unit price contract with Robert B. Somerville Co. Limited for the construction of Sanitary Sewer – Lowndes Avenue. 

	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	18.. CLOSED SESSION None. 
	(1). 
	(1). 
	(1). 
	Motion to move into closed session of Council None. 

	(2). 
	(2). 
	Motion to reconvene into open session of Council and report on matters discussed in closed session. None. 


	19.. CONFIRMING BY-LAW Moved by Councillor Davison, Seconded by Councillor Harding 


	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0194 
	RESOLUTION NO. C-2016-0194 
	That the following by-law be approved: 
	(1). By-law No. 2016-0026 (COU-2), a by-law to confirm the proceedings of Council on April 20, 2016. 
	Carried. 
	Carried. 
	20.. MOTION TO ADJOURN 
	Moved by Councillor Fellini, Seconded by Councillor Sebo. That the meeting adjourn at 11:27 p.m.. 
	Carried. 
	Margaret Quirk, Mayor 
	Rebecca Mathewson, Acting Deputy Clerk 
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