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REGION OF OTTAWA-CARLETON REPORT
RÉGION D’OTTAWA-CARLETON RAPPORT

Our File/N/Réf. 22-00-0006
Your File/V/Réf.

DATE 25 September 2000

TO/DEST. Co-ordinator, Planning & Environment Committee

FROM/EXP. Planning and Development Approvals Commissioner

SUBJECT/OBJET APPEAL TO ONTARIO MUNICIPAL BOARD
DECISION BY RURAL ALLIANCE SEVERANCE COMMITTEE
- RA-144/2000 (EASTMAN)

DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATION

That the Planning and Environment Committee recommend that Council confirm the Planning
and Development Approvals Department’s appeal of the attached severance.

LOCATION
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SUBJECT OF APPEAL

On 23 August, 2000 the Rural Alliance Committee conditionally approved application RA-144/2000.
The approval was for the creation of a 10 ha. (25 ac.) lot to be severed from an overall holding of 55
ha. (136 ac.).  The proposed use for the land to be severed is forestry and accessory uses (including
residential).

The property is legally described as Lot 9, Concession  8 (Fitzroy), Township of West Carleton.  The
land is designated “Agriculture Resource Area” on Schedule A, “Organic Soils, Unstable Slopes and
Flood Plains” on Schedule G to the Regional Official Plan.  The lands are further designated
“Agriculture-High Priority” and “Hazard Lands-Unstable Slopes” in the Township Official Plan and
“Rural-RU” in the Township Zoning By-law.

Under both the Regional and Local Official Plans uses such as forestry are permitted.  Section 7.3 (d)
of the Regional Official Plan states:

that Council shall permit farm related severances in Agricultural Resource Areas

d) “for creating a new holding intended to be used exclusively as an agricultural operation,
provided that the size of such holding and the remaining parent parcel are sufficiently large to
make them suitable for the types of operations”

An average size for a viable farm operation is approximately 36 ha. (90 ac.) to 40 ha. (100 ac.).
Although the Regional Official Plan is silent on an appropriate size, we rely upon the local plan to set out
more detailed criteria.  Section 6(1)(a)(ii) of the Township’s Official Plan states that an appropriate size
for good agricultural practices in the long term should be 36 ha. or larger.  Discussion with
representatives, of the Ministry of Agriculture Food and Rural Affairs indicated that they also consider
similar minimum lot areas to be viable in Ottawa-Carleton.

Forestry operations, like traditional farm operations, require substantially large areas in order to be
economically viable.  More importantly, forestry operations must take into account the business of good
forestry practices and sustainability when considering the viability of such a use.  Comments addressing
these matters were prepared by the applicant’s consultants and submitted with the application (Annex
1) form to the Rural Alliance Committee.

The application does not conform to the official plans as the area of the parcel is not of an appropriate
size to sustain a viable forestry operation on a constant basis.  As such, approval of  this consent creates
a non farm-related residential lot in an area designated for agricultural uses.

We note for the Committee’s information that evidence presented at the consent hearing indicated that
the recipient of the lands to be severed is in ownership of other lands on which he operates a forestry
use.  If the recipient is to use the severed lands as a consolidation with lands already in his ownership,
we have greater latitude to look upon this application with favour.  Should this be the case, an additional
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residential use is not required and the severed property would have to be rezoned to preclude
residential development.

Similar cases (farm consolidation) where land has been rezoned to restrict residential uses can be found
in other municipalities in Ottawa-Carleton.

Therefore, if the applicant agreed to rezone the severed parcel to preclude residential development uses,
staff would recommend withdrawal of its appeal to the Ontario Municipal Board.

Should consolidation not be the intent of this application, we cannot support approval and recommend
that the Rural Alliance Committee decision be appealed to the Ontario Municipal Board as it does not
conform to the policy of the Regional or Local Official Plans.

CONSULTATION

The public consultation process was not applicable for this report.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

This recommendation has no financial implications.

Approved by
N. Tunnacliffe, MCIP, RPP

Attachments:

Annex 1-Consent Application
Annex 2- RMOC Comments
Annex 3- Rural Alliance Committee Decision
Annex 4- Notice of Appeal to OMB


































