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REGION OF OTTAWA CARLETON REPORT
RÉGION D’OTTAWA CARLETON RAPPORT

Our File/N/Réf. 05-00.0002

DATE 28 March 2000

TO/DEST. Coordinator, Planning & Environment Committee

FROM/EXP. Planning and Development Approvals Commissioner

SUBJECT/OBJET SUMMARY OF ASSIGNED FUNCTIONS:
OFFICIAL PLAN AMENDMENTS, SUBDIVISIONS,
CONDOMINIUMS, PART LOT CONTROL BY-LAWS,
ZONING BY-LAWS, SITE PLANS AND SEVERANCES,
AND APPEALS OF FOUR ZONING BYLAWS
AND ONE COMMITTEE OF ADJUSTMENT DECISION

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION

That the Planning and Environment Committee and Council receive this report for information
purposes and confirm the Planning and Development Approvals Department’s appeal of four
zoning bylaws (Annex V, VII & VIII) and one Committee of Adjustment decision (Annex VI).

PURPOSE

This report summarizes the activities of the Development Approvals Division concerning the assigned
approval authority from the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing to Regional Council. Regional
Council has further assigned certain functions to the Regional Planning and Development Approvals
Commissioner.

This report is presented to Regional Planning and Environment Committee for information and deals
with those assigned activities which have taken place since the last report was submitted.

Official Plan applications - Annex I
Subdivision applications - Annex II
Condominium applications - Annex III
Part Lot Control By-laws - Annex IV
City of Gloucester Comprehensive Zoning Bylaw #333 of 99 Appeal Report - Annex V
City of Gloucester Committee of Adjustment Canril/NCC Appeal Letter - Annex VI
Township of Goulbourn Comprehensive Zoning Bylaw #40 of 99 Appeal Report - Annex VII
City of Ottawa Zoning Bylaws # 5 & 6 Appeal Report - Annex VIII
City of Nepean LOPA No. 16 Loblaw Properties Ltd. Appeal - Annex IX



43

Comments on Area Municipal Official Plan Amendments

Regional approval of City of Nepean Local Official Plan Amendment No. 16 has been appealed
by Loblaw Properties Limited (see Annex IX).

Comments on Area Municipal Zoning By-laws  (Draft and Enacted)

The area municipalities have submitted 158 zoning by-laws and the Development Approvals Division
has commented accordingly. Any Regional requirements will be secured at the time of site plan
approval. Four zoning bylaws have been appealed (see Annex V, VII and VIII).

Comments on Area Municipal Site Plans

The area municipalities have submitted 151 site plans to the Development Approvals Division for review
and comment.

Comments on Severance Applications  and Monitoring of Decisions

In accordance with the Minister’s delegation, the Development Approvals Division has reviewed and
commented on 336 severance applications from the Rural Alliance Severance Committee and the local
Committees of Adjustment.  One Committee of Adjustment application has been appealed (see Annex
VI).

CONSULTATION

The public consultation process was not applicable for this information report.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

Where applicable, processing fees provide significant cost recovery.

Approved by
N. Tunnacliffe, MCIP, RPP

Attach.  (9)
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ANNEX I

Since the date of the last report, the following official plan amendments have been submitted to the
Development Approvals Division for review and approval.

MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

Amendment No. 23
14-98.0032

Osgoode
Pt Lot 1, Con 9, (OF)
Parts 2 & 3, 4R-
13964

Prel. Subm.
98/09/15

Formal Subm.
99/07/29

“complete” as
per Bill 20
99/07/29

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/08/31
As per Bill 20

Amend site specific policy to
“Limited Development”

Amendment No. 5
14-98.0033

Osgoode
Potential Shopping
Centre outside the
Village of Greely
8.16  ha (20 ac)
Pt Lot 6 Con 5
SE corner Parkway &
Reg Rd 31

Prel. Subm.
98/09/23

Formal Subm.
99/06/30

“complete” as
per Bill 20
99/07/13

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/09/02
As per Bill 20                 From
“Agricultural Resource”
To “CC-1 Community Core -
Special Policy Area” to permit
a shopping centre on Regional
Road 31, & to expand the
Village boundary, & to amend
policies
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MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

Amendment No. 45
14-98.0038

Kanata
Blk 120, Plan
4M-789
opposite Loblaws
northwest corner of
Terry Fox & Campeau

Formal Subm.
98/12/29

“complete” as
per Bill 20
98/12/30

Disputed LOPA
OMB Approved 99/12/03
(under review) Divisional

From: “Neighborhood
Commercial-Special Policy
Area” (CN-4)
To: “Community  Commercial-
Special Policy Area” (CC-3)
To permit shopping centre

14-99.0006
Amendment No.51

Kanata
The proposed regional
shopping centre
located north of the
interchange of Terry
Fox Dr & Highway
417

Prel. Subm.
99/04/15

Formal Subm.
99/06/29

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/07/09

Disputed LOPA
OMB
Appeals
99/07/27 Devine
99/08/04 Houser
99/08/09 Butler

To set out policies for the
proposed regional shopping
centre located north of the
interchange of Terry Fox Dr &
Highway 417

14-99.0007
Amendment No.50

Kanata
Blk 6,  M 310
On Hearst Way,
immediately south of
the east bound off-
ramp at Eagleson Rd
& Highway 417

Prel. Subm.
99/02/19

Formal Subm.
99/06/21

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/07/16

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/08/24
As Per Bill 20

To: amend “Low Density
Employment Area” to allow
hotel and suites hotel as
permitted uses
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MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

Amendment No. 27
14-99.0009

Gloucester
Part of Lots 28 & 29
Con BF
between River Road
& Spratt Road

Prel. Subm
99/03/11

Formal Subm.
99/10/15

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/10/15

Undisputed LOPA
Approved by PDAD Comssr.
99/11/19
Appeal Period ends
per Bill 20 on 99/11/18
& in effect 99/11/19

From: “Agricultural”
To: “Limited Development”

14-99.0012
Amendment No. 71

West Carleton
Pt Lot 26
Con 3(F)
50 acres

Prel. Subm.
99/04/01

Formal Subm.
99/07/22

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/07/26

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/08/19
As Per Bill 20

To permit an expansion of the
Madawaska golf course along
Hwy 417 realignment area and
amend the text for “Agricultural
Resource”
.

14-99.0015
Amendment No. 26

Gloucester
Ogilvie Road at
Aviation Parkway
0.4 ha

Prel. Subm.
99/05/17

Formal Subm.
99/07/09

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/07/09

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/08/03
As per  Bill 20

From “Open Space”
To “Institutional” to permit a
church.
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MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

14-99.0017
Amendment No.25

Gloucester
Textual changes

Prel. Subm.
99/05/11

Formal Subm.
99/06/25

“complete” as
per  bill 20
99/07/08

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 99/11/02
As per Bill 20

To allow 18m ROW’s for local
streets

14-99.0025
Proposed Amendment

Ottawa
600 Peter Morand
Crescent

Prel. Subm.
99/08/03

To adopt Site Specific Policy
to permit establishment of
offices & allows uses to
complement adjacent
medical/hospital complex

14-99.0026
Proposed Amendment

Ottawa
1530 Fisher Avenue

Prel. Subm.
99/08/20

To change land use from
residential to commercial to
permit commercial use

14-99.0027
Proposed Amendment

West Carleton
Highway 417
Interchange
Lot 26, Con 2

Prel. Subm.
99/08/13

To adhere to interchange uses
in the new proposed OP &
Reg. OP

14-99.0028
Proposed Amendment

Kanata
2750 Dunrobin Rd.
Lot 4, Con 4

Prel. Subm.
99/09/14

Redesignate from Agriculture
Resource to General Rural

Amendment No.28
14-99.0029

Gloucester
Does not affect any
specific property

Prel. Subm.
99/10/01

To establish criteria for
development of snow disposal
facilities

Amendment No.19
14-99.0030

Ottawa
Does not affect any
specific property

Prel. Subm.
99/09/27

To make non-substantive
changes to City of Ottawa
Official Plan
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MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

Amendment No.29
14-99.0031

Gloucester
Does not affect any
specific property

Formal Subm.
00/01/05

“complete” as
per  Bill 20
00/01/06

To update polices relating to
airport lands and airport
constraints to bring Official
Plan into conformity with
Federal, Provincial & Regional
requirements

Amendment No. 30
14-99.0032

Gloucester
Seiveright Avenue
Extension and
Courtyard Crescent
Parts of Lots 5, 6, and
7

Prel. Subm.
99/10/26

Formal Subm.
99/12/07

“complete” as
per Bill 20
99/12/08

Undisputed LOPA
Approved 00/01/06
As per Bill 20

Redesignate from Highway
Commercial to Residential and
to rezone property from
Industrial General to
Residential Single

Amendment No.6
14-99.0033

Osgoode
Lots 6-8, Con 4

Prel. Subm.
99/11/22

To partially lift Deferral 9 on
Land use & Roads plan for
Village of Greely

Proposed Amendment
14-99.0034

Gloucester
Armstrong and River
Roads

Prel. Subm.
99/11/24

Redesignate 2 parcels of land
from Residential to Commercial

Proposed Amendment
14-99.0035

Kanata
Part Lot 10, Con 3,
South of Klondike &
West of Goulbourn
Forced Rd.
Morgan’s Grant Phase
5B

Prel. Subm.
99/23/99

To permit development of fully-
detached dwelling units within
the entire phase 5B lands

Proposed Amendment
14-00.0001

Cumberland
Rural

Prel. Subm.
99/03/31

Comprehensive Review
of Rural Policies
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MUNICIPAL
OFFICIAL PLAN

AMENDMENT No.
and

RMOC FILE No.

MUNICIPALITY
AND

SITE LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED

PURPOSE OF
AMENDMENT

Proposed Amendment
14-00.0002

Kanata
NW corner of Terry
Fox and Goulbourn
Forced Rd.Blk. 223,
4M-744

Prel. Subm.
00/02/01

Re-designate from commercial
to residential

Amendment No. 38
14-00.0003

Ottawa
161 Laurier Ave.

00/03/17 Expand commercial transitional
area to include individual
properties.

Amendment No. 75
14-00.0004

West Carleton
Village of Carp
Glencastle/Donald
Munro/Rivington.

Formal Subm.
00/03/17

Add units to village allocation.

Proposed Amendment
14-00.0005

Ottawa
525 Coventry Road

Prel. Subm.
00/02/17

Seek relief from site specific
policy Section 14.5 i to
accommodate retail office use.

Proposed Amendment
14-00.0006

Kanata
NW corner of
Goulbourn Rd. &
Terry Fox
(South March)

Prel. Subm.
00/03/07

From Neighborhood
Commercial to Medium
Density Residential-Special

Proposed Amendment
14-00.0007

West Carleton
MacHardy Road
(Fitzroy)

Prel. Subm.
00/03/10

Creation of lot on private road.

Amendment No. 76
14-00.0008

West Carleton
Village of Constance
Bay
161 Bishop Davis Dr.

Prel. Subm.
00/03/14

Policies to permit commercial
garage

Amendment No. 16
14-98.0011

Nepean
Merivale Road

Formal Subm.
99/05/20

Disputed LOPA
OMB
Appeal

00/03/16 Loblaw Properties

To incorporate a secondary
plan for the Merivale Road
corridor.
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ANNEX  II

SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS
(including  resubdivisions, revisions, resubmissions and extensions of draft plan approval)

Since the date of the last report, the following subdivision applications have been submitted to the
Development Approvals Division for review and approval.

OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Barry Hobin In
Trust
15-98.SD19
06T-98019

Nepean
Pt. Lot 16
Con 3
Acres Rd

98/10/30 2 Blks for
30 SD & TH
units

P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/10/18 after
Appeal period
ended per Bill 20

Minto
Developments Inc
15-18.148(R5)
O6T-86050

Kanata
Part Lot 10, Con 3
Morgan’s Grant
Phase 5A

86/08/18 84 SF P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/10/19 after
Appeal period
ended per Bill 20

Kelly
15-99.SD08
06T-99008

Gloucester
Pt Lot 1
Con 2(OF) &
Blks 61-63
4M-643
EUC

99/06/04 4 SF P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/10/20 after
Appeal period
ended per Bill 20

Tartan
Development Corp.
15-04.283(R4)
O6T-89047

Nepean
Part Lot 16, Con 2
(RF)

89/11/17 298 SF
40 TH

Draft Approval
Extended to
01/10/09
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Campanale
15-99.SD12
06T-99012

Ottawa
Woodroffe Ave at
Richmond Rd
(former CP Railway
row)

99/06/17

Complete as
of 99/08/18
per Bill 20

18 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
99/11/16

Hiawatha River
15-99.SD13
06T-99013

Gloucester
Blks 238 & 239
RP 288
Roslyn Ave
EUC

99/09/27

Complete as
of 99/11/18
per Bill 20

12 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/02/16

Earl Charles Henry
Thomas, Gerald
Leonard Thomas
15-99.SD15
O6T-99015

Nepean
Pt. Lot 13 & 14,
Con. 2, OF
70 Corkstown Rd.

99/08/09

Complete as
of 99/08/16
per Bill 20

53 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
99/11/16

Signature Ridge
Developments Inc.
15-99.SD16
O6T-99016

Kanata
Blk. 1
4M-790

99/08/06

Complete as
of 99/08/16
per Bill 20

73 SF Under
Circulation

Marchvale
Developments Ltd.
(D. Faulkner)
15-99.SD17
O6T-99017

Kanata
Parts of Lot 15,
Con. 1 &2
Formerly part of
Bannockburn Park

99/09/02

Complete as
of 99/09/15
per Bill 20

34 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
99/12/15

Sunoco Inc.
15-99.SD18
O6T-99018

Ottawa
Part lot 3,Con.5
Johnston Rd.

99/09/21

Complete as
of 99/09/29
per Bill 20

40 SF
58 SD

P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
99/12/27
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Uniform Urban
Developments
15-99.SD19
O6T-99019

Nepean
3304 Carling
Avenue

99/09/29

Complete as
of 99/10/04
per Bill 20

8 Row P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/01/03

Tartan Land Corp.
15-99.SD20
O6T-99020

Nepean
Part lots 15, 16,
Con.1
Planning Area 4

99/10/05
Pre-
consultation
meeting

375 SD Preliminary
Discussion

Minto
Developments
15-99.SD21
O6T-99021

Gloucester
Jeanne D’Arc
Plateau

99/10/07
Pre-
consultation
meeting

159 SD Preliminary
Discussion

Claridge Homes
15-99.SD22
O6T-99022

Ottawa
Blk. 9
4M-997
Hunt Club Enclave

99/10/20

Complete as
of 99/12/20
per Bill 20

52 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/03/19

Claridge Homes
15-99.SD23
O6T-99023

Ottawa
Lots 1-99, Blk.
100
4M-1031
Blk. 1
4M-1032
710 Montreal Rd.

99/11/23

Complete as
of 99/11/30
per Bill 20

148 SF
110 Row

P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/02/28

Signature Ridge
Developments Inc.
15-99.SD24
O6T-99024

Kanata
Blks. 9, 10, 12-14,
18, Part Blk. 17,
19, 20, 27
4M-790
Goldridge Drive

99/10/27

Complete as
of 99/11/09
per Bill 20

219 SF
157 SD

P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/02/08
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Olympia Homes
15-99.SD25
O6T-99025

Kanata
Part lot 30, Con.
12, Blk. 40
4M-405
Young Road

99/11/05

Complete as
of 99/11/09
per Bill 20

28 Rows P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/02/09

West Ridge Estates
Phase 3B
15-99.SD26
O6T-99026

Goulbourn
Lot 22, Con. 11,
Blk. 111 & 112
4M-1057

99/12/01

Complete as
of 99/12/10
per Bill 20

133 SF P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/03/10

1120919 Ontario
Inc. - Phoenix
Homes
15-99.SD27
O6T-99027

Ottawa
Part Lots 24 & 25,
Con. 1
711-713 Montreal
Rd.

99/11/18
Pre-
consultation
meeting

38 SF
42 SD
70 Row

Letter “received”
as per 99/12/16

Rivard
15-99.SD28
O6T-99028

Cumberland
Part West Half Lot
A, Con.9

99/11/26

Complete as
of 99/12/09
per Bill 20

101 SF
46 SD

P&DA Comssr.
Notice of Decision
00/03/09

Claridge
15-98.SD17
06T-98017

Ottawa
Station Boulevard

99/02/15

“Complete”
as per Bill 20
99/02/18

50 Row P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/09/03 after
Appeal period
ended per Bill 20

Urbandale
15-94.0513(R1)
06T-94046

Gloucester
Pt Lot 20
Con 1(RF)
South Urban
Centre

95/07/06 UB2
494 Mixed
Res.
1 Blk. Apt
2 Blks Com

P&DAD Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/12/09
Old Act
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Richcraft
Homes
15-04.284 (5)
06T-89060

Nepean
Pt. N1/2 Lot 16
Con 2 (RF)
Woodroffe Estates

89/12/22 15 Blks 115
SD
68 TH
1 Blk INST

Draft Approval
Extended to
01/11/30

Claridge Homes
15-97.SD13
06T-97013

Kanata
Westcreek
Meadows
Pt. Lot 30 Con 11

97/12/18

Complete as
of 98/01/07
per Bill 20

77 TH
20 SF

P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/10/27

Monarch Const.
15-98.SD14
06T-98014

Nepean
Pt. Lots 9-12
Con. 2 (RF)

98/12/04

Complete as
of 98/12/08
per Bill 20

233 SF

2 Blks 99
Multiple
Attached for
a total of 332
units
5 Blks Golf
3 Blk Future
3 Blks. Park

P&DA Comssr.
Draft Approved
99/09/08

Jordel Acres Dev.
15-98.SD04
06T-98004

Rideau
N1/2 Lot 22
Pt Lot 21 & Pt of
Con 2

99/09/07

Complete as
of 99/09/09
per Bill 20

9 SD
3 Blks Com
3 Blks  Ind

Under Circulation

Marchvale
Developments Ltd.
15-99.SD17
06T-99017

Kanata
Pt. Lt. 15, Con 1 &
2

99/09/02

Complete as
of 99/09/15
per Bill 20

34 SF P&DA
Comssr. Draft
Approved
00/01/05
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Foster Field
15-00.SD01
06T-00001

Rideau
NE Lot 1, Con 1
(Marlborough)

00/01/07
Pre-
consultation
meeting

5 SF Preliminary
Discussion

Legault Builders
15-00.SD02
06T-00002

Gloucester
SE Corner of
Belcourt & Jean
D’Arc Blvd.

00/01/04
Pre-
consultation
meeting

36 Single-
detach
46 Semi-
detach

Preliminary
Discussion

1343480 Ontario
Ltd.
Beddoe Lane
Homes
15-00.SD03
06T-00003

Gloucester
36 Beddoe Lane

00/02/11
Pre-
consultation
meeting

15 SF Preliminary
Discussion

Claridge Building
Corp.
15-00.SD04

Ottawa
Pt. Lts. 23 & 24,
Con 2 (OF)

00/02/24

Complete as
of 00/03/13
per Bill 20

150 Row
250 Apt

Under Circulation

Genstar Dev.
Walden Village
15-00.SD05
06T-00005

Kanata
Pt. Lot 6, Con 2

00/03/09

Complete as
of 00/03/20
per Bill 20

143 Single-
detach
46 Semi-
detach
45 Row

Under Circulation

Jock River Farms
Ltd.
15-98.SD08 (R1)
06T-98008

Nepean
Part Lot 17, Con 2

98/03/26 86 SF
20 Blks

4M-1046
Registered
99/07/15
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Ashcroft
Developments Inc
15-92-0207
06T-92026

Ottawa
Part Blk 6, Lots 20
& 21, Part Lot M
& N, Con A

93/01/08 47 Lots
17 Blks

4M-1047
Registered
99/07/21

Minto
Developments
15-97.SD08
06T-97008

Gloucester
Upper Hunt Club -
Stage 5

97/07/04 59 SF 4M-1048
Registered
99/07/30

Claridge Homes
(Queens Pointe)
Inc.
15-95.0015
O6T-95007

Cumberland
Part Lot 1, Con 9
NW corner of
Innes Rd. and Trim
Rd.

95/06/15 32 SF
8 Blks

4M-1049
Registered
99/08/30

Minto
Developments
15-92-1801
06T-92002

Kanata
Part Lot 27, Con 6
Bridlewood

92/02/06 Stage-4
Plan B
52 SF
14 Blks

4M-1050
Registered by
OMB
99/09/02

Imasco Enterprises
Inc.
15-93.1080
O6T-93035

Kanata
Part Lot 6, 7, Con
3

94/01/06 38 SF 4M-1051
Registered
99/09/03

1292025 Ontario
Inc.
15-99.SD05
06T-99005

Nepean
Pt Lot 20
Con 2 (RF)
Longfields
Barrhaven

99/03/12 3 Lots
14 Blks

4M-1052
Registered
99/09/08

Richcraft Homes
Limited
15-02-381 (R2)
06T-86080

Ottawa
1900 Hunt Club
Road
Pt Lot 6
Con 4 (RF)

86/12/31 2 Blks for
TH

4M-1053
Registered
99/09/13
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

F. Maguire-
Westwind
15-92-3102
06T-92008

Goulbourn
Part Lot 24, Con 9
(RP 5R-12548)

92/03/30 1 School Blk 4M-1054
Registered
99/09/23

Genstar
15-94-1806
06T-94002

Kanata
Lot 6, Con 2
March

94/09/23 2 Blk  TH
Phase 2

4M-1055
Registered
99/09/28

Urbandale
15-93.1806(R4)
O6T-93023

Kanata
Pt Blks C-F,
M-184 &
Pt Lots 28 & 29
Con 6(RF)

93/07/27 1 School Blk
1 Park Blk

Phase 5E

4M-1056
Registered
99/09/05

1048219 Ont Inc
& Argue Holdings
Inc
15-98.SD03(R2)
06T-98003

Goulbourn
West Ridge
Estates- Phase 3
Stittsville

98/07/02 117 SF
1 Park Blk

Phase 3

4M-1057
Registered
99/09/06

Wainman Realty
15-30-58
06T-86039

West Carleton
Part of NE ½ Lot 1
Con 3
Torbolton

86/07/04 36 SF 4M-1058
Registered
99/09/26

Urbandale
15-94.0513
06T-94046

Gloucester
Pt Lot 20
Con 1(RF)
South Urban
Centre

95/07/06 96 Semi-
detach

UB1-2

4M-1059
Registered
99/11/01

Douglas Stuewe
15-12-99
06T-89015

Osgoode
Part Lot 4, Con 2

89/04/19 10 SF 4M-1060
Registered
99/11/10

Minto
15-05.285
O6T-87045

Gloucester
Chapel Hill
Pt Lot 6 & 7
Con 3(OF)
EUC

87/07/13 88 Blks for
SF

Stage 8

4M-1061
Registered
99/22/23
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Trim Road Inc.
(The Regional
Group)
15-98.SD16
06T-98016

Cumberland
Pt. Lot 2
Con.9
EUC Expansion
Area

98/09/02 170 SF 4M-1062
Registered
99/12/08

Tartan
Development Corp.
15-04.283(R4)
O6T-89047

Nepean
Part Lot 16, Con 2
(RF)

89/11/17 44 SF 4M-1063
Registered
99/12/08

Barry Hobin In
Trust
15-98.SD19
06T-98019

Nepean
Pt. Lot 16
Con 3
Acres Rd

98/10/30 2 Blks for
30 SD & TH
units

4M-1064
Registered
99/12/08

SNDC
Stage 2 Area A
15-95.0007 (R1)
06T-95005

Nepean
Lts. 14 & 15, Con
2, RF
Woodroffe &
Strandherd

96/01/12 63 SF
9 Blks.

4M-1065
Registered
99/12/09

Claridge Building
Corp.
15-98.SD17
06T-98017

Ottawa
Pt. Lots 13 & 14
Junction Gore
Station Boulevard

98/08/27 11 Blks 4M-1066
Registered
99/12/22

Imasco Enterprise
(Cluster 8)
15-18-123
06T-85012

Kanata
Pt Lot 5 & 6
Con 2 & 3

85/01/17  53 SD 4M-1067
Registered
99/12/24

Lindia Homes
15-97.SD04
06T-97004

Kanata
Blk. B, Plan 897

97/05/12 8 Blks 4M-1068
Registered
00/01/07

Minto
Developments Inc
15-18.148(R5)
O6T-86050

Kanata
Part Lot 10, Con 3
Morgan’s Grant
Phase 5A

86/08/18 74 SF 4M-1069
Registered
00/01/20
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ANNEX  III

CONDOMINIUM APPLICATIONS
(including conversions, revisions, resubmissions and extensions of draft plan approval)

Since the date of the last report, the following condominium applications have been submitted to the
Development Approvals Division for review and approval.

OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALIT
Y AND SITE
LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Redwood
Executive
Townhomes
15-99.CD03
O6CDM99-503

Nepean
Block F Montery
Drive

99/10/08 18 TH Preliminary
Discussion

Redwood
Executive
Townhomes
15-99.CD04
O6CDM99-504

Nepean
Block G Montery
Drive

99/10/08 22 TH Preliminary
Discussion

Redwood
Executive
Townhomes
15-99.CD05
O6CDM99-505

Nepean
Block K Montery
Drive & Costello
Ave.

99/10/08 16 TH Preliminary
Discussion

Regional Group of
Companies Inc.
15-99.CD06
O6CDM99-506

Ottawa
Lot 2, Part Lot 1,
South Laurier
Ave.
Lots 1 & 2, North
Gloucester St.

99/12/17

“complete”
per Bill 20
99/12/21

129 Apt Under Circulation
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OWNER NAME
RMOC FILE NO.
PROV. FILE NO.

MUNICIPALIT
Y AND SITE
LOCATION

DATE
RECEIVED
BY RMOC

NO. AND
TYPE OF

UNITS

STATUS OF
FILE

Studio Argyle Inc.
15-00.CD01
06CDM-00-501

Ottawa
Lot 16 & Part of
Lot 15 RP 30
255 Argyle St.

00/01/04

“complete”
per Bill 20
00/01/11

40 Apts Under Circulation

Retirement Life
Communities
15-00.CD02
06CDM-00-502

Ottawa
480 Metcalfe St.

00/02/08 100 Apts Application
incomplete

Redevelopment
Group Ltd
15-98.CD10
O6CDM98-510

Ottawa
Pt Lots 15 & 16
RP 42
174 Stanley Ave

98/12/31

“complete”
per Bill 20
99/01/28

11 Apt CC-613
Registered
99/08/05

Richcraft Homes
Ltd.
15-02.456
06CDM89-518

Ottawa
Pt Blk 260
4M-554
Blohm Dr

89/11/22 12 Apt

Phase 8

CC-615
Registered
99/09/29

The Embassy
Residence
15-97-CD07
06CDM97-507

Ottawa
Pt Lot 44
R.P.15558

97/06/12 10 Apts CC-618
Registered
99/12/23
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ANNEX   IV

PART LOT CONTROL BY-LAWS

Since the date of the last report, the following Part Lot Control By-laws  have been submitted to the
Development Approvals Division for review and approval.

OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

Richcraft South
Growth Inc.
13-99.0040

Gloucester
Blks 3, 4 & 5
4M-1043
City Park Drive-
Ogilvie Walk

189-99 99/07/26

99/07/29

59 TH

Manchester
Development Inc.
13-99.0041

West Carleton
Lots 5, 9 &13
4M-1044

46-99 99/08/06

99/08/10

An Easement to the
Lake

Ashcroft Homes
13-99.0042

Cumberland
Block 52
4M-954
Crown Pointe-
Phase 3

64-99 99/08/09

99/08/11

10 free hold TH

1202574 Ontario
Inc.
13-99.0043

Gloucester
Block 3
4M-982

212-99 99/08/10

99/08/25

Row TH

Minto Development
Inc.
13-99.0044

Gloucester
Blks. 1 & 2
4M-808
Belcastle Court

217-99 99/08/13

99/11/10

11 SF
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

Richcraft Homes
13-99.0045

Ottawa
2 Nobleton Ave.
Blks. 93 & 94
4M-842

194-99 99/08/12

99/08/18

21 SF

Marco Properties
13-99.0046

Ottawa
Parts 1-84
1-40 Marco Lane

193-99 99/08/19

99/11/09

84 units

Urbandale Corp.
13-99.0047

Kanata
Blks. 20-28, 30,
31, 33-35
4M-1039
Phase 2, Village
Green

142-99 99/08/20

99/08/23

93 TH

DES Construction-
Springfield Heights
13-99.0048

Goulbourn
2 Blocks, 30 Lots
4M-1038
Between Kyle Ave.
& Carp Rd.
Stittsville

24-99 99/08/03

99/08/25

30 TH

Richcraft Homes
13-99.0049

Kanata
Blks. 1-4, 15, 16
4M-847
Blk. 14
4M-917
Blackdome Cres.
& Kalbrook St. in
Marchwood-
Lakeside

150-99 99/09/17

99/09/17

Creates 38 TH

Holitzner
Homes/Nova Tech
13-99.0050

Goulbourn
Blks. 306 & 313
4M-285
Riverbank Court
Stittsville

28-99 99/08/25

99/08/27

4 TH
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

Charlesfort
Development Corp.
13-99.0051

Ottawa
405-407 MacKay
St.
Lot 20

XX 99/09/15 8 units

Brookfield Homes
Ltd.
13-99.0052

Kanata
Blks. 153-159
4M-1040

141-99 99/08/25

99/09/09

28 TH

Minto Development
Inc.
13-99.0053

Kanata
Blks. 58-63
4M-1050
Emerald Meadows

XX 99/09/07 87 TH
Lot Creation

Claridge Homes
13-99.0054

Cumberland
Blks. 36, 40, 41,
42
4M-1049
Ballantyne Drive

67-99 99/09/01

99/09/17

57 Rows

South Nepean
Development Corp.
13-99.0055

Nepean
Blk. 83 Parts 1-10
4M-1022
Chapman Mills
Area A Stage 1

078-99 99/09/09

99/09/23

6 TH

632473 Ontario
Ltd.
13-99.0056

Osgoode
Lots 16-20, 30
4M-830

75-99 99/09/14

99/09/28

5 SF Res. Lots

Richcraft Homes
13-99.0057

Gloucester
Blks. 2, 6, 8, 9
4M-1043
Ogilvie Walk
Crescent

210-99 99/09/10

99/09/29

31 TH
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

Minto Development
Inc.
13-99.0058

Kanata
Blk. 60
4M-1050
Stonehaven Drive,
Emerald Meadows

XX 99/09/23 Addition to lots
created by part lot
ref. 13-99.0053

South Nepean
Development Corp.
13-99.0059

Nepean
Lots 97-103
 4M-1041
Blks. 158, 159
4M-1023
Chapman Mills
Area A Stage 1

086-99 99/10/04

99/10/06

9 Res. Lots

South Nepean
Development Corp.
13-99.0060

Nepean
Part Blk. 83
4M-1022
Chapman Mills
Area A Stage 1

087-99 99/10/05

99/10/06

6 Multiple Attached
units

Conroy Road
Developments Inc.
13-99.0061

Ottawa
Lots 1-3, 11, 13,
14
4M-996
303 Lorry
Greenberg Drive

249-99 99/10/12

99/10/15

112 Semi-detached
& TH units

Ashcroft Homes
13-99.0062

Ottawa
Blks. 54, 57, 58 &
61
4M-1047

247-99 99/10/12

99/11/10

3 detached, 6
Semi-detached, 10
TH

Ashcroft Homes
13-99.0063

Ottawa
Blks. 62-68
4M-1047

248-99 99/10/12

99/11/12

22 TH
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

Minto Development
Inc.
13-99.0064

Kanata
Part Lot 27, Con.6
4M-1050

XX 99/11/03 Draft for 46 units

Claridge Homes
Corp.
13-99.0065

Ottawa
Part Blks. 83, 86,
87 & 115
4M-997

195-99 99/08/99

99/11/12

4 SF

Claridge Homes
(Clarion Hills) Inc.
13-99.0066

Kanata
Part Blks. 2, 3
4M-790

173-99 99/11/09 8 Single-detached

Centerpointe Life
Lease, Non-Profit
Residence Inc.,
Marty Owens, Bell
Barker
13-99.0067

Nepean
Lot 1
4M-721
Meridian Place and
Tallwood Drive

103-99 99/11/12 66 unit life lease
Development

Tartan Land Corp.
13-99.0068

Nepean
Blk. 56 Pt. Blk. 57
4M-979

100-99 99/11/17

99/11/23

6 Units - 2 Singles,
2 Doubles

1202574 Ontario
Inc.
13-99.0069

Gloucester
Blk. 2
4M-982

289-99 99/11/16 Row TH

Claridge Homes
(Somerset) Inc.
13-99.0070

Ottawa
Lots 25, 26, 26A
S-15061
471 Cooper Street

270-99 99/11/24

99/12/09

17 TH

Claridge Homes
(Hunt Club) Inc.
13-99.0071

Ottawa
340 Industrial Ave.

XX Draft
Comments

Draft Comments
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

1292025 Ontario
Inc.
13-99.0072

Nepean
Lots 1-3 Blks. 4-7
4M-1052

107-99 99/11/30

99/12/01

5 Semi-detached
units

Monarch
Construction Ltd.
13-99.0073

Kanata
Blks. 127, 128
4M-651

158-99 99/12/02

99/12/07

94 TH

South Nepean
Development Corp.
13-99.0074

Nepean
Part Lots 1-12
4M-1023
4M-1041

108-99 99/12/09

99/12/09

9 TH

Urbandale Corp.
13-99.0075

Cumberland
Lots 29-46 & 48-
58
4M-992
Lichen Ave.

97-99 99/12/13

00/01/05

22 Single-detached
lots

Richcraft Homes
13-99.0076

Gloucester
Blks. 103, 104,
116, 117
4M-1013
Marble Canyon &
Otter Trail Cres.

290-99 99/12/16

00/01/12

50 SF

Valecraft Homes
13-00.0001

Kanata
Lts. 67 to 78
4M-803

179-99 00/01/10

00/01/18

8 SF

Minto
13-00.0002

Kanata
Blks. 53 to 57
4M-1050
Scissons Rd. &
Sawyer Way

199-99 00/02/15

00/02/15
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OWNER NAME
AND

RMOC FILE NO.

MUNICIPALITY
AND SITE

LOCATION

BY-LAW
NUMBER

DATE
RECEIVED
AND DATE
APPROVED

PURPOSE OF
PART LOT
CONTROL
 BY-LAW

DCR/Phoenix
13-00.0003

Kanata
Blks. 25, 26 &27
4M-1015
Hemlo Cres. &
Marchwood-
Lakeside

200-99 00/01/18

00/01/28

8 SF

Kilian Corp.
13-00.0004

Kanata
Blk. 1
4M-1000

3-00 00/01/20

00/01/21

6 Bungalows
(attached)

Clyne Construction
13-00.0005

Nepean
Blk. 1,2,3,4 &5
M-195

5-00 00/01/24

00/01/25

2 Semi-detached

Claridge
13-00.0006

Cumberland
Blks. 86 & 87
4M-1049

7-00 00/01/26

00/01/26

27 TH

Coscan Brookfield
13-00.0007

Cumberland
Blk. 79 & Blks.
78,80,82,83,84 &
85
Trenholm Lane

6-00 00/01/25

00/01/26

62TH

Urbandale Corp.
13-00.0008

Cumberland
Pt. Blks. 68 & 71
4M-992

11-00 00/02/10 Draft
19 TH

Castle Glen Dev.
13-00-0009

Kanata
Blks. 1,2 & 11
4M-1068

6-00 00/02/03 48 Semi-detached

Castle Glen Dev.
13-00-0010

Kanata
Blks. 3,6,7,8,9 &
10
4M-1068

6-00 00/02/03 86 Semi-detached

Minto
13-00.0011

Nepean
Blk. 84
4M-1022

16-00 00/02/25

00/03/06

7 Multi-attached

Claridge Homes
13-00.0012

Ottawa
Blks. 1 to 10,15 &
16
4M-1066

31-00 00/02/25

00/03/03

90 TH
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ANNEX V

ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD
APPEAL SUMMARY REPORT

RE:  Comprehensive Zoning By-law 333 of 99
        City of Gloucester

Summary of the Appeal

On 14 December, 1999 the City of Gloucester passed a new comprehensive zoning by-law for the
whole of the City of Gloucester under Section 34 of the Planning Act.  The Notice of Passing of By-law
333 of 1999 was signed on 23 December, 1999 indicating an appeal period until 12 January 2000.

Specific parts of the zoning by-law do not conform to the ROP and should be appealed.

1. Ig (Institutional Government) zone for lands designated Waterfront Open Space in the
ROP.

Delete the Ig zones where they correspond to lands designated Waterfront Open Space in the Regional
Official Plan (ROP).

Grounds for Appeal

The ROP designates certain lands along the Ottawa and Rideau Rivers as “Waterfront Open Space”.

“Waterfront Open Space” development is restricted to open air recreation which does not affect the
natural environment and small scale recreational, commercial or institutional ancillary uses which do not
detract from the natural environment.

The range of uses permitted in the Ig zone (agriculture; horticulture; silviculture; a use that is owned and
operated by the Federal, Provincial or Municipal Government or agency thereof, including the Airport
Authority; passive recreation uses; and equestrian facilities) is too broad and goes beyond what the
ROP permits and clearly does not conform to the Plan.

A more suitable zoning in the Gloucester by-law for the lands designated “Waterfront Open Space”
would be OS (Open Space).  The uses permitted in this zone would conform to the ROP.
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Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  The issue has not yet been resolved
but further discussions between the Legal staff of Gloucester and the Region are planned to try to reach
a solution to this issue.

2. Ig (Institutional Government) zone for lands within the greenbelt designated Agricultural
Resource Area, Natural Environment A, Natural Environment B, and Greenbelt Rural.

Delete the Ig zones for lands within the greenbelt and designated Agricultural Resource Area, Natural
Environment Area A, Natural Environment Area B, and Greenbelt Rural in the Regional Official Plan
and replace them with the zones identified in the table below.

Grounds for Appeal

The ROP designates the lands within the Greenbelt as Agricultural Resource Area, Natural Environment
A, Natural Environment B, and Greenbelt Rural.

The range of uses permitted in the Ig zone (agriculture; horticulture; silviculture; a use that is owned and
operated by the Federal, Provincial or Municipal Government or agency thereof, including the Airport
Authority; passive recreation uses; and equestrian facilities) is too broad and goes beyond what the
ROP permits and clearly does not conform to the Plan.

A more suitable zoning in the Gloucester by-law for the lands within the greenbelt are proposed in the
table below.  The uses permitted in these zones conform with the designations in the ROP.

Regional Official Plan Designation Proposed Zoning
Agricultural Resource Ar2 (Agricultural Restricted 2)
Natural Environment A & B OS (Open Space)
Greenbelt Rural Ag (Agricultural General)

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  The issue has not yet been resolved
but further discussions between the Legal staff of Gloucester and the Region are planned to try to reach
a solution to this issue.

3. Ig (Institutional Government) zone for lands designated Sand and Gravel Resource Area
Pt. Lot 21 Con III (RF) & Pt. Lots 23 & 24 Con. III (RF)

Delete the Ig zones for lands described as part Lots 21, 23, and 24 , Concession III (R.F.) and
designated Sand and Gravel Resource Area in the ROP and replace them with the Me zone.
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Grounds for Appeal

The ROP designates the area as Sand and Gravel Resource Area.  The uses permitted in the Sand and
Gravel Resource Area are limited to pits, wayside pits and portable asphalt plants, farming, forestry,
conservation and natural resource management uses and single detached dwelling and accessory
building on an existing lot.

The range of uses permitted in the Ig zone (agriculture; horticulture; silviculture; a use that is owned and
operated by the Federal, Provincial or Municipal Government or agency thereof, including the Airport
Authority; passive recreation uses; and equestrian facilities) is too broad and goes beyond what the
ROP permits and clearly does not conform to the Plan.

The uses permitted in the Me (Industrial Extraction) zone conform to the ROP and are supported for
lands designated “Sand and Gravel Resource Area” in the ROP.

A more suitable zoning in the Gloucester by-law for the lands designated “Sand and Gravel Resource
Area” would be Me (Industrial Extraction).  The uses permitted in this zone would conform to the ROP.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  The resolution of the zoning of these
properties depends on the outcome of discussions to resolve the Ig zoning appeal raised in points 1 and
2 described above.

4. Maximum Parking Provisions in the Vicinity of Rapid Transit Stations

Insert a maximum parking provision in the zoning by-law for lands in the vicinity of Rapid Transit
Stations.

Grounds for Appeal

Section 9.4, policy 15 of the Regional Official Plan requires zoning by-laws to impose maximum parking
space provisions for developments in the vicinity of rapid transit stations.  Regional comments to
municipalities doing comprehensive zoning by-law reviews have requested maximums for only three
uses: offices, post secondary educational institutions and apartments.  Of these uses only offices and
apartments are relevant to the Gloucester by-law.  The comprehensive by-law does not contain any
maximum parking provisions for development in the vicinity of rapid transit stations and is therefore not
in conformity with the ROP.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  One solution Gloucester is
considering is for Gloucester Council to approve an interim maximum parking provision in the by-law.



71

The interim provision would be in place until the Region in conjunction with affected local municipalities
completes a study to address this issue.

5. Ag (Agriculture General) zone for E ½ Lot 27 Con. I (RF);S ½ Lot 29 Con. II (R.F.); N Pt.
Lot 16 Con. IX (O.F.); S PT. Lots 18 & 19 Con. IX & X (O.F.).

Delete the Ag zones for lands described as E ½ Lot 27 Con. I (RF);S ½ Lot 29 Con. II (R.F.); N Pt.
Lot 16 Con. IX (O.F.); S PT. Lots 18 & 19 Con. IX & X (O.F.) and replace them with the AR1 zone.

Grounds for Appeal

The ROP designation for these properties is “Agricultural Resource Area”.  Permitted uses are limited
to agriculture or uses related to agriculture.  Severances are permitted only for farm related uses.

The Ag zone permits agricultural uses and a single dwelling.  The minimum lot size is 0.8 ha.  This does
not conform to the ROP.  A more appropriate zoning would be Ar1 which is similar to the zoning used
for adjacent lands that are also designated “Agricultural Resource Area” in the ROP.

A more suitable zoning in the Gloucester by-law for the lands designated “Agricultural Resource Area”
would be Ar1 (Agriculture Restricted 1).  The uses permitted in this zone would conform to the ROP.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  Gloucester staff have agreed to ask
Gloucester Council to approve a zoning change for the lands in question to Ar1 (Agriculture Restricted)
which would conform to the Regional Official Plan.

6. MA zone in the vicinity of the Macdonald Cartier International Airport

Delete the MA zone where it does not coincide with the Macdonald Cartier Airport designation on
Schedule B to the ROP and replace it with OS and Ag for lands designated Natural Environment Area
B and Greenbelt Rural respectively in the ROP.

Grounds for Appeal

The MA (Industrial Airport) zone for the airport does not match the Airport designation in the ROP.
The lands in question are designated Natural Environment Area B and Greenbelt Rural in the ROP.
Industrial uses are not permitted in these designations, therefore the zoning does not conform to the
ROP.

A more suitable zoning in the Gloucester by-law for the lands designated Natural Environment Area B
and Greenbelt Rural would be OS (Open Space) and Ag (Agriculture General) respectively.  The uses
permitted in this zone would conform to the ROP.
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Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  Gloucester staff have agreed to
change the MA (Industrial Airport) zoning to reflect the fact that the lands are part of the Greenbelt.
The proposed zoning for these lands will be determined by the resolution of the Ig (Institutional
Government) appeal discussed in point 2 above.

7. Bearbrook  Flood Plain

Show correct mapping of Bearbrook Flood Plain on the zoning schedules.

Grounds for Appeal

The flood plain is not shown accurately as a Constraint Area 1 on the zoning schedules for the
Bearbrook.  The latest version of the flood plain mapping for the Bearbrook should be shown on
Schedule A of the by-law.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  Gloucester staff have received the
current flood plain mapping from the South Nation Conservation Authority and have agreed to ask
Gloucester Council to approve the new flood plain mapping for the Bearbrook on Schedule A of the
by-law.

8. Constraint Area 1 - Flood Plain

Distinguish flood plain mapping from other constraints on the zoning schedules.

Grounds for Appeal

Constraint Area 1 lands that are flood plain on Schedule A of the by-law should be shown as distinct
from other other Constraint 1 areas in that requirements for flood plain are different from areas where
structural and soils stability constraints apply.  The zoning should indicate exactly which lands are
affected by the flood plain.  A separate overlay showing where the flood plain requirements apply would
be more appropriate.  Perhaps the flood plain could be identified as Constraint Area 3.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff have met with Gloucester staff to discuss the issue.  Gloucester staff have agreed to ask
Gloucester Council to revise the text for Constraint Area 1 to indicate that development is not permitted
in the flood plain.
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RECOMMENDATION

That the Planning and Environment Committee recommend that Council confirm Regional
staff’s Ontario Municipal Board appeal of the City of Gloucester’s Comprehensive Zoning
By-law 333 of 1999 in the eight situations listed above , where the proposed zoning does not
conform to the Regional Official Plan.
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ANNEX VII
ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD
APPEAL SUMMARY REPORT

Re: Comprehensive Zoning By-law 40-99
Township of Goulbourn

Summary of Appeal

By-law 40-99 is a new Comprehensive Zoning By-law for the Township of Goulbourn which received
final reading on January 18, 2000.  The Zoning By-law is required  to implement the official plan policies
of the Township of Goulbourn and the Region of Ottawa-Carleton.  The following summarizes the
specific issues of the OMB appeal, the reasons why Regional staff are appealing it and the progress to
date on resolving the issues of appeal.

1. Jock River Flood Plain - Richmond

The flood plain shown on Schedule A, Map 3 should be amended to correspond to the Regional
Official Plan, Schedule G.

Grounds for Appeal

The extent of the flood plain is not shown accurately on Schedule A, Map 3 of the Zoning By-law.  This
affects existing residential development within the flood plain in the village of Richmond.  The zoning
does not conform to the Regional Official Plan, section 11.2 and Schedule G nor to the Goulbourn
Official Plan, section 10.5.2.

Potential for Resolution

There appears to be limited potential for resolution of this issue as Goulbourn staff acknowledge the
residential zoning does not conform the Regional or Goulbourn Official Plan(s).  It should be noted that
the Rideau Valley Conservation Authority attempted to provide a reasonable solution to this issue
whereby the existing residential or commercial zoning would remain in place but with a “flood plain
overlay” which would require new construction to be approved by the conservation authority.  The final
by-law did not provide for any changes to the existing zoning which would have recognized the full
extent of the floodplain.  The Rideau Valley Conservation Authority is supporting the Region’s appeal
and would provide expert witness testimony at a future hearing.

2.  Organic Soils

A constraint area should be established in the Zoning By-law reflecting the Organic Soils shown in the
Regional Official Plan, Schedule G.  In addition, a provision should be inserted in the text of the Zoning
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By-law identifying under which circumstances buildings can be erected on lands within the Organic Soils
areas.

Grounds for Appeal

In order to conform to the Regional and Goulbourn Official Plan, the Goulbourn Zoning By-law should
identify those lands identified as having organic soils.  For such areas, the Zoning By-law should identify
the studies/information required in respect of such soils before a building permit will be issued.

Potential for Resolution

Goulbourn staff acknowledge that By-law 40-99 does not reflect the Organic Soils shown in the
Regional and Goulbourn Official Plans.  Goulbourn staff did not deem it necessary to reflect organic
soils in the zoning by-law as it is not explicitly stated as a requirement in the Regional Official Plan.
Goulbourn staff consider that the main issue with adding it to the by-law now is the cost of mapping.
Regional staff have confirmed that the mapping can be undertaken by the Region at no cost to
Goulbourn.

3. Commercial Zones

Insert limits on Gross Leasable Area consistent with the Regional and Goulbourn Official Plan retail
hierarchies into section 13 of the Zoning By-law.  Also insert a definition of Gross Leasable Area into
the Zoning By-law.

Grounds for Appeal

Section 13, Commercial Zones (CH, CC and CMU zones) of the Zoning By-law do not contain limits
on gross leasable area.  Such limits are required by the Regional Official Plan, section 4.7.  In addition,
the Goulbourn Official Plan also establishes a retail hierarchy that is not reflected in the Zoning By-law.
A definition of gross leasable area that conforms to the Regional Official Plan is also required to provide
such meaning to such limits.

Potential for Resolution

In meeting with Goulbourn Planning staff it was acknowledged that the retail hierarchies reflected in the
respective official plans were not reflected in the comprehensive zoning by-law.  Goulbourn did not feel
there was a need to incorporate these provisions into the zoning by-law on the basis that there were no
sites large enough in Richmond or Stittsville where the maximum retail levels would be compromised.
Goulbourn also indicated that the necessary land assemblies to reach the retail caps were also unlikely
to occur.  The Region has consistently incorporated the retail caps in the Regional Official Plan in other
municipal zoning by-laws and believes an exception is not warranted here.  A simple amendment to the
general commercial zone provisions or shopping centre/plaza definitions would suffice.
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The addition of these retail limits (maximums of 35,000m² in Stittsville and 10,000m² in Richmond)
would not constrain development of existing sites based on information provided by Goulbourn Planning
staff.  It would make conformity the Regional Official Plan explicit and ensure that any party
contemplating a land assembly is aware of these upper limits.

4.  Wetlands - Adjacent Lands

Insert a prohibition on development, as defined in the Provincial Policy Statement, in lands within 30
metres of the wetlands shown on Schedule A to the Zoning By-law.  Also insert a definition of
development consistent with the Provincial Policy Statement.

Grounds for Appeal

In the absence of studies indicating where development is possible on lands adjacent to a wetland, the
Zoning By-law, to have regard to the Provincial Policy Statement and to conform to the Regional
Official Plan, section 5.5.2, should prohibit such development.

Potential for Resolution

Given that the Ontario Municipal Board order re adjacent lands has not yet been issued, Regional Staff
recommend that this specific appeal be withdrawn.

5. Wetlands

The Zoning By-law should zone all Significant Wetlands South and East of the Canadian Shield
designated in Schedules “A” and “B” of the Regional Official Plan as Wetland..

Grounds for Appeal

In order to conform to the Regional Official Plan, the Zoning By-law must zone as Wetland all
Significant Wetlands South and East of the Canadian Shield.  With the fact that the Association of Rural
Property Owners are no longer pursuing their appeal in respect of Significant Wetlands South and East
of the Canadian Shield within Goulbourn, all such lands should be zoned as Wetland in the Schedules to
the Zoning By-law.

Potential for Resolution

Goulbourn properly included all significant wetlands which were not under appeal in the zoning by-law.
In the week preceding the final adoption of By-law 40-99 the appeal affecting other significant wetlands
in the Township of Goulbourn was withdrawn.  The Region acknowledges that the timing of events were
such that Goulbourn did not know of the appeal status and could not have made the necessary changes
in advance of the scheduled meeting where final reading of the by-law occurred.  Notwithstanding the
above, the Region believes that the simplest way of appropriately zoning the outstanding provincially
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significant wetlands would be by order of the Board.  As in the case of  organic soils, the Region is
prepared to assist with the necessary mapping

6.  Lot 15, Concession 10 - Specific Open Space Zone

This parcel should be zoned to permit only existing uses.

Grounds for Appeal

These lands are designated as “Limestone Resource Area” in the Regional Official Plan.  The permitted
uses should be restricted to reflect the existing uses only as was done in the abutting OS-1 zoned
property.

Potential for Resolution

The above issue reflects the presence on an existing use on the property. Notwithstanding the
recognition of an existing use and that no uses should be rendered non-conforming, there are other
permitted uses in the proposed zone which could in fact sterilize the limestone resource.  The By-law
should be restricted to permit only existing uses or other uses which do not compromise the eventual
extraction of the limestone resource.  Regional staff have contacted the affected landowner who
indicated that his plans for the property involved mineral extraction and that he did not anticipate any
problems with what the Region is proposing.

Recommendation

That Planning and Environment Committee recommend that Council sustain Regional staff’s
appeals 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6 of ZBL 40-99 to the Ontario Municipal Board and withdraw appeal 4.
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ANNEX VIII

ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD
APPEAL SUMMARY REPORT

Re: City of Ottawa
Central Area Zoning By-laws 5-2000 and 6-2000

Summary of Appeal

The City of Ottawa adopted new zoning for the Central Area as a subsequent, separate exercise from
the adoption of their new comprehensive zoning by-law, By-law 93-98. City Council on January 19,
2000 enacted several by-laws (4-2000, 5-2000, 6-2000, 7-2000) which amend the Zoning By-law
93-98 specifically for the Central Area..  The deadline to file an appeal with the City Clerk was Friday,
February 10.  Staff have filed appeals against specific provisions in two of the four by-laws as explained
below.

1. By-law number 5-2000, EW6 Subzone

Delete Section 604d and replace with regulations such as building height to limit uses to the existing
building.

Grounds for appeal

The Waterfront Open Space designation of the Regional Official Plan permits only small-scale
recreational facilities or commercial activities which do not detract from the open-air recreation,
environmental conservation and educational/interpretation uses of the designation.  In order to conform
to the policies of the ROP, the scale of the uses must be limited.  There is an existing historic mill on the
site and it would be appropriate to limit the permitted uses to a building which corresponds to the
dimensions of the existing building.

Section 604d excludes the uses in the EW6 zones from the lot area, lot width, lot coverage, yard
setbacks and building height regulations, meaning that if the existing buildings were destroyed there
would be no restrictions whatsoever that would apply to the new use.

Potential for Resolution

Regional staff are initiating further discussions with staff at the NCC and City in order to seek a solution
without a hearing.

2. By-law number 5-2000, Attachments 2, 3, 4 - Caps on parking requirements

Amend column III of Tables 51, 52, 53 to indicate not only the minimum requirements but also
maximum parking requirements.
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Grounds for appeal

In order to conform to the Regional Official Plan Section 9.4, Policy 15 a) and b), the RMOC requests
the inclusion of provisions for maximum parking limits for offices, post-secondary educational
institutions, and apartment uses in the Central Area, all of which is considered to be located within the
vicinity of a rapid transit station.  This will ensure that the supply of parking and the quality of the
pedestrian environment in new developments in the Central Area support the Regional Official Plan
objective to increase the region-wide transit modal share.

Potential for Resolution

Staff at the City and the Region agree that further study is required to determine appropriate parking
maximums and have begun work on terms of reference for such a study, which will include consultation
with stakeholders.  The OMB has adjourned any hearing of the corresponding appeal to By-law 93-98
until the study has been completed.

3. By-law number 6 -2000, Item 13, Item 14 - Attendant parking

Delete Item 13 permitting attendant parking in the Central Area.

Grounds for appeal

Both the City and the Region’s OPs support the provision of short-term parking in the Central Area to
serve retail and commercial sectors.  Both OPs also limit the provision of long term parking to
discourage the use of the automobile for work trips.  The overall strategy is to reduce the reliance on the
car and increase the transit modal share. By-law 6-2000 permits attendant parking in any parking lot or
structure in the Central Area, except for any which abut a residential zone.  This has the potential to
greatly increase the parking available in the Central Area.  It is inconsistent with the Regional Official
Plan policy on imposing parking maximums referred to above and with limiting the provision of  long
term parking.  Attendant and tandem parking primarily caters to long term parking and increases the
parking supply.  This has a direct negative effect on transit use in the Central Area, making it difficult to
meet transit modal share objectives and meet the commitments of our respective municipalities to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions.

Potential for Resolution

The by-law adopted by City Council does not reflect the advice of their consultant or staff,
consequently there is little likelihood of a mediated settlement.  The City has commissioned a study of
Central Area parking which will present data on both supply and demand.  The study is expected to be
completed soon and will provide information on whether there is a shortage of parking.






























