Approved — Planning and Public Works Committee No. 03—06 — February 1, 2006 #2
Adopted — Regional Council No. 02-06 — February 8, 2606

THE REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF HALTON

Report To: Chairman and Members of the Planning and Public Works Committee

From: Peter M. Crockett, P. Eng., Commissioner of Planning & Public Works

Date: January 24, 2006

Re: Halton’s Joint Submission on "Places to Grow--Proposed Growth Plan for the

Report No.: PPW15-06

Greater Golden Horseshoe (November 2005)” and A Multi-Year Work Plar
Responding to Provincial Planning Initiatives.

RECOMMENDATION

1.

THAT, subject to further input by the Planning Directors of the Local Municipalities,
Regional Council endorse the Joint Submission contained in Attachment #1 of
Report PPW15-06, as the response by Halton Region and its Local Municipalities to
the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal on the Proposed Growth Plan for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe (November 2005).

THAT Regional Council endorse the Multi-Year Work Plan leading to the

conformity of the Regional Official Plan with the Provincial Growth Plan, the

Provincial Greenbelt Plan, and the 2005 Provincial Policy Statement, the
undertaking of a Halton Urban Structure Review (HUSR) Il process, and the
completion of the next statutory five-year review of the Official Plan as detailed in
Report PPW15-06.

THAT staff be directed to bring forward as part of the 2007 Budget and Business Plan
a multi-year budget to finance the Multi-Year Work Plan.

THAT the Multi-Year Work Plan be considered a corporate priority for inclusion in
the 2007-2010 Corporate Strategic Plan.

THAT the Regional Chairman write the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal to
request that the Ministry coordinate their efforts in implementing the Provincial
Growth Plan with Halton’s Multi-Year Work Plan including potential funding and
direct involvement by Provincial staff in the various Halton studies.
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6. THAT the Regional Clerk forward a copy of Report PPW15-06 to the Ministry of
Municipal Affairs and Housing, Halton MPs and MPPs, the Local Municipalities,
the Conservation Authorities in Halton, and the Niagara Escarpment Commission
for their information and appropriate actions.

REPORT
Background

On November 24, 2005, the Province released the Proposed Growth Plan for the Greater Golden
Horseshoe (GGH)The document entitled “Places to Grow - Better Choices, Brighter Future” was
issued by the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal under the authorityRiites to Grow Act

(2005) for public review and comment. The Plan is intended to provide a framework for
implementing the Province’s vision for managing growth in the GGH to 2031. It sets out broad-level
policies and specific targets for implementation that are applicable throughout the GGH. It expresses
the Province’s interests and directions on issues ranging from the distribution of population,
household and employment forecasts to where and how to grow; and from the infrastructure
(transportation, water and wastewater systems) needed to support growth to the protection of heritage
and natural resources (natural environment, source water, agriculture and mineral aggregates).

The Province has set January 27, 2006, as the due date for public comments. Following its review and
consideration of the public input, the Province is expected to approve the final Growth Plan by the
Spring of 2006. As ThRlaces to Grow Act (200B)andates that municipal official plans be brought

into conformity with the final Growth Plan within three years, this report also outlines a Multi-Year
Work Plan to undertake tasks that will be required to ensure our respective official plans meet the
necessary requirements.

Based on our long held tradition of collaboration, the five Planning Directors representing the Local
Municipalities and the Region prepared a Joint Submission on the Proposed Growth Plan and
forwarded it to the Ministry by the due date, with the qualification that the endorsement of the
Submission by some municipal Councils is pending.

The purpose of this staff report is to present to Council and seek Council's endorsement on both the
Joint Submission and the Work Plan.

The Proposed Growth Plan

The Growth Plan reflects the Province’s resumption of a leadership role in land use planning for the
Greater Golden Horseshoe (GGH) region, which is an area circumscribing Lake Ontario with Niagara
Region to the south, Kitchener-Waterloo to the west, City of Barrie to the north and City of
Peterborough to the east. The planning horizon is set at the year 2031, with growth forecasts of nearly
4M more people and 2M more jobs within this region (from its 2001 base population of 7.8M and
employment of 3.8M).

The guiding principle of the Plan is to build compact, vibrant and “complete” communities to support
a strong and competitive economy while protecting what is considered valuable natural resources
including land, air, water, the natural environment, and prime agricultural lands.
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The Plan distributes growth among the upper or single-tier municipalities in the GGH region to the
year 2031 and requires a comprehensive intensification strategy with quantifiable targets to achieve
the Plan’s objectives. Foremost, each upper or single-tier municipality must achieve by 2015 a target
whereby 40 per cent of the annual residential development is located within the built-up areas and
must maintain this target thereafter. Secondly, greenfields must be developed at a minimum density of
50 residents/jobs per hectare. The Plan also designates 24 Urban Growth Centres within the GGH
region (Burlington downtown, Oakville mid-town, and Milton downtown in Halton) where the
minimum density of 200 residents/jobs per hectare must be achieved. In addition, the municipalities
are to identify other intensification areas to which urban growth and densities are to be directed.
Employment lands are also to be protected from conversion to other uses.

The Plan sets out stringent criteria to be met before the urban boundary is allowed to be expanded,
including demonstration of land needs, adequacy of infrastructure, avoidance of prime agricultural
areas or impact on existing farms, no adverse impact on meeting the intensification/density targets,
and protection of natural heritage areas and drinking water sources.

The Plan provides a blueprint for a balanced transportation system to move goods and people
efficiently and in an environmentally sustainable fashion, with public transit being the first priority in
moving people. Besides water and wastewater systems, municipalities must also plan for adequate
community infrastructure to support the health, education, recreation, culture, security, and affordable
housing needs of the population.

To implement the Plan, the Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal will undertake, in consultation
with the municipalities, a series of sub-area (the Greater Toronto Area plus the City of Hamilton being
one) assessments that will address at a regional scale the economy, transportation network, and
servicing capacity of the sub-area while protecting the natural and agricultural resources within it.

Those are the essences of the Growth Plan.
Changes from the Draft Plan

Council may recall that the Province released a “Draft Growth Plan” in February 2005 for public
comment and review. The Region hosted a Growth Forum to receive public input, consulted its
various advisory committees and prepared a Joint Submission (April 2005) to the Province with the
Local Municipalities. The Submission made fifteen recommendations, a number of which have been
accommodated in the Proposed Plan, including the following key ones:

» Allocation of population and employment growth to lower-tier municipalities to be the
responsibility of the upper-tier in consultation with the lower-tiers;

» Greater emphasis on building “complete communities” that recognize soft as well as hard
services;

* Requirement of a housing strategy to meet the need of affordable housing;

» Reference to the requirement of a comprehensive review process for expansion of settlement
boundary (in line with the 2005 Provincial Policy Statement);

* Reduced role of what was called “Sub-area Growth Strategies” thus giving the municipalities
more control over the planning process;
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» Better recognition of the importance in protecting natural heritage systems and prime agricultural
lands; and
* Recognition of public transit as the first priority in moving people.

On the other hand, the Proposed Plan failed to address the following recommendations of Halton’s
April 2005 Joint Submission:

* More flexibility in the application of the intensification and density targets;

* Mapping inaccuracies related to showing a proposed intermodal hub in Milton and the
Highway 401 designated urban area in south Halton Hills;

» Details on a broad-based public consultation program; and

* Details on infrastructure investments and financial commitments to support the
implementation of the Growth Plan.

Overall, the Proposed Plan of November 2005 represents an improvement over the Draft Plan of
February 2005 with less descriptive text, clearer language, and an improved policy framework.

Public Consultation

Given the short amount of time available before the due date for comments and the intervening holiday
season, it was not possible to organize a public forum to engage the public and receive their comments
directly. Instead, public notices were placed in all local newspapers both before and after the holidays;
in addition, individual notices were sent to our mailing list of people who have attended previous
forums or expressed interest in the Provincial planning initiatives. We requested written comments be
forwarded to the Region by January 13, 2006. A total of 21 written comments were received.

As well, staff consulted both the Halton Agricultural Advisory Committee and Ecological and
Environmental Advisory Committee.

The above comments were tabulated verbatim as shown in Attachment #2. It gives the Ministry an
unabridged view of what the Halton public has to say on the Growth Plan. Staff also provided some
brief responses to these comments to add context to them.

The comments were considered by staff in crafting the Joint Submission although not all comments
can be incorporated for practical reasons. Since some of the comments are directed to matters outside
the mandate of the Growth Plan or under federal jurisdiction, staff suggests that the Joint Submission
be forwarded to both Halton MPs and MPPs for their information and possible actions
(Recommendation 6).

The major viewpoints of the public can be summarized below:

» Concerns over the future of agriculture in Halton,

» Concerns over the impact of growth on the natural environment,

* Questions on the levels of immigration, which is the major contributor of population growth in
the GGH region,

e Growth in Acton,

» Affordable housing, and

» Specific issues addressed or neglected in the Growth Plan, such as the built boundary, Urban
Growth Centres, intensification/density targets, urban area expansion, waste management,
transportation and environmental quality.
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Halton Joint Submission

Senior planning staff from both the Region and Local Municipalities met several times in the past
weeks to review the Proposed Plan, discussed key issues, considered public input and jointly prepared
a submission. This Joint Submission has been or will be dealt with by each respective Council on the
following dates (to staff’'s best knowledge at the time of preparing this report):

City of Burlington January 30, 2006
Town of Oakville February 13, 2006
Town of Milton January 30, 2006
Town of Halton Hills February 6, 2006
Halton Region February 8, 2006

As noted in the preamble of the Joint Submission and reflected in the first recommendation of this staff
report, each jurisdiction will provide its own supplementary viewpoints on the Growth Plan. The Joint
Submission, however, will reflect a consensus and common voice among the five municipalities of
Halton to the Province on the Growth Plan.

There are a total of 12 recommendations, building on previous positions in the April 2005 Submission
and adding new issues. The key recommendations are as follows:

* A holistic approach in implementing the intensification/density targets;

» Clearer linkage between intensification performance and urban boundary expansion;

* Protecting the valuable natural resources prior to considering urban expansion;

* Protecting Halton’s solid waste management site;

» Better enunciation of the needed tools to effect implementation such as legislative changes and
multi-year funding commitments;

* Ensuring funding for human services in addition to building community infrastructure;

» Consultation with the lower-tier municipalities in the implementation of the Growth Plan;

» Details on a meaningful public engagement process; and

* Mapping corrections.

Timing

The new Provincial Growth Plan is the culmination of a series of major planning reform initiatives
started by the Province in the Fall of 2003 including notably the Greenbelt Plan and the 2005
Provincial Policy Statement (PPS). Under the respective enabling legislation, municipalities have
three years to bring their official plan into conformity with the new Growth Plan (finalization expected

in the Spring of 2006) and until the next statutory five-year official plan review with the Greenbelt
Plan and the new PPS. Inthe meantime, all planning decisions by Councils must be consistent with the
relevant policies set forth in these three new Provincial documents. The following are the scheduled
dates for the current or next five-year reviews of the municipal official plans in Halton:
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Municipality Initiation of Statutory | Council Adoption of OP
Five-year OP Review Amendment

Burlington 2002 2006

Oakville 2005 2008

Milton 2006 2007

Halton Hills* 2000 2006

Halton Region 2009 2011

*The Review is a comprehensive one with the adoption of an entirely new Official Plan.

Theoretically, the Towns of Milton and Oakville could bring their Official Plans into conformity with

all three Provincial documents as part of their scheduled five-year review; however, given the
complexity of the Growth Plan, it would be quite a challenge to integrate the conformity exercise with
the official plan review process dealing with detailed land use policies. Further, the Provincial Growth
Planis based on targets set for the Region as a whole and conformity must be a joint process among the
five jurisdictions. For Halton Region, we would not be able to meet the Spring 2009 deadline for
conformity with the Provincial Growth Plan if we maintain the above schedule for the next five-year
review.

To solve this dilemma, staff propose the following actions:

« Halton Region advances and shortens the next five-year review of the Regional Official Plan
to 2008-2009, at which time the conformity with both the Provincial Growth Plan as well as
the other two planning documents will be achieved.

« Halton Region provides a framework for conformity with the Greenbelt Plan in 2006 to assist
the Local Municipalities in their review if they choose to achieve conformity with the
Greenbelt Plan with the review.

* The Local Municipalities continue with their currently scheduled five-year reviews of the
Official Plans.

* The Local Municipalities will process an individual Official Plan amendment to bring their
Plans into conformity with the Provincial Growth Plan in or after 2009.

Regional Official Plan Amendment 25

While the new Provincial Growth Plan advances a host of new directions for growth management in
the Greater Golden Horseshoe region and at the individual municipal levels, Halton Region and its
municipal partners have over the year embraced many of these directions aimed at promoting healthy
and sustainable communities. The recently completed five-year Regional Official Plan Review, with
Regional Council adoption of Regional Official Plan Amendment (ROPA) 25 in June 2004, further
introduced new policies that move Halton along the direction of the new Growth Plan. Collectively,
both existing and new policies in the Regional Official Plan provide a sound footing for achieving
conformity as they already included the following directions espoused in the Provincial Growth Plan:

* Firm urban boundaries with set population and employment targets,

* Monitoring urban land supply as a pre-requisite to settlement boundary expansion,

» Comprehensive review required as part of settlement boundary expansion,

* Protection of residential density by restricting down zoning,

* Protection of employment lands from conversion to residential uses,

* Introduction of nodes and corridors (equivalent to Urban Growth Centres and Intensification
Corridors in the Growth Plan),
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* Intensification strategy as a new requirement,

» Public transit given first priority in moving people,

» Green Projects to promote a culture of conservation,

» Protection of agriculture as the preferred and predominant land use in the rural area, and
» Protection of a sustainable natural heritage system with linkages and buffers.

Bringing the Regional Official Plan into conformity with the Growth Plan is a natural evolution of the
Official Plan starting with the 1995 Plan, then augmented by ROPA 25.

Intensification Targets

The new Provincial Growth Plan, however, has moved further to control urban sprawl and promote
sustainable communities by setting intensification targets and pre-conditions for expanding the
settlement boundary. These would be the key areas Halton’s Official Plans would have to address in
order to bring them into conformity with the Growth Plan. Specifically, there are three mandated
intensification targets in the Plan:

* The built-up areas in Halton Region, as occurring at the end of 2005, have to accommodate, by
2015, at least 40 per cent of its annual residential development.

* The three Urban Growth Centres in Halton (Burlington downtown, Oakville mid-town and
Milton downtown) must be planned for a target density by 2031 of at least 200 residents and
jobs combined per hectare.

» The Designated Greenfield Areas within Halton, being those areas between the built-up area
and the designated settlement boundaries, must be planned to achieve a target density of no
less than 50 residents and jobs combined per hectare.

The new Growth Plan also tightly controls the expansion of the settlement boundary by:

* \esting the determination of the need and amount of new settlement areas with the Ministry of
Public Infrastructure Renewal but with consultation with the municipalities;

* Requiring a comprehensive review process;

* Ensuring that the timing and phasing of development in the expanded area would not
adversely affect the achievement of the intensification targets; and

* Locating the areas of new expansion areas to protect natural resources (natural heritage, water,
agriculture and aggregates) and away from hazard lands.

While Halton is well accustomed to a comprehensive process for urban expansion (witness Halton
Urban Structure Review [HUSRY]), these new requirements of the Provincial Growth Plan will elevate
that process to a higher level with stronger emphasis on performance (achieving urban intensification)
and protection (of “what is valuable”, to quote Section 4 of the Growth Plan).

Balancing Growth Management with Resource Management

Since the Provincial Growth Plan sets out population and employment targets for Halton by the year
2031, to achieve conformity Halton’s Official Plans will have to address the questions of adequate
urban land supply and, in all likelihood, the expansion of the settlement boundary as currently set out
in the respective Official Plans for the planning horizon year of 2021. This means a HUSR Il process
within the next three to four years. Contrary to the HUSR | exercise in the 1990’s, when Halton was
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breaking new grounds and experimenting with methodologies, public consultation, process
integration and financing, this new exercise will be more well defined and guided by both Halton’s
past experience and the new Provincial policies.

Foremost, with the Greenbelt Plan in place, the potential areas for new urban expansion under HUSR
[l are much more limited than in HUSR I. Secondly, HUSR Il must be guided by the strong emphasis
in both the 2005 PPS and the Growth Plan to “protect what is valuable”, by ensuring the natural
resources are tended to prior to or concurrently with meeting future growth targets. Finally, to
continue with the Halton’s tradition of fostering healthy and sustainable communities, the Region and
its municipalities must address in a comprehensive fashion, with full public consultation, the future of
its remaining “designated non-urban areas™—those between the Provincial Greenbelt and the
currently designated settlement boundary. While meeting Provincial goals and objectives in the
context of the Greater Golden Horseshoe, Halton should take a stand on deciding what these lands are
best used for in the long-term interest of Halton public, not necessarily subscribing to the frequently
advanced idea that these are all slated for future urban settlement.

With these principles in mind, staff offers the following overview of a Multi-Year Work Plan for a
Growth Management Strategy (HUSR II) process leading to a comprehensive five-year Official Plan
Review and a conformity exercise with the new Provincial Growth Plan.

A Multi-Year Work Plan

This is a four-year plan as flowcharted in Attachment #3 and characterized by the following and
premised on the release of the Final Growth Plan in the Spring of 2006:

» 2006—Year of the Building Blocks,

e 2007—Year of Strategic Planning,

» 2008—Year of Decision Making, and
* 2009—Year of Actions.

The flowchart highlights two distinct streams of activities: Resource Management and Growth
Management that will merge together to form the “Durable Halton Plan”, the launching pad for the
statutory five-year review in 2008.

2006—Year of the Building Blocks

This is probably the most critical and busiest year of the Multi-Year Work Plan. The proposal is to
build the foundation for strategic planning and ultimately decision making related to land uses on the
“designated non-urban” (DNU) areas. On the Resource Management side, there will be four key
undertakings:

» Development of aigricultural Vision —What role will agriculture play in Halton in the long
term, especially within the DNU areas? How could that role be secured through land use planning
policies and other measures? If lands were to be designated for long-term agricultural uses, where
would they be located?

» Identification of &\Natural Heritage Systemthat protects features and functions through a system
of linkages and buffers—How can this system be made sustainable in the context of surrounding
urban development within existing and new settlement areas? This exercise is especially critical
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within the DNU areas as that is where linkages are made between the Greenlands in the urban area
and the Provincial Greenbelt.

» Undertaking of arAggregate Resource Strategy-How could Halton meet the obligations
mandated by Provincial polices in protecting such a resource while addressing the compatibility
of extractive operations including haul routes on existing and proposed land uses? What are the
best end uses for the extracted areas?

* Updates ofWatershed Plans—The protection of natural areas in HUSR | was founded on a
comprehensive watershed plan (of the Sixteenth Mile Creek). Over the years, watershed plans
have been completed for other watersheds within Halton. Updates building on the Natural Area
Inventory and other baseline monitoring of the natural heritage system completed in 2005 and
early 2006 will be needed to again provide the necessary environmental data bases for setting
parameters to guide future urban development within the watersheds. In addition, the initial
assessments leading to Source Protection Plans on a watershed basis will provide an
understanding of the water resources, building on the Region’s Aquifer Management Plan. The
Region and its municipal partners will work closely with the Conservation Authorities who will
play a key role in the preparation of these Plans. The updated Watershed Plans would be another
source of input in creating the Natural Heritage System.

Besides these four key undertakings, the Region will also devélameawork for integrating the
Provincial Greenbelt Planwith our Official Plan, in much the same manner as we integrated the
Niagara Escarpment Plan in the mid-1990’s. This will provide the basis for the Local Official Plans to
achieve conformity with the Greenbelt Plan as part of their five-year reviews currently under way.

On the Growth Management side, there are three major building blocks to be accomplished in 2006:

* Development of amntegrated Halton Intensification Strategy—A joint effort between the
Region and Local Municipalities, this will respond to the key policy thrust of the new Provincial
Growth Plan. What are the baseline intensification and density performances currently in Halton?
Where are the intensification areas? How close are we meeting the stated Provincial targets?
What policies, programs and actions are required to close the gaps? How would this
intensification exercise deliver affordable housing in keeping with the Region’s Comprehensive
Housing Strategy? This building block will draw upon the Land Supply Analysis completed in
2005 and early 2006, which is one of the key Official Plan Review directions endorsed by Council
in 2004. The Intensification Strategy is a major policy requirement under both ROPA 25 and the
Growth Plan.

» Completion of theHalton Economic Development Strategy-Already endorsed by Council,
this strategy will be completed in 2006 to provide directions on the need and locations of future
employment lands in order to place Halton in a strategic and competitive position to attract jobs to
complement its future population growth and to enhance the live-work relationship.

» Update ofBest Planning Estimates—With the planning horizon of 2031 mandated by the
Provincial Growth Plan, Halton Region must extend its current Best Planning Estimates of
population, households and employment, for the Region as a whole, from 2021 to 2031. This will
represent the demand side of the equation. The Land Supply Analysis, as modified by the
Intensification Strategy and informed by the Halton Economic Development Strategy will
provide the supply side. The two sides will be brought together in 2007 in determining the timing
and extent of additional settlement areas to be added to the current boundary.
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2007—Year of Strategic Planning

This is the year when the building blocks will be brought together to develop concepts, formulate
strategies, and evaluate scenarios, with the ultimate objective of crafting a sound, environmentally
sustainable, and health-promoting growth management plan for Halton to meet the Provincial Growth
Plan horizon of 2031 and beyond.

On the Resource Management side, the four building blocks on Agriculture, Natural Heritage,
Aggregate and Watershed Plans will be integrated and culminate inntagrated
Greenbelt/Greenlands SystemThis will be Halton’s response to the Provincpristecting what is
valuable.

On the Growth Management side, the first output is the determination of the amount of urban land
areas needed to meet future growth targets, under the auspices of the Ministry of Public Infrastructure
Renewal as required by the Growth Plan, by drawing upon the recommendations of the Intensification
Strategy, the updated Best Planning Estimates and the results of the Economic Development Strategy.
It will inform the Halton Councils and public on what amount of the DNU areas will be needed for
urban development in order to meet the 2031 growth targets as set out in the Provincial Growth Plan.
This analysis may also answer the proverbial question of when Halton will reach its mature, built out
state.

Guided by thedealthy Communities principlesestablished in our Regional Official Plan, the key
outputs from the Resource and Growth Management streams, being the Integrated
Greenbelt/Greenlands Systems and urban land needs, will form the basis for what staff characterize as
theDurable Halton Plan, a land use plan that is the blueprint for building sustainable and healthy
communities in Halton well into the future, providing some degree of certainty for the natural
environment, the agricultural community, the aggregate industry and various private and
development interests. It delivers the landform permanence concept espoused in the Regional Plan,
the collective aspiration of the Halton community as to what our landscape would look like in 50 years,

in 100 years, and beyond.

An important part of the Durable Halton Plan isang Term Growth Strategy that lays out, on a
Region-wide basis, the amount, timing, location and triggers for expanding the settlement boundary
into the DNU areas. The phasing of urban area expansion would address how Halton would meet the
2031 growth targets set by the Provincial Growth Plan. Different growth scenarios across the Region
will be examined, evaluated and subject to a broad-based public consultation program in accordance
with the requirements of both the Regional Official Plan and the Provincial Growth Plan.

2008—Year of Decision Making

The year of 2008 will see the culmination of the planning process by undertakistatinery

five-year review of the Regional Official Plan formally placing the Durable Halton Plan and its
various components into a process of public dialogue and consensus building. It should be noted that
this represents the last phase of an on-going public consultation program that actually commences in
2006, the first year of the Multi-Year Work Plan for a HUSR Il process. In 2008, with growth
allocation by specific locations and years established by the Long Term Growth Strategy, the Region
will also undertake updates of bothTmmnsportation Master Plan andMaster Servicing Planso

that the full implications of growth can be assessed and assigned.
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2009—Year of Actions (Commencement of Plan Implementation)

This is the year Regional Council is expected to adopt &egponal Official Plan(or Amendment),

in full conformity with the Provincial Growth Plan, and the detailingleieancial Planthat will lead

to an update of iBevelopment Charges By-lawlt should be noted that the Source Protection Plans
under theClean Water Act (2003nay be completed by this year and will be incorporated as part of the
Official Plan Review.) It also marks the beginning of implementing the new Regional Official Plan,
with on-going monitoring of its permanence.

Carrying Out the Multi-Year Work Plan

It is without question that this Work Plan represents a major commitment of Regional and Local
resources and a momentous step by Halton Region and its municipal partners towards determining
Halton’s future. The above is but an outline of this importance process, with many details to come in
the ensuing months. Among them are:

* A communication strategy—The Growth Management Strategy should be an open, consultative
and transparent one, engaging the public, agencies and other stakeholders fully on an on-going
basis throughout the entire period of the Work Plan.

» Council workshops—These are essential to ensure that there is a clear understanding among staff
and elected officials on the scope, directions and details of the Multi-Year Work Plan.

* A project management structure—This may include an Oversight Committee with direct
Regional and Local Council representation, an Inter-agency Coordinating Committee, various
Technical Committees assigned to deliver components of the Work Plan, and an Internal Project
Control Committee to facilitate and oversee the administration and financing of various projects
and consulting assignments.

» Resourcing—Staff will need to detail the human and monetary resources needed to deliver various
components under the Multi-Year Work Plan. This will form the basis for a multi-year capital
budget to be considered as part of the 2007 Budget and Business Plan.

* Detailed Terms of References—With Council endorsement of the Work Plan under
Recommendation 2, staff will have the authority to commence immediately the process of
engaging outside consultants to develop terms of reference for each of the Building Blocks to be
completed in 2006.

Staff will advise Council in the coming months on the details of the above items and seek the necessary
authority to forge forward with the Multi-Year Work Plan.

Concluding Remarks

With the introduction of the Greenbelt Plan and the Growth Plan and their enabling legislation, the
Province has re-assumed its leadership role in land use planning. Itis time for municipalities to act.
These initiatives, together with the 2005 PPS, now set the stage for Halton to look beyond its current
planning horizon of 2021 to address the complex and myriad planning issues of growth,
environmental protection, future of the agricultural industry, healthy communities and ultimately
quality of life. The proposed Multi-Year Work Plan leading to a Durable Halton Plan is a series of
actions that the municipal Councils in Halton and their communities could take to not only respond to
the Province’s challenge on accommodating long-term growth but also leave a blueprint on land use
planning for generations to come. Hence Recommendation 2.
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Given the central role of this Work Plan and parallel implementation of the Growth Plan that the
Province will be embarking on within the next couple of years, itis important that these two streams of
activities be co-ordinated. Further, as Halton is obviously taking a very aggressive and lead role in
meeting the Provincial planning initiatives, which may break new ground in the protection of natural
resources and approaches to growth management on an inter-regional scale, it is staff’s view that the
Province should be a funding as well as a working partner in this endeavour. Hence Recommendation
5.

FINANCIAL/PROGRAM IMPLICATIONS

Council in approving the 2006 Budget and Business Plan has set aside $300,000 to undertake studies
in response to the Provincial Growth Plan. While staff were aware of the Province’s Growth Plan, it
was still in draft form at the time staff was finalizing the 2006 Budget. Based on the Work Plan
proposed in this report, staff consider that the current budget is sufficient to undertake this year’s
program. As the terms of reference for each of the studies are finalized, staff will report to Council on
any additional funding requirements if necessary. Over the coming months, staff will report on the
Multi-Year Work Plan implications on the future years for incorporation into the 2007 Budget and
Business Plan. In considering the financial resources, staff will be exploring opportunities for
coordination and funding from the Province as many of these initiatives are similar to programs the
Province intends to implement through their sub-area assessment.

RELATIONSHIP TO THE STRATEGIC PLAN

This report and its recommendations will respond principally to Theme A, Managed Growth, of the
Strategic Plan, meeting nearly all goals under that theme. Further, because of their long-term
implications, they also address several key goals under the other Themes: Economic Prosperity,
Services to People and Effective Halton Region. Recommendation 4 proposes that the Work Plan be
considered a priority in the forthcoming 2007-2010 Corporate Strategic Plan.

Respectfully submitted,

- Clieeq

Peter M. Crockett, P. Eng.
Commissioner of Planning and Public Works

Approved by

A. Brent Marshall
Chief Administrative Officer

If you have any questions on the content of this report, please contact:  Jane Clohecy Tel. # 7966
Ho Wong Tel. # 7208
M. K. Cichocki-Beaudry  Tel. # 7206
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Attachment #1

Joint Submission on to PPW15-06

Province of Ontario Planning Document

“Places to Grow—Better Choices, Brighter Future—Proposed Growth
Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe (November 2005)”

by

Region of Halton

City of Burlington

Town of Oakville
Town of Milton

Town of Halton Hills

January 2000

(‘_i} Hallo |

OAKVILLE by

Birlington” AN

HALTOM HILLS
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1 Preamble

This submission has been prepared jointly by the chief planning officials of the
Region of Halton and its four member municipalities: City of Burlington, Town
of Clakville, Town of Milton and Town of Halton Hills {the "Halton Partners™). [k
represents a coordinated response to the "Places to Grow: Better Choices,
Brighter Futures, Proposed Growth Plan for the Greater Golden Horseshoe”,
released by the Ontario Ministry of Public Infrastructure Renewal in November
2005 (the “Proposed Plan”). It also reflects the long-held tradibion in Halton of
the two levels of municipal government working together to integrate their
respechive planning efforts. This submission therefore, represents the common
position of the five jurisdictions; however, each jurisdiction may also address
addibional matters or add emphasis to certain issues through specihe resolutions

of it Council.

Recognizing the importance of the Proposed Growth Plan to the future of Halton
and its residents, Halton Region gave public notice in all local newspapers of the
availability of the Proposed Plan and invited comments from the general public.
The written comments received from the public can be found in Attachment #2
to the staff report PPW15-06. These comments have been taken into account in
preparing this submission. Many of the public comments are thoughtful, specific
and detailed and should be left to speak for themselves without being
generalized into this Joint Submission. For this reason, the Halton Partners urge
the Minister and Ministry staff to take time to review the public comments
carefully to get a sense of the general views and specific concerns of the Halton
public on the Proposed Growth Plan.

Haltan fainf Subwrssan om Proposed G Plan 1 fanuany 2006
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2 Support for the Proposed Plan

The Halton Partmers continue to support the Proposed Growth Flan. It has
incorporated some of the key recommendations put forward in our earlier
submission in April 2005 on the Draft Plan, notably the reduction in scope of the
Sub-Area Growth Strategy (now referred to as Sub-Area Assessment) and the
requirement of a comprehensive review for settlement boundary expansion.
Those are positive changes. As well, the Proposed Plan represents an

improvement over the Draft Plan, more concise yet maintaining its essences.

Together with the 2005 Provincial Policy Statement and the Greenbelt Plan, the
Proposed Growth Plan will provide a workable Provincial framework to guide
long-term land use planning in the Greater Golden Horseshoe region. It should,
however, be underscored that the goal of sustainable and complete communities
for Ontarians cannot be reached through Provincial plans and regulations
alone—it can only be realized through strategic funding, integrated programs,
partnership with the municipalities, support by the general public, and

collaboration of the development industry.

Haltan faint Subeisstan on Proposad Grondh Plan 2 Janmary 2
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3 Outstanding Issues and Concerns

A number of areas in the Proposed Plan are either of concern to the Halton

Partmers or could be improved upon.

Foremost, given its central role in the Growth Plan, the Province should take a
more holistic approach to intensification. It is a time-consuming process that
involves changing attitudes, modifying conventions, and responding to external
factors (e.g. peaking of oil supply). The implications of intensification must be
better understood so that potential barriers can be overcome with the proper
tools, whether in the form of financial incentives (carrot) or legislative changes
(stick). The Province should show leadership by providing the necessary tools to

assist the municipalities in implementing the intensification strategies.

Secondly, it appears that the Proposed Plan has increased the role of the upper-
and single-tier municipalities while greatly reducing that of the lower-tier
municipalities. It is the Halton Partners’ position that the lower-tier should be
consulted in the implementation of the Plan on topics such as the built boundary
and phasing of greenfield development.

Thirdly, growth in the eye of the public generally has a negative connotation:
congestion, pollution, loss of farmlands and green space, higher taxes, etc. This
can be discerned from the public comments listed in Attachment #2 of Staff
Report PPW15-60. To alleviate this, the Plan should take a more proactive role in
protecting the natural resources and environment, by putting such protection
ahead of any settlement boundary expansion, in keeping with the Plan’s theme of
“protecting what is valuable”. This would also help debunk the commaonly held

Halrart foint Submsssion on Proposaf Gromdh Fan 3 fatuary 2005
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view that all the white areas between the Greenbelt and the established
settlernent boundary are to be urbanized.

Finally, in the Halton Partners’ opinion, the Province fails to instil confidence
and raise hope that it is serious about the Growth Plan because of the lack of
details and commitments on implementing the Plan. The momentum of the
Provincial planning initiatives, especially with regard to growth, would be lost if
the commensurate investments in public infrastructure do not follow closely
behind. Perhaps they will come, but are yet to be seen or felt.

Mirlige [oent Submisnion on Propesed Growek Ples 4 fanuwry 2006
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4 Recommendations

With the comments in the last section as the backdrop, the Halton Partners offer
the following recommendations to improve the Growth Plan and its chances of

SUCCESRS:

1. Intemsification and Density Targets—While the Proposed Plan does allows
some flexibility such as letting the municipalities define the boundaries of
the Urban Growth Centres and netting out natural heritage areas in
calculating greenfield development densities, the Province maintains its
Draft Flan position of setting firm intensification and density targets. It is
Halton Partners’ position that the monitoring of intensification performance
should be based not solely on meeting targets but also on the strength and
intent of a municipality’s policies, Council decisions, complementary
programs and initiatives, comparison with past records and other
intangibles.

L. Implications of Intensification—While the Halton Pariners fully support the
thrust of the Growth Plan to promote intensification, there has not been a
comprehensive analysis of its implications: financial, servicing, public
acceptance, compatibility with adjacent uses, co-operation of the
development industry, etc. These implications must be thoroughly studied
and understood for they may present barriers to implementing
intensification. Emphasis needs to be placed on further tools, marketing
programs and complementary actions needed to facilitate the
implementation of intensification strategies required of the municipalities
by the Growth Plan. Indeed, the Halton Partners suggest that, when
engaging the public on their view and hopefully their support for

Haftom lovmr Sadmuission on Proposed Greeatfy Pl 5 lermasiry H6
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intensification, two things should happen: (a) a comprehensive public
education campaign, spearheaded by the Province, on the benefits of
intensification, and (b) general policies on ensuring compatibility and
reducing potential conflicts between intensification areas and adjacent
stable neighbourhoods. Both the public and municipalities would benefit
from such focussed efforts when the intensification strategies are presented

for public consultation. This task should be part of the sub-area assessment.

3. Review of the Built-Up Areq Boundary and Intensification Target—The Halton
Partners recommends some clarification to the language of Section 2.2.3.1 as
it may imply that the boundary of the built-up area is set permanently (in
2006) and for every year after 2015, 40 per cent of the residential growth will
continue to be placed into this fixed envelope. This policy would make
more sense if the Plan clarifies that both the built-up area boundary and the
minimum intensification target are to be reviewed and re-adjusted every ten
years. This not only allows the recently built greenfields, which may very
well contain areas designated for intensification, to be targeted for
inbensification, but also permits upward movement of the target if so
justified.

4. Settlement Area Boundary Expansions—As currently written, the Plan would
permit expansions of the settlement area boundary provided that they
wouild not adversely affect the achievement of the intensification and
density targets. In the Halton Partners’ opinion, the Plan could be more
directive by requiring that a certain threshold of intensification performance
be met before the settlement area boundary is permitted to expand. This
would add incentive for both the development industry and municipalities

to provide a full range of housing.

Hulfon Joint Suberesson o Progosed Gromdh Plan 6 Janmary 0§
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Protecting What [s Valuable—The Halton Pariners recommend to the
Province to strengthen Section 2.2.8.3(f) by requiring that the Sections 2
(Wise Use and Management of Resources) and 3 {Protecting Public Health
and Safety) of the 2005 PFPS be addressed prigr to the municipal
comprehensive review. Those are non-renewable elements that must be
protected for the long term and therefore should be set aside first before

growth can be contemplated in the remaining areas.

Waste Management—While the Halton Partners can appreciate that the
Growth Plan may not be the proper vehicle to address the complex and
looming issue of waste management, the Province must enunciate a clear
strategy in dealing with the management of solid waste and bio-solids in
the Greater Golden Horseshoe as part and parcel of its intent to
accommodate another 4M people in this area. Halton will again underscore
it strongest position to not allow its solid waste management site to become
a convenient short-term solution for waste disposal by other municipalities.

Parallel Legislative Changes—The Plan, in Halton Partners’ opinion, is still
weak in the implementation area. It would be greatly strengthened with
better chances of attaining the desired outcome if the Province makes
commitment in two areas: parallel legislative changes and funding. For
example, changes to the Environmental Assessment Act to streamline
public transit related projects and to the Development Charges Act to allow
funding operation of transit services in newly developed areas and to
stimulate the provision of affordable housing would greatly facilitate

intensification.

Sustained Multi-Year Infrastructure Funding—What separates a good plan

from a great plan is what we do with it. There is nothing more powerful in

Hatiom fout Submission ant Propased Crowth Plas 7 Jamisery 2006
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the case of the Growth Plan than the Province making multi-year
investments in infrastructure that are directed at curbing urban sprawl and
promoting intensification. This has to be fresh and not re-deployed funding
for it to count. It is therefore a strong recommendation of the Halton
Partners for the Province to announce new investments on smart
infrastructure that move us towards the goals and objectives of the Growth
Plan.

9. Building Complete Communities—The Halton Partners fully embrace the
theme of building complete communities in the Proposed Growth Plan,
including the planning and provision of “community infrastructure”.
While the mandate of the Mimstry of Public Infrastructure Renewal may be
focussed on lands, buildings and structures, other Provincial Ministries are
responsible for the delivery of the community services (e.g. health, education
and social services) themselves. The communities will not be “complete”
until the services come hand in hand with the physical infrastructure.
Towards this end, the Province should ensure that the Growth Plan is
supported by and coordinated among all Ministries with adequate funding
to meet the human services needs of the future population in the GGH

region.

10.  Role of the Local Municipalities—The Proposed Growth Plan has made a
significant shift from the Draft Plan in elevating the involvement of the
upper- and single-tier municipalities in both the policy and implementation
areas while excluding the lower-tier municipalities. The Halton Partners
would like to urge the Province to recognize the important contribution of
the local-tier municipalities, being the level closest to the grass-roots, in
setting and implementing policies of the Growth Plan. They should be

Haltan paird Submstssion on Proposes Greeelhl Plan & Iy K6
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consulted on key elements of the Plan such as the built boundary,
intensification strategies, urban growth centres, sub-area assessments,
phasing policies for greenfields, transportation demand management, and
housing strategies.

11, Public Engagement—While Section 5.2.3 commits the Provinece to engoing
consultabion with the public on the implementation of the Plan and
providing key information to the public, there is a lack of details on a
comprehensive communication and consultation program. Judging by the
recent releases of documents, the public in general appears not to be well-
informed nor engaged. The Province will be well served by undertaking
broad-based, more direct consultation with the general public and
stakeholders. The municipalities, accustomed to such grass-roots

engagement, may be able to assist the Province in this respect.

12.  Mapping [ssues—There were two mapping issues pointed out by the Halton
Partners in their previous submission that have not been fully addressed by
the Ministry. One is the “Proposed Intermodal Hub” shown on Schedule 6,
Moving Goods, in the vicinity of Highway 407 and Regional Road 25. The
Halton Partners request that the Ministry confirm that this is NOT the CN
intermaodal facility proposed south of the Milton Urban Area and if so,
provide a clarification as to what this facility is. The other is the designated
seftlement area for employment purposes along the Highway 401 corridor
at the Milton-Halton Hills municipal boundary, which has been in Halton's
official plans since 1999. [is size and shape are quite recognizable even at
the scale of the mapping in the Growth Plan and given the emphasis to
employment lands in the Growth Plan, it should be shown.

Hualban Jainf Submiiinon on Prepessd Gronvl Flan 9 faniny AW
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5 A Made-In-Halton Solution: Multi-Year Work Plan Leading to
Conformity with Provincial Growth Plan

Halton"s commitment to the Growth Plan and its implementation will be
demonstrated by its embarking on a Multi-Year Work Plan that would not anly
bring its municipal official plans into conformity but also lay out a strategy for
planning Halton’s future in an open, transparent fashion by fully engaging the
public and other stakeholders.

This Multi-Year Work Plan, illustrated conceptually in Figure 1, is a successor to
an earlier groundbreaking planning process under the name of Halton Urban
Structure Review (HUSR) in the late 1980°s and early 1990°s. That process led to
a significant expansion of the settlement boundary that has to date been
successfully implemented.

The new Work Plan is an evolution of the HUSR process by taking on a much
longer view of the future for Halton and by subscribing to the premise of
“protecting what is valuable” before accommodating growth. More details on
the Work Plan can be found in Staff Report PPW15-06.

The Halton Partners invite the Province to participate in this Multi-Year Work

Plan, that will support and implement the Provincial Growth Plan in Halton.

Hafioen [odmr Sadmission an Prapesnd Grontk Plas 10 fanany A6
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FIGURE 1

HALTON'S MULTI-Y EAR WORK PLAN RESPOMDOING TO PROYINCIAL GROWTH PLAN
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Respectfully submitted,

/ desy

Jane Clohecy
Director of Planning and Transportation
Region of Halton

Mel lovio
Director of Planning and Development
Town of Milton

% & #---'fv:
Bruce MacLean

Director of Planning
Torwn of Halton Hills

44@4 |

Bruce Krushelnicki
Director of Planning and Building
City of Burlinglon

Peter Cheatley
Director of Planning Services
Town of Qakville
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Public Comments Received on the Proposed
Crrowth Plan (November 2005

—64—

Attachment #2
to PPW15-06



LIST OF COMMENTERS
Reference Mame Municipality/Association Date Page
1 | Best, Colin Town of Milton 1132006 | 3
2 | Beyette, Robert A Campbelviie 142006 | 3 |
3 Christensen, D.E, Georgetown 11972006 _5_ ]
4 Codlin, Fred 1S2006 | 6 |
5 | Dawkins, Fred Acton East Housing Corparation WM220066 | 6
113120086
B Elliott, Norm Acton 1M32006 | 7
7 Friesen, Rick Sheridan Murserias Limited 162006 8
8 Gevaert, Lieven 11 E2008 g
|9 Greb, John ity of Burknglen 12132005 | 14
10 | Grimwood, Michas) Milton Rural Residents Association 1132006 | 15
11 Halton Agriculiural 11206 18
| Advisory Commitbes

{Bart Andrews]
12 Halton Agricultural 12006 19

Advisory Committee

{Peter Lambrick ef afy
13 | Halton Ecological & R

Environmental Advisory

Committes
14 Huigsoon, Marina Town of Miltan i | ?E{I:rﬁ 24
15 Kavassalis, Catherine Toren of Oakville 1M 1306 25
16 Kazimer, Paul 11472006 28
17 | Kennedy, Mark | Acton V2006 | 28
18 | Lediard, Jason Limehouse 119312006 | 29
19 | Marjerrison, Louise Acton VB2006 | 28
20 | McLaughlin, Gary Specirum Renovetions, Townof Milon | 11212008 | 30
21 | Shaver, Hazel | Miton 12006 | 30
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SUMMARY OF COMMENTS & STAFF RESPONSE

Commenter Commants Staff Response
Bast, Colin Proposed Provincial Growth Plan
Town af Millon Recommendalions
1A 2008 Basad on my review of the Provincal Growlh Plan and relaled documents i,
Greenbeli Legislztion, Regional and Local Officzal Plans | have the fallowing Tha fedaral
1. The Faderal gavernment should develop and adopt a long term poputation get five-yaar and
and immigration policy to adapt fo changing demograghics, employment needs | anaual
and hatanced growth needs of e whola courlry. immigration kevels.
2. The Province should adopd semiar immigration policies ag the Provinoe of
Quebec 1o fulfil the province's needs in tems of growth, employment needs and
sefiement projections.
3, The Province review and adopd pobcies similar o U5, States such az [lingks
for the use of forest preserves to preserve greenbel and agricultural lards
arcund the Grealer Torondo Area,
4, Urban boundanes should only b extanded when exsling urban areas ina Staff concurs.
community r2ach a certain minimum for transit and intensification banefils. This is part of the
5. That the proposed Miagara-GTA highway proposal be modifiad fo link with Miagara-to-GTA
Highway #401 instead of #407 to loop north of Highway #4071 around fhe GTA. | comidor EA
&. That the Province changs Official Plan procedures fam every five [5) vears 1o | Ten years is oo
every ten (10} vears ko match the new Greanbell review palicies and reduce the | long for OP
| workigads an local and regional planning staffs who ofien cannol keep up with Feview, in staffs
| thee many chanpes within a five year lerm, Opanion,
7. That the Ministry of Education review school construction policies in order o
have possible municipal and builder conslruction and leass back arangemeants
dunng the construction of new home aneas.
8. Thal the Province adapl i's own Official Plan for the whale province that afl
municipal plans can be co-ordinated with and clearly state provincial policies in In effect, the:
one document for urban and rural land use and o reduce the need for the usa of | DoWi Plan is the
Ontarie Municipal Board hearings regarding planning propasals. Province's ‘0P,
Beyetts, Robert A. | As posed to &l of you in Movember 05, copaed 1o you in eardy Dacember 05 and
Campoelhville agan now via this (aftached) letler o the editor pubished in a recent
1 Georgelown Independent edition, | once egain ask you to openly publish what
14/2006 the Region's pians are to deal with our huge and growing growth problem as | 11 Proposed
flagged in Ervironmental Commissioner Gordon Miller's latest report where he m"_j’rear WI.'.!I‘E
clearly articulgtes that our Unchecked growth problem unless addressedand | F1an is Halton's
curbed, is aiming us towards cerain dsaster, “ﬁmﬁ:ﬁ“‘ﬂ':p&
Since Nowvember whan my first arliciefatier was published in one of our local pm:nmﬂ Growth
papers and even more recently wih [is bes! letter being published, I've been Plan

getting quite a few emails and phone calis from Halton wide rasidents eager to
haar if I've recaived a reply from the Region yat, Please understand that | have
1o conlinuously say to folks that as my letter says: "Wilh no reply recehed yat, |
can only suggest that if cur ragional council cant or won' address this important
issue on our behalf, then ‘unbndled growth’ needs o be an isses for us, the
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wolars”. Staff would ba
Though fve seen Halion Region's adverlisements in our local papers where you | Pleasad lo send a
want 1o hear our views re: the Proposed Provinial Growth Plan, you ask for copy of the Plan
comments by January 13, 2008 which is near o impossible, Living in rural by courier if so
Halton with no access o high-speed dal-up, trving fo look & the province's requested.
growih plans has not been possible
Trying b keep if very simple and that you have many well paid planners on staf, | *Prolacting wha is
| again ask you this simple question: valuable™ priar 1o
To Halton Region Counal, 38 cur élacted rapragentabves. how da you intand to urban expansn
deal with Ervirgnmental Commissionar Gordon Miller's 'atest repor whene he represents
clearly ariculates that our unchacked grawth problam unless addressad and Hallon's
curbed, is aiming ws towards cerain de astar? PespOnSE.
What is region's plan for growth problam?

Georgatown Independent - December 24, 2005
Dear editor,
Recantly I've askad Halton Ragion Council how, s our raprasantatives, they
infersd to deal with Environmental Commissionar Gordan Miller's lales] repor
where ha dearly arficuiales that our unchacked growth problam uriess
addressad and curbed, 15 aiming us lowards cenan disaster. The b
. ' BNSWES 5
Specific questions asked: question depends
1. To whal degree can cergin regions in Onierio, especially southern Ondanio, how the growdh is
suglain and assimilate this relatively unchecked growih? being managed,
Wumeraus studies
2, Wiy aren we talking about the ramifications? have addressed
the ramifications
of growth but it is
increasingly a
glabal issue (p.g.
& comprehensive
Peview Can be
found in L.R
Brown, “Plan B—
Rescuing & Planet
Linder Strass and
& Civilization in
Troudhle™)
Staff does not
3. Wiy 0o devel fre rBin? sgred v b
Wiy apers get fres rein i
The Growih Plan
will address how
developmend
shouid izke placa
The Ointario
- planning sysiem is
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Commentor Comments Staff Response
4. Why aren't the planning niles stranger 1o profect the enviranment? basedon
| In his anmual repor o Queen's Park, Commissiones Miber slaled that with our h““”“'“? w
flawed planning systam we ane continuously andangaring Ontaria's wildife, i
foresls and water, and thal becauss of this we are forever posing a emergani gnmmmﬂalnm
threal to our own heafth and Iving standards oo, Within his tabled report, Mr, | ‘Merests. Ha
Mibler poirded out that developers appear 1o always gat free rein over "‘Em“‘
environmental rules fhat were meant lo safeguard our sustainability, Who's 2 ﬁmﬂ'
driving our futura? o
position, &3 we
have done in the
pasi.
The GTA
For instance, within the Greater Toronlo Area Mr. Milker pointed out that we haye | 50R0MY, “mfg’
difficutty growing enaugh food and finding adequate snargy |ust to meet the mu‘"
needs of ioday's fow milion ctizens, 50 how are we possibly aver going 1o cope [l ey
with the govammant's projectad eight million people slated for the fulure™ To axports cariain
i, (% e asking for mone people bo join us on the Tlams, just afler she hil e m and
icaterg, Who gets the short-tarm benefit and who gets the longdenm pan? Are | S&7vices while
we thal foolish? aporiing olrees:
i A DrOVInGE O 3
Bir. Miller's concize obsenvations and grounded concem adds much urgency o city-region can
our everdoudaning wake-up call. He experlly acknowledpes we've @ senous and | naver be seff-
growing shortage of farmiand, doclors, hospitals, elecincity and an increasing sufficient in all
searcity of oil and gas supplies. With all this, if appears we've 8 major disaster | goods and
looming that needs focused attention, nght now.... notlater. IFthere everwasa | cpnvices. To
time for implementing sustainable development iniliatives., it's fruly now i make our
With no reply recaived yet, | can only suggest that if our regional council can'l or | communities more
wan't address this impartant issue on our behaff, then ‘unbridied growth’ needs | sustainable, we
ko be an ssue for us, the volars. | need to adjust our
| ifestyle and kand
use patlamns along
fhe Ene of the
Growdh Plan,
Christensen, D.E. | Unforfunately | have not had the opportunity 1o read the Ministry Proposed
Georgetown Growih Plan for Greater Golden Horseshoe but would appreciate this
opportunity 1o express my personal views, particulady as i relates to the
12006 desperals need in the Georgetown part of Hation Hills for affordabile two
bedmom bungalow, sngle car garage, condominivm mainienance howsing.
Approwimately four, maybe five years a developer proposed just such type of Affordeble
! housing on progerty bordering the 10th Sideroad towards Winston Churchill housing is part of
5 Road. This proposal was made publicly in St. Bridgids audlorium on a Saturday | the proposed
{ morméng, wel atlendad both by seniors of interest a2 well as membars of our intensification
gdmin slaff. stralegy in the
Growih Plan,

Although many did then and still hoped would mature,

Of course oul trofbed the usual delay tactic reganding shorage of water along
with threats of ihe big pipe. Hemorous when one tinks of this fime wom
Nesponse,

Maverhaless various groups oared in with the need of a golf course (no mention

— 68 —




Commenter Comments Stalf Rasponse
of the free water) and the subsect quietened down and has since been forgotien | = =]
by ihe edminisiration of Georgatawn.

Mevertheless the area is now being used for vanous types of large nousing
types — | refer o them as maximum 3 retumn for minimem lend use stylas,
A few months ago a representative from the provinge amived and &1 a reguiar l
council meeting advised publicly the council and the residents who may have Thes might have
besn in aftendance as well as the television audience of which | was one, that | been a private
afthough the official plan had been completed the council would have to ogen it | Proposal, as fhe
up and use green space set eside for ecological reasons to provide for another | Region sets fimn
50,000 cilizens n the nexd few years. This is on tand south of the 101h Sideroad | Urban boundanias
o Steales Avenue between Winston Churchill and Highway 25 and a proposal
Mo mention of waler here, WEn fﬂm's would
It seems thal whenever there is an expression of housing for seniors thal is comgrehenshe
inferpreted as meaning high rise of some such sor - afiordable or not. rEviEw,
This atfitude flows from the principle of maximum tax retumn for minimum land
usa, Led the developers {ell us whal we need, Haltan Counc
Examing from hene o Windsor and most commiunities bebwsen and vou will ind | jas cormeritlad (o
affordable housing for semors n abundance, producing a
| would wery much appreciate knowing why when fhere is a growing nesd for Comprenensive
affordable 2 bedroom, single car garage, condominium mainlenance, why Housing Strategy
seniors ang required o leave his community to fulfil our needs. that will address
| hawe been befora Council an this issue and know thers is posilively no inerest E‘; "’I ”I I;’mm
whatsoever. [Ewill be inleresting lo know whal dumper this request falis info. including those far
SEnieTs

Codlin, Fred i am righting Lo veew my inberest on growth |, | was bom and raised in mallon on &

/52006 farm and watched malton grow from e big fire on dermy rd and on, here is even
a streal namad afier my family thene but for how long i do not know? my thought
& if i had o move out of malton to escape urban growih then it look's ke § will
rnnwrgagam wehwmtuﬂupaumewhmq??hfsmnkarthlmT? |

Dawking, Frid There i no doubt that the Province inlends Hallon Region io ebsoh very

Acton East Housing significant population growth over the next 25 years. This is inevitable. Given the

Comparation pressure that comes with the need for &n expanding population growih in the

21006 & GTA and fhe statad intent o have very significant growth in Morth Haflon in bodh

I Georgatown and Milton, 1l is inconceivable that the Town of Acton should be

13312006 wirtually frozan dunng the same period. Acton is the only urban area in the
Region thal has bean censtrained fo the point that il cennot provide the critical
miass ko support a full range of bagic commercial and social services. For years
the lack of growih in Acton was atfributed 1o a lack of demand. The tith is that a | Acton will see
twenty-year dispute over who should get the available servicing capacity modest growth in
ansured that thera was no supply 1o test e market interest in Acton. The the future as
SEMVICING capacly iIssue remains a salvable engineenng challkenge nol a fimitesd by itz
liméation carved in sione. As the President of Aclan East Housing Corporation, || groundwater and
have been very active since 1992 in pursuing development in Acton. The log- stream-basad
jam was Snally broken through in 2002 with the regstration of the first phase of SEMVICING Syshem,

aur plan of subdvision. Within bes years over TOD homes were sold, bull and

‘occupied in a community that had a population of 7,000 people. As a resull there

as vl &5 185 robe

being part ofthe |
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Elliott, Norm
Actan
111372006

has baan a parallel growth of commercial services making fhe community a
more comglale urban area - more complete but far from complete. There i an
undaniabie nead for a larger population o allow additional and fundamental
sanices o expand, The amazing {ake-up rate in Acion between 2002 and 2004
has not bean fully eonsiderad in the Official Plan Reviaws of either the Region or
the Town of Halton Hiks. No-one is confemplating the fype of growth for Acion
that 5 baing projected and virtually forced wpan Mitton and Geargatown
However | implore the Regmon of Hatlon not to freeze Acton yet again, We have
alraady endured such a fraeze babwean 1882 and 2002,

The Region and the Town of Halon Hills shauld include a recommandation o
the Province in their mubual response o ihe Proposed Provincial Growth Plan
which emphatically confirms that there iz a definite need 1o intlude adegquate
provizion allowing Acton ko expand, grow and achieve iU's basic neads o
become & vibrani urban area unio it's own ght. | respecifully reguaest that the
Region suppoded by the Town does exactly thal. Recantly the editor of the
Acton Tanner referred bo 2004 and H005 a5 a period during which he watched
“the community finalfy get new ke after two decades of paralysis®, This is not an
aversialamant. He also stalad that "if smaler communities are o be self
sustaimng they musl have some elbow room,” Just as plans for the larger urban
areas io abso papulation growth are crilical ba the Provincial Growih Plan so
sl be the legibmate inlerests of smaller urban areas, This concem based
upon valid needs is based antirely on logc and obvous nead, Mo ofher urban
area in Halton Region has been allowed Lo wither on the vine. | rust hat the
Faglon will recognize the fBimess and legilimacy of tiz vany real need and
include a saund recommendabon regarding the expansion of the Actan Urban
ared in it's response ko the Province

Somy for the added fhought:

However in summary Acion is the only area in the Region that has a genuine
nesed 1o grow 1o alow i 1o mature and i is the only area in the Region for
which thene i no growth strategy.

Thank you for your consideration of our concems

| 50 thatl i will

Slaff Response

Couniryside undar
thi Provincial
Gresnbed Plan.
Linder thal Plan,
appropriate
planning and
BOOMNTIE
development
approgches will
e wsed o
maintain the
vitality and
characer of Actan

continue &
funclion as a
small et viable
ural community in
the countryside of
Halton.

S

: -WHRMWWIM commend fnom the uh;:el-w;:fHalm Fegion about the

proposed Provincial Growih Plan. My comments will be focused on the
community of Acton, or Ward One within tre Town of Halton Hills

Firsl of all, permil me o introduce mysell. | was bom in the Town of Aclon in
1844 | have livad iy entire life in Acton. Far forty years, | have been a
homessner and taxpayer n Acton. by wile and | have raised hres children in
this community, and have supported all theae of them in oblaining post-
secondary university degrees,

| sarvad as a local counaltar in Acton from 1870 1o 1873, when Ragional
Govemment amved. I 1985 | was elected 1o Halon Hills Councl and served
continuoushy urtil the year 2000, This infomation i3 provided in order b lend
some credibility 1o my perceplions reganding Acton with respect fo the Places by
Grow Act, and most spacifically. the Greenbell Plan

Development virtually stopped in Ackonn the mid sevenlies kollowing the
buildout of the Bovis and Kingham subdivisions. While cevelopment continued
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“Agricultural Community Developmend Fund®, but according to Halton Region
staff this has a budget of only $17,000, and is only for voluntary and youth
agnculiured societies. MWone of it & for any agriculbural oparator iksel

Commentsr Comments Staff Response
in the rast af Hallon and sumounding areas in Peel, the community of Acton
slagnated due o severs provincigd constraints on water and EEWADE Capacily,
Eventually, in the early nnetias, landowners in the eas! of Aclon were granled a
Municipal Board Hearing in an attampt to provide a modest alacation to the
vangus landowners for residential and commercial development.
That hearing genarated the kargast expansion of Aclon in thidy years, and lead
1o the foflowing quote from Acton's Mew Tanner newspager “Construction of new
homes and businessas reached their zenilh afler years of speculaion and
changed the face of the town, revitalizing commerce and creating a new Given the
business climate.” January 05, 2006. mnuqnmﬂ
Certainty the foregoing was the souwrce of much cptimism, bul we now seem o mmnrrﬁ.me
be faced withthe specie of another development reeze i Ackon, due forthe | GUCP
imposition of the provingal greenbef plan, which effectvely closes the window capacity of 10,000
of opportunity for growth for 10 years, Concems aboul waler and sewage palmmn i”'m
capadity can be resolved. just as they wera during the previous growth intanal. ﬁﬁ;’;h ba
It seems totally counterproductive for govemment o encourage the substantial | significantly
growt of immigration, much of which will inevitably setle in the GTA and al the | changed unless
| same time, effectively rule out tha logscal, albed proporionatety modest ihere is spme
expansion of an exsting wban area thal desires fo grow. In facd, at least one of break-through in
the: local developers who was nstrumental in making the recent growth a reality | tachnology.
iz currently intarestad in continuing that mamentum. Acton, however,
Where does Acton stand? Our local planning department confirms thal thera js | Wil continue ko
nothing in the Hafton Hills Official Plan current review that relates i growtn in | benefit from
Acton, The Greenbelt Plan has frozen Acton's boundaries. The Provina is modest growin.
asking for input from citizens within the GTA and Geiden Horseshos anea about | 54ay vikal and
where 1o locats the inevitable population growth. My farvent requestis forthe | Maintain ils
Region of Hatlon, in concert with the Town of Halton Hills ko ensure that my historic charm and
concems, which are shared by, in my opinion, the majarity of Aclon residents, characler as a
are addressed in the Regions respanse fo the Province, _small cormmunity
Please make a case for fhe inclusion of Acton in the plans for fulure growth. de!nn;:E
Please ensure that the possibility of sustainable development in Acionis ot~ | “OwWYSide.
prevented by the nflexble interpretation of the greenbell plan. Please give the
people of Acton a reason to maintain the spirit of optimism that blossamed in the
past few years. Please ensuna that the Region of Hallon fruly represants all of
it constituants,
Friesen, Rick The Growsh Plan has failed 1o provide the agricultural industry within the
Shandan Nurserias | Greenbelt actess to any support ihat was promised as part of fhe Greenbelt Thesa corcems
Limited legislation.  There is no informalion available for suppent, and according to the will need 1o be
VIB12008 Reqgion of Halton staff, there i no support pragrams (that they are aware of) addressed as pan
1 am aware of $25M being budgeted 1o advariise the greenbelt existence and of tha Mult-Year
benafits, bid | cannod find a single program, from any kevel of govemmend, that | Wark Plan in the
has been created Io help ensure financial stability and viability for agriculiure as first year dealing
part of this greenbelt activity. with the future of
It is interesting that Halton Region Growth Ptan website has a identified an mm n
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In other words, thers has been a completa fadure to deliver what has been
promisead,

Gavaert, Lieven
Tomwn of Milion
11642006

Places lo Grow Halton document jan 2006

A. Background

The province has declared that Places to grow < a panacea that wil
|usty the greenbelt act, that will justily the govemmental philosophy of urban
densiheation, that will justify environmental fiendliness and cleaner air for al
Ontarians, thal is so prized by all Ontarians, that wil justify the principles laid out
in the greanbelt act, that will justify the etemal presanvation of Farmland in the
greenbelt anea.

The overwhelming majority of the urban population wigorously
supporied the provincial initiative 1o bring the Greenbelt Act. The onily concarmed
slakeholders were a small minority of landowners that would be greenbelted.
This is the past, and thare is no recourse to be heard as parl of the Acl,

The province sokl the greanbalt act as the First twin® with the Places o
Grow acl becoming the "second twin®. Now is the Eme for the citizens that wil
be affected by the Places to Grow Act to siep up 1o the plate and for the good of
the society allow the densification of urban areas to start and 1o connue, for al
the good reasons geven in both acts.

Thare must be no NIMBY] Mot In My Backyard] excuses by anyone 1o
be affected by the Places o Grow acl.

In fact there should be a pride present in the hearts of all urban residents to be
abée 10 contribute 1o planning and opbmization of immigration for the naxt
tecades whilst minimizing the adverse affects of increased population density
that will acour by that same immigration.

As all residents of Ortano have so often stated [cheaner air, clean water, public
transportation, afordable housing, saving of farmland, no Yleapirogging” | better
utfization of infrastructura], their wish must now be fully granted. Now is the
opportunity 1o accept action plans thal will opbimize the good attributes so dearty
prayed for, whilst 2t the same time accepting the proposed immigration over the
nest few decades.  Atamaives such as placing immigrants in unbuiit
nontamming areas afe a non starles > | is morally and politically wrong 1o force
immigrants info areas where they do nol wish o go.

Thernefore the Places to Grow act and philosaphy must be translated inlo

provincial and municipal regulations which are fiendly to bogh the Gresnbalt Act
and the Places 1o Grow Aot
8. Responss Melhod,

My resspanse will not deal with the detads and minutia of he PPWSTO5
report. Instead it will deal with the summany commants and recommend the
action t be taken based on the provincial philosophy of the “twin” acts, My
comments on PPWET-05 will point oul the discrepancies with the Acts and make
recormmendations on haw 1o follow the Acts.
> Recommendations

1. Recommend removal of this statement  [P4 unique and high quality

agncultural land)

[Mode: PPWST-05
is & Hallon staff
rapart prepared in
Apeil 2005 on e
Joint Subrmigsion
to Bhe: Province an
the Draft Growth
Plan dated

| February 2005
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Staff Response

2 Racommend that the irnplumrlia_ﬁnnh dmt_lqu.iry geograghically,
with no exceptions based on the hue and cry of local residents wanting
MNIMEY

3. Recommend that the effects of assumplion affors on immagration and an ratio
differences from the assumed rabio be calcutated and presented publicly within
the next & weeks

4 Recommeand that the error hands be used to calcutate the effects on the plan

5. Recommend thal there be no exempled | discriminalory areas within each
fower tier povernment, 5o that parceived anti NIMBY injusticas be transpaorted to
olher araas within the lower tier municipal govemments] Milton, Halton Hills,
Oakvilie, Burlinglon]

&. Fecommend also that any sentences and commaents that smack of NIMBY
injusfices be delatad from the report.

T.Recommend thet the unique arealdesign comments be removed from this
SLmmary,

8. Recommend thal requlations be put in place, within the next 3 months so fhat
there will be no elilis! seqregation on which areas racaive or not receive the
densification requirements, and 50 thal dersification s spread equally across
each municipality

8. Fecommend fhat unigue area comments be removed from the document

10 Recomemend that * appears |o * be ramovad and that in fact the Draft Plan
endorsa heartily the even distibution af intensification throughout the entire area
of the mumicipality, and throughout aach lower tier government [Milon, Halton

Hills, Budington, Oakwille]

11, Recommend hal a5 previously recommended there be equalty and no
exceplions in densificalion areas
12. Recommend thal the timing be reviewed and extended so that the servica
has & greater opporunily i be financally self sufficient
13, Recommend that bylaws that affect negatively the potential for more
affordable housing be reviewed and modified, | such is nof initiated within 3
moniths, the govemmant should wrile regulations that include the speedy
implemantation of such review and change implamentation of "non frendly o
affordabls housing” bykaws
14. Recommend that altematives be explored and initiated | with regulation if
necessary, io give a better opportunity 1o local food producers. HAAL may be a
bady that could make recommendations
15. Recommend (hat it 15 made chear thal the wiban boundaries are fixed and
are non appealable

16. Recommand that the pubke has an opportunity 1o input, %o be listened to and
1o bz heard.

17. Recommend iha! the greenbelt act be reviewad for boundary setling based
an sCience,

0. Commants.

1. Preamble. Mo comments

Hallon has atways
takan this
approach o urban
boundary. Recent
changes i
Iegiskabon prohibit
prevate
amendmenis io
change urban
baundaries.
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Ehmrrmm Staff Response
2 Hafion's Prewsous Comments. No comement
I Nmion and Guiding Principles
a. "unique and High quality agricultural land" (g4
Basad an scientific evaluation of the land, the bas! land was exempled from the
greenbelt acithe “white pearl necklaca” ] and the marginal kand was ncluded in
the greenbell act Recommend removal of this statemant
b. summary #1 P5.  Agree with summary 1, especially with the |ast santance.
Recommend that the implementation be done equally geographically, with | The margin of
no exceptions based on the hue and cry of local residents wanting NIMBY. | errors in fhe
C." As a result the forecasts may be slignily on the high side’P8 | growth foracastis
What is the ermor bars that have been used for the assumptions of growth? will mod likely
What effect will that have on the densification of the present urban areas? What | change thase
effact will the industrial, commersialiresidental ratio difierance from the paramelers

assumad rabio have on ressdential texation. T

Recommend that the effects of assumption errors on immigration and
on ratio differences from the assumed ratio be calculated and presanted
publicly within the next 6 weeks

. summary #2 P9 Agrea with summary #2, hawever the margin of ermors
of say +- 15 % need 1o be calcuiated and presented 1o the public at the time the
assumplions of immigration growth are made.

Recommend that the error bands be used to calculate the effects on
the plan.

& * It should, however, ba noted that there might be certain areas within a
riwnicipakty wilh ungue designs thal may nol achieve the 50 persons .. P11

Thiz slatemend iz 3 guaranies thal MIMBY will becoms the walch word . ®
Dengify elsewhera but nod in my neighbomood” The precedents ane (oo
numenus 1o mention, and they will be based on “owr neighborhood |8 wnique”
whilsd in fact the real reason | real or perceived] will be™ my housing valus will
drop”™ .This is an unacceptable reason. It is ime that urban residents accept
thair ragponslily o change thair mindsel fram & narrow, unchantable, *I'm &l
right Jack” attituda, to one of accepting the growth and accepting the
responsibiliies thal go along wih the good things so desired from the n Placas
to Grow and Greenbelt acls

The local MIMBY aflitude will shifi the parceived concems to another area,
This ks urfair b the other area. There must be no discriminalon on where the
*gafa” areas ane from the areas to receve the benalits of the Places 1o Grow Act
densification. The densfication must be applied sgually across the lower bers 50
that the upper ter densification targels are achieved

Recommend that there be no exempted , discriminatory areas within
each lower tier governmant, so that perceived anti NIMBY injustices be
transported to other areas within the lewer tier municipal governments]
Milten, Halton Rills, Dakville, Burlington]

Recommend also that any sentences and comments that smack of
HIMBY injustices be deleted from the report.

[ Bwmmary #3

11
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Ag stated above, Unique areas that would benafil of not having io be in
concert wilh the provingial and regional densification reguiations, need to be
removed fram this summany, The last Bne © on a site speciic” basis neads to be
removed. All residents should share equally in the so desired dansification
policies and reguliation

Recommend that the unigue area'design comments be removed from
this summary.

Recommend that regulations be put in place, within the next 3 months
that there will be no elitist segregation on which areas receive or not
recueiva the densification requirements

3. P13 “without drastically changing the character of the ,,,” The definition of
“drastic” will provoke & kol of stalling because of the NIMBY philosophy that
eome rasidents may wish bo receive

Recommend that unique area comments ba removed from the document

h. P13 * The drafi Plan appears to contemplate (he even distribution of
infensification throwghowd the entire urban area of the mumsipality®

Recommend hal * appaars to * be removed and that in fact the Draft Plan
endorse heartly the evan distribution of inbensification throughout the entine area
of the municipality, and throughout each lower tier governmend[Milton, Halton
Hills, Burlington, Cakvile]

i. P13 " local and regional municipalities. ......are good candidates for
intensification and those that are not” If Science and not NIMBY is used to
identity areas of densification there are very few if any candidate areas
that should not receive the opportunity of densification. In the interest of
fairness, all urban residents should have the opportunity of densifying so
that the good things which thay want as given in the bwo Acts can be
realized.

Fecommend that as previously recommended there be squalty and no
exceplions in densification areas.

j- P14 summary #4 The last line seems to indicate other action “in lieu
af"

Recommend fhat as previously recommended there be equality and no
excaplions in densification areas

k. P16 Summary 5 Why are gravel pits [aggregate resources] so
elevated and exempted from the document? Aggregate resourcing does
nof meet the environmental standards and objectives enunciated in the
draft plan and in the twao acis.

I. summary #6 The CN modal proposal is states as being unacceptable in
the draft report. This smacks of NIMBY. | would have liked to see an
alternative in the draft report, in keeping with the summary #5. | do agres
with the notion of a non elected body having the power to undermine the
municipal planning vision. While this is not part of the draft plan, the issue

of non citlzen responsible agencies and commissions needs to be

reviewed and broughl democratically in line. The originators of such
agencies and commissions need i modify the mandales of these non I
elocted creatures so that there is greater citizen input in their make up and |

The Provinge
does have special
provisions for
aggragats
MESOL0E
FECogRizing itz
imporiant role in
building and in
ECONGMIC
progparty.
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in their raison d'etre.
Recommend is secondary to this draft response and is given in the
previous paragraph,
I. P20 summary 87. Why only the first 3 years of operation?
Recommend that the timing be reviewed and exdended so thal the senvice
has a gresates opportunity bo be financially self sufficient. |
m, P22 summary 8 Affordable housing is a very elusive concept, One | o 0rdary sutes
way of improving the possibility of affordable housing is by reviewing the | *'® %%
bylaws that would open up afferdable housing opportunities, such as ﬁ; :EHQ‘." " as! E'Ie
finished basement apariments, granny flats, ability to sever underused lots mmm

to densify present urban locations. The solutions are at hand; we need to
think where we have not thought before; we need to modify the bylaws
that used to sarve us well so that we can meat the new requirements of
greater population, greater immigration, and meet the two acts[greenbeit,
places to grow.]

Recommend that bylaws that affect negatively the potential for mone affordabia
howsing be reviewed and madified. | such is not iniiated within 3 months, the
government should write requiations thal include the speedy implemendation of
such review and change implemantation of “non friendly to affordable housing”
bylaws.

n. P23 As previously stated, the definition of "valuable agriculiural lands™
is scientifically incorrect when looking at the majority of greenbelted land.
The recommendation has been made praviously

o, summary # 8 P24. The question of local food supply is a nice thing fo
talk about, but in reralith is only words becauss it has no teath to modify
the market place. The majority of consumaers in southern Ontario buy
based on price, not on food origin, Wers the population of Ontarde to truly
want local food, then they would be prepared to pay for it through a food
tax on all food, with the proceeds going toward the sustainability of
greenbalted and other farmers. There should also be a green payment for
any real or percelved benefit that the urban population sees by keeping
farmers greenbelted and property resiricted.,

Recommend that alternatwves be explored and initialed , with regulation if
necessary, b give a betler opporunity fo local faod producers. HAAC may be a
body that could make recommendations,

p. P27 * and the delineation of the boundary of urban growth centers” |
disagree with tha implication of future urban boundary delineation, The
boundaries have been set in the greenbelt act, and are non appealable.,
Hence the implication of boundary changes is a wrong impression and
should be removed

Recommend that it is made clear that the whan bomndaries sre fixed and are
non appeakable |

q. P30. summary # 12 The greenbelt has defined the urban growth
boundaries. With the extreme importance of saving farmland, gedting local
food and the urban perception that this is good for them, there should be
na addifions 1o the urban boundaries. This is why a densification of

I3
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Commenter E‘mnwnts Staff Response
greater than 40% should be contemplatad, or that other measures to
stabilize the population should be contemplated.
Recommend that no swch amendment be sel fordh and if se fordh that the
provincial government nod agre to such amendment for the reasons given in thi
greenbell acl, and ofher acts,
r. P33 summary#14 | disagree with the communication process, because it
is parceived as a * show and tell process”, and not a citizen inpul and listenad to
ProGess.
Recommend that the public has an apportunity to input, to be listened to
and to be heard.
5. summary £ 15 P34 The greanbeft act should be updated its premises are
not based on scence. It should be revisited nod only fior the concems raised
Summary 15, which are lagtimate, but also for the emars made by not following
proper scientific principhas and data.
Recommend that the greenbelt act be reviewed for boundary sefting
based on science.
Greb, John Cormment #1 Those lines &
City of Burington | Ree sub-Section 3.2.4 5] and Schedule &: Clearly, the two *Future Goods concaptual. The
1211312005 Movement Coridors shoukd not be shown separated as two dotied nes, it | Meed and
570uld be one confinuous dotted line which includas the four westery alignmenl of the
municipaliies shawn in the GGH, As currenily shown, an implcaion could ba | ”ESH’H?'G”"
drawn that the farmer *Mid-Peninsula Highway” proposal is stil live in the | comidar will be
thraugh the on-
going EA process,
Comment #2
Ra nn-SaI-clim 3_.2.5.5- if an exisfing raa:dum rﬂsﬂwmﬂtermpﬂ disrupted | o necessarily.
by a pa_nhltlaj ml_ruEfElI exbrackon quamy in ther vicinity does this permitisd wil still reguire a
extansion of services apphy? Regional Offiial
Plan amendment
Commeant #3
Re sub-Saction 4.2.3.1. Will the Minister of Public Infrastructure Renewal be The csted policy i
added to the environmendzl assessment review cumently underway for bao redated io & long-
quarnes in rural North Burdington and in rural Cadisle and, if s0, in what capacity | term sirategy
1o approve or nol apgrove each prcess? The subject two
quarry
applications are
undear tha
Aggregate
Resources Act, for
which the Minister
of Matural
Comment #4 Resources is
Re sub-Section 4.2.4 1d)iv. Todate, the gladng neglact on the part of the City of | "8Sp0rsibe.

Toronio by address ihe long-term 2alulion 1o their salid-waste problem and, o
this point, the dereficion of duty on the part of fe Onlario Govarnment 1o force

14
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their solution, is shamelul in the extreme. No Ontario municipal lkandfill shoukd
b= forced fo accepd Toronta's waste should their current disposal sfes be lost, Staf concirs.
Ganeral
Other than the above, the management of future growth of the GGH, as oulined
in thes Rapoet, shows a clear wilingness o provide this region with a clear focus
on siralegies 1o be implemented in order o manage in an organized and
accaptable manner. . the Govemmant & b be commended.

Grimwood, Michael | Preamble: Populabon growth should be distributed across the Province, nat

\illon Rural allowed by concentrale in a smaf arsa such as the Greater Golden Horseshoe

Residanis (GGH). Concentration in the GGH is unsustainable in the long term due to the

Associalion inevitable adverse and destructive impacts of extreme levels of pofiutan,

V32006 permanent destruclion of quality agnoultural land. societal failures (2.9, violent
crime, povarty, underemployment) which even now appear fo be intractable, and
gconomic fragility.
The old adage - "don? put 2l your eggs in one basket - appies. The hislorical
record is liflered with the debris of catastrophically failed sociefies which
kallowed the sren call of concantration of popalation. Inevitably, this
conceniration has led to more complex problerns requiring mone complex and
closer integration and inter-depandence of a myriad of sensoes and 'solutions’.
The bresakdown of a few of these services or solutions, aven of a lemparary
nature, has an uncontrofabla cascading effect on the whole system because of

| the inter-dependencies, many of which are not even recognized, let alone There | ths

understood, countertalance
Consider the severe impact of the relatively minor natural occurrance af wiewpoint that city-
hurricane Katrina on the supply of gasoline and o products, an impact due FEQION IS @ More
moslly 1o the concentration of refineries in the affected area. Consider further the | efficient form of
havoc brought on by the SARS outbreak on Toronbo and environs - the existing | urbanization as it
concentration of population in Cnlanag reducas
Governments and polificians are unable o efiectively address the environmental E:;Emm”
dalerioration and societal falures that right now are lnked 1o the existing o ’ﬂmﬂ:
population eoncantration practica; a 50% increase in population will create aven 3 e
sironger stresses and widening gaps and fractures, inw“f and
The Milton Rural Residents Association (MRRA) supports sustainable growth 10 | aconamies of
ansure thal quality of life wil improve for a8 residents. and supports ‘sharing the | sealein the
waallt' wilh prm'lﬂh disénbution of pﬂ-pdflliﬂﬂ. COMMEnoe, ||'ﬂ.|ﬂ.|'!|| and d.lm nrm
resources across the Prevince. The MRRA daplores government taking the hah | and services

risk path of centralizing resources and eccnomic sectors, and concentrating
population, into the GGH

Notwithstanding the differing, broader, and more sustanable and inclusive view
the MRRA holds for the necessary growth strategy for Ontanio, the MRRA offers
ihese specific comments on Places To Grow [PTG) sirategy proposed by the
Provincig! government in the spinit of collabaraiive and cobeclive decision-

| miaking.

Specific Comments: PTG palicies must be regulations to which municipalibes
and other inferests [commercial, industnal developmental) must adhene and be
hald accountable; PTG policies must not be seen or treated as guidelings by
Provincial government ministries, departments and agenches. Policies must be

15
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enforceable and enforced,

Secl. 4.2.2 - Primi Agricultural Areas - para 3 and 4 - shousd read
Municipalities, govemment agencies, ministies and deparfments are mquinsd Lo
(3} maindain { (4) establish ..._.... (Reason: Encouragement is not enough, there
must be & requirement and it must apply to all lavals of governmment. We have
als0 seen examples where government agences [consanvation authorifies,
Miagara Escarpment Commission) have made unfrendly and unsupportive,
| reslrictive decisions relating to agriculture! practices)

Sect. 2.2.3 - General Intensification - para. Te - remove the word *genarally®
and replace with “must” (Reason - intensificalion areas by definition should have
higher popufation densities than surounding areas. f minimum density in an
intengification area i oo low vis-a-is surrsunding areals), it should be
increased)

Sect 2.24 - Urban Growth Cenres - para. 4 - add “Individus! communify wrban
growth centre boundanas (whether the communily is part af an upper- or single-
tier municipally) may nof exceed curmend wrban boundanss as confaimed in
exling official plans wilhout review amd approval by the Ministry of Public
infrastructure Renewal and approval by the communify resigential poputalion
throwgh a public refarendum.’ (Reason - some municipabiies may arificially
reduce growlh cenlra boundarnies in an aliempt o resinict
intensification/densification araas, and increasa opportunities o expand inbo
designated greanfield aneas)
Seci 2.2.8 - Gefllemend Area Boundary Expansgion [SABE) - ady redquirement
that all SABE be submitied fo the municipal electorate for approvalirmfusal by
way of referandum piar fo any implemendsion or mismicpsl commitment fo
expansion (Reasen: democratic principlas should apply; the public has the right
1o diran:ﬂ-,rdaq:idanrt m:mimnt =5ue - it cannot be left to poliicians
and self-intenest groups)

-para 3c, - revige 1o read: The existing or planned infrastruciung or community
infrastructure required to accommodate the proposed expanson can be
prowided prior fo or concuvrent with expansion and in a financially and
armiranmantally sustainable manner (Reason: we have seen ihe disasirous
impact of uncoordinated nfrastructure-residantial development growth in Milton;
this bype of failure needs to be aliminated)

+para 3d. - delete this exemplion; no sattlement of prime agricultural land should
be allowed wunder any arcumstance - koo much agriculturad land has been
parmarently desiroyed already in the GGH

Staff concurs and
therefore
suggests that
*profecting what is
valuable”™ should
praceds further
urizan boundary
EXpANSIon,

Samea fexbility
shauld be glowed
for the gradation
of dengity into the
surrounding stable
nisighbourhoads.

Municapal
Councils are dufy
elacied lo make
such decisions.
A wll, B will
b broad-bazed
public consulation
on such mafters,
Since sarvices for
e develapment
are funded by
devetopment
charges, pre-
senicing will be
financially difficult
urfess there s
pre-payment of
development
charges, which
will recuire &
change to fthe
legislation.

This wauld mean
that thare will be
na further urban
axpansion in

I&
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Sect. 3.2.5 - Walar and Waslewaler Syslems - para 1 - reviss 1o read * Municpal
water and ... sufficient revenue from the users of the systems lo recover
(Reason: thase who da not need and use the systems should not bear any cost,
this should be a user-pay system which will encourape consenvation and
emvironmentally frendly usa)

Secl. 4.2.3 - Mineral Aggregate Resources - govemments have been much 1oo
weak ant accommodating fo the mineral agaregate ndustry, with the result that
thare is no dynamic iension to improve exraction, delivery and rehabilitation
procedures or develop innovative, new and more sustainable industry practices
TOARC has failed al delivering rehabilitated properties in a timely fashsen and
needs ko be tolally revamped to include representation for residents impacted by
aggregate operaions. In particular, environmentallylecologicaty sensible
rehebilitation procedures and timeframes need to bea sstablished and enforced,
with severe, immediate penalfies for non-compliance. The aggregate indusiny
needs bo be guided fo become a model corporale citizen, given the savers
impacts of s praclices,

Sect 4.2.4 - A Culture of Conservation - para 1c. sirengthen by adding reduction
requirements for industrial, commercial, developmend and transportation sechars,
nod marely municipaities and residential sources. Ignoning hese seclors maans
that significand confributors 1o defericrating air quaity are nol
managed/canirolied for the public good,

Additionz! fems - Sect 4 needs o have Light Quality and Moise Quality
protection requirements added - noise and ght pollulion ane increasing rapidly
and crealing poor quality of life conditions for paople, and undesirable
environmenialecolagical impacts on flora and fauna in the GGH.

- Secl. 4 neads 1o have Land Cuality protection added - short-term profis-
orienied unsusiainable end dameging land use practices need to be prohibited,
and lang tarm sustanable use required. For example, bicsold content and use
need to be beler managed, ensuring thal biosolids are toxc free (inchuding toos
vinses)

- Economic conssderations: The MAELRA supports a heafihy, robust cross-bonder
trade with the Unitad Stalas which is mutually beneficial, However, given the
realties of rade relalions and protectionism, LS questioning of Canedian supply
management practices, bordar sacudty practices and procedures. US reactions
o putsowcng, the senous imbalances in the US aconomy and #s irede deficis,
and 50 on, the MERA sugpesis thal prudence requres active and aggrassive
exploration and development of ofher irading paringrs and opportunities for
Ondana's commence and indusiry, as abowve, putting all our 'economic eggs’ in
‘one baskel’ and focusng solely on the US for continued frede prospernty is
shor-sighted and wanting. Onlans's businasses should be encouraged, wilh
approprate infrasiructure availabie, o expand beyond the US markeals, mainkain
@ healthy, robust relationship, io be sure, wilth US suppliers and custamars, bul
book further afield as well,

| that this may be

Haltan

This clarification is
nd needed sincs
SEMVICING 5 on ils
oo rate-

supported budget.

Staff corturs.

Staff concurs bul
acknoaiedges

beyond the
legiah
mandake of e
Places to Grow
Act.

There ara MOE
regulations and
gubdalings on
such matlers,

Thasa are matters
fhat should be
direclad 1o the
faderal

govemmants
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Commerter Cqmnunu Staff Response
Similarty, the Provingal govemment must ensure, in co-operation and throwgh fhe Halton
parinérship with the Canadsan Federal governman, that appropriate MP's.
governmental relations are mantained and enhanced wilh US state and federal
govemment counlerparts, that disputes are resolved fairly and in a timely
fashion without undue rancour or polical posturing and that an equally mulually-
benaficial partnership is maintained.

Submitled an behalf of the Milton Rural Residents Association, &s approved by
the Board of Directors.

Halton Agricultural | PLACES TO GROW

w As a farmer, | hava reviewad the places to graw document. As | have the

mittee (Bert | risat of a pracheal rural business person, | have trouble apprecating much of

Andrews) fhe wording in such a docurmant As a consequence | have limited my questions

1212006 and comments to agriculture, food and rural issuss. ;hegg:rlh rate of
1) Paga d-How does the growth rate of he Grealer Golden Horseshoe compare. | arone e niohest
with olher fast growing cities in North Amenca? How mary additional acres of in North America
farmiand will be needed to satisfy the growing populafion? This acreage reeds | £ e tand Supli.:r
tov b given @ range for bolh a best case scenario &s this document qutiines as will be determined
well a3 8 worst case soenanc which is mora likaly 1o oceur if past trends by PIR with ingut
conlinue, lronm tha

rriunicipalibes
These queslions

7) Page 5-What is the definition of “protecting prime agricufiurs areas? s it1g | 53N bestbe
protect prime agrcultual land for the benefit of both farmers and urbanites or | B9dressad in the
primarity for the benefd of urbanites? IF it is fior the benefit of farmers, what new | 83y phasas of
Initiatives wil be mtroduced to improve the economics of famming? :rﬂ “‘I‘:]'l’;’ﬂ
3) Page 6-"Decades of neglect and tack of nwvesimant have rasuliad in the [I;r:rib&d i:s
current infrastructure defcit”. IFwe ane 5o far behind and cannol calch up, would report PPW15-08

it not make sense to imd immigration 1o the GGEH untl such Bme as we calch up
an the infrastructure neads?

4) Page T-"Farming wil be produciive, dverse and sustainabla * These feal
qood planning words in my humble opinion ransiale 1o one word bull..... The
province needs to provide details of *How®. This page would be bettar tiled *The
Govemment Dream for fhe GGH', Can we please ask for some reality wording
whan presenting a vision for aghculiure, food and rurel issues?

3) Page 11-Hastory shows (hal mos! tamiies will move bo the suburbs f they can
afford ko, Famiies will wanl bo Bve whera i1 s bast for them o raise a family. That
includes neighbourhood satety, social acivilies, communily achivilies, sporing
activilies, respecied schools, dencing. church elc.. Decisions on whena famdas
live will not be desarmined by a govemment wish list,

&) For the most part, wa can anly compate senausly on a global basis with
Class T imaybe 2&3) land and specialty land. MPAC az wel as soil maps have
every farm designated according to tand classification. The use of this
information is critical 1o any planning for the confinuation of agnculture and feod
in Ontario, Why not have MPAC spall oul the land dassifications on every
assessmenl?

1%
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Commenier Commants Staff Response
T) Page 18-As expecied & is stated that for lands within the Greenbelt Arsa,
applicable policies of e Greenbelt, Niagara Escarpment and Oak Ridges Yes
Moraine apply. Can you please provide a copy of these polices? '
B} Page 27-"Municipalities are encouraged 1o maintain, improve and provide
opportunities for tarm refated infrastructure such as drainage and imgation”,
Improvements in Halton in this anea could be stared immediately. For axample, |
have been waiting thre2 years for a dramage issue fo be acted upon. Secondly,
it took nine manths for & simple imgation water (aking permil to be isswed.
Thirdly, a building permit for a tent for a manth for schaoal children cost $662.50.
“Municipalities are encouraged to establish and work with agricuttural advisory
commitieas and consult with them on decision making redated to agriculbural
planning " Municipaliies need b take direction and respond o farmers as they
know best what iz neaded (o keep thair farms viable. The bottom Sine is thal the
electorate pays the salaries for both efacted and non elected govemmeant
employees. Only through problem solving with the elactorata can the very best | Sigf concurs.
solutions for all of society be achieved
Ber Andrews
Endorsed by HAAC January 3, 2006
.:hm Agricultural | Places to Grow The Province
isory This report deals wilh a tim period of 2001 o 2031, I is regrettable that we ars | "2qUIrEs
Committee (Peter | |, 2006 and nothing has been done and nathing is infended 1o be done until wa | MURICIPalies
Lambrick ef af) are half way through the peried - in 2015 this = far oo lale adopt a fairly
132006 It is understood that OP's afe in place, bul hal being said, there is no reason iarflgl‘sl?;m
why the densification levets cannod be increased in keeping with this repor to sirategy, 1o be
bedter utilize green field development, Iransil comidors and come closer 1o irrlplamﬁ:nla:l and
mesting the inlensificabion plans of this report to achiave set
W would encourage the Regeon i update its OP and get things starfed by 2010 | targels by 2015.
o the [atest. We have graal leadership here and we must build upon such See the proposed
| things as the iner-modal facility, whither we ke il or noL Multi-Year Work
| We within agriculture will be of bwo minds with this report. One half being of the | Plan explained in
mindsat: “pave it all over, and let me have my reirement fund now”™, The second | repart PPW15-06,
bating; “tell me axactly what | am going to have to work with, give me the tools
with which o work and hopafully the GTA Agroultural Acton Commities (GTA
AAC) and others can give me & markel to fil and give ma a dacant return on my | One of the
investment’, building blocks of
"We think this region should take a strong leadership role, beng one of the not- m;ﬂfﬂr
buitt-out regions. Wa should identify the best agrcultural land and encourage the addrass the future
prowinge b pul @ higher prionty on hese areas. of agricullure, as
Howevar, we disagree with the splitting of natural systems from peime well as &
agricutural land becawse we feel that they are one &nd the same. We would sustainable
ask thowgh, that when they ane baing requlated for the “so called” pubic good, | natural system, in
that 1he landowner be recognized and adequately compensated for thal public Halben in a
goad. COMmprahengive
Agriculture is not just the specially areas of Niagara and the Holland Marsh. We ?al‘;_ifi&ufﬂtﬂd
on.

have already built over a lot of Canada's Class 1 farmland. Starting to recognize
lrlis fanmiland for wha it is willl be very important, Agriculture can play a lange

I
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Staff Response

part in the improved health of this province - physical, as quality and economc.
Agriculture is camed out under & high kevel of regulations and we have a lot io
affer this province in healthy and sae food producion. Many times throughaut
this repar, agriculture is the last thing fo be recognized; along wilh its role in the
profection of the natural environmeant swch 25 source water profeclion, and the
fact that local production is less hazardows bo our dlean air bacause of the lesser
deslance |o ship this healthy food o its markat.

The big picture facts ane very imporient to us as laxpayers and agriculturists
Trade is important to Ontario with over 907% baing with the LISA and the
realzation that that trade needs fransporiation comidors and hance S intar-
madal in Mition. et traffic congestion costs Ontario 55 bdlian in lost GDP
annually. As taxpayers we must encourage better usage of our weallhy, haghly
educaled workionce by making sure that emplayment lands are not converted 1o
other uses. Also that low density senvicing costs do not outstnp low
development charges and levies, and thus create the need for even karger lax
increasas o us, the incumbents,

“Urban sprawl contributes to the degradation of our natural ervironment, air
quality and water resources and the consumption of agricultural lands crilical bo
our fulune econormy.”

The vision for the Greater Golden Horsashae (GGH) is great - | hope | am
around 1o see it “this unigue high quality agnculteral [and which will be protectad
for future generafions, where farming will be praductive, dverse and
susiainable.” The big question is sustainghiiity - thal word should be changed to
prafifable | can anly hops that the GTA AAC will do its bil ks halp make this
industry profitabie.

Economic faciors hawve to be considerad to ensura that farming in the GGH will
be something mana than a “driva-by” tourist attraction for the millions of oty folk,
It can be both, but derefict bames are unsightly.

This report does nod put the Hame where it should be, squarely on the federal
oovemmend and their immigralion palicy. We see nowhere, where we as a
PrOMITIOR, WE 85 3 region énd wa as Bxpayers are going afler the federal
gavemmend i balier justify and thus pay for this immigration influs.

Mesther have we as an indusiry really sterted to calculate how these immigranls
may altar the food purchasing habits of this country and how we need to change
10 respond b them,

The Places To Grow” repod is exiremely bitty. By this we mean thal the
Mumister of Public Infrastructure, needs to be talking to more than one ministry 1
a time. We nead vision for transportation, industry, agriculture, tourism, so the
Minister of Public Infra-structure and Renewal must talk to Agriculture;
Transpor; Natural Resources; Finance; industry, Trade and Commernce;
Municipal Affairs; Environment; and Tounsm, and they musl all b2 n the same
rocen al the same time. Maybe we even need {o roll the NEC, Greanbell and the
Qiak Ridges Moraine back info some ministry, rather than have them oul there
as entibes on thewr cwn.  Being three enfilies, with free different palicies does
nol advance & cohesive planning structure and nedher does This report a5 it is
wilien.

The recognition thal thede must be a return on investmeant for municipsl water

"Protecting what is
valugble® befora
congidenng urkan
expansion is the
theme advocated
in repor PPW15-
&

Staff concurs.

PR, staff advised

us that the Grovdh
Plan was the joini

aroduct of the key |

hinistrias working
in collzbaration.
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&nd waste water systems is good, Hnmﬁuly; any profit can go into research nio
systems that can be sized for public | private communal wastewater disposal in
ihe rural community. This wauld also help source water protection,

We afe suprised to see no menton of garbage: il effect on the environment
and polential utilization &s energy from waste, for hydro production or
greenhouse heating to further reduce the need for imports and should be part of
this plan

In Chapter 4, Protection Of Whal Is Valuable, we are pleased to nate in Saction
5a it “clearty demarcales where public access i and is not permitted.* Thes will
0o a long way to alleviale trespass concems.

In Chapler 4, Sechion 2.2.3 - recognizes the need for “drainage and imgation,”
which will o a long way to address, particulary Miagara's, new plan.

| Saction 2.2 4. in Chapter 4 recognizes Agricultural Advisory committees, b it is

up 1o us, who sit on these commitiees, i praserve Bheir intagrity so thal we have
the apporunity to gve valuable inpuf,
Chapter 6: Definilions:

Aflordabiity: we question what is the ratio In Halton? W also encourage the
building of rental accommodation preferably high-rise. Although at this point in
e singhe delached houses are saleable, we ask you to recognize that the age
demographic will change and encourage the building of condominiums, so that
when pecple ane fad up with cutting grass, little as it is, they can move lo this
bype of accommodation.

Compect Urban Form: is this part of owr OF language now, and if nol, why not?
Complete communities: is this pan of our OP language and if nol why not?

Density Targets: we encourage Hallon (o be a leader and move these ba the
year 2010

Matural Henlage Fealures and Areas: wel lands. We are interesied 1o read,
“periodically soaked or wel lands being used for agricultural purposes which no
fonger exhibit walland characterislics are no longer considerad fo be wallands,
for the purpose of this definiton”. We question this with reference o Regulalon
704

Woodlands: means freed areas that provide enviranmeniel and economic
benefits to both the private landownar and the genaral public.

Fural Areas; Langs, which are located outside sefflement areas and ane not
prime agrcutural areas, We encourage Halton io define / map these areas and
maybe aven move back to a two designation system, delermining aregs that ane
agricullurally significant.

Schedula 3. in this chari we natics thal te population of the Region of Halton is
sel bo double from F90,000 ko 780,000 in the 30 year period, however ihe
number of househalds movas from 130,000 to 300,000 over the same pesiod
Thig & inconsistent with B mbenl of tis document and does not Fsplay
intensification, even when couplad with employrmeant numbers. Ve chafiange
you bo make this 300,000 household number a ke less of prove (o us tha the
grean feld acreage will be a kd less than we think

Subcommifles Membsers: Peter Lasbock, Glenn Powell, Joe Richardson, Lea

Stafl concurs and
makes a spacific
recommendation
to B Province on
wastn

mEnagemant

The lalest
research an
affardable housing
endicaabas (hal v
have a

! congiderzble
shortial
compared 1o
demands, in
ety priced
housing on the
Hallan marked.

The demographic
trands ane
howarss fawar
people per
househoid on the
average; hence
the increase in
housaholds in
future will be
proporionaly
higher than ihe

| ncraase in

| paputation, Only
vitanzibcation will
help decrease

| future greenfield
! acrasge.

1.
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Mursg

Endorsed by HAAC January 3, 2008

Halton Ecological
& Environmental
Advisory
Committes

11172006

1.

EEAL strongly supparts the provincial govemment's intention to
exclude natura! henitage features and areas from density targeds
measured within grean field areas. In addition, an aggressive approach
should be taken to delineale the buill bowndary to ensure infensification
oocurs onfy in wban growth centers as opposed o lower density aregs
or undeveloped areas at the adges of the urban growth cenders, so as
to protectisave more agricultural lands and natural featwres.

Wa would like o re-iterata the recommandation that &l Regions and
the: Province consider developing a “maxmum poputalion camying
capacity” for each Region based on sustainable development
indicators,  The repot assumes thal we can ecslogrcally sustan lhese
numibers, which might not be the casa.

Population grondth 15 a significant risk 1o the quality of the enviranment
[e.g. making kKyolo unachievable) and qualily of life. Previous
documantation provided with prior Places 1o Grow repons entified the
primary cause of population growth in the GGH as international
immigration. The provincial and federal governments must calculate &
sustainable population level and put into effect a system to regularly
update thiz sustainable population leval in arder io coordinata
imemigration leveds

Previous Placas to Grow repors kentified three scenarios: a less
compact, compact and more compact development alternative. The
compac alamatve has besn chosen. From an environmental paint of
view [he mone compact altemnalive would have favored the profection of
green figlds and therafore wauld be the betber attamative.

As noted in our previous review, ihe Report quile comectly suppors the
notion that a significant porfion of the future growth can be
accomplished by the concept of intensification — utlizng mare fully the
axisting buill up areas. Howavar we would like k> address a
consideration not idenbfied in the Reporl Within the exisng built up
areas, there may be valued ecological components that act as
ecological niche areas for rare, endangerad, threatened or sigrificantly
important spacies or there may be ecological cormdors leading from
one impartant acosystem ta another. Thesa significant ecological
areas have not been sluded nor idenkfied. Therefors, EEAC umges the
&l Regions and the Halion Region in particutar, 1o reviess the public
lands and open spaces identified in the “inlensification anea and
comdor” and evaluate if there are any areas fhal should be designated
&5 an ESA. We recommend that Halton Regicn (and other upper fier
municipaliies) should encourage thes lacal municipalifies, in
conunction with their respective consenvation authanlies, o furher
investigale and designale local features and functon o complarmant
the “ESA-plus areas” (aghcultural lands, significant ecological open
spaces and designaled ESAs). EEAC welcomes the opportunity o
assisl in ihig project

Stalf concurs and
will continue o
wark with EEAC in
addressing he
profection and
susianabiity of
Greanlands in an
urtsan sefling
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6. The Report defines the need 1o protect natural hentage features, rare,
threatened and endangered species and thair habitat. Howaver, the
Report does not provide the necessany wson o enhance the
arvironmental afirbules located in the GGH arsa. Therafore as par of
tha Repart's policy framework we recommend the follewing addibonal
poficy statamnts:
= Within the GGH area, each Region should sel a target of 30% for

wood land area (with a focus on the Caralinian Forest ecotype); and

= Within e GGH area, each Region set a target of 10% lor
witfands.

In order fo achieve his, upper and lower ber municpaifies should be
required 1o include in their official plan specific zamng and land
designations for woodland areas and wefands, requinng privale
owners 1o maintain these lands in their natural states. Property tax
benefits may be uzeful in encauragng landowners,

7. The Discussion Paper on the Growth Plan (Summer 2004) statad,
*Fiscal toofs cowd be wsed fo support private (and holders who wish fo
ratain flands that posses significant ecolpgical values.” The Proposed
Growth Plan (Movembar 2005) does nof provide guidance on how the
Provincial government intends to make maintaining “E5A-plus™ ereas
an imporiand and vibrant component of the planning lo grow strafegy.
We recommend the Provinge develop additional policy statements and
Itr:-uls.h:l conserve the designated "ESA-plus” areas found on privabe
ands,

B. The Draft Growih Plan [February 2005) Section 4.4.2 Rural Areas -
Policy 3 stated: “Ruwal areas can accommodate normal farm prachices
and the il range of agriciliural = relsled and secondany uses, The
term “normal farm practices” has a reguiatory cornolation that should
be fully explored befora it is used n the Report. EEAC is wnsure of the
application of the tarm as it applies to "ESA-plus” areas, and areas
described in section 2.1.4 of the Provincial Policy Slalement - 2005.

8. Weane encouraged that Section 4,2.4(1) d) iv) of the Proposed Growth
Flan addresses wasle diversion. The Report would be complele to
nclude a policy on landfill site selection and contingencies to address
ihe disposal of e Regions' solid wasles. EEAC & pleased that Hallon
Region has passed a resolution addrassing imporation of land fill
wasle from cuiside the Region's boundanes, however 3 Provincial
policy statement recognizing the right of the Regions 1o manage feir
awn wasle & recommended,

Once again thank you for ihe opporunity ko parmicipate in [his process.
Respectiully submitied,

Stephanie Adams (Subcommitize Chair)

Bonnie Woolfendan

Mote: As discussed by EEAC January 11, 2006 and circulatad by e-mail far
canfirmation January 12, 2006

These ane is50es
that can ba
addressed in the
Matural Hestage
Syslam study, one
of the building
blocks in tha
ulti-iear Work
Flan.
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Commenter Comments Staff Response
| Huissoon, Marina | My commanls on the growth plan are &s follows:
| Torwn of Milton 1. support the concept of intensification. In my opinion, urban sprawl, suburhan
111202006 sami-¢ land is & disaster for iveabilty of owr communities, and has a huge cost
i lerms of infrastructure, and transportation. Our lives are practically influenced
by car awnership. This is condrary to the goal of curbing furher spramd
2 How will the “built boundary” be established? Is these 1o be public inout. origit | THe buil
developer! fanmer driven? Or perhaps the municipalty | council determines it | CouUndany wil be
based on PLANNED urban edges? eslablished by the
Province in
consultation with
the municipeifies.
It will b based on
3 Currenity, the plan shows significant areas of Agricullural and rural whach are z:ﬂmﬂﬁrllﬂ
neither designated Greenfield, nor Greenbel, 15 it fair to imply that we wil Lses and noten
conlinug io sae pressuna for developmend in these ereas? If the answer is Yes, “planned” ar
then in my opinion the Designated greenfield areas are far too small o do any proposed
sor of jo in separating one community from anather. The boundary babwesn develapments
Mitton and Mississauga is a prime example. If there is not a legisiated ban on '
devalopment in tha 407 / 403 comidar, these two communities will blend into one
in iy lifefime. Given your stated goals, this is not what we seek. | for one am This is a concesm
Bager io see a major grean undevaloped separation norh south between that is besi
Mizsissauga and Mon, and bebwaen Miltan and Oakwville. If you 4o not gct now, | addressed in the
it will be foo late: the developers are constantly nibbling away al the sdges. earfy phases of
| The Mulli-Yaar
, o | Work Plan,
4, | am concemed aboul the lack of dversity in commarcial and instilubional | - )
seciors in Be community of Milton. Historically, industrial ses were driven by | 1¥En mare fime,
leck of water supply. Now it seems o be econamic choice. A community cannot | The business
flowrish on industrial growth alone: How does the Region | Town of Millon ﬁ;ﬂﬂg
s . i o
progiose ko address this, in tha mterast of the Region as & whiole? W
diversify.
5. What is the cument density of Downtown Millon? | sk this because your goals | o u is werking on
are idantified in the plan, but | cannot determing if this means an increase or ng tus lopic. The
change in the curmanl patlem of developmend. Miltan dowrtown
is probably close
by the 50
peoplefiobs per
hisClane.
& | hawve one wid idea to finish: The province hes identified their intention 1o A mons cost
improve frangpartation infrastructure, | undarstand this to mean thal the public aflicent
transit system, and faster ramoval of cars from the downdown of Torontn during allemative bo fixad
rush hour ang the focus of attention. If the 401 was io provida a paraliel light rail rail 1 buzs rapid
systemn, commubers could use the curment park & nde areas and fravel nol by il i i
car but by rail. Since thare is no established train track, a Bght rail track would be g i
the ideal choice for s anergy eMicient, Iransportation solution, e

Thank you for the oppartunity for input. | ook fonward to seeng positive change

ir Ehe plan as a rasull.
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Kavasgalis,
Catherine
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" healiby mabural ervironment with claan air, land and water will
characterize the Galden Horseshoe™ (o8 of 54). Wilh Lhis assartion, the
prosince has sel o wondarid goal for the Golden Horseshoe. However lofty (h
gaal, there is lithe in the Propesed Provincial Growth Plan ta ensuee ils realty,
The plan rests on (he nebon fal i s recessary o giow Ihe population of the
Golden Harseshee by & very signifcant amount, an astimated 3. 7 mifian oeer
the nénd 26 ymars. This enommous growth should be saricusly questioned.

In additon, with any growth, the province must set much chearne limits an how
developmant should proceed and establish sinel guidelines for Fae consurmplion
af resources. The province shauld, lor instance, requine not suggest such
things as energy efficien| devalapment and the usa of mare anesgy afficient
wehcles. In addiion, a Provincial Growth Plan should include @ mitgation plan
for the concomitanl sprawd [kely o cccur in *Cottage Couritry”. Minkmum ires
carapy levels should be sel throughowt ina province, alang with greaier
profection and promation of woodlands and wellands.

Tracktional farmlands shauld be afforded greater proleciion fom development
ird from convarsion t industrialized intendive leeding cperations. The batiom
Ing is populabon growih shauld not resull in fudher enviconmeantal degradabion,
kass al larmiand or dminished public haakin.

Apcording bo Slalstics Canada, hent ane curranily about 100,000 mora birns
than deaths in Canada and this s peojecied |o decling o 2em by [he year 2025
The net immigration rates e Sel ol amund 200,000 (250K immigrants and 50K
amigranis). With an agng population, this nel immigration rate mitigales some af
Tha loss of our working populston due fo changing demographics (an aging
populaion and decining birfales). There aro ongaing and legifimale debates
about what levels of immigration are necessary 1o sustain a haalthy scocnomy
(ol shoukd not allow greed to force shoer tam gains forlang tenm losses). I the
growth rales given by Stalstics Canada s corecl, the privings & assuming
thal at least 50 of the expected infur of new Canadians should be direcied 1o
the Galden Horsashon, It is esimating on average 142,000 new residenis avar
tha next 26 years o make up the projected 3.7 millon - that s & highly
dhspeoportional number wilh respect o the rest of Canada, The anviroomaensal
impact 19 Ihis region and the resullant impadt on public heafth of this ncreased
in paputition $hould be canehuily considered,

There is no queslion that increasing tre populaton in the Golden Horseshoe vall
econamically bonefil some memisens of Bhe population - but at whal cost? "The
Ontaria Medical Associadon’s (OMA) report, lliness Cost of A Pollution (ICAF)

2005, shows e negatie impact of $mog on B heallh and scanomsy in spéchic
Gl portis Bhe provinge.” The DMA esimales 8 slaggering 10000 pramature

desaths by the year H26 aseociated with sk pollution

{hillp:#¥wesrwy cama. oo p heal lhismogrmain him).

Move peaphe require mane anemgy for homes, bransporation, and indusiry elc.
Thal energy use will ba just one scerce of increased palulion due o increased
popuiaton, The resullis nzeased heath care cosls and human deadh. By
nefEEsing poguiaion in the ama. we are going to dminish e ves of many
already hane and in sl cause some o boose heir lives. Are we saging il is okay
far sama lo die 5o that a few may reap econcmc beneli?

“Praleckng whal is
walliakie” naturat
respurces should
Eake priafily awer
expanding urban
boundary, &5
propoged in the
Fuli-Yiear Work
Plar in siafl rapart
PEWI15-06.
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Of course, that is not the intent of the growth plan, and indesd the proposed plan
does stale that clean air “will characterize the Golden Horseshoe * Bul haw
does the province intend fo ensure this? Over the last fifty years. sticlar air
emission controls and improved technology have reduced many ambignt &
poflutants and lo provinces credit monitored pollutants rarsly exceed accepiable
levels across Ontario. Contrary fo this trend, such things as ground level ozone
and nitrogen oxides are a growing problem throwghout the Golden Horseshoe
Although some of this problam can be atiributed to our southem neighbaurs, we
miust be able to address this ssue belore increasing the area population,
Intreasing the region's population will increase area poliulion - that is
unavodable. The running of new homes, driving of new vehicles, apesating of
new businesses will require energy (among ofher resources) and will create
poifution. Althaugh, it is hoped intensificaion and the use of public transporiation
will limit the impact on the envronmant, thera is no real guaraniee thal thoss
142,000 people a year will not aspire for a gas guzzing SUV bo commute into a
city center from thair monsier homes in the suburbs and to their monster
coltages on the weekends, Although the plan mentions enengy conservation

| measuras will be encauraged slong with sir emission reductions (p.29 of 54),
| encouragement has lite muscle. The govemment has been encouraging enargy

conservation for some time, and at least in my community this has had litthe
impact. (it was not until there was a financial burden infroduced by rising energy
casls thal some people began fo look seriousty at enengy conservation
measures, | The provinge should make specific incenthves and requiremends for
consarvabion praclicas part of ary growih plan. The plan should reguire
developmant o be energy efficient, Stricter fuel efficiency standards should be
mandated, as in Caliform@. The province should be able to clearly answer thi

following quastions in advanca of development: Just where wil the energy come |

from fo suppot & growing population? Hew will that energy produckion and use
impact ihe environment and public healilh? Whal are the associsled financial
costs? How will energy usage reductions be ensurad? How will the province
guarantse safe air quality levels for all residents? Eic.

Some of the most important safeguards for owr s and waler guality are our
wiondlands and wedlands.

"The Canadian portion of the Canglinian Life Zone has been dascibad
as the mos! ecalogically-degraded part of the Great Lakes basin.
Forest cover has been reduced from 80% o 11%, and wetands from
28% to 5% of the area. Only 0.07% of soulherm Cntanio is now n old
growth condition (over 120 years in age). Nearly all of the remainng
“natural” cover in the Carolinian Zome has been logoed. irmgated,
cheared, polluted or otherwise disturbed by human achvilies al ane bme
or anolher aver the pasi faw centunies, Because the most ntac nalural
areas have persisted whera feasibility of agricuttural and urban
developmend is poor, the remnant vegatation propodions differ
sigificandly from pre-European setiement conditions

(Minisiry of Nalural Resources: The Big Picture Project

hittg:{'www carolinian orgiConsarvationPrograms. BigPictureMethodalo
o2 hilm)

Although the proposed plan assures the protection of significant woodlands and

Changeas bo our
convenional
ifestye such as
moee relisnce on
pubkic transit for
mbilily may be
the key to making
aur communifes
mare ecologicaly
stistainabie.

Prolectng a
sislainabls
natural heritage
sysiem iz ong of
the building biocks
af the Multi-Yesr
‘Work Plan. These
Issues can ba
addressed theme,
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miake the enlire Mixedwood Plains Ecozone ecologically signifizant (or to the
conirary that thers i little significant habitats leftl. What we have in the region i
a vary disturbed ecosyslem that requires active restoration and protection at
presant, lel alone with an addifional 3,7 million people Kving hara. [See
Ervironment Canada's How Much Habitat is Enough?

hitp:ifwww.on et ge ca'wiidie/lactsheatsfs_habitat-e.himl) The province has
made a huge step forward by protecting Greenbelt lands, but greater atkention is
needed bo lands closer to the fake (and lands associated with "Cottage
Country™).

It is particularty important that the province recognizes the importance of tree
canopies. As of 1999, Hafton ragion had only16.9% coverage (Larson, BM., JL.
Rilay, EA Srell and H G Godschalk. 1999, The Woodland Heritage of
Southem Ontario: A Study of Ecological Change, Distribution and Significance.
Federation of Ontario Naturafists, Don Mills, Ontarie). The American Foresters
recommend ‘communilies should stive for an overall coverage of 40%" for
hingiversity protection and human haatih, (Urban Sprawl Infarmiation

hittp:/faww amencanforests onyiresources/sprawl). Canopy coverage pravents
stormwaler unoff, improves air quasity, provides summer enangy savings,
tarbon storege and avoidance, etc., while helping to limit sprawl. The province
shoudd farget 20-40% free coverage throughout the region and make this &
specific gsal in any growth plan,

The cotiage phenomanon must also be considered as par of the growth plan,
becausa there is a strong link batwaen the populalion in the Golden Horseshoe
and loss of habitat in oiher Ontario communities collectively designated as
“Cotlage County”. Over the past mary years, the dasire to axpanence nature
nas had fhe unforimate consequence of degrading the wery ting fhal people
seek o enjoy. There is herdly a lake within reasonable commute from the GTA,
which isn'l ined with cottages, (the word cottage from many of these structures
i hardly appropriata). Thus the province needs be study and limit the impact of
poputation growih in the Golden Horseshoe on olher ecological communities,

Agricufture plays an essential roe in feeding our population. Mare and mare of
aur food sluffs are imparted. Yeat, the soil and dimate in the Golden Horseshoe
ocould support far more agnculture. The growth plan suggests that “unigue and
high guality” agricultural lands will be protacied. Those words allow developers
to claem & particular peece of land = nod ureque and thenalore can be converted
ba homes. Agriculiwral land should be afforded greater protection and should not
be aasily rezoned. Farmiands that are not financially viabe should bacome
conservalion land - parl of a land trust for future agrcultural needs. In addtion,
inensified animal oparations should not be deemed “nommal farming practica”
and allowed to operate on land zoned agriculiural. Rather they should be
considered indusinal and subject fo tha sarme emvironmental scrutiny as any
ofher highly polluling ndustry. Although it is beyond the scope of the Growth
Flan, the province needs to develop an improved agricutural palicy (mone in
keeping with 1he European Comman Agricultural Policy) to ensure fammers ane
appropriglely compensaled for growing foods in a sustainabls humane manner,
In the meantime, the growth plan should protect agricultural lands from

| degradation.

Staff Response

wetlands, one could argus that the urique cimale of the Goklen Horseshae |

Likewise anothar
bunlding block of
tve M- Yaar
Plar will addrass
ihe fubure of
agricuHune in
Halfon
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These are just a few issues thal | see as | read through the Proposed Growth
Plan. Canadians do want a *healthy ratural anvironment with clean gir, land and |
waler.” Unforfunately we want a lol of other thengs that create poliution and
envirenmeantal degradation, | is difficult for individuats to see the cumulative
impact of their behawviors and & is up jo visionary governmend to sat bmits on
behavior for the gaad of the whale population and wulnerable minorities (e.g,
agthmatics, seniors, elc). | hope that the Provincial Government takes ths
appropriete measures to truly ensure clean air, land and water for a healthy and
proguctive and utlimataly limiled papulation of Ontarians

Kazimer, Paul
112006

Here are some comments reganding the Growdh Plan,

First | think the Plan biggest feature is it will put a stop 1o tha Greater Toronto
expansion thraugh Urban Sprawl

Second we need fo ask cursalves why pecole do not live where they work as we
have gridlock due fo urban sprawl

They like the lower Houwsing Costs, Lower Density lavels and Lower erime rales.
S0 we shoufd address these problems first Create smaller cenires
inferconnected like a web whara pacpla will want to ive where they work. Creale
Tan credits for people who Fve within 10 miles of where they work, Create
incentives for Business to locate i smalar centras whare tha bedroam fowns
are located. Governmeants should budd mirastructure e, Airporls smaller.
Arenas and sports centres should be located at the centre of cities linkad to the
city via subway. E g. Air Canada Cendre located in York,

The other question is we have ong advantage as we can control the cause of
our Growth which is primarily due ko immigration as the barth rale does not
replanish the death rate. Ontario needs to control the immigration numbers it
recenves aach yaar, nol the Federal Government. This will alow us 1o property
plan gur growih. | would Ee o see each region forecast the lands they can
release for residantial growth and then we would add them up to determine our
population growth. YWhat | am saying is slop lha TOP DOWN APPROACH where
the Federal Government determines immigration levets. The Regions should do
this and the Provincial Govemment would Tally them (o detarmine immigrabion
s,

I would like b see Ontano start 1o delemine where Canada's next Major city will
be located. Shouki we promote Windsar? Niagara Fals? Owen Sound? Barma?
The Gavernment could star by relocating Toronto Downlown workers bo these
centres. Maybe wa nead 1o start fresh on unspoiled Land. Windsor has Detroit
next Door and Magara Falls has BuMale and fhe Casings.

To sum it up

Slop Urban Sprawl - Graal

Live where you wark - promade if

Control Growth by controlling Immigration
Star & new Toronto somewhers alse

| Hope these commants will help

The systermn of
Wrban Growth

Cantras promoded |

by 1he Gronwth
Plan has some
alements of this
concepl,

| do nat clarm hal | have read e anlire document in detall, but wantad to share
my views and reactions,

I
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112006 Transportation The disadvantage
There seems o be few datails | feel that this urban area needs dedicated of a rail system is
passenger rail comidors. As long as GO and Via ars afterthoughts on 2 ral i cannod efficienty
systam dedicated to the moving of fresght, raf will not be able fo make an impact | S&ve muSiple
on highway congestion beyond the present. This will be a cribical issue and nar-inagy
invesimant as highway congestion is already a serious problem destnations.
Intensificaton.
It seams that there will be encouragement for urban centres to incraase density, | 1@ Growth Fan
without mention of the provincial role in funding for schools, racreation facilies | 0€s address the
and parkiand that are already under pressure. need for o
Fubure highway. | infrastruciure.
As a resident of Hafton Hills, Acton in particular, there seems lo be plans for a This is part of he
highway though this area with the destnation appearing fo be Guelph. There Ministry of

! r_ra-ads'u: be more information on this project. What is the rationale, the Transportation

fimaframe, the bocalion and possible impact of this project? siralegic plan that
Green Bait. has yet to be
As a resident of Acton, this small population centre appears to be ignored by this | finalized.
plan. Thea town is not even represented on the maps and is sormewhere insida
the Graan belt. Tha need o protect the lands of the Niagara Escarpmant should
not mean that the socal, iransporiation, recreational, educational and other
needs of a smaller population centre should be ignored.
As | =aid, | am only able to share a faw first impression thoughts on a document
that | anly have scanned briefly, _

Lediard, Jason 1.) Doas the government ever see an end 1o growih? Must every small town be

Limaheuse lrned inbo a cily? In 2005 eleckricity was in short supply, private water wells

S — were going dry in my local area and farmiand is constantly being developed for

housing, what exacty will it 1ake before we say that thers are just too many
people here,

2.} As related 1o growth, why do economies of scale never apply Io
municipal/proparty taxes? Halton Hiks keeps growing. and yed my taxes an
skyrockeding - and no, | don't bebeve I'm getng value for those fax dollars. |
redlize that new infrastructure must be added ko accammodate this growth, so
apparently the Town's development charges are oo low.

3.) Traffic. How does the pravince plan on dealing with traffic in aneas such as
Haltan Hills? I'm sure the easy answer is public fransit, but is that really an
effeciive solution, As a skeptic, all | can emvision are empty busses driving
around town as my laxes go up yet agan. And why does traffic managemant in
this lown seem bo have been designed by the siop lghtisign confractors, We've
9ot 3 way stop signs on streets with 7 houses, and now we'll have 2 stop ighls
on HIGHWAY &7/Guelph 5L. that are probably less than 100 metres apart. How
dov things ke thet affect traffic, and the enviranment?

Traffic contral
devicss such as
lightz and stop
5igns are based
an warrants to
improne safety
ard 1o imncrease
Capacty.

_Ila'jeniﬂ.un, Louise
Ackon

| 11812006

| 'went 1o the waw.region.hallon.on.ca web site today 1o wew the Proposed
Provinclal Grawth Plan.

| found it very difficult to read porions of the repart particulary the maps and
s0me pages at seemed 1o be coloured a funny dark green background with
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[ black text. | had to select all lext and then my machine would show the text a5
' white and than | was able to read i
If you go o the site and dick the links, parficularty the maps Bnks you will see
what | mean
| finally gave up in frustration and signed off without obtaining the inormation
that | was sesking
I just wanted 1o know what plans you have for the development of the Aclon Acton will remain
area bath residential and commercial. & small rural
comimunity, with a
mdest amount of
i groeah over time,

McLaughlin, Gary | can't befieve how rushed this is! The public isn't being given encugh time to

Specirum give thesr point of view. The deadling is too short for something that wil have an

Renovations, Town | 'Moact on &l of us over the naxt 35 years.

of hilkon I hiave tree main paints I'd like o make;

112106 First of all. | can't belave that so lithe time has been given to the pubilic input Both the Maara
Second, the Province should maintain a decen? boundary to prevent Eﬂmtfﬂ
encroachment onto the Escarpment. I'm talking about only about developmant. Greenbelt Plans
I'm ieding about the visual imgacts, the impacts on wildlfe and on he will effectively
Thare sholid be absalute presenvation of important landmarks. I'm talking about | development
old stona larmhouses fhat date back to the 1850's and other herilage buildings | outside the
that &ne being lost 1o development. Escarpment.
| restore and refurbish old homes. | am particulary concemed that many of the
oid homes in Millon and Hallon Hills are not being adequataly presarved for their
heritage and cultural value,

Shawver, Hazel Wiith 5rs. residences being a necassary item in Halion, and the Martin House

Miltan being razed, thal = ane passibility of usa for any rebuiding project.

1111/2006 JI:II:IHﬁh_ﬂﬂm.malﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂmmmmmﬂEF@]‘SW,\'I’EI"E‘H"QUEM'. This is 3 matier
and insulated, becausa it is solid brick, it could provide another ratirement home | for Halton Hills
for thass folk who would prefer a countryside environment. it is not far from Councll to
Mitton Hospilal, and with R.M.5 on stalf and adequate assistants or ablendants addrass.

would ba very comfortable. | know of some refirement places that are some
distance from or oulside owns,

Alsa | waukd like to see another colisge campus in my area. As wel, YL IV
sag government funding on nursing cara for seniors or for police services

ELURSTU PRSPV Fioh PP A8 L b, o b, Ry 30 00

i

—_93—

#2



#2
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HALTON'S MULTI-YEAR WORK PLAN RESPONDING TO PROVINCIAL GROWTH PLAN
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